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The right to informational self-determination enables individuals to have control 
over their personal information and to personally make decisions regarding the col-
lection, processing, and use of their data. This right, which is recognized in inter-
national human rights documents, has been severely affected in the shadow of the 
development of Artificial Intelligence (AI) in the contemporary world. This article, 
with an explanatory approach and the application of the qualitative content analy-
sis method, focuses on examining the impacts of AI on the right to informational 
self-determination and, in this process, answers the question: what are the chal-
lenges of the right to informational self-determination in the age of AI? Research 
findings show that AI systems affect individuals’ right to informational self-deter-
mination through the violation of privacy, lack of transparency in algorithmic per-
formance, lack of oversight over automated decision-making, bias in information 
processing, and violation of data security. In the Iranian legal system, the lack of 
a comprehensive legal framework for the protection of personal data has provided 
the ground for data misuse and creates serious threats to the right to informational 
self-determination. To address these challenges, creating comprehensive and trans-
parent laws, guaranteeing the performance transparency of AI systems, strength-
ening data security, and public education are essential. Additionally, synchronizing 
AI development with human rights principles and independent monitoring of these 
technologies should be prioritized. Furthermore, more research is recommended to 
identify challenges and develop legal and ethical frameworks in this field.
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