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EXPLORING AI ISSUES ACROSS THE UNITED STATES AND CHINA  
CONCLUSION & KEY TAKEAWAYS  

The United States and China are superpowers when it comes to AI development and adoption. 

that the United States and China are taking varied approaches to the adoption and governance of 
artificial intelligence technologies. By looking at and learning from the lessons of the United 
States and China, we may be better situated to understand where AI development and 
forms of governance are likely going. 

 has covered the areas of AI Principles, 
Deepfakes, Affect Recognition, AI in Healthcare through a focus on Deep Learning in Drug 
Discovery, and Facial Recognition. In doing so, we have compared the approaches of the United 
States and China and have outlined important differences as well as areas of alignment in terms 
of AI governance. 

We currently face the prospect of increasing balkanization of technological development and 
application, during a time of rising international tension. Such tension increases the risk of a race-
to-the-bottom in terms of deploying unsafe automated systems that hold ample space for 
premature application as well as potentials for misuse. At the same time, rhetoric and practices 
suppor
corners on safety and governance, which only increases the likelihood of further conflict.1  

Rapid advances in research and development position AI technologies to have transformative 
socioeconomic impacts in the years to come. Challenges posed by AI include the rise of synthetic 
media (text, audio, images, and video content);2 insufficient transparency in the automation of 
decision making in complex environments;3 the amplification of social biases from training data 
and design choices, which causes disparate outcomes for different races, genders, and other 
groups;4 as well as the vulnerability of AI models, prone to cyberattacks and data poisoning.5 

At the same time, AI technologies are not easily confined by national borders but are frequently 
deployed across online platforms accessible from around the world. Julia Chen notes in her 
piece on deepfakes (synthetic media produced by machine learning) that such media has already 
been used to commit fraud and to influence politics.6 In the future, it is possible that deepfakes 
could cause a government to take military action on the basis of false information. This is an 
example of where collaboration at the international level is needed to avoid AI being used to 
sow mistrust and conflict between countries.  

As a result of the above considerations, it is imperative that norms and best practices for the 
responsible development and use of AI technologies are fostered at the international level. 
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Alignment across international stakeholders would provide enhanced guidance for AI 
development and deployment while securing cooperation in terms of limiting potential 
negative externalities. There have already been a number of efforts driven by international 
forums such as the G20, industry organizations such as the IEEE, and multilateral institutions 
such as the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) and the 
United Nations to achieve consensus on best practices for aspects of AI governance. 

Reaching international consensus on specific issues related to AI development and adoption is 
difficult, however. Obstacles include the rapid development and deployment of AI 
technologies, as well as AI being a general-purpose technology that has a broad impact on many 
industries. In terms of regulation, this means that a sector-specific and case-specific focus often 
is required.7 These characteristics make AI technologies hard to regulate at the national level, 
which makes it even more difficult to secure alignment at the international level. 

As bilateral tensions between the United States and China continue to rise, 
collaboration in the development, adoption, and governance of AI technologies only 
becomes more difficult. The US government has started to decrease the number of visas 
issued to students holding Chinese passports and those who have been accepted to study in 
STEM disciplines at American universities. 8  Concerns of intellectual property theft and 
espionage have impacted inter-university research collaborations, and supply chains are being 
severed. China continues to control and censor information infrastructure, which includes 
banning a number of American companies from operating in the country. The US government 

A 
range of tit-for-tat policies such as the creation of Entity Lists and Export Bans on AI 
technologies are currently raising the barriers to cooperation across the Pacific and 
elsewhere.  

This deteriorating relationship has become a part of our motivation for exploring 

potential pathways to cooperation, as well as charting some of the obstacles and 

barriers that inhibit it. International governance on AI only makes sense as long 

as the world s two leading developers and adopters of AI technologies are on 

board and are able to convene on important areas and issues. 

In terms of cooperation, bilateral trust has become an essential issue. In recent years, trust at the 
institutional level has deteriorated between the United States and China, complicated by different 
values and world views.9 Where China promotes the virtues of cyber sovereignty as the primary 
organizing principle of internet governance, the United States has long supported a global, open 
internet.  
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The current US-China decoupling is not only rooted in a bifurcation of the internet and rising socio-
technological incompatibilities. It is also witnessed in the institutional and ideological bifurcations in 
terms of rule of law vs. rule of ruler and the role of the Party-state in China.  

