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Summary
The EU AI Act reads into an obligations register with one row per duty and per party it binds, and its July

2026 amendment, Regulation (EU) 2026/1744 [2], shows why role, system scope, dates and amendment trail

are separate fields.

The EU AI Act, Regulation (EU) 2024/1689, assigns its duties by role. Article 3 defines a provider as a party

that develops an AI system or a general-purpose AI model, or has one developed, and places it on the

market or puts it into service under its own name or trademark, and a deployer as a party using an AI

system under its authority [1].

High-risk systems carry two lists of duties. A system is high-risk under Article 6 when it is, or is a safety

component of, a product under the Annex I laws that needs third-party conformity assessment, or when it

falls in one of the eight areas of Annex III (derived), and Article 16 then gives its provider 12 points and

Article 26 its deployer 12 paragraphs (derived) [1].

Regulation (EU) 2026/1744, the Digital Omnibus on AI, in force since 27 July 2026, moved the high-risk

dates. Chapter III Sections 1 to 3, the high-risk classification rules, requirements and provider and

deployer duties, now apply from 2 December 2027 for Annex III systems and 2 August 2028 for Annex I

systems, where the 2024 text gave 2 August 2026 (derived) and 2 August 2027 [1, 2, 15].

Regulation (EU) 2026/1744 as adopted differs from the Commission's proposal, COM(2025) 836. The

proposal would have deleted the Article 49(2) registration of systems a provider judges not high-risk, and

the act kept it while deleting two of the nine points (derived) of Annex VIII Section B, the information that

registration holds [1, 2, 4].

Role changes move the provider's duties to another party. Under Article 25(1), a distributor, importer,

deployer or other third party that puts its name or trademark on a high-risk system, substantially modifies

it, or changes a system's intended purpose so that it becomes high-risk is considered its provider, with the

Article 16 duties [1].

Support instruments carry their own legal status. The Commission calls its guidelines not binding [14, 22, 23]

and says adherence to its transparency code "does not constitute conclusive evidence of compliance"

[19]. Its Implementing Decision (EU) 2026/2274 lists EN 18286:2026, a quality management standard, as a

harmonised standard [16, 17].

Published checks show where coverage thins. In a 2026 study of 12 compliance checkers, Articles 5 and 6

(prohibited practices and high-risk classification) were each covered by 10, Articles 9 to 15 (the high-risk

requirements) by 4 or 5 each, and Articles 27 and 49 (the fundamental rights impact assessment and

registration) by 3 each [31].
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Background
What the Act is. Regulation (EU) 2024/1689 was signed on 13 June 2024 and published in the Official Journal

on 12 July 2024 [1]. It entered into force on 1 August 2024 [2, 11]. As published it has 180 recitals, 113 articles

and 13 annexes (derived) [1]. Chapter III holds the high-risk rules, with requirements in Section 2 (Articles 8 to

15), operator obligations in Section 3 (16 to 27) and registration in Section 5 (40 to 49) [1].

What changed. The Commission proposed the Digital Omnibus on AI on 19 November 2025 as COM(2025)

836 [4]. The European Parliament adopted its position on 16 June 2026 by 423 votes to 57, with 174

abstentions [6], and the Council adopted the act on 29 June 2026 [5]. It was signed on 8 July 2026 and

published on 24 July 2026 as Regulation (EU) 2026/1744 [2, 5], and it entered into force on the third day after

publication, 27 July 2026 [2, 15]. Its recital (2) cites delayed standards and delayed national frameworks, which

produced "a compliance burden that is heavier than expected" [2]. It has 47 recitals and 43 amendment

points (derived) [2].

Who this note is for. Compliance and legal operations staff who keep a register of the Act, and the

engineers who build its extraction.
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Method
What was examined. The Official Journal texts of both regulations [1, 2], the consolidated text as at 27 July

2026 [3], the proposal [4], the procedure file and the summary of the Parliament's vote [5, 6], seven AI Act

Service Desk pages [7-13], 14 Commission pages on guidelines, codes, templates and standards [14-16, 18-28],

one implementing decision [17], the LegalRuleML standard [29], four research papers from 2025 and 2026

[30-33] and two pages on the European Legislation Identifier [34, 35].

