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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. AI is increasingly becoming more capable of performing tasks that require creativity and imagination, such as drawing pictures and making legal judgments.
2. People are concerned that AI will replace their jobs, but to survive in the AI era, humans must find a reason to be human despite its convenience and efficiency.
3. To survive in the AI era, people must have qualities that AI cannot possess, such as understanding, sympathy, and wisdom.
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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 “AI 시대에 살아남는 법 - 법률저널” by Ahn Hye-seong is an informative piece about how to survive in the age of artificial intelligence (AI). The article provides a good overview of the potential risks posed by advances in AI technology and how humans can respond to them. However, there are some issues with the trustworthiness and reliability of this article. 
First, the article does not provide any evidence for its claims about AI's capabilities or potential risks posed by it. It simply states that AI can draw pictures or make legal judgments without providing any evidence or data to back up these claims. This lack of evidence makes it difficult to assess the accuracy of these claims and could lead readers to believe that they are true without considering other perspectives or counterarguments. 
Second, the article does not explore any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on how humans can respond to advances in AI technology. It focuses solely on how humans should find a reason to be human despite all the convenience and efficiency provided by AI technology without exploring other possible solutions or strategies for responding to advances in AI technology. 
Finally, there is a lack of impartiality in this article as it only presents one side of the argument without presenting both sides equally. This could lead readers to form biased opinions based on incomplete information which could be detrimental if they do not consider other perspectives before forming an opinion on this issue. 
In conclusion, while this article provides a good overview of potential risks posed by advances in AI technology and how humans can respond to them, there are some issues with its trustworthiness and reliability due to its lack of evidence for its claims about AI's capabilities, failure to explore counterarguments or alternative perspectives on how humans can respond to advances in AI technology, and lack of impartiality when presenting both sides equally.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· AI technology risks 
· Human response to AI advances 
· Counterarguments to AI technology 
· Alternative perspectives on AI technology 
· Evidence for AI capabilities 
· Impartiality in AI technology debates
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