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—_ Increasing levels of external scrutiny 1.58 1.16
Dangerous capabilities evaluations 1.88 1.66 Inter-lab scrutiny 072 029
Gradual scaling 1.16 -017 Red teaming 176 141
Model containment 133 0.99 Researcher model access 1.22 049
Pausing training of dangerous models 1.61 098 Th!rd-party governance audits 1.34 085
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Pre-registration of large training runs 1.06 0.29 Dual control 143 143
Safety vs. capabilities 1.69 033 Industry sharing of security information 149 1.28
Tracking model weights 131 0.96 Military-grade information security 140 1.04
Protection against espionage 1.63 144
APl access to powerful models 119 020 Security incident response plan 1.74 1.61
Avoid capabilities jumps 0.64 -0.69 Security standards 148 133
KYC screening 135 076 Board risk committee 1.39 1.12
Chief risk officer 1.38 1.22
No unsafe open-sourcing 1.25 079 Enterprise risk management 1.00 1.22
Safety restrictions 1.80 1.35 Internal audit 129 129
Staged deployment 133 110 Pre-deployment risk assessment 190 1.64
] o Pre-training risk assessment 165 1.33
Treat internal deployments similarly to external deployments 097 1.00 Avoiding hype 118 131
Treat updates similarly to new models 1.14 1.20 Internal review before publication 1.69 1.52
Emergency response plan 165 140 Notify a state actor before deployment 090 0.64
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Monitor systems and their uses 1.75 147 Notify other labs 044 001
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deployment risk assessment
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Protect 4 R
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d deployme i)

Chief riscoffcer U —
Publish result L7 — 2

Pausing training of dangerous models
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Natifyaffected partes
Statement sbout e T3
Publish rasuls of extemel seruting % 4 7 —
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Il Strongly agree

I Somewhat agree

[ Neither agree nor disagree

Pre-deployment risk assessment n=s1
Dangerous capabilities evaluations n=s1
Third-party model audits n=s51
Red teaming n=s1
Safety restrictions n=s1
Alignment techniques n=s51
Security incident response plan 79% 8% n=39
Pre-training risk assessment 78% 16% 2% 27t
Monitor systems and their uses 20%
Post-deployment evaluations 19%
Report safety incidents 76% 20%
Internal review before publication 75% 24%
Pausing training of dangerous models 75% 18%.
Safety vs. capabilities 73% 24%
Protection against espionage = 26% B n-3s

Emergency response plan
Increasing levels of external scrutiny
Security standards

Military-grade information security
No unsafe open-sourcing

Statement about governance structure

Bug bounty programs 3 2|
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Background checks

Publish results of external scrutiny

Chief risk officer n=38

Publish views about AGI risk n=51
Staged deployment n=s1
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Third-party governance audits

Treat updates similarly to new models 45% 35% 14% . n=51

API access to powerful models a5% 31% 8% ] n=51
KYC screening = [ = [ n-ee

Researcher model access [[a% |
Pre-registration of large training runs 37% 41% 6% 4% - n=51

Avoiding hype 33% 53% A n=51

Internal deployments = external deployments 28% 50% 6% 3% - n=36
Notify a state actor before deployment 25% a7% n=51
Notify affected parties 22% 33% 7% n=36

Avoid capabilities jumps 22% 35% h=37
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Publish results of intemal risk assessments*
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Publish views about AGI risk
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Statement about governance structure*
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Third-party governance audits*

Third-party model audits
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Tracking model weights*
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Treatinternal deployments similar to
external deployments*
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Treat updates similarly to new models
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