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Early Adop=on of Genera=ve AI by Global Business Leaders: 
Insights from an INSEAD Alumni Survey 

 
 

ABSTRACT 
 
How are new technologies like generaTve AI quickly adopted and used by execuTve and 
managerial leaders to create value in organizaTons? A survey of INSEAD’s global alumni base 
revealed several intriguing insights into percepTons and engagements with generaTve AI 
across a broad spectrum of demographics, industries, and geographies. Notably, there's a 
prevailing opTmism about the role of generaTve AI in enhancing producTvity and 
innovaTon, as evidenced by the 90% of respondents being excited about its Tme-saving and 
efficiency benefits. Despite this enthusiasm, concerns are significant, parTcularly regarding 
misuse by individuals (82%) and issues related to surveillance and privacy (67%). The 
adopTon of generaTve AI is widespread, with 52% of organizaTons already using it and a 
majority of individuals incorporaTng it into both personal and professional realms. Analysis 
revealed different aftudes about adopTon and use across demographic variables.  Younger 
respondents are significantly more excited about generaTve AI and more likely to be using it 
at work and in personal life than older parTcipants.  Those in Europe have a somewhat more 
distant view of generative AI than those in North America in Asia, in that they see the gains 
more likely to captured by organizations than individuals, and are less likely to be using it 
professional and personal contexts than those in North America and Asia.  This may also be 
related to the fact that those in Europe are more likely to be working in Financial Services 
and less likely to be working in Information Technology industries than those in North 
America and Asia. Despite this, those in Europe are more likely to see AGI happening faster 
than those in North America, although this may reflect less interaction with generative AI in 
personal and professional contexts. These findings collecTvely underscore the complex and 
mulTfaceted percepTons of generaTve AI's role in society, poinTng to both its promising 
potenTal and the challenges it presents. 
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How new technologies are adopted by individuals and organizaTons is a topic of great 
importance because the diffusion of new technologies determines how quickly they find 
their best use and improve lives (Tushman and Anderson 1986; Tripsas 2009; Naumovska, 
Gaba, and Greve 2021).  The development of large language models (LLMs) and emergence 
of generaTve arTficial intelligence (AI) services offers an important lens with which to 
examine new technology diffusion and use.  Although LLMs have a long history, it was the 
release of OpenAI’s chatbot and chatGPT3.5 model in late 2022 that led to mass adopTon of 
these technologies and the emergence of many rival LLMs by bigtech companies like Google, 
Microsol, and Facebook, as well as notable open source efforts as well. 
 
The diffusion of generaTve AI technologies to individuals and organizaTons has been rapid. 
ChatGPT was, famously, the digital planorm with the fastest adopTon curve, reaching 100 
million users in only a few months (OpenAi 2023).  Business organizaTons have been 
parTcularly quick to adopt LLMs and related generaTve AI services, although other 
insTtuTons and professions such as medicine (Lee, Goldberg, and Kohane 2023) and 
educaTon (Mollick and Mollick 2023) have been at the forefront of use as well. For instance, 
a survey of 225 US executives indicated that 65% believe generative AI will have a high or 
extremely high impact on their organization in the next 3-5 years.  And 60% say they are 1-2 
years away from implementing their first generative AI solution.  Executives are most 
optimistic about opportunities to increase productivity (72%), change the way people work 
(65%), and encourage innovation (66%) (KPMG 2023). 
 
GeneraTve AI technologies appear to be valuable, even if there are some notable concerns.  
For example, LLMs have been shown to improve producTvity in a variety of work sefngs 
ranging from the automaTon of rouTne tasks (Agrawal, Gans, and Goldfarb 2023) to 
strategic decision making (Gaessler and Piezunka 2023; Lebovitz, Lifshitz-Assaf, and Levina 
2022; Doshi 2024) to entrepreneurship (OTs et al. 2023) to creaTvity (Doshi and Hauser 
2024; Girotra et al. 2023; Jia et al. 2023; Mukherjee and Chang 2023).  There has been 
considerable effort dedicated to exploring how generaTve AI will impact jobs and work tasks 
in organizaTons (Dell’Acqua et al. 2023; Eloundou et al. 2023; Brynjolfsson, Li, and Raymond 
2023; Felten, Raj, and Seamans 2023), with some finding posiTve impact on work 
producTvity and new jobs (Chomsky, Roberts, and Watumull 2023; OTs et al. 2023) while 
other have found job loss (Bernd Carsten Stahl 2023; Hui 2023).  Ethical concerns have also 
been raised about the uTlity and bias stemming from training sets (Hannigan, McCarthy, and 
Spicer 2023; Lebovitz, Levina, and Lifshitz-Assaf 2021; Chomsky, Roberts, and Watumull 
2023), the impact on employee agency (Vanneste and Puranam 2024; Ali et al. ; Raisch and 
Krakowski 2021), and inequality in who will capture the value of generaTve AI (Berg, Raj, and 
Seamans 2023), whether it is the owners of capital vs employees, the organizaTon itself 
versus individual members, or top execuTves versus those in lower ranks. 
 
It is important to understand is how leaders of organizaTons – both top execuTves and mid-
level managers – are adopTng and using these technologies, including their aftudes 
towards the risk and benefits, their percepTons of who benefits, and what the future may 
be, because they will strongly shape the impact of generaTve AI.  It may parTcularly useful 
to understand how organizaTonal leaders approach new technologies like generaTve AI 



 3 

early in its adopTon phase where the impact is ambiguous.  Of parTcular importance is the 
organizaTon’s stance towards future technology evoluTon and the emergence of 
superhuman AI and arTficial general intelligence (AGI), as corporate adopTon may shape the 
future of humanity and social life (Boussioux et al. 2023; Beane 2019; Davis 2023). 
 
The adopTon and use of these technologies may differ substanTally across organizaTons in 
differ industries and countries, and individual employees may have different percepTons 
depending on their role in the organizaTon and posiTon in the hierarchy.  GeneraTve AI is 
thought to be a general purpose technology (Bresnahan and Tratjenberg 1995; Goldfarb 
2005) – that is, of wide use in many applicaTons for many organizaTons and people.  Yet 
these variaTons in adopTon and use may be what determines the locus of value creaTon in 
these areas.  A major difficulty is that that vast majority of public discussion and research 
about generaTve AI has focused on applicaTons in the United States and the technology 
sector where they were developed, leaving a wide swath of applicaTon areas underexplored. 
 
