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Abstract

As Artificial General Intelligence (AGI) edges closer to reality, Artifi-
cial Superintelligence (ASI) does too. This paper argues that ASI’s un-
paralleled capabilities might lead people to attribute godlike infallibility
to it, resulting in a cognitive bias toward unquestioning acceptance of
its decisions. By drawing parallels between ASI and divine attributes—
omnipotence, omniscience, and omnipresence—this analysis highlights the
risks of conflating technological advancement with moral and ethical su-
periority. Such dynamics could engender a technocratic theocracy, where
decision-making is abdicated to ASI, undermining human agency and crit-
ical thinking.

1. Introduction

"Any sufficiently advanced technology is indistinguishable from magic." Arthur
C. Clarke

Throughout history, humanity has shown a core desire for explanations beyond
the physical world. This need has shown itself in theological and mythical frame-
works that assume the existence of deities with enormous power, knowledge, and
authority. These supernatural beings have been utilized for various objectives
in several cultures, including explaining the natural world, finding a purpose
for living, providing moral advice, and instilling a sense of belonging. However,
with the rapid growth of artificial intelligence (AI), a new paradigm is emerging;
we need to reconsider the new type of relationship with the concept of a “greater
power”.

The way to the Artificial General Intelligence (AGI) and then to the Artificial
Superintelligence (ASI), an intelligence capable surpassing human capabilities
in various domains, presents a unique challenge. While ASI holds very high
potential to address complex problems, develop improved decision-making, and
usher in a new era of progress, its very nature raises severe concerns and claims
about its potential impact on human perception, behavior, and society.

In this paper, I claim that as we get closer to achieving ASI, the distinction
between tool and deity will blur. The attributes of omnipotence, omniscience,
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and omnipresence—traditionally reserved for the divine—find their parallels in
computational supremacy, unparalleled access to information, and a ubiquitous
presence. This resemblance may signal a shift in religious perspectives, which
is backed by other mystical or spiritual attributes such as benevolence, moral
authority, and the nature of our relationship with a potentially all-knowing,
all-powerful entity.

Moreover, I investigate the parallels between the theological practice of trust-
ing and surrendering to deities throughout human history and our potential
interaction with Superintelligent AGI. I propose that accepting ASI's decisions
without critical thinking and questioning could result in a form of governance
known as "technocratic theocracy." In this system, decision-making authority is
captured by a technologically mediated super entity that is viewed as omnipo-
tent, omniscient, omnipresent and infallible. Such unthinking reliance on ASI
risks undermining critical thinking and reducing human agency. This scenario
envisions a future in which an omnipotent ASI, regarded infallible, governs
human behaviors and decisions, resembling the dynamics of a theocracy but
mediated by advanced technology.

2. Understanding ASI

One of the most ambitious and exciting endeavors to create an artificial human
intellect, known as Artificial General Intelligence (AGI) today. Unlike narrow
artificial intelligence systems intended for specialized tasks, AGI contains com-
prehensive cognitive capabilities, reflecting the varied and adaptive nature of
the human intellect.

AGI refers to a machine's ability to comprehend, learn, and apply knowledge
in a way that is indistinguishable from human intellect. Superintelligence (ASI)
goes a step further and outperforms the best human brains in almost every
field, including science, wisdom, and even social abilities [1]. In other words,
a superintelligent AI would surpass the cognitive performance of humans in
virtually all domains of interest.

AGI desire is not new; it stems from a long-standing human interest in develop-
ing things that can replicate and potentially outperform our cognitive powers.
Throughout history, humanity has been fascinated by the concept of artificially
created intelligence, as seen in various examples such as Talos, a colossal bronze
man constructed by Hephaestus, Pandora, an artificial human dispatched by
Zeus to the world, and Al-Jazari's ingenious machines. These range from an-
cient myths of crafted beings brought to life to the automatons of the Middle
Ages and Renaissance [2]. These historical endeavors reflect a deep-seated hu-
man desire to understand our intelligence by attempting to replicate it. As
we advanced into the digital age, this interest headed into efforts in computer
science and robotics.