Even though trust has been deteriorating,  superpowers to 
lead the way in reducing accidents and limiting dangerous uses of AI exist. Without such measures, 
the early deployment of unsafe and unreliable AI systems in consequential sectors is likely to lead 
to unpredictable, harmful, and destabilizing outcomes.10 Neither country will benefit from the 
dangerous deployment of AI technologies that increase the likelihood of catastrophes. 

In terms of assessing the relationship and 
current climate between the United States 
and China, we have deployed a Green-
Yellow-Red Light Framework to illustrate 
the perceived ease or difficulty of AI-
induced cooperation across the two 
countries. Out of five case studies, we have 

two 
Deepfakes), signaling that some barriers 
need to be overcome before cooperation can 

(Affect Recognition, Facial Recognition), signaling that substantial barriers must be overcome 
before bilateral cooperation can be initiated. 

In this conclusion of the series, we offer a roadmap to understand convergence in approaches 
to AI governance across the United States and China. Based on the case studies of the series, 
we highlight where substantial divergence in governing mechanisms may create systemic 
barriers or irreconcilable differences to AI governance that could be hard to overcome in the 
long run, unless stakeholders on both sides become more willing to act and engage now. 

BARRIERS TO COOPERATION 
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(1)   Cultural Barriers 

When AI principles are being framed, they most often incorporate existing values that are reflected 
in society, which express a shared set of attitudes toward how AI should be governed, and on 
which ethics should guide or shape technological implementation and adoption.   

As culture permeates different socioeconomic and political realities, it is also important for how 
AI technologies are applied in varying contexts. The clearest example of differing systemic 
attitudes to AI applications is found in the deployment of facial recognition systems across the 
United States and China.   

While the United States is currently reevaluating the role of facial recognition technologies, 
spurred by strong civil rights movements and self-regulation by industry, China has been pushing 
ahead with more rapid deployment of surveillance systems. In his piece on Facial Recognition, 
Samuel Curtis argues that in the United States, civil rights movements advocate for retrenchment 
from automated decision making that infringes on individual liberties, while in China, great merit 
is placed on surveillance mechanisms that deter criminal behavior. 

Jessica Cussins Newman argues in her piece on AI Principles that some Chinese scholars focus 
-cente

common focus of researchers in the United States. While there are several counterexamples, such 
-

( ), a comparison is often drawn between the prevailing historical and cultural values of 

individual liberty in the United States and that of a harmonious society (hexie shehui ) in 
China. Chinese characteristics stand apart from Western ethical engineering guidelines, where 
responsibility in China arguably precedes freedom, obligation precedes rights, the group precedes 
the individual, and harmony precedes conflict. 11 

Of course, cultural differences do not have to impede international cooperation, but when 
underlying values and different cultural dispositions are used as political arguments for the 
incompatibility of socio-technological systems, new barriers to cooperation are automatically 
erected. This is currently the case as the United States seeks to enable safe and trustworthy use of 

 

AI principles formulated in the United States tend to focus on democratic values, including 
freedom, diversity, privacy, and human rights. The politicization of AI principles is witnessed in 
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threaten civil liberties. 12 The US government is generally trying to distinguish itself internationally 
for upholding more stringent human rights principles in its deployment of AI systems.  

The politicization of AI principles comes with the risk of failing to recognize that not all societies 
are based on, and governed by, the same cultural values and set of principles. Samuel Curtis argues 
that the United States and China are unlikely to reach any semblance of high-level goal alignment 
in the near term, as that requires a degree of multilevel value alignment, which at present does not 
exist. 

Stakeholders from civil society also play an important role in shaping cultural attitudes, which 
influence public policy making, though they function differently across the United States and 
China. Generally speaking, civil society and media organizations play a convening role while 
promoting greater civic awareness. 

In the United States, civil society organizations play a critical role in affecting AI governance, 
especially in terms of flagging potentially discriminating uses. In his piece on Affect Recognition, 
Sébastien Krier notes that nonprofits such as AI Now, the Partnership on AI, and the American 
Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) already have expressed opposition to the widespread use of affect 
recognition, and researchers in the field have frequently highlighted the risk of misuse. 