The purpose of this paper is to examine how generaTve AI technologies are being adopted 
and used by individual leaders and organizaTons in various industries and geographies.  We 
leverage a survey of alumni from INSEAD, an internaTonal business school – INSEAD’s alumni 
base is unique in its global distribuTon, with over 60000 execuTves, managers, and founders 
of top organizaTons in over 180 countries worldwide.  This global survey allows us to 
examine aftudes of business leaders towards generaTve AI, their concerns, and use, 
including their percepTons of who is capturing the value of generaTve AI, and what the 
future of generaTve AI may bring for organizaTons and individual employees. 
 
 
METHODS 
 
The primary aim of this study is to explore the diffusion of emergent generaTve AI 
technology, parTcularly during its iniTal rollout phase. This includes examining its perceived 
impacts on society, the business sector, and individual careers, as well as its usage parerns. 
Of parTcular interest is how generaTve AI adopTon and use differs across industries and 
regions, and how it is impacTng execuTves, managers, and employees in organizaTons. The 
choice to study the adopTon of generaTve AI among INSEAD alumni stems from several 
advantages. Established in 1957, INSEAD is a global business school with a presence in 
Europe, Asia, the Middle East, and North America, boasTng a worldwide alumni network. 
INSEAD alumni are among the world's most influenTal business leaders, holding execuTve 
posiTons in many leading global corporaTons listed in various indexes such as the FTSE 100, 
MSCI world index, and S&P 500. INSEAD is also renowned for entrepreneurship, with alumni 
having founded over 1,400 companies and raised $35 billion (INSEAD 2023), notably 
achieving a significant footprint in Europe as the academic insTtuTon with the highest 
number of European unicorns founded by its alumni. 
 
The survey was sent to all INSEAD alumni, a diverse group of 62870 individuals residing in 
179 countries in July 2023. Alumni surveys serve as a valuable tool for collecTng data from a 
broad populaTon across various industries, noted for higher response rates and trust levels 
compared to other populaTons (Eesley 2011; Lazear 2004; Burt 2001; Eesley, Li, and Yang 
2012). The survey was available for responses during July and August 2023, focusing on 
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gathering early insights into the adopTon, use cases, and perceived impacts of generaTve AI. 
Out of 40,000 alumni contacted, we received 1,207 usable responses, indicaTng an 8% 
response rate. However, the response count was lower for certain quesTons due to unusable 
or blank submissions, leading to reduced sample sizes for gender, locaTon, and age (1,046), 
industry (1,048), and organizaTon size (1,037). 
 
The respondent demographic is diverse: 61% reside in Europe, 20% in Asia, and 11% in 
North America. A significant porTon, 79%, are aged between 31 and 60 years. While 
responses span across various industries, informaTon technology and financial services are 
the most represented, accounTng for 43% of the total. AddiTonally, respondents are 
distributed across different organizaTonal sizes, with 43% working in organizaTons with 
more than 1,000 employees. Gender distribuTon among respondents is predominantly male 
(75%) with females consTtuTng 23%. The survey also highlights a skew towards senior roles 
within organizaTons, with 68% of parTcipants idenTfying as execuTves, top managers, or 
managers, and 41% as owners or board members. 
 
Demographics and Summary StaTsTcs 
 
The populaTon of INSEAD alumni with acTve email addresses includes 62870 – we sent our 
survey to them all.  This populaTon is known for being highly geographically distributed, 
represenTng over 179 countries of residence, wither over 54% in Europe, 18% in Asia Pacific, 
and 8% in North America.  Approximately 65% are between 31 and 60. 79% are Male.  
Approximately half of alumni are from INSEAD’s MBA degree program, while the remaining 
are mostly from INSEAD’s execuTve educaTon programs (INSEAD 2024). As will be described 
below, the responding sample is roughly similar on these demographic variables. 
 
Below are summary staTsTcs about the sample of survey respondents.  I report detailed 
demographic findings about gender, organizaTon size, industry, age, organizaTon posiTon, 
and region of survey respondents before moving to the core results. 
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Gender What is your gender? 
Male 75% 

Female 23% 
Non-binary / third gender 0% 

Prefer not to say 1% 
 
The survey included a quesTon regarding the gender idenTty of parTcipants to berer 
understand the demographic composiTon of respondents. The majority, 75%, idenTfied as 
male, while 23% idenTfied as female. Notably, none of the respondents selected the opTon 
for non-binary or third gender, and a small fracTon of 1% chose to prefer not to say. This 
demographic distribuTon suggests a predominance of male parTcipants in the survey. 
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Organization Size 
How many people are in your 

organization? 
10 or less people 22% 
10 to 100 people 16% 

101 to 1000 people 18% 
Greater than 1000 people 43% 

 
The survey inquired about the size of the organizaTons that parTcipants belong to, revealing 
a diverse array of organizaTonal scales. The largest proporTon, 43%, reported being part of 
organizaTons with more than 1000 people, indicaTng that a significant number of 
respondents are engaged in large-scale enterprise environments. On the other end of the 
spectrum, 22% belong to small enTTes comprising 10 or fewer individuals, highlighTng the 
parTcipaTon of startups and small businesses. Those in organizaTons with 10 to 100 people 
and 101 to 1000 people represent 16% and 18% of respondents, respecTvely, showcasing 
involvement from mid-sized organizaTons. This distribuTon underscores the wide-ranging 
applicability and interest in the survey topic across different organizaTonal sizes, from small 
teams to large corporaTons. 
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Industry What industry do you work in? 
Communication Services 5% 
Consumer Discretionary 5% 