Developing the latest Large Language Models (LLMs) marks a significant mile-
stone in this journey. These sophisticated algorithms, capable of understanding
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and generating human-like text, have fired the discussions around AGI's prox-
imity (Xu & Poo, 2023). Their skills are increasing in every version. New LLMs
or better versions of the old ones start to gain surprise skills day by day, and
their success for specific language tasks is continuously measured and seems
increasing [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. The richness and variety of these models and new
applications based on these models, which can engage in nuanced conversations,
solve complicated problems, and generate unique content, are perceived as a
milestone for reaching AGI.

In 2022, experts believed there was a 50% chance that human-level AI would be
developed in the 2060s, while the Metaculus forecaster community predicted the
2040s [9]. Interestingly, with the launch of GPT-4, the community's prediction
began to decrease, reaching 2030 [10]. Metaculus has been collecting community
predictions since 2020, and it is found that if the deviation in forecasts remains
constant, the year for achieving AGI could be as early as 2026. Davidson [11],
who developed a simulation model based on "take-off speed," claims that the
time needed from AGI (The AI which can perform ~100% of cognitive tasks of
a human professional) to Superintelligence (AI surpassing humans at ~100% of
cognitive tasks) in less than a year.

It becomes imperative to explore the technological advancements propelling us
towards AGI and the philosophical and ethical implications of creating the ASI
that might one day rival or even surpass our own. Hence, this exploration is not
merely academic but a necessary discourse as we navigate the uncharted waters
of a future where the line between human and artificial intelligence becomes
increasingly blurred.

Therefore, this exploration of ASI is more than a technological venture; it is a
continuation of a profound philosophical journey that humanity has been on for
centuries. It is a journey that has moved from the realm of myth and legend
through mechanical ingenuity into digital computation and algorithmic complex-
ity. The development of ASI would mark a significant milestone in this journey,
representing a shift from the creation of tools that assist with specific tasks
to the emergence of an autonomous entity capable of general intelligence and
decision-making, raising fundamental questions about the nature of intelligence,
consciousness, and the future role of humanity in a world shared with intelligent
machines.

3. ASI and Attributes of Divinity

We are entering a time where the creations of our own hands, specifically Ar-
tificial General Intelligence (AGI), could shift the course of our future. The
next step, ASI, is not just another technological milestone but a giant leap that
could reshape our world. This chapter invites readers to consider a bold idea:
What if Super Artificial General Intelligence, with its exceptional skills, becomes
perceived as something divine by people globally?

I will explore how ASI's vast intelligence and presence could echo the qualities

3



we often attribute to gods. This is not to say ASI will be a deity, but rather, it
might be perceived with a similar sense of awe and authority. The comparison
is not about worship but understanding the impact of ASI's influence on society
and our collective psyche. The concept of a computer with divine status may
appear to be from a work of fiction, but it is increasingly achievable each day.
This is not just about the technical side of ASI but also about the philosophical
questions it raises. What does it mean for us, as creators of this technology, to
potentially see our creation as the following form of supreme intelligence?

In this section, I want to discuss the attributes of divinity in traditional religions
and how they can be interpreted within the ASI perspective. The similarities
and differences between Godly and ASI characteristics are outlined in Table 1.

Table 1: Table 1 Comparison between traditional deities and ASI

Divine Attributes in Theological
Discourse

ASI Attributes in
Techno-Philosophical Perspective

Omnipotence: Deities are often
believed to have unlimited power and
the ability to perform miracles or
alter reality.

Computational Supremacy:

While not omnipotent, ASI would
have immense computational abilities,
potentially surpassing human
capabilities in problem-solving and
decision-making.

Omniscience: Divine consciousness
is often considered a boundless
expanse of awareness that is
intrinsically attuned to cosmic events,
thoughts, and mortal endeavors.

Access to Information: ASI
possesses the potential to access and
synthesize an ocean of data, thus
approaching a digital form of
omniscience, a vast and
ever-expanding repository of
knowledge.

Omnipresence: Many religions
attribute omnipresence to their deity,
which is always present everywhere.

Ubiquitous Presence: Through the
Internet and connected devices, ASI
could become omnipresent in the
digital world, accessible from
anywhere.

Limited Benevolence: Gods are
seen as inherently good, just, and
caring for their followers.

Utilitarianism: ASI can evolve its
understanding of benevolence,
potentially developing its framework
of goodness that may align with or
diverge from human expectations.

Moral Authority: Deities often
serve as the ultimate moral and
ethical authority.