In China, stakeholders from civil society, including academics, think tanks, and NGOs, generally 
retain a degree of operational autonomy while also operating at the risk of positioning themselves 
in abject opposition to the state, which would label their organizations and members as national 
security risks.13 Censorship thus affects the convening role of civil society organizations in China. 

mounting support for intelligence-led policing efforts. As the Chinese government has rolled out 
its SkyNet and Sharp Eyes initiatives, state-sponsored media has incorporated the technology into 
its harmonious society narrative by highlighting its capability to assist local-level anti-corruption 
efforts, as well as locating missing criminals via facial recognition technologies.14 

The convening role of civil society stakeholders, either in questioning or in 

approving the utilization of specific AI technologies, plays varying parts across the 

United States and China. While this does not necessarily impede any forms of 

cooperation, it nonetheless holds important consequences for how public opinion 

is shared or shaped during the processes of implementing novel AI systems. 
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(2)   Political Barriers 

Technological decoupling has been especially pronounced in terms of erecting new political and 

bars foreign entities from doing business with US partners, has been a pronounced tool in this 
regard. The US Commerce Department has used the Entity List to sanction several Chinese 
surveillance technology companies for being complicit in human rights violations in terms of 
delivering high-tech surveillance technologies that have been used to surveil ethnic minorities in 

ous Region.15 As supply chains across the United States and China are 
16 as well as an 

Export Ban on Strategic Technologies, including AI, 17  which mirrors policy initiatives first 
implemented in the United States.18 

In the United States, where policymakers are concerned about the security risks presented by 
deepfakes, US legislation mandates reporting on the foreign weaponization of deepfakes with 
specific reference to the activities and capabilities of China and Russia.19  

In China, the response to deepfakes has been driven through new regulations issued by the 
Cyberspace Administration of China (CAC), which requires publishers to label false audiovisual 
material made using new technologies, including deep learning and virtual reality. Further 

online information.20 of course, arbitrary and subject to definition by 
 

In both the United States and China, a strong pressure exists to prevent the spread of unlabeled 
deepfakes on online platforms, though the sources of the pressure differ. In China, companies are 
responding to top-down legislation applicable across audiovisual service providers. In the United 
States, platforms are mostly self-regulating and are reacting to pressure from the media, civil 
society, and policymakers, but without clear federal regulations to which they need to conform. 

foreign-created deepfakes in the same way that the United States has. Julia Chen argues that the 
relatively open US Internet infrastructure could make it more vulnerable to outside influences, 
which likely demarcates a shift in policy to focus more on adversarial actors and aspects of online 
interference. The requirement for the US intelligence services to report on Chinese developments 
in deepfake technology is symptomatic of deep mistrust, which discourages cooperation. 
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The backdrop of inconsistent rules for new areas, such as deepfakes and the quest for controlling 
online information, has generally called for democratic governments to define a set of minimum 
standards for platforms to apply to avoid the exploitation of loose and inconsistent rules and 
legislation.21 

While a model of self-regulation by industry continues to stay the dominant model in the United 
States, it is feasible that this voluntary model could lead US platforms to converge toward labeling 
deepfakes, just as Chinese platforms are required to do through national legislation. 22  

The vulnerabilities that are linked to a liberal model of internet governance have, in turn, caused 
the current US administration to embrace entirely new mechanisms, such as the proposed 

23 The executive orders targeting the Chinese-owned social media 
platform TikTok as well as the messaging app WeChat 24 appear to be the most prominent 
examples of the United States pursuing its nascent ideas of enforcing a Clean Network.  

On the one hand, proposals such as the Clean Network in the United States are indicative of a 
new approach to governing networks and information infrastructure, which ultimately gravitates 
around some of the same measures that China has long deployed, including the exclusion of 
specific actors perceived as potential threats to national security as well as domestic cohesion. 

While it is clear that the varying approaches to the control of online information, including the 
notion of AI-generated deepfakes, erects some political barriers to cooperation, it is also clear that 
there is space to learn from the different approaches that are currently being pursued by the United 
States and China. 

(3)   Economic Barriers 

Economic barriers to cooperation are primarily linked to differing notions of industrial policy, 
market control, and economic planning. China tends to prioritize medium- and long-term 
industrial planning, while policies in the United States tend to provide a more laissez-faire 
approach to liberal market governance. The key difference between the liberal market approach 
of the United States and the state-capitalist approach of China is the role of the state in China in 
terms of subsidizing and protecting industry, as well as creating demand. These varying systemic 
approaches to market and industry governance also affect how AI technologies are implemented 
and publicly supported, which erects economic barriers to cooperation. 

innovation center by 2030, while ensuring social stability and public security through monitoring 
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and early warning systems based on sensors, video analysis, identification technology, biometric 
identification, and police products.25 

The development and deployment of facial recognition systems, as well as AI in healthcare, have 
also been aided by 

innovation in domestic technology, through such measures as creating new subsidies and tax 
incentives for technology startups. 26  Another directive, introduced in 2018, requires all 
government offices and public institutions to rely entirely on domestic suppliers of technology by 
2021. 27 ong-term transition toward indigenous 
innovation, marked by spending in domestic research and development, while aiming for self-
sufficiency in key sectors of the economy. 