How. Each provision was read in the 2024 text. Each amendment point of 2026/1744 was then matched to

the provisions it changes and checked against the consolidated text and the Service Desk's markers [2, 3, 7].

The fields come from LegalRuleML [29] and the general register method this note applies, with eight fields

added for this Act (Finding 12). "Derived" marks a count or date worked out from a cited text. All 35 sources

were opened on 8 November 2026. No checker, code signatory, product or vendor is named.

Where sources disagree. Article 40(1) ties the presumption of conformity to the Section 2 requirements and

the Chapter V obligations [1], while the Commission's news item ties EN 18286:2026 to "the Article 17

requirements covered by the standard" [16]. The Service Desk's questions on the Digital Omnibus describe

the proposal [12]. The Commission's policy page, last updated 19 October 2026, still says the transparency

rules "will come into effect in August 2026" [15]. Its transparency guidelines page gives the same date in the

present tense: Article 50 "applies from 2 August 2026" [18]. Each source is reported as it reads.
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Findings
1. Bearer: operator roles and territorial scope

Roles. Article 3(8) lists six operators (derived), and Article 3 defines five of them (derived) [1]:

Role Article 3 definition, in short

Provider, 3(3) Develops an AI system or general-purpose AI model, or has one developed, and places it on the

market or puts it into service under its own name or trademark

Deployer, 3(4) Uses an AI system under its authority, outside personal non-professional activity

Authorised

representative, 3(5)

In the Union, holds a written mandate from a provider

Importer, 3(6) In the Union, places on the market a system bearing the name or trademark of a person

established in a third country

Distributor, 3(7) In the supply chain, other than provider or importer, makes a system available on the Union

market

A 2025 mapping of the six roles points to "Article 25 provisions ensuring accountability follows control" [33].

Bearer and auxiliary party. LegalRuleML names the role a duty is "primarily directed" at as its bearer, and a

role the duty is "related" to as an auxiliary party [29]. Article 26(5) is one row with the deployer as bearer, and

the provider, distributor and market surveillance authority it informs as auxiliary parties [1].

Territorial scope. Article 2(1) reaches providers wherever established, deployers in the Union, and providers

and deployers in third countries where the system's output is used in the Union [1].

Exclusions as exception rows. Article 2 excludes systems built "for the sole purpose of scientific research

and development", testing before placing on the market other than in real world conditions, purely personal

use, and free and open-source systems unless high-risk or under Article 5 or 50 [1].

2. System scope: which systems a row covers

A duty's scope is a class of system, held in its own field:
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Scope value Defining text

All AI systems Article 4 [1, 2]

Prohibited practice Article 5, with new points (ba) and (bb) [1, 2]

High-risk, Annex I Article 6(1): a product, or safety component of one, under Annex I law that needs third-party

conformity assessment [1]

High-risk, Annex III Article 6(2): one of eight areas (derived), from biometrics to the administration of justice and

democratic processes [1]

Article 6(3) derogation An Annex III system the provider concludes poses no significant risk of harm [1]

Article 50 system Systems that interact with people, generate synthetic content, recognise emotions or make deep

fakes [1]

General-purpose AI

model

Chapter V [1]

With systemic risk Article 51, with high impact capabilities presumed above 10^25 floating point operations of training

compute [1]

The derogation needs care. Article 6(3) lists four conditions (derived), any one of which suffices, and states

that an Annex III system "shall always be considered to be high-risk" where it profiles natural persons [1]. A

provider using it "shall document its assessment" before placing the system on the market or putting it into

service and is subject to Article 49(2) registration [1]. Those are two rows whose scope is the derogation.

3. Provider rows for high-risk systems

Article 16 as an index. Its 12 points (derived) are short, and several send the reader to a longer article [1]:

Point Duty Linked row

(a) Comply with Section 2 Articles 8 to 15

(b) Name, registered trade name or mark and contact address None

(c) Quality management system Article 17
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Point Duty Linked row

(d) Keep documentation Article 18

(e) Keep logs under their control Article 19

(f) Conformity assessment before placing on the market Article 43

(g) EU declaration of conformity Article 47

(h) CE marking Article 48

(i) Registration Article 49(1)

(j) Corrective actions and information Article 20

(k) Demonstrate conformity on reasoned request None

(l) Accessibility Directives (EU) 2016/2102 and 2019/882

Durations and deadlines in linked rows. Documentation is kept for 10 years after placing on the market or

putting into service, and logs for "at least six months" [1]. Article 20(1) requires corrective action

"immediately" for a system not in conformity [1].