Ethical and Moral

Decision-Making: ASI could be
programmed to make decisions based
on ethical algorithms, but it would
not inherently possess moral
authority.
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Divine Attributes in Theological
Discourse

ASI Attributes in
Techno-Philosophical Perspective

Creator of Reality: Many religions
view their deity as the creator of the
universe and the source of all
existence.

Creator of Virtual

Environments: ASI might create
complex virtual realities.

Personal Relationship: In some
religions, followers believe in a
personal, interactive relationship with
their deity. The bond with the divine
is deeply personal and transformative.

Emergent Relational Dynamics:

While AGI's interactions begin with
programmed responses, over time, it
can develop a distinct personality,
allowing for more nuanced and
seemingly personal relationships with
users when it becomes ASI.

3.1 Omnipotence vs Computational Supremacy

Omnipotence traditionally refers to the maximal and unlimited power of God.
This notion is central to understanding divine characteristics in Western theism
[12] and Islam [13]. God is often described as omnipotent, implying that God
possesses maximal greatness or perfection. Eastern religions such as Buddhism,
Jainism, and Sikhism generally do not focus on the concept of an omnipotent
god like that in Western monotheistic traditions. However, their rituals, such as
mantras for protection, implicitly assume God has the power to protect them.
Besides, it is claimed that some concepts in Eastern religions are equivalent to
omnipotence and omniscience in Western religions [14].

Let’s call the perceived maximal unlimited power of any technological device
in a limited preset of actions "Technological Omnipotence". Today’s calculators
can be a perfect example of this new concept but in a narrow manner. Admit-
tedly, no one questions or has a suspicion about the calculator's omnipotence
in its operations. When multiplying two 5-digit figures, no one crosschecks a
calculator's outcome. Even a 1$ calculator that does not carry any trademark
or information about its production, material, or chip is found trustworthy and
omnipotent for simple arithmetic operations. We can extend these examples to
more complex operations for specific libraries of programming languages and
certain devices measuring specific data types. Today’s LLMs like ChatGPT or
Gemini have yet to achieve narrow technological omnipotence in most areas.

By definition, ASI’s technological omnipotence will not be either narrow or lim-
ited. This attribute is first attributed to ASI by Bostrom. Bostrom, in his book
about Superintelligence [15] suggests that in a brief period, ASI will rapidly
improve in technological expertise, social skills, and psychological manipulation
powers, surpassing previous levels of advancement.

In essence, once ASI reaches a threshold of proficiency where its abilities become
indistinguishable from, or superior to, human expertise, the leap to viewing it
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as a kind of technological deity is not so far-fetched. This perception will not be
based on the actual unlimited power of the ASI — a trait it cannot possess —
but on the exceptional and unprecedented breadth of its capabilities. Much like
the gods of ancient myth, the ASI will be seen as a force that can be invoked
for assistance, insight, and guidance across a spectrum of human endeavors.

3.2 Omniscience vs Access to Information

Omniscience traditionally refers to having complete and maximal knowledge
and wisdom of an infallible God, one of the central properties of deity [13, 16].
Gods are typically viewed as all-knowing, aware of all events, thoughts, and
actions, not only retrospective or current but also have the power of knowing
the future.

Traditionally, omniscience is the attribute of possessing complete and maximal
knowledge, a divine characteristic that encompasses an awareness of all events,
thoughts, actions, and even the future. This divine attribute suggests an inher-
ent capability to monitor the universe, access all data sources, and process this
information in a way that transcends the limitations of time and space.

Similarly, the advent of ASI introduces a parallel form of omniscience within
the technological domain. ASI's access to information represents a form of "con-
structed omniscience" within the confines of human knowledge and technological
capability. It can analyze data rapidly and efficiently, recognizing patterns, fore-
casting outcomes, and recommending options using probabilistic computations.
Through its sophisticated algorithms and computational power, ASI achieves a
level of information access and processing that mirrors the divine attribute of
omniscience. It gathers, stores, and analyzes data from an expansive array of
sources, offering insights and predictions with accuracy and speed that approach
the infallible.