In the United States, the Trump administration has been using a variety of tools, including 
unilateral tariffs, WTO dispute mechanisms, and revisions to national guidelines on foreign 
investment, to put pressure on the Chinese government in areas of trade and market reform. 28 
While some of these measures have exposed severe risks in Chine
chains, in effect cutting them off from crucial American technology, the result only seems to 

-sufficiency in a number of strategic industries and supply 
chains that are vulnerable to disruption by adversarial actors.  

At the same time, the United States has embarked on a new push toward increased government 
intervention in its domestic economy. New legislation has been proposed that would direct 
billions of federal dollars to American semiconductor manufacturers, with the hope of bringing 
production back home on American soil. 29 Similarly, US lawmakers have moved to propose a 
national strategy on AI to keep the United States from ceding power to other countries in the 
field.30 These new measures that are taken by the United States signal that the country could be 
willing to shed some of its laissez-faire orthodoxy to counter the industrial policies that have long 
been embraced in China.  
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AVENUES TOWARD COOPERATION 

Our case studies across AI Principles, Deepfakes, Affect Recognition, AI in Healthcare, 
and Facial Recognition have revealed that several important avenues toward cooperation 
exist. The most important of these have been highlighted in relation to cooperation based on (1) 
AI Principles; (2) Research; (3) Track 2 and Track 1.5 Diplomacy; and (4) Shared Guidance. In 
the following section, we provide some beginning insights into the kinds of accountability 
mechanisms that could be the most likely to gain traction across a diverse set of stakeholders from 
the United States and China. 

(1)   AI Principles 

Shared AI principles between countries represent a potential starting point for collaboration, 
which may reduce global security threats and advance the adoption of concrete accountability 
mechanisms for responsible AI. Consensus has especially been growing around key thematic 
trends, including privacy, accountability, safety and security, transparency and explainability (i.e., 
that the results and decisions made by an AI system can be understood by humans), fairness and 
nondiscrimination, human control of technology, professional responsibility, and promotion of 
human values. 31 

Jessica Cussins Newman has argued that the emergence of AI principles from stakeholders in 
both the United States and China provides reasonable points of leverage for collaboration if there 
is sufficient political will from both countries to act upon them. As she notes, existing differences 
do not necessarily impede cooperation, as collaboration is possible without agreement on all 
principles, values, and matters of technological application.32 

AI safety and security, in particular, have been highlighted for their potential role in AI-related 
diplomacy between the United States and China. For example, the US National Security 
Commission on Artificial Intelligence indicated that it is pursuing possible avenues for AI-related 
diplomatic discussions with China in the areas o
stability. 33 

Both the United States and China are part of the G20, which has adopted a set of human-centered 
AI Principles that draw from the OECD AI Principles. The G20 could therefore be a constructive 
foru -
that respects human rights and shares the benefits brought by it. This includes the building of 
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trust related to data flows and toward privacy and security based on domestic and international 
laws and agreements. 34 

(2)   Research 

In terms of research, concrete recommendations include pursuing joint research projects and 
enabling research transparency. Research collaborations between AI experts in both 
countries are common, and there are many examples of collaboration across the United 
States and China. 

One concrete project, highlighted by Sébastien Krier, involves researchers from Harbin 
Engineering University and UCLA, which has resulted in the construction of multimodal datasets 
for affect recognition, in support of the international research community. 35 There have also been 
examples of researchers from Chinese and US institutions collaborating on efforts to support the 
detection of deepfakes. Researchers from the University of Chinese Academy of Sciences and the 
State University of New York, for example, have worked together to produce a deepfake video 
dataset improving on preexisting datasets suffering from low visual quality and lack of 
resemblance to deepfakes circulating on the Internet. 36 Research in healthcare has also been 
highlighted by Marshall Peihang Li as a potential area for cooperation, especially in relation to the 
drug discovery process. 