Serious incidents. Article 73 sets a report "not later than 15 days" after the provider or deployer becomes

aware, two days for a widespread infringement or a serious and irreversible disruption of critical

infrastructure, and 10 days for a death, with an incomplete initial report allowed [1]. For providers under the

AI Office's competence, the amended Article 75(1a) sends those reports to the AI Office [2]. The auxiliary

party of the Article 73 row therefore depends on the supervisor field.

Amended provider rows. Article 17(2) now names SMEs, start-ups and small mid-cap enterprises (SMCs) in

its proportionality rule, and Article 11(1) lets them provide Annex IV documentation "in a simplified manner"

on a Commission form [2]. Article 10(5) was deleted, and a new Article 4a governs special categories of

personal data for bias detection and correction [2].

Fines tier. Article 99(4)(a) covers Article 16, with fines up to EUR 15 000 000 or 3% of worldwide annual

turnover, whichever is higher, and the lower of the two for SMEs [1]. Article 99(6a) applies the lower figure to

SMCs [2].
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4. Deployer rows

Article 26. Its 12 paragraphs (derived) include these duties [1]:

Paragraph Duty

26(1) Use the system in accordance with the instructions for use

26(2) Assign human oversight to people with "the necessary competence, training and authority"

26(4) Keep input data relevant and sufficiently representative, where the deployer controls it

26(5) Monitor, inform and suspend use on a risk, and report a serious incident first to the provider

26(6) Keep logs under their control for at least six months

26(7) Employers inform workers' representatives and affected workers before workplace use

26(8) Public authorities register under Article 49 and do not use an unregistered system

26(11) Inform natural persons subject to Annex III decisions

Rows outside Article 26. Article 27 requires a fundamental rights impact assessment before first use of an

Article 6(2) system, except Annex III point 2, by bodies governed by public law, private entities providing

public services and deployers of systems in Annex III points 5(b) and (c) [1]. The amended Article 27(4) lets

the deployer cross-refer to its data protection impact assessment [2]. Article 49(3) requires public-authority

deployers to register their use [1]. Article 50(3) and (4) cover emotion recognition, biometric categorisation

and deep fakes, with an exception for text under human review or editorial control [1].

A right and its duty. Article 86(1) gives an affected person "the right to obtain from the deployer clear and

meaningful explanations" of a decision based on an Annex III system's output [1]. The row records the

person's right and the deployer as bearer of the matching duty (this note's reading).

Fines tier. Article 99(4)(e) covers Article 26, and 99(4)(g) covers Article 50 [1].

5. Role changes as override rows

Article 25(1) moves the Article 16 duties to a distributor, importer, deployer or other third party in three

cases: (a) it puts its name or trademark on a high-risk system already placed on the market, (b) it makes a

substantial modification so that the system remains high-risk, or (c) it modifies a system's intended purpose
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so that it becomes high-risk [1]. Article 3(23) defines a substantial modification as an unplanned change that

affects compliance with Section 2 or the intended purpose [1].

LegalRuleML defines an override as "an indication that a Legal Rule takes precedence over another Legal

Rule" [29]. In this note's reading, Article 25(1) works as one: a trigger row that, when met, gives the new bearer

the provider rows, and Article 25(2) removes the initial provider as provider "of that specific AI system" [1].

The amendment changed the linked rows. Article 25(2) now lists the cooperation owed to the new provider:

technical documentation for assessing compliance with Article 16, known limitations and failure modes, and

targeted technical access for testing and validation [2]. Article 25(4) now covers a third party that supplies "an

AI system, AI model, tools, services, components, or processes" [2]. A new Article 99(4)(da) puts Article 25(2)

and (4) in the fines tier [2].

6. Splitting provisions into rows

A 2026 study of Articles 8 to 15 used modal verbs as delimiters and found 111 candidate requirements [30].

Four exclusions reduced them to 107, 100, 94 and finally 87: Article 8 as imposing no obligation of its own (4

removed), statements with "may", read as permissions (7), statements whose subject is the Commission,

notified bodies or the Act itself (6), and statements that only scope those that follow (7) [30]. Of the 87, 27

addressed risks specific to the systems, 40 required a process and 20 required an artefact [30]. The study

reflects the text as of May 2026 [30].