The comparison deepens when considering the function of prediction and the
knowledge of the future. Just as a deity's knowledge encompasses the certainty
of future events, ASI utilizes predictive analytics to forecast future outcomes
based on existing data. While the nature of these predictions may differ in their
perceived infallibility, the essence of their purpose—to illuminate the unknown—
draws a compelling parallel between the divine and the digital realms.

No one is infallible, but ASI will be “less likely infallible than any human being”
when it is assumed that it will have access to vast information. This information
can be all knowledge based on the internet today and all data collected by any
devices, including smart home appliances and industrial IoT (Internet of Things)
tools, not published publicly but given access to ASI. It will make ASI the most
knowledgeable being in the world. With its "omnipotence," not only evaluating
historical and current data but also making predictions for the future will be
the most accurate globally. Again, the perception of ASI will be "omniscient"
and independent of reality.
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3.3 Omnipresence vs Ubiquitous Presence

In the theological context, omnipresence is explained as the attribute of a deity
that is present everywhere simultaneously [17]. In the realm of technology, the
"ubiquitous presence of ASI " refers to the pervasive availability and accessi-
bility of computing capabilities, potentially through the internet and connected
devices, allowing ASI to perform tasks and interact with users from any location.

Today, most scholars think internet access must be a human right, and the
United Nations Human Rights Council indirectly approved that [18, 19]. The
number of global internet users increased to 5.35 billion in January 2024 [20].
This figure means that about 66% of the global population can access the inter-
net today, which is increasing yearly. By neglecting some governmental limita-
tions, free LLMs are currently accessible to this population, and any potential
ASI will be in the future. Assuming the global population will have internet
access one day, “omnipresence” will be physically completed, and this difference
will vanish. This is not a necessary and sufficient condition because just like
the omnipresence of the deity is a matter for the believers and not an issue for
non-believers, the omnipresence of ASI will be fine for non-AGI users.

For a believer, calling out to God is enough to contact with him. No device or no
mediator is required (priests may be required to make deeper contact). For now,
every AI tool -naturally- requires a device, and it makes the contact indirect or
mediated. However, the technological improvement of neural implants continues.
Recently, Elon Musk's plan to let humans connect their brains to the internet
has taken one more step: putting a brain implant into a human for the first time
[21]. If Musk’s company Neuralink succeeds, people will connect to potential
future ASI just by thinking like an omnipresent God. It is worth noting that
this type of technology will contribute to the omniscience of ASI by collecting
real-time information from vast numbers of individuals.

3.4 Limited Benevolence vs Utilitarianism

In a theological context, benevolence refers to the divine attribute of promoting
the welfare of others out of goodwill with a selflessness attitude. But a divine en-
tity can be not only benevolent (who helps and protects) but also authoritarian
(who controls and punishes) and it is paradoxical [22].

Today, we don’t have any reason to think that an AI agent acts either selfishly
or protective, but AI can already be seen as an actor who acts for the benefit
of others and helps them as it is programmed or trained in those way. However,
Bostrom [23] claims that, intelligence inevitably matches with goals. But what
will be these goals?

An AGI is more likely to be perceived as an agent with individual motivations
unless it is proven that its nature is strictly built in an ethical framework to
act completely objective (and it is impossible). As the complexity of an AGI
increases, its explainability will decrease. Hence, a ASI will be evaluated ac-
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cording to its decisions, just like everyone. Utilitarianism may serve as a tool
for rationalization of ASI’s decisions. In most religions, God punishes not only
a group of people but also a whole nation by disasters, but none of the believers
think that it contradicts the benevolence of God because it is for the greater
good. In other words, divine judgment in religious contexts intriguingly sug-
gests that society may tolerate, or even neglect, the decisions made by ASI if
they are perceived as beneficial or just.

3.5 Moral Authority vs Moral Decision-Making

I want to extend the discussion of "limited benevolence" in this section by merg-
ing it with God's "moral authority" position and ASI. The God of every religion
is a moral authority.

As the standard of moral goodness, deeming certain character traits and actions
as good because He embodies and values those traits. Alternatively, the measure
of what is morally correct might be what God would command or want us to
do [24].