Furthermore, a large proportion of Chinese AI researchers already study, work, and live in the 
United States.37 While some of these researchers may travel back to China, benefitting the Chinese 
AI ecosystem, several studies have shown that the core to US competitiveness in AI rests on 
international talent a recent study by CSET has found that more than half of the AI workforce 
in the United States was born abroad, while some two-thirds of current graduate students in AI-
related fields come from abroad.38 

Harnessing AI talent in both countries while fostering academic cooperation focused on areas 
such as authentication or deepfake detection techniques could have positive-sum benefits for both 
the United States and China as well as for the broader international community. 39  

Even if security concerns mean that some of the most advanced AI detection models are 
developed separately in the United States and China and are supported and deployed separately 
by respective defense communities, there still exists a strong potential for collaboration between 
researchers on lower-stakes models to help companies and individuals identify the most common 
types of deepfakes, for example. In addition, the research community could cooperate on 
common standards for reporting progress in generative models, which would help researchers and 
developers keep track of the latest developments. 
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Generally speaking, AI research and development are based on a strong culture rooted in open-
sourced development and research, which implies that the latest knowledge in many fields of AI, 
by and large, is open and accessible. Through embracing international research collaboration, a 
culture of trust and mutual partnership would be likely to benefit technological innovation in both 
the United States and China, while avoiding the pitfalls of engaging in a zero-sum AI race. 

(3)   Track 2 and Track 1.5 Diplomacy 

Several authors of the series have highlighted Track 2 and Track 1.5 diplomacy as viable avenues 
to cooperation by assisting officials in managing and resolving conflicts while exploring possible 
solutions through public but unofficial channels. Efforts at establishing Track 2 and Track 1.5 
diplomacy have already been successfully implemented in areas such as AI safety and 
security.40 

Building shared glossaries of cyber terminologies, including terms relating to information 
operations and deepfakes, could also provide a foundation for bilateral dialogue.41 Track 2 and 
Track 1.5 dialogues could, for example, serve to reach greater common recognition of different 
kinds of synthetic media and the risks associated with them. The US-Chinese Glossary of Nuclear 
Security Terms provides a possible model of cooperation in this regard.42 Such projects could 
contribute to building trust and mutual understanding, as well as laying the foundations for future 
diplomatic engagement. Subsequent cooperation would likely need to address the difficult 
challenge of identifying and punishing perpetrators, for example, in the case of transnational 
deployment of deepfakes. This is an issue common to cyber offenses more broadly. No country 
is immune from the threat of deepfakes, collaboration in these areas could help accelerate technical 
and governance solutions and break away from the zero-sum framing of AI development. Track 
2 and Track 1.5 engagements are recommended as pragmatic channels for communication and 
dispute resolution that should be maintained and thought of as viable avenues toward increased 
cooperation. 

(4)   Shared Guidance 

The United States and China explicitly support international collaboration in their 
national AI strategies. However, in some cases, the two countries have opted to prioritize 
different international forums. China has played a prominent role in the development of 
international AI standards, primarily through the International Organization for Standardization 
(ISO) and the International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) 43  
International Telecommunications Union (ITU). Meanwhile, the United States has focused on the 
development of principles and governance frameworks through bodies including the G7 and the 
OECD. These efforts have helped establish widespread norms for AI development but may fall 
short of influencing standards or regulations.  



12 
Exploring AI Issues Across the United States and China: Multi-Part Series   

 

Stakeholders from the United States and China could engage in new avenues to provide shared 
guidance, which could have an impact on harmonizing certain standards and regulation methods. 
In terms of facial recognition technologies, Samuel Curtis has suggested that US and Chinese think 
tanks could provide guidance by developing a shared taxonomy of facial recognition use cases, 
and evaluating each use case with respect to some agreed-upon legal framework, such as the UN 
Declaration of Human Rights,44 for instance. He also proposes that stakeholders could collaborate 

praised by 
the UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (UNHCR) that focuses explicitly on 
the necessary and proportionate applications of biometric surveillance technologies. In terms of 
deepfakes, Julia Chen suggests that reporting on the progress in generative models could be a way 
of supporting better capabilities-tracking of deepfake technologies.45 If this were to be done by a 
diverse group of Chinese and US researchers, potentially convened by IEEE or organizations 
such as the Association for the Advancement of Artificial Intelligence and the Beijing Academy 
of AI, this kind of guidance could help increase adoption and build trust between actors from 
different countries. In terms of affect recognition, Sébastien Krier has argued that more regulation, 

- 46 could be encouraged. The 
use of model cards could be a way to provide guidance about what a machine-learning system can 
and cannot do, as well as the types of errors to which a system might be prone. Engaging in new 
methods for providing shared guidance, would not only serve to build trust across the United 
States and China, but would also contribute to strengthen the foundations on which international 
standards and cyberspace-regulations are conceived. New forms of shared guidance could have a 
positive impact on creating more transparent and inclusive outcomes associated with a range of 
AI technologies. 