Consumer Staples 2% 
Energy 3% 

Financials 21% 
Health Care 7% 
Industrials 5% 

Information Technology 22% 
Materials 2% 

Real Estate 1% 
Utilities 1% 

Other Sector 26% 
 
The survey asked parTcipants about the industry sector of their employment to idenTfy 
where interest in generaTve AI is most concentrated. The most represented sector was 
'Other Sector' at 26%, suggesTng a wide interest across various fields not listed explicitly or 
indicaTng niche industries. This was closely followed by InformaTon Technology, with 22% of 
respondents, highlighTng the strong engagement of this sector with AI technologies. 
Financials also showed significant representaTon at 21%, underscoring the sector's interest 
in leveraging AI for improved decision-making and efficiency. Health Care and 
CommunicaTon Services each garnered 7% and 5% respecTvely, reflecTng a diverse interest 
in AI across sectors. Notably, sectors such as Consumer Staples, Materials, Real Estate, and 
UTliTes had minimal representaTon, each accounTng for 2% or less. This distribuTon 
illustrates the broad interest in generaTve AI across a range of industries, with a parTcular 
emphasis on technology and finance sectors. 
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Age How old are you? 
11-20 0% 
21-30 3% 
31-40 19% 
41-50 36% 
51-60 24% 
61-70 13% 
71-80 3% 
80+ 2% 

 
The survey collected data on the ages of parTcipants to berer understand the demographics 
of those interested in or affected by generaTve AI. The results show a broad age range 
among respondents, with the largest group, 36%, falling within the 41-50 age bracket, 
suggesTng a mature audience with potenTally significant professional experience is 
engaging with AI discussions. The next largest age groups are 51-60 and 31-40 years old, 
with 24% and 19% of respondents respecTvely, indicaTng a strong interest in AI technologies 
among middle-aged professionals. Those in the 61-70 age range represent 13%, while the 
younger 21-30 and older 71-80 age brackets each comprise 3% of parTcipants, with those 
over 80 years old making up 2%. Notably, there were no parTcipants in the 11-20 age group, 
highlighTng a gap in engagement among the youngest demographic. This age distribuTon 
underscores the appeal of generaTve AI topics primarily among those in the mid to late 
stages of their careers. 
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Position / Role 
What is your position in the 

company? 
Owner 26% 

Board Member 15% 
Executive 36% 

Top Manager 19% 
Manager 13% 
Employee 6% 

 
The survey queried respondents about their roles within their companies to ascertain the 
levels of interest in generaTve AI across various organizaTonal posiTons. The data reveals a 
significant representaTon from those in leadership posiTons, with ExecuTves making up the 
largest group at 36%, highlighTng a keen interest in AI technologies among top-level 
decision-makers. Owners accounted for 26% of responses, indicaTng a strong engagement 
from those with a vested interest in the strategic direcTon of their businesses. Top Managers 
and Board Members also showed notable interest, with 19% and 15% respecTvely, 
suggesTng that the implicaTons of generaTve AI are being considered at all levels of 
leadership. Managers and Employees, represenTng 13% and 6% of the survey populaTon 
respecTvely, demonstrate that while interest in AI extends across the organizaTonal 
hierarchy, it is most pronounced among those with the highest levels of responsibility. It 
should be noted that respondents can select mulTple posiTons. This distribuTon points to a 
significant focus on generaTve AI among those in posiTons to influence organizaTonal 
strategy and innovaTon. 
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Location Where do you live? 
Europe 61% 

North America 11% 
Asia 20% 

South America 3% 
Africa 2% 

Australia 2% 
 
 
The survey invesTgated the geographical distribuTon of respondents to idenTfy global 
perspecTves on generaTve AI. A substanTal majority, 61%, are based in Europe, indicaTng a 
strong interest and engagement with AI technologies within this region. Asia accounts for 
20% of the respondents, showcasing significant involvement from this diverse and 
technologically advancing area. North America, while having a notable AI development 
scene, represents 11% of the survey populaTon, suggesTng the survey might have had more 
limited reach or different engagement levels in this region. ContribuTons from South 
America, Africa, and Australia are relaTvely minimal, each consTtuTng 2-3% of responses, 
highlighTng an opportunity for increased global parTcipaTon and awareness in discussions 
surrounding AI. This distribuTon underscores the predominance of European interest in the 
survey, while also reflecTng a varied internaTonal perspecTve on generaTve AI. 
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RESULTS 
 
 
 

 
 

Excitement vs Concern 

Does increasing use of AI programs 
make you more excited or 

concerned? 
More excited than concerned 49% 
More concerned than excited 9% 
Equally concerned and excited 42% 

 
 
This survey quesTon aimed to understand how people feel about the increasing use of AI 
programs. Before focusing on generaTve AI, it was crucial to assess general aftudes. The 
quesTon asked was, “Does increasing use of AI programs make you more excited or 
concerned?” The majority, 49% of respondents, reported being “more excited than 
concerned” about the rise of AI programs. A similar porTon, 42%, expressed being “equally 
concerned and excited,” indicaTng a balanced view. Only 9% felt “more concerned than 
excited,” showing that concerns are relaTvely minor compared to the excitement or 
balanced views. Overall, the results suggest a predominantly posiTve outlook towards the 
increasing use of AI programs, with most respondents leaning towards excitement or holding 
a balanced perspecTve.  
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Excitement 
Reasons for excitement about 

generative AI? 
Makes life, society better 35% 
Saves time, more efficient 90% 

Inevitable progress, is the future 63% 
Handles mundane, tedious tasks 75% 

Helps with work/labor 68% 
AI is interesting, exciting 48% 

 
The survey explored specific reasons behind the excitement for generaTve AI among 
respondents. The leading reason, with 90% agreement, was that generaTve AI saves Tme 
and increases efficiency, highlighTng the pracTcal benefits of these technologies. Close 
behind, 75% of parTcipants appreciated generaTve AI for handling mundane and tedious 
tasks, with 68% acknowledging its assistance with work or labor, indicaTng a strong 
valuaTon of AI's capacity to enhance producTvity and workplace dynamics. Furthermore, 
63% of respondents viewed generaTve AI as inevitable progress and the future, reflecTng a 
recogniTon of its transformaTve potenTal. AI's inherent interest and excitement were noted 
by 48%, while 35% believed it would make life and society berer, suggesTng opTmism about 
its broader impacts. These results underscore a widespread enthusiasm for generaTve AI, 
driven by its perceived uTlity, efficiency, and revoluTonary role in future progress. 
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Concerns 
Reasons for concern about 

generative AI? 
Loss of human jobs 28% 

Surveillance, hacking, digital privacy 67% 
Lack of human connection, qualities 37% 