A register keeps more than that set. A "may" statement is a permission row, linked to its parent: the amended

Article 27(4) and Article 11(1) are examples [2]. Commission duties, such as the classification guidelines due

under Article 6(5), are rows with the Commission as bearer, kept apart from operator rows [1]. LegalRuleML's

constitutive statements, which define concepts, fit Article 3, and its penalty statements fit Article 99 [29].

7. Dates as published and as amended

Row 2024 text As amended

Chapters I and II, including Articles 4 and 5 2 February 2025 [1] Unchanged for existing points

[2, 7]

Article 5(1) points (ba) and (bb), 5(1a) and (1b) None 2 December 2026 [2]

Chapter III Section 4, Chapters V, VII and XII, Article 78, except

Article 101

2 August 2025 [1] Unchanged (derived) [7]

General date: Article 50, Chapter III Section 5, Chapter IX,

Article 101

2 August 2026

(derived) [1]

Unchanged (derived) [2, 7]
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Row 2024 text As amended

Chapter III Sections 1 to 3, Annex III systems 2 August 2026

(derived) [1]

2 December 2027 [2]

Chapter III Sections 1 to 3, Annex I systems 2 August 2027 [1] 2 August 2028 [2]

Articles 102 to 110 2 August 2026

(derived) [1]

27 July 2026 [2]

Article 111 adds transitional rows. Annex X large-scale IT systems placed on the market before 2 August 2027

are brought into compliance by 31 December 2030 [1]. General-purpose AI models placed before 2 August

2025 comply by 2 August 2027 [1]. High-risk systems placed before the Chapter III date are covered only

after significant design changes, and public-authority systems by 2 August 2030 [2]. Providers of generative

systems placed before 2 August 2026 comply with Article 50(2) by 2 December 2026 [2].

Article 4 shows why application and enforcement need separate dates. The Commission states that it has

applied since 2 February 2025 and that "The supervision and enforcement rules apply from 2 August 2026

onwards" [21].

Read literally, Article 113 gives Article 49 and Article 73 the general date of 2 August 2026, while the Section 3

duties that point to them apply from 2 December 2027 or 2 August 2028 (derived) [1, 2]. No source reviewed

says how authorities read that sequence, so the register records each date as the text gives it and links

the rows.

8. Source version and amendment trail

Which text binds. The consolidated text states that it "has no legal effect" and that the authentic versions are

those published in the Official Journal [3]. It marks original passages ▼B and amended ones ▼M1 [3].

Markers checked. The Service Desk shows that text with "NEW" and "AMENDED" markers [7]. Its Article 4

page carried three AMENDED markers [10], the Article 50 page one, on paragraph 7 [9], the Article 113 page

markers on points (a), (c) and (d) [7], and the Article 26 page none [8]. 2026/1744 has no amendment point for

Articles 16, 26 or 49, or for Article 6(4) (derived) [2].

Identifiers. The European Legislation Identifier is a standard "that makes it easier to identify and describe

legislation across Europe" [35]. The Official Journal cites the Act as

http://data.europa.eu/eli/reg/2024/1689/oj [17], and its ELI entry on EUR-Lex opens the Act [34].

Rows the amendment touched. Among the rows this note covers, the amendment touched Article 4, new

4a, Article 5(1)(ba) and (bb), Article 10, Article 11(1), Article 17(2), Article 25(2) and (4), Article 27(4) and (5),

Article 50(7), Article 72(3), Article 75, Article 99, Article 111, Article 113 and Annex VIII Section B points 7 and 9
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[2]. Each row records its original text, the 2026/1744 point that changed it and the consolidated version read.