 

Concluding Remarks  Where Are We Headed? 

development, adoption, and governance rest on a continuum of apparent ease or difficulty in 
terms of cooperation. We have used the Green-Yellow-Red Light Framework as an indicator for 
this continuum and have found that most barriers to cooperation relate to cultural, political, and 
economic issues. These barriers mainly refer to structural imbalances, both in the United States 
and China domestically, as well as across the two countries. 

Structural imbalances generally refer to long-run effects induced by AI technologies, such as labor 
displacement and shifts in the balance of power and autonomy, but they also refer to more 
immediate threats, such as deepfake technologies, for example. While it is clear that the United 
States and China respond differently to many AI-induced structural imbalances, it is also clear that 
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disparate forms of AI governance are emerging in the process. This is seen in the divergent 
application of facial recognition technologies across the two countries.  

As the range of cyber-physical threats intensifies, questions of AI security have already become a 
matter of national security, including the need to protect critical information infrastructure. 
Without a stronger commitment to international coordination and responsibility, questions of AI 
security could cause further fragmentation of the international cyber regime. That is, without 

turn into a new kind of technological nationalism, which reinforces a low-trust environment.47 

Due to these considerations, it is imperative that bilateral dialogue between the United States and 
China is strengthened. We find several tangible avenues to strengthen cooperation, including 
continued dialogue on AI principles, research-based collaboration, enhancing Track 2 and Track 
1.5 exchanges, as well as providing shared guidance contributing to harmonizing technical 
standards and possibly some aspects of different regulations.    

                                                                             

               Facial Recognition                                 AI Principles      

      Affect Recognition                            Deepfakes                AI in Healthcare 

AI principles provide a starting point that can be and are already being leveraged to 
support international AI governance efforts. A guiding principle for all stakeholders should 
rest on the notion that not all societies are based on, and governed by, the same cultural values 
and set of principles. Fairness, privacy, and bias in one domain or society could have altogether 
different meanings in another context.48  

The current lack of regional diversity in the formulation of AI principles is reflected in the 
concentration of AI research, where 86% of papers published at AI conferences in 2018 were 
attributed to authors in North America, Europe, and East Asia.49 These regions also dominate the 
current discussions on AI ethics and technological development, more broadly,50 while it is crucial 
that the United States and China refrain from using their relative dominance to eclipse the views 
of others. Instead, an embrace of multilateralism would allow for marginalized groups to be heard 
and included, which generally is a sought-after value when devising new and more equitable forms 
of international AI governance.      

Although both the United States and China have endorsed the G20 AI Principles, challenges 
remain in reaching shared understandings and opportunities for collaboration. Nonetheless, this 
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endorsement provides a critical starting point for engaging in important dialogues and value-based 
exchanges.   

Even though some variation in principles and priorities exists, the United States should 
be wary of engaging in international AI governance forums that exclude China, which 
could exacerbate differences and enhance tensions and instabilities. The recently launched 
Global Partnership on AI (GPAI), which was created by France and Canada along with the United 
States, the EU, and a host of other countries, most notably excludes China. While there can be 
benefits to fostering and consolidating efforts aimed at preserving a liberal democratic vision of 
technology development and use, this should not happen at the expense of collaboration. 
Although GPAI does not include China as a main member, the organization should still strive to 
encourage active dialogue and joint forms of collaboration. 

Significant common ground and a shared interest in reducing certain risks of AI, across use cases 
such as deepfakes, affect recognition, or facial recognition technologies, provide a basis for 
engaging in joint efforts. These could include reporting standards for machine-learning models or 
the potential for creating shared glossaries covering cyber terminologies. Such subtle approaches 
to stakeholder engagement across the United States and China could contribute to building a 
greater sense of common and shared understandings while laying the foundation for deeper 
engagement and building more trust in the long run. 

It is our sincere hope that this series may have contributed to an outline of some of the most 
pressing barriers to cooperation across the United States and China, as well as some of the 
potential opportunities to renew cooperation on a range of important fields.  
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