AI will get too powerful, outsmarting people 30% 
People misusing AI 82% 

People becoming too reliant on AI/tech 50% 
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Industry Impacts of Generative AI 
What will the impact of AI be on 

your industry? 
Cost reduction 75% 

Eliminating jobs 51% 
Alienating workers 14% 

Improving productivity 91% 
Increasing revenue 37% 

Increasing customer satisfaction 53% 
 
This survey quesTon delved into the concerns surrounding generaTve AI, revealing a 
spectrum of apprehensions. The most prominent concern, shared by 82% of respondents, 
was the potenTal for people to misuse AI, indicaTng widespread anxiety about the ethical 
and safety implicaTons of these technologies. Surveillance, hacking, and issues around 
digital privacy were also major concerns for 67% of parTcipants, highlighTng fears about the 
erosion of privacy and security in the age of AI. Half of the respondents worried about 
people becoming too reliant on AI and technology, reflecTng concerns about dependency 
and the loss of autonomy. Concerns about AI leading to a loss of human jobs, outsmarTng 
humans, and diminishing human connecTon were less prevalent, cited by 28%, 30%, and 
37% of parTcipants, respecTvely. These findings suggest that while there are significant 
concerns about the misuse and ethical implicaTons of generaTve AI, fears about job loss and 
AI's autonomy are relaTvely lower on the list of worries. 
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Individual Generative AI Usage Where are you using generative AI? 
In personal life 68% 

At work 64% 
Nowhere yet 15% 

 
The survey also invesTgated where individuals are currently uTlizing generaTve AI. A 
significant majority, 68%, reported using generaTve AI in their personal lives, indicaTng its 
widespread acceptance and integraTon into daily rouTnes and acTviTes. Close behind, 64% 
of respondents are applying generaTve AI at work, suggesTng its growing influence in 
professional environments and its potenTal to enhance producTvity and creaTvity in the 
workplace. However, a notable minority of 15% have not yet engaged with generaTve AI 
technologies, poinTng to either a lack of access, interest, or awareness of how these tools 
can be applied in their lives. These results highlight the rapid adopTon of generaTve AI 
across both personal and professional spheres, yet also acknowledge a segment of the 
populaTon that remains untouched by this technological wave. 
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Organization Generative AI Usage 
Has your organization already 
started using generative AI? 

Already using 52% 
Will use soon, in the next year 17% 

Will use later, after a year 10% 
No current plans to use 21% 

 
The survey sought insights into the adopTon of generaTve AI within organizaTons, revealing 
that a majority, 52%, are already uTlizing these technologies. This indicates a significant 
uptake and integraTon of generaTve AI in business operaTons, underscoring its perceived 
value and uTlity. AddiTonally, 17% of organizaTons plan to start using generaTve AI within 
the next year, while a further 10% anTcipate adopTon aler a year, suggesTng a growing 
interest and planned investment in these technologies. However, 21% of organizaTons 
reported no current plans to engage with generaTve AI, reflecTng either skepTcism, a wait-
and-see approach, or saTsfacTon with current tools and processes. Overall, these findings 
demonstrate a strong and increasing engagement with generaTve AI in the organizaTonal 
context, albeit with a notable minority yet to be convinced of its benefits. 
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Individuals vs Organizations 

Who will benefit more from 
generative AI - individuals or 

organizations? 
Individuals more than their Organizations 9% 
Organizations more than their Individual 

members 43% 
Individuals and Organizations about the same 47% 

 
This survey quesTon addressed perspecTves on who stands to gain more from generaTve AI, 
whether individuals or organizaTons. A plurality of respondents, 47%, believe that both 
individuals and organizaTons will benefit approximately equally from generaTve AI, 
highlighTng the perceived widespread advantages of these technologies across different 
sectors of society. However, 43% feel that organizaTons will benefit more than their 
individual members, suggesTng that the scalability and efficiency gains offered by generaTve 
AI are seen as parTcularly advantageous for businesses and other formal structures. Only a 
small fracTon, 9%, view individuals as benefiTng more than organizaTons, indicaTng a 
percepTon that the personal uTlity of generaTve AI, while significant, may not match the 
transformaTve impact it can have on organizaTonal performance and producTvity. These 
findings reflect a consensus that generaTve AI holds substanTal promise for both individuals 
and organizaTons, with a slight inclinaTon towards greater benefits for organizaTonal 
enTTes. 
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Top Leaders vs Most Employees 
What group do you think will 

benefit more from generative AI? 
Top leaders more than most employees 28% 
Most employees more than top leaders 33% 

Top leaders and most employees 36% 
 
The survey explored percepTons on which group within organizaTons—top leaders or most 
employees—would benefit more from the adopTon of generaTve AI. A slight majority of 
36% of respondents believe that both top leaders and most employees will equally benefit 
from generaTve AI, suggesTng a view that its advantages can permeate through all levels of 
an organizaTon. InteresTngly, 33% feel that most employees will derive more benefit than 
top leaders, potenTally reflecTng opinions that generaTve AI will democraTze access to 
informaTon, improve efficiency, and enhance task compleTon for a wider range of roles. 
Conversely, 28% opine that top leaders will benefit more, possibly due to the strategic 
advantage and decision-making support that generaTve AI offers. These results indicate a 
nuanced understanding of generaTve AI's impact, recognizing its potenTal to support 
various organizaTonal roles differently yet beneficially. 
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Excited vs Concerned 
More excited or concerned for your 

own career due to generative AI? 
More excited than concerned 62% 
More concerned than excited 6% 
Equally concerned and excited 29% 

 
The survey probed into personal senTments regarding the impact of generaTve AI on 
individuals' careers, revealing a clear trend towards opTmism. A significant 62% of 
respondents are more excited than concerned about the influence of generaTve AI on their 
career prospects, indicaTng a strong belief in the posiTve opportuniTes and advancements 
that AI technologies can bring to their professional development. Only a small fracTon, 6%, 
expressed more concern than excitement, perhaps wary of the disrupTons and challenges AI 
might pose. Meanwhile, 29% of parTcipants hold a balanced view, being equally concerned 
and excited, which suggests an awareness of both the potenTal benefits and uncertainTes 
associated with generaTve AI in the workplace. Overall, these findings underscore a 
predominantly posiTve outlook among professionals regarding the role of generaTve AI in 
shaping future career landscapes. 
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Time to AGI 
When do you estimate AGI systems 

will be built? 
In the next 2 years 8% 

In the next 2 to 5 years 23% 
In the next 5 to 10 years 27% 

In the next 10 to 20 years 18% 
More than 20 years 12% 

Never 11% 
 
The survey sought opinions on the anTcipated Tmeline for the development of ArTficial 
General Intelligence (AGI) systems. Responses indicate a spread of expectaTons, with the 
most common esTmate, held by 27% of parTcipants, being that AGI will emerge in the next 
5 to 10 years. This is followed by 23% of respondents predicTng the development of AGI 
systems within the next 2 to 5 years, and 18% foreseeing it happening in the next 10 to 20 
years. A smaller group, 8%, are more opTmisTc, believing AGI could be realized in the next 2 
years, whereas 12% think it will take more than 20 years. InteresTngly, 11% of respondents 
are skepTcal about the feasibility of AGI, believing it will never be achieved. These results 
reflect a wide range of perspecTves on the pace of AI advancements, with a general 
consensus leaning towards significant progress within the next decade. 
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Crosstabs and Demographic Analysis 
 