9. Proposed text against adopted text

Provision 2024 text COM(2025) 836
Regulation (EU)
2026/1744

Article 4 Providers and deployers "shall

take measures to ensure, to their

best extent, a sufficient level of AI

literacy" [1]

The Commission and Member

States "shall encourage" providers

and deployers [4]

Providers and deployers "shall

take measures to support the

development of AI literacy" [2]

Article 49(2) Registration of Article 6(3)

systems [1]

Deleted [4] Kept (derived) [2]

Annex VIII

Section B

Nine points (derived) [1] Deleted [4] Points 7 and 9 deleted [2]

Article 111(4) None Article 50(2) by 2 February 2027 [4] By 2 December 2026 [2]

Chapter III

dates

Fixed [1] After a Commission decision on

support measures, with fallbacks of

2 December 2027 and 2 August

2028 [4]

Fixed at those dates [2]

Article 5 Original points [1] No change (derived) [4] Points (ba) and (bb) added [2, 6]

The Article 4 row changes bearer twice: providers and deployers in 2024, the Commission and Member

States in the proposal, and providers and deployers again in the act. A register that copied the proposal into

the row in force would have shown a moved bearer that never took effect.

Official explainers can trail the law. On 8 November 2026 the Service Desk's Digital Omnibus answers still

asked "Why is the European Commission proposing to amend the AI Act?" and tied the high-risk dates to the

availability of standards [12]. The proposed-changes field for these rows is closed: the procedure file reads

"Procedure completed" [5].

10. Guidance, codes and standards as linked sources

Guidelines. The Commission describes its guidelines on prohibited practices as "non-binding, with

authoritative interpretations reserved for the Court of Justice of the European Union (CJEU)" [22], and its

guidelines on the system definition as "not binding" [23]. Its high-risk guidelines page calls them "not legally
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binding" [14]. Article 6(5) set 2 February 2026 for the classification guidelines [1], and on 8 November 2026 the

Service Desk page still referred to "The full draft Guidelines" [13]. The Commission's guidelines on the scope

of obligations for providers of general-purpose AI models date from 18 July 2025 [24].

Codes of practice. The General-Purpose AI Code of Practice was published on 10 July 2025, and the

Commission and the AI Board confirmed it as "an adequate voluntary tool" for its providers, with chapters for

Article 53 and for Article 55 [25]. On 8 July 2026 the Commission concluded that the transparency code

"adequately covers" Article 50(2), (4) and (5), and the AI Board adopted its adequacy assessment the

following day [19]. The Commission adds that adherence "does not constitute conclusive evidence of

compliance" [19] and that "the transparency requirements under article 50 of the AI Act are legal obligations"

[20]. The amended Article 50(7) asks the Commission to assess whether adherence to such codes is

adequate [2].

Templates. The training content template gives "a common minimal baseline" for the summary in Article 53(1)

(d) [1, 26]. Article 73(7) set 2 August 2025 for serious incident guidance [1]. The Commission issued draft

guidance and a reporting template on 26 September 2025, with feedback closing on 7 November 2025 [27].

On 8 November 2026 its overview page, last updated 31 July 2026, listed a reporting template among

published items and a fundamental rights impact assessment template among further work [28]. The

amended Article 72(3) sets 2 September 2027 for post-market monitoring guidance [2].

Harmonised standards. Implementing Decision (EU) 2026/2274 of 12 October 2026, published on 14

October 2026, lists EN 18286:2026 for quality management systems, under standardisation request C(2025)

3871 [17]. Presumption of conformity runs from the publication of the reference [17]. The Commission's news

item of 19 October 2026 says further harmonised standards are "expected to follow" [16].

11. Checking a register of the Act

A 2026 study of 12 compliance checkers selected 18 articles and measured coverage [31]. Articles 5 and 6

were covered by 10 checkers each, Article 16 by 6, Article 26 by 5, Articles 9 to 15 by 4 or 5 each, and Articles

27 and 49 by 3 each [31]. The authors found that some checkers "do not determine the role" of the user, noted

that many obligations "depend on the provider's stated purpose and the deployer's actual use", and judged

the tools "early-stage orientation tools" [31]. The authors inspected their initial set of 45 checkers in

September 2025, before 2026/1744 was adopted (derived) [31].

A 2026 study with 10 expert interviews and 15 survey respondents found documented checklist, table or wiki

reviews at 40%, with automated evidence collection and checks in CI/CD pipelines absent from the practices

reported [32]. Of respondents, 27% systematically monitor developments, 47% spend less than 10 hours a

month on mapping and validating obligations, and 60% named faithful source citations as a trust enabler [32].

The sample is small.

Three register checks follow from these gaps. Every row has a bearer from Article 3. Every Article 16 and

Article 26 point has its linked row. Article 27 and Article 49 rows exist wherever their scope applies.
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12. Worked rows and the fields added for this Act

Row 1: deployer log retention.