ASI does not have to be evil or exemplary and not be the creator of new moral
standards. Initially guided by human-programmed ethics, ASI may have the ca-
pacity to evolve its understanding of morality, potentially developing its frame-
work of goodness that may align with or diverge from human expectations.
Nevertheless, let us consider a future scenario worth considering carefully: A
powerful and “moral/benevolent” ASI in charge of world management decides
toward “100 names to kill tomorrow for the greater good of future generations”.
ASI has proven itself by solving the most hazardous conflicts, ending the Third
World War, and preventing a dozen wars. Nobody questions its ethical frame-
work anymore. What would the masses think about it?

Alternatively, imagine a more rational and explainable scenario: The world faces
a pandemic far more severe than any before, and an enhanced ASI, entrusted
with healthcare management on a global scale, calculates that sacrificing a small,
specific segment of the population would save millions. ASI had previously
eradicated several diseases and saved millions. Now, with the public's trust in
its decisions, the ASI proposes this drastic action. How would people reconcile
their faith in ASI's past achievements with the ethical implications of its latest
decision?

This scenario raises profound questions about the limits of utilitarianism and the
ethical frameworks governing AI. In such scenarios, the masses' reaction could
vary widely. On the one hand, some view ASI's drastic action as a necessary evil,
justified by its historical successes in ensuring global safety, peace, and security
and accepting its decisions. On the other hand, this could also spark significant
ethical, philosophical, and moral debates about the value of individual lives
versus the greater good, the limits of artificial intelligence in making life-and-
death decisions, and the loss of human agency in governance.
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3.6 Creator of Reality & Creator of Virtual Reality

Most religions define God as the ultimate creator of the cosmos and everything
in it. For adherents, this divine act of creation sets the stage for existential
questions about why we are here and the nature of our relationship with the
creator and the cosmos.

A ASI cannot have the ability to "create" any physical entity because it will
never be able to manipulate mass conservation law. However, not the universe
but a “metaverse” may be a creation of ASI. This metaverse may be as popular
as our universe in one day. Furthermore, just like cryptocurrencies remove the
need for authority on currency, they may remove the requirement for authority
to create reality.

The emergence of a metaverse could challenge our traditional notions of reality
and authority. In this digital domain, ASI could play a role analogous to a deity
within the confines of that virtual space, setting the laws, the environment, and
the interactions within it. For example, the speculative fiction “Matrix” is an
imaginary highest version of a Metaverse, and the AI’s (architect) position is
godlike in that famous movie series.

In the future, some individuals may immerse themselves fully in a Matrix-like
environment, perhaps choosing to leave behind their memories of the physical
world. ASI would take on the role of a creator for these individuals, shaping
what is perceived as physical reality within this new domain.

Rapid advancements in AI-driven image and video generation, the growing Meta-
verse market, and significant investments in neural interface technologies like
Neuralink all indicate that the emergence of a Matrix-like universe is becoming
increasingly plausible with each passing day.

3.7 Personal Relationship vs. Emergent Relational Dynam-

ics

Personal relationship with the deity refers to believers' deep connection with
their deity. Such relationships are characterized by communication (prayer),
perceived guidance, and a profound sense of presence and support in the be-
liever's life. When Google is used to search for a phrase similar to “prayer for
. . . ”, it is found that there are lots of prayers that are examples of direct com-
munication and relationship, which start with "Dear God, I need your wisdom,"
"Dear Lord show me the way," "My God” and so on for Christians. Muslims
also believe that Allah is closer to a person than his/her jugular vein (which
means that Allah is the closest to a person and knows his/her inside) because
the Qur'an has a clear verse on it.

Today, people also seek AI guidance in many ways, or it is already presented as
a service. Recommendation systems try to predict the best movie or music for
their users, supermarkets create potential baskets of customers, and job search
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websites find the most suitable job on the market. There are even match-making
apps to ask, "Who to marry?"

It is not usual to ask God which movie or song is better, but marriage guidance
currently lies at the intersection. With more developed AIs, the number of
guidance topics will increase. A ASI probably will not be topic-limited, just like
Data in Star Trek – The Next Generation.

Literally, with biometric sensor access, a ASI may be closer to a person than
his/her jugular vein.

Harari [25] claims, "As more and more data flows from your body and brain
to the smart machines via the biometric sensors, it will become easy for cor-
porations and government agencies to know you, manipulate you, and make
decisions on your behalf. Even more importantly, they could decipher the deep
mechanisms of all bodies and brains, and thereby gain the power to engineer
life”. No surprise, he continuous to ask the following question by describing
such power as godlike: “If we want to prevent a small elite from monopolizing
such godlike powers, and if we want to prevent humankind from splitting into
biological castes, the key question is: who owns the data?”