Next, we turn arenTon to examining any differences in responses across parTcipants with 
different demographic characterisTcs, someTmes referred to as the “crosstabs” in the 
dataset.  For these analyses, we use Chi-square analyses to examine staTsTcal significance.  
We report these tests below. 
 
 
Next, we examine the aftudes of alumni of different ages towards generaTve AI. 
ParTcipants were asked, "Does increasing use of AI programs make you more excited or 
concerned?" and were given three opTons to express their level of excitement or concern. 
The data indicates a general trend of excitement or neutrality rather than concern about 
generaTve AI across all age groups. However, a parTcularly interesTng outcome is that 
younger respondents show a higher level of excitement compared to older respondents. For 
instance, 65.5% of individuals aged 21-30 are "More excited than concerned," in contrast to 
just 38.2% of those aged 61-70 who feel the same. 
 

 

 
How old are you? 

 

 
11-20 21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71-80 80+ 

Does 
increasing use 
of AI 
programs 
make you 
more excited 
or concerned? 

More 
excited 

than 
concerned 

33.3% 65.5% 61.2% 47.8% 49.8% 38.2% 38.7% 18.8% 

More 
concerned 

than 
excited 

33.3% 3.4% 6.0% 7.1% 7.2% 12.5% 16.1% 37.5% 

Equally 
concerned 

and 
excited 

0.0% 31.0% 32.8% 44.9% 43.0% 49.3% 41.9% 43.8% 

 
 
A chi-square test of significance was conducted, yielding a Chi-square staTsTc of 51.627 with 
a p-value of approximately 0.00000325 and 14 degrees of freedom. The p-value is 
significantly below the commonly accepted alpha level of 0.05, leading us to reject the null 
hypothesis. This implies that there is a staTsTcally significant associaTon between the level 
of excitement or concern about AI programs and the age group of the respondents. In 
summary, the analysis highlights a clear relaTonship between age and aftudes towards AI, 
with younger generaTons feeling more opTmisTc about the rise of generaTve AI 
technologies. 
 
 
We now turn our arenTon to the domains in which alumni of various ages are employing 
generaTve AI. When asked "In which domains are you using generaTve AI?", respondents 
could indicate using AI in their personal life, at work, or report not using it yet. The data 
reveals significant use of generaTve AI in personal lives amongst younger age groups, with 
72.4% of respondents aged 21-30 and 78.1% of those aged 31-40 incorporaTng AI into this 
domain. However, for the oldest age bracket (80+), only 6.3% reported using generaTve AI 
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personally. The use of AI at work is also notable, parTcularly amongst the 21-30 age group 
(86.2%), and drops significantly in older age groups, with only 12.5% of those over 80 
applying AI in their work environment. The proporTon of respondents who have not yet 
used generaTve AI increases with age, reaching 87.5% in the 80+ category. 
  
  

How old are you? 
 

 
11-20 21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71-80 80+ 

In which 
domains are 
you using 
generative AI? 

In 
personal 

life 
0.0% 72.4% 78.1% 71.2% 71.3% 51.5% 54.8% 6.3% 

At work 
33.3% 86.2% 72.1% 68.3% 66.5% 44.1% 38.7% 12.5% 

Nowhere 
yet 0.0% 3.4% 6.0% 11.6% 12.4% 32.4% 29.0% 87.5% 

 
 
A comprehensive chi-square test was conducted, yielding a Chi-square staTsTc of 175.255 
and an extremely small p-value of approximately 5.925 x 10^(-30) with 14 degrees of 
freedom. The p-value is substanTally lower than the convenTonal alpha level of 0.05. 
Consequently, we can confidently reject the null hypothesis, affirming that there is a 
staTsTcally significant associaTon between the usage domains of generaTve AI and the 
respondents' age group. This underscores a discernible generaTonal divide in the adopTon 
and integraTon of generaTve AI technologies in various aspects of life. 
 
The subsequent analysis explores the engagement of alumni of varying ages with generaTve 
AI within their organizaTons. The survey quesTon posed was "Has your organizaTon already 
started using GeneraTve AI?" with opTons to indicate current use, plans to use within the 
next year, plans to use aler a year, or no plans to use. The results show a strong current use 
of generaTve AI among the younger demographic, with 58.6% of 21-30-year-olds and 59.7% 
of 31-40-year-olds reporTng that their organizaTons are already using it. Notably, there is a 
gradual decline in current usage as age increases, with only 12.5% of those aged 80+ 
reporTng current use. Future plans to implement generaTve AI within the next year are 
highest among the 11-20 age group at 66.7%, while a substanTal porTon of the oldest age 
group (62.5%) indicates no plans to use generaTve AI. 
 
  

How old are you? 
 

 
11-20 21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71-80 80+ 

Has your 
organization 
already 
started using 
Generative 
AI? 

Already 
using 0.0% 58.6% 59.7% 49.6% 56.6% 46.3% 32.3% 12.5% 

Will use 
soon, in 

the 
next 
year 

66.7% 10.3% 15.9% 16.9% 17.1% 17.6% 25.8% 12.5% 

Will use 
later, 

after a 
year 

0.0% 10.3% 5.5% 10.8% 8.8% 15.4% 3.2% 6.3% 

No 
current 
plans to 

use 

0.0% 20.7% 18.9% 22.4% 16.7% 19.9% 35.5% 62.5% 
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StaTsTcal analysis was conducted using the chi-square test, resulTng in a Chi-square staTsTc 
of 55.417 and a p-value of approximately 0.00006145, with 21 degrees of freedom. Given 
that the p-value is well below the standard alpha level of 0.05, we can reject the null 
hypothesis. This suggests a staTsTcally significant relaTonship between the respondents' age 
groups and their organizaTons' plans for adopTng generaTve AI. These findings underscore 
the generaTonal differences in the adopTon of AI technology within professional 
environments. 
 
