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How should AI systems behave, and who should decide?https://openai.com/blog/how-should-ai-systems-behave/
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. OpenAI is committed to ensuring that artificial general intelligence (AGI) benefits all of humanity.
2. ChatGPT's behavior is shaped by a two-step process of pre-training and fine-tuning, which involves human reviewers following guidelines provided by OpenAI.
3. OpenAI is working to improve the clarity of their guidelines and provide clearer instructions to reviewers about potential pitfalls and challenges tied to bias.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article provides an overview of how OpenAI shapes the behavior of its AI systems, particularly ChatGPT, in order to ensure that AGI benefits all of humanity. The article outlines the two-step process used for this purpose – pre-training and fine-tuning – as well as the role of human reviewers in providing guidance on system development. The article also discusses OpenAI’s efforts to address biases in their systems, including sharing a portion of their guidelines related to political and controversial topics. 
The trustworthiness and reliability of this article can be questioned due to several factors. Firstly, there is no evidence provided for any claims made in the article, such as the effectiveness or accuracy of the two-step process outlined or the success rate of OpenAI’s efforts to address biases in their systems. Additionally, there is no discussion or exploration of counterarguments or alternative perspectives on these issues, which could lead readers to form a one-sided opinion on them without being aware of other points of view. Furthermore, it is unclear whether possible risks associated with AI systems are noted or discussed in detail; while some potential pitfalls are mentioned briefly, they are not explored in depth or presented from both sides equally. Finally, it appears that some parts of the article may be promotional content rather than objective reporting; for example, there is no mention made of any potential drawbacks or limitations associated with OpenAI’s methods for shaping AI system behavior. 
In conclusion, while this article provides an overview of how OpenAI shapes AI system behavior and addresses biases in their systems, it lacks evidence for its claims and fails to explore counterarguments or present both sides equally when discussing potential risks associated with AI systems. As such, readers should take this information with a grain of salt and seek out additional sources before forming an opinion on these issues.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· AI system bias mitigation
· AI system risk assessment
· OpenAI pre-training methods
· OpenAI fine-tuning techniques
· Human review of AI systems
· Potential drawbacks of OpenAI methods
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