Field Value

Citation Regulation (EU) 2024/1689, Article 26(6), first subparagraph [1]

Source version Official Journal L of 12 July 2024, consolidated text 02024R1689-20260727, no amendment marker [1, 3, 8]

Bearer Deployer of a high-risk system [1]

System scope High-risk, Annex I or Annex III [1]

Modality Obligation, "shall keep" [1]

Action Keep the logs automatically generated by the system [1]

Condition "to the extent such logs are under their control" [1]

Duration Appropriate to the intended purpose, "of at least six months" [1]

Exception "unless provided otherwise in applicable Union or national law, in particular in Union law on the protection

of personal data" [1]

Linked rows Article 12(1) logging capability, Article 19(1) provider logs, Article 26(6) second subparagraph [1]

Applies from 2 December 2027 for Annex III, 2 August 2028 for Annex I [2]

Fines tier Article 99(4)(e) [1]

Proposed

changes

None open on 8 November 2026 [5]

Guidance High-risk guidelines, presented as draft on 8 November 2026 [14]

Row 2: a date change. Under the 2024 text, Article 16(a) for a provider of an Annex III system was set to

apply from 2 August 2026 (derived), and as amended it applies from 2 December 2027 [1, 2]. The duty's

wording did not change [2].
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Row 3: a content change. The Article 49(2) duty stays, while its Annex VIII Section B content loses point 7, the

short summary of grounds, and point 9, the Member States list [2].

Added fields.

Field What it holds Basis

Operator role One of the six Article 3 roles, or general-purpose AI model provider [1]

System scope One value from the Finding 2 table [1, 2]

Role-change

trigger

The Article 25(1) case that moves Article 16 duties [1, 2]

Applies from The Article 113 date, plus any Article 111 date [1, 2]

Amendment trail Original text, 2026/1744 point, consolidated version [2, 3, 7]

Support

instrument

Guideline, code, template or standard, with its status in its own words [14, 16, 17, 19, 25]

Fines tier Article 99(3), a point of 99(4), 99(5), or Article 101 [1, 2]

Supervisor National market surveillance authority, the AI Office or the European Data Protection

Supervisor

[2, 18, 21]
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Implications
For compliance and legal operations teams.

1. Give every row one Article 3 role as bearer [1, 29].

2. Hold system scope apart from the duty, since the same duty text applies to Annex I and Annex III systems

on different dates [1, 2].

3. Keep Article 16 and Article 26 as index rows linked to their longer articles [1].

4. Store role changes as override rows triggered by Article 25(1) [1, 29].

5. Record each date as Article 113 or 111 gives it, and enforcement dates apart from application [1, 2, 21].

6. Cite the Official Journal text and the consolidated version read, with the 2026/1744 point for each change

[2, 3].

7. Keep proposed text in its own field until adoption [4, 5].

8. Link guidelines, codes and standards with their status in the Commission's own words [14, 19, 22].

For engineers and reviewers. Keep "may" statements as permission rows and Commission duties as

separate rows [30], test coverage where the checker study found gaps [31], and review rows changed by

2026/1744 first [2].

Rillor reads obligations registers from the regulation text, one row per obligation, and every row links to the

passage it came from. When a rule changes, rows tied to a changed passage go back to review, and each

row keeps its source version and every change since.
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Limits of this analysis
This is research, never legal advice. It records how the texts read and does not say whether any system is

high-risk or any party a provider.

Dates are given as the texts state them on 8 November 2026. How authorities read the dates of Articles

49 and 73 against the later Chapter III dates is outside the sources reviewed.

The consolidated text has no legal effect, and the Service Desk displays it [3, 7]. Commission pages change

after their viewing date, and some carried stale wording on 8 November 2026 [12, 15].

No final serious incident guidance, fundamental rights impact assessment template or harmonised

standard for Articles 9 to 15 was found [16, 17, 27, 28].

Article 40(1) and the Commission's statement on EN 18286:2026 are reported as written and not

reconciled [1, 16].

The research samples are small: 12 checkers, chosen from a set inspected in September 2025 [31], and 10

interviews and 15 survey responses [32]. The requirements study counts the 2024 text [30].

Counts marked "derived" are this note's own and may differ from other counts of the same text.
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