In this analysis, we delve into the percepTons within various industries regarding who stands 
to benefit more from generaTve AI, be it individuals or organizaTons. Surveyed industry 
professionals were presented with the quesTon, "Who will benefit more from generaTve AI - 
individuals or organizaTons?" The response opTons allowed them to indicate a greater 
benefit for individuals, organizaTons, or equal benefits for both. Notably, in sectors like 
CommunicaTon Services, Financials, and Materials, a significant porTon of respondents feel 
that organizaTons will benefit more than individuals, with responses like 44.6%, 53.2%, and 
50.0%, respecTvely. ContrasTngly, in the Health Care and UTliTes sectors, a majority believe 
that individuals and organizaTons will benefit equally, with 56.8% and 66.7% respecTvely 
supporTng this view. 
 
 

 
  

What industry do you work in? 
 

 
Industrials Info Tech Materials Real 

Estate Utilities Other 
Sector 

Who will 
benefit more 
from 
generative AI - 
individuals or 
organizations? 

Individuals 
more than 

their 
Organizations 

10.9% 10.5% 5.6% 7.1% 0.0% 8.5% 

Organizations 
more than 

their 
Individual 
members 

34.5% 41.2% 50.0% 28.6% 33.3% 39.7% 

 
 

What industry do you work in?  
 

 
Communications Consumer Staples Energy Financials Health 

Care 

Who will 
benefit more 
from 
generative AI - 
individuals or 
organizations? 

Individuals 
more than 

their 
Organizations 

8.9% 0.0% 15.0% 15.2% 8.3% 12.2% 

Organizations 
more than 

their 
Individual 
members 

44.6% 50.0% 50.0% 42.4% 53.2% 31.1% 

Individuals 
and 

Organizations 
about the 

same 

46.4% 50.0% 35.0% 36.4% 38.5% 56.8% 
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Individuals 
and 

Organizations 
about the 

same 

54.5% 47.8% 38.9% 64.3% 66.7% 50.7% 

 
 
StaTsTcal analysis was performed using the chi-square test, resulTng in a Chi-square staTsTc 
of 30.288 with a p-value of approximately 0.1116, across 22 degrees of freedom. With the p-
value exceeding the alpha level of 0.05, we do not reject the null hypothesis. This indicates 
that, according to the data gathered, there is no staTsTcally significant difference between 
industries in the percepTon of who will benefit more from generaTve AI—individuals or 
organizaTons. This suggests a generally uniform expectaTon across sectors regarding the 
impact of generaTve AI. 
 
In the current analysis, we explore the expectaTons across different industries regarding the 
Tmeline for the construcTon of ArTficial General Intelligence (AGI) systems. Industry 
professionals responded to the quesTon, "When do you esTmate AGI systems will be built?" 
with opTons ranging from within the next 2 years to never. The data shows a diversity of 
expectaTons, with the Energy sector being the most opTmisTc about short-term 
development (next 2 years) at 9.1%, while the Consumer Staples sector shows the highest 
skepTcism with 25% believing AGI systems will never be built. InteresTngly, a significant 
porTon of the UTliTes sector is in agreement about a longer Tmeline, with 66.7% esTmaTng 
the development in the next 10 to 20 years, contrasTng sharply with other sectors. 
 
  

What industry do you work in? 

 
 

Communications Consumer Staples Energy Financials Health 
Care 

When do you 
estimate AGI 
systems will 
be built? 

In the next 
2 years 5.4% 3.7% 0.0% 9.1% 9.6% 8.1% 

In the next 
2 to 5 years 37.5% 31.5% 15.0% 21.2% 22.9% 27.0% 

In the next 
5 to 10 
years 

23.2% 27.8% 25.0% 36.4% 28.9% 23.0% 

In the next 
10 to 20 

years 
14.3% 13.0% 20.0% 18.2% 16.5% 18.9% 

More than 
20 years 7.1% 7.4% 10.0% 12.1% 10.1% 13.5% 

Never 8.9% 14.8% 25.0% 0.0% 11.5% 9.5% 

 
 
  

What industry do you work in? 

 
 

Industrials Info 
Tech Materials Real Estate Utilities Other Sector 

When do you 
estimate AGI 
systems will 
be built? 

In the next 
2 years 7.3% 7.9% 11.1% 0.0% 0.0% 9.2% 

In the next 
2 to 5 years 18.2% 16.2% 11.1% 35.7% 33.3% 25.0% 
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In the next 
5 to 10 
years 

29.1% 28.1% 27.8% 14.3% 0.0% 25.7% 

In the next 
10 to 20 

years 
20.0% 24.1% 27.8% 21.4% 66.7% 13.2% 

More than 
20 years 9.1% 13.2% 16.7% 14.3% 0.0% 13.2% 

Never 16.4% 10.1% 5.6% 14.3% 0.0% 12.9% 

 
 
The staTsTcal evaluaTon, employing the chi-square test, resulted in a Chi-square staTsTc of 
62.690 and a p-value of approximately 0.2223, with 55 degrees of freedom. The p-value 
surpasses the threshold alpha level of 0.05, leading us to fail to reject the null hypothesis. 
Therefore, the data suggests there is no staTsTcally significant correlaTon between the 
industries in which respondents work and their predicTons for when AGI systems will be 
realized. This implies that industry affiliaTon does not significantly influence percepTons 
about the Tmeline for AGI development. 
 
We now invesTgate industry perspecTves on which group within organizaTons is perceived 
to benefit more from generaTve AI. Respondents from various industries were asked, "What 
group do you think will benefit more from generaTve AI?" They could choose whether top 
leaders or most employees would benefit more, or if the benefits would be distributed 
equally. The results show varying opinions across industries, with the Financials sector 
tending to believe that top leaders will benefit more (37.2%), while the Real Estate and 
UTliTes sectors are more inclined to think that most employees will gain more (55.6% and 
33.3%, respecTvely). Notably, in the UTliTes sector, a large majority (66.7%) view that both 
top leaders and most employees will benefit equally. 
 
  

What industry do you work in? 
 

 
Communications Consumer Staples Energy Financials Health Care 

What group 
do you think 
will benefit 
more from 
generative AI? 

Top leaders 
more than 

most 
employees 

23.2% 27.8% 35.0% 30.3% 37.2% 20.3% 

Most 
employees 
more than 
top leaders 

41.1% 33.3% 25.0% 18.2% 28.4% 44.6% 

Top leaders 
and most 

employees 
32.1% 33.3% 35.0% 51.5% 31.7% 35.1% 

 
 
  

What industry do you work in? 
 

 
Industrials Info Tech Materials Real Estate Utilities Other Sector 

What group 
do you think 
will benefit 

Top leaders 
more than 

most 
employees 

32.7% 26.8% 16.7% 21.4% 0.0% 25.7% 



 26 

more from 
generative AI? 

Most 
employees 
more than 
top leaders 

30.9% 32.0% 55.6% 57.1% 33.3% 34.2% 

Top leaders 
and most 

employees 
34.5% 39.5% 22.2% 21.4% 66.7% 35.7% 

 
 
The chi-square staTsTcal test reveals a Chi-square staTsTc of 33.305 with a p-value of 
approximately 0.0577 and 22 degrees of freedom. Given that the p-value is just above the 
convenTonal alpha level of 0.05, the null hypothesis is not rejected. This indicates that there 
is no staTsTcally significant difference across industries regarding who is believed to benefit 
more from generaTve AI. However, the proximity of the p-value to the significance threshold 
suggests that while industry may not play a major role, the quesTon is finely balanced and 
other factors not captured in this analysis may influence percepTons. 
 
In this segment, we assess the senTments regarding the increasing use of AI programs 
among individuals from various geographic regions. The survey parTcipants were asked, 
"Does increasing use of AI programs make you more excited or concerned?" Across Europe, 
North America, Asia, South America, and Africa, a substanTal proporTon of respondents 
express more excitement than concern, with figures like 48.1% for Europe and peaking at 
53.1% for South America. InteresTngly, Australia shows a slightly lower excitement level at 
41.2%. Those who are equally concerned and excited about AI form a significant group as 
well, with percentages hovering around 43% for Europe and even higher at 47.1% for 
Australia. 
 
  

Where do you live? 
 

 
Europe North America Asia South America Africa Australia 

Does 
increasing use 
of AI 
programs 
make you 
more excited 
or concerned? 

More excited 
than concerned 48.1% 52.6% 50.5% 53.1% 52.0% 41.2% 
More concerned 

than excited 8.5% 11.2% 8.1% 3.1% 4.0% 11.8% 
Equally 

concerned and 
excited 43.0% 36.2% 41.4% 43.8% 44.0% 47.1% 

 
 
The chi-square test applied to these observaTons yields a staTsTc of 5.027 with a p-value of 
approximately 0.8894 and 10 degrees of freedom. The p-value is significantly higher than the 
standard alpha level of 0.05, leading us to fail to reject the null hypothesis. This suggests 
that, within this data set, there is no staTsTcally significant difference in the levels of 
excitement or concern about AI programs based on the geographic locaTon of the 
respondents. The general consensus appears to lean towards excitement or a balanced view 
about AI across different conTnents. 
 
The analysis now shils to the applicaTon of generaTve AI in different domains based on the 
geographic locaTon of respondents. They were queried, "In which domains are you using 
generaTve AI?" with opTons to indicate usage in personal life, at work, or not at all yet. The 
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majority of parTcipants from all regions report using generaTve AI both in personal life and 
at work, with Asia leading in personal use at 79.0% and Africa matching this lead at work 
with 76.0%. The proporTon of respondents who have not yet engaged with generaTve AI 
varies, with Asia having the lowest at 9.5% and South America the highest at 18.8%. 
 
  

Where do you live? 
 

 

Europe 
North 

America Asia 
South 

America Africa Australia 

In which 
domains are 
you using 
generative AI? 

In 
personal 

life 66.1% 64.7% 79.0% 59.4% 76.0% 64.7% 
At work 

63.0% 67.2% 65.7% 59.4% 76.0% 64.7% 
Nowhere 

yet 16.4% 16.4% 9.5% 18.8% 8.0% 11.8% 
 
 
The chi-square test used to examine the data produced a Chi-square staTsTc of 10.686 and a 
p-value of approximately 0.3825, with 10 degrees of freedom. As the p-value exceeds the 
typical alpha level of 0.05, we do not reject the null hypothesis. This suggests there is no 
staTsTcally significant difference in the use of generaTve AI across different geographic 
locaTons as per the data collected. It appears that irrespecTve of where individuals reside, 
the uptake of generaTve AI in both personal and professional spheres is widespread, with 
only a small porTon of the global respondents yet to begin using these technologies. 
 
The focus of this analysis is on percepTons regarding who is likely to benefit more from 
generaTve AI across different global regions. Survey parTcipants were quesToned, "Who will 
benefit more from generaTve AI - individuals or organizaTons?" The responses show that in 
regions such as Europe, North America, and Asia, a significant porTon of respondents 
believe that both individuals and organizaTons will benefit about the same, with Europe at 
49.2% and Asia at 41.9%. In South America, this belief is even more pronounced, with 59.4% 
holding this view. In contrast, a majority in Australia (58.8%) feel that organizaTons will 
benefit more than individuals. 
 
 

 
Where do you live? 

 
 

Europe 
North 

America Asia 
South 

America Africa Australia 

Who will 
benefit more 
from 
generative AI - 
individuals or 
organizations? 

Individuals 
more than 

their 
Organizations 7.1% 12.1% 14.3% 0.0% 16.0% 5.9% 
Organizations 

more than 
their Individual 

members 
43.0% 42.2% 43.3% 40.6% 40.0% 58.8% 

Individuals and 
Organizations 

about the 
same 49.2% 44.0% 41.9% 59.4% 44.0% 35.3% 
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Employing the chi-square test for analysis, we observe a Chi-square staTsTc of 19.225 with a 
p-value of approximately 0.0375 and 10 degrees of freedom. The p-value falls below the 
convenTonal alpha level of 0.05, enabling us to reject the null hypothesis. This reveals a 
staTsTcally significant associaTon between the geographic locaTon of the respondents and 
their views on the primary beneficiary of generaTve AI—individuals or organizaTons. These 
results highlight regional differences in the expectaTons of generaTve AI's impact on 
individuals and organizaTons. 
 
This segment of the analysis seeks to understand regional expectaTons regarding the 
Tmeline for the development of ArTficial General Intelligence (AGI) systems. ParTcipants 
were asked, "When do you esTmate AGI systems will be built?" The results vary by region, 
with Asia and South America having a relaTvely larger percentage of respondents expecTng 
AGI systems to be built within the next 2 to 5 years (31.0% and 37.5% respecTvely). In 
contrast, the greatest anTcipaTon for AGI development within the next 5 to 10 years is in 
Australia, at 47.1%. There is also a notable skepTcism about AGI ever being developed, with 
13.5% of European respondents and 12.1% of North American respondents expressing this 
view. 
 
  

Where do you live? 
 

 

Europe 
North 

America Asia 
South 

America Africa Australia 

When do you 
estimate AGI 
systems will 
be built? 

In the next 2 
years 8.4% 6.0% 8.1% 9.4% 8.0% 5.9% 

In the next 2 
to 5 years 21.1% 14.7% 31.0% 37.5% 28.0% 29.4% 

In the next 5 
to 10 years 25.5% 29.3% 27.1% 21.9% 36.0% 47.1% 

In the next 10 
to 20 years 19.8% 19.0% 14.8% 12.5% 16.0% 11.8% 

More than 20 
years 10.8% 18.1% 12.9% 9.4% 4.0% 0.0% 
Never 13.5% 12.1% 6.2% 9.4% 8.0% 5.9% 

 
 
StaTsTcal analysis via the chi-square test resulted in a Chi-square staTsTc of 38.509 with a p-
value of approximately 0.0412 and 25 degrees of freedom. The p-value is below the 
standard alpha level of 0.05, allowing us to reject the null hypothesis. This indicates a 
staTsTcally significant variaTon in expectaTons regarding the construcTon of AGI systems 
based on the geographic locaTon of respondents. It suggests that regional factors may 
influence how soon people believe AGI will be a reality. 
 
This analysis examines the relaTonship between respondents' industries and their 
geographic locaTon.  This relaTonship between demographic variables is important to 
understand the composiTon of respondents. Survey parTcipants were asked about the 
sector in which they work, with opTons spanning from CommunicaTon Services to UTliTes, 
including an "Other Sector" category. The data indicates disTnct regional parerns in industry 
employment. Notably, the Financial sector has a strong presence in Africa (44.0%) and 
Australia (41.2%), while the InformaTon Technology sector is significantly represented in 
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North America (28.4%) and Asia (31.0%). The "Other Sector" category sees its highest 
proporTon in South America at 40.6%. 
 
  

Where do you live? 
 

 

Europe 
North 

America Asia 
South 

America Africa Australia 

What 
industry 
do you 
work in? 

Communication 
Services 5.6% 5.2% 5.2% 3.1% 4.0% 0.0% 

Consumer 
Discretionary 5.4% 8.6% 3.3% 6.3% 0.0% 0.0% 

Consumer 
Staples 1.4% 2.6% 3.3% 0.0% 0.0% 5.9% 
Energy 2.9% 0.9% 4.3% 3.1% 12.0% 0.0% 

Financials 22.6% 12.9% 14.8% 21.9% 44.0% 41.2% 
Health Care 7.9% 7.8% 6.2% 3.1% 0.0% 0.0% 
Industrials 5.7% 4.3% 5.2% 3.1% 0.0% 5.9% 

Information 
Technology 18.6% 28.4% 31.0% 9.4% 16.0% 17.6% 
Materials 1.5% 1.7% 2.4% 3.1% 0.0% 0.0% 

Real Estate 1.1% 0.9% 1.4% 3.1% 8.0% 0.0% 
Utilities 0.5% 0.0% 0.5% 3.1% 0.0% 5.9% 

Other Sector 26.5% 26.7% 22.4% 40.6% 16.0% 23.5% 
 
 
StaTsTcal tesTng using the chi-square method yields a Chi-square staTsTc of 93.408 with a 
p-value of approximately 0.000947 and 55 degrees of freedom. With the p-value being 
substanTally below the alpha level of 0.05, the null hypothesis can be rejected. This result 
indicates that there is a staTsTcally significant associaTon between the industry in which 
individuals work and their geographic locaTon, poinTng to regional specializaTon or 
variaTon in industrial representaTon across the globe. 
 
Discussion and Conclusion 
 
The research reported here aims to understand how new technologies like generaTve AI are 
quickly adopted and used by execuTve and managerial leaders to create value in 
organizaTons.  A survey of INSEAD’s global alumni base in the early diffusion of LLM 
technologies revealed several intriguing insights into percepTons and engagements with 
generaTve AI across a broad spectrum of demographics, industries, and geographies. 
Notably, there's a prevailing opTmism about the role of generaTve AI in enhancing 
producTvity and innovaTon, parTcularly as regards Tme savings and efficiency. Despite this 
enthusiasm and widespread adopTon, concerns are significant, parTcularly regarding misuse 
by individuals and issues related to surveillance and privacy. 
 
A parTcular strength of this research is the heterogeneous populaTon of business leaders in 
the INSEAD alumni populaTon which we sampled. Analysis revealed different aftudes 
across demographic variables.  Younger respondents are significantly more excited about 
generaTve AI and more likely to be using it at work and in personal life than older 
parTcipants.  Those in Europe have a somewhat more distant view of generative AI than 
those in North America in Asia, in that they see the gains more likely to captured by 
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organizations than individuals, and are less likely to be using it professional and personal 
contexts than those in North America and Asia.  This may also be related to the fact that 
those in Europe are more likely to be working in Financial Services and less likely to be 
working in Information Technology industries than those in North America and Asia. Despite 
this, those in Europe are more likely to see AGI happening faster than those in North 
America, although this may reflect less interaction with generative AI in personal and 
professional contexts. These findings collecTvely underscore the complex and mulTfaceted 
percepTons of generaTve AI's role in society, poinTng to both its promising potenTal and the 
challenges it presents. 
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