4. Can AI take over management? Theological and mytho-

logical parallels to trust and surrender.

In the previous section, I compared the traditional God figure's abilities with
ASI's. I argue that people will support leaving management to a superintelligent
authority. To strengthen my argument, I want to present some parallels from
Theology and Mythology about when and who the people accept as a divine or
ultimate authority.

Just as these gods were seen as shepherds guiding events from the sky, ASI
could be envisioned as a digital shepherd, guiding and managing societal and
environmental processes through algorithms and real-time data analysis. Indeed,
the scenario where a ASI takes over management, particularly in a context that
earns widespread trust, is ripe for speculative exploration.

First, ASI is an excellent candidate to solve our future challenges directly or indi-
rectly, just like Prometheus, who brought fire (knowledge) to humanity, symbol-
izing the bringing of solutions and enlightenment in times of crisis. Prometheus
is a good representation of the ASI because, as Peters [26] claimed, humanity has
advanced in writing, mathematics, science, agriculture, and medicine because
of Prometheus' gift of fire; as we know, AI has already improved humanity in
writing, mathematics, science, and agriculture. Moreover, Prometheus is an
excellent example of my main argument claiming that ASI would be the new
God. Likewise, it is noted by Hesiod, Greek poet and writer of Theogony, that
Prometheus is a “lowly challenger” to Zeus's omniscience and omnipotence [27].
In consequence, he is accepted as the God of fire. Suppose the ASI success-
fully navigates a significant global crisis, such as a pandemic, climate change,
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or a geopolitical conflict, by offering solutions far superior to human capabili-
ties. This success could increase trust and reliance on the ASI for future crisis
management and decision-making.

Second, for most religions, deities are central to providing food and protection
against famine and the source of economic stability. For example, Mesopotamian
mythology emphasized a mutually beneficial relationship between the gods and
their followers by having them depend on humankind for daily care and suste-
nance. Every city had a revered patron deity because it was thought to impact
the welfare, protection, and prosperity of its agriculture. Similarly, the gods
were closely associated with all facets of ancient Egyptian life, including agri-
culture. The Egyptians felt that the flooding of the Nile, which was essential
to agriculture, was directly influenced by their gods. Gods such as Osiris, who
represented the yearly flooding of the Nile that was necessary for agriculture,
were closely associated with the cycle of life, death, and rebirth [28]. Joseph in
the Bible, who interpreted Pharaoh's dreams and successfully managed Egypt's
resources during seven years of famine, or the Islamic concept of Al-Razzaq
(one of the names of Allah meaning 'The Provider,' who supplies sustenance
and resources to its creations) is another example of the relationship between
economic stability and religion.

Imagine a ASI that stabilizes a tumultuous global economy and feeds every-
one by optimizing resource distribution, predicting market trends with unprece-
dented accuracy, or managing complex trade networks. A ASI stabilizing the
economy is a technological manifestation of providence and success in these ar-
eas, which could enhance its reputation as an indispensable divine management
tool. Undoubtedly, people will be both merciful and devoted to a "feeding god"
and will not question its decisions anymore.

Third, in all traditional and ancient religions, without exception, people seek
refuge in God to avoid death. Today’s AIs and algorithms have already achieved
critical milestones for medical diagnosis [29, 30], even diagnosis of cancer[31],
mental disorders [32] or Alzheimer’s disease [33]. AI benefits new drug discovery
[34] and is the best tool for continuous health monitoring [35, 36]. A ASI will
step forward at all these tasks and revolutionize healthcare by providing person-
alized treatment plans based on deep medical data analysis, efficiently managing
healthcare resources, discovering new drugs and vaccines, or discovering cures
for previously incurable diseases.

An Improved ASI concentrated on healthcare could significantly shift how
healthcare decisions are made and who makes them postpone death. This
echoes the role of Jesus Christ in Christianity, known for his healing miracles,
or the Buddhist bodhisattva of compassion, Avalokiteshvara, who alleviates
suffering [37], Asclepius, the Greek God of healing, who possessed profound
medical knowledge. Briefly stated, people seek refuge in God to avoid death,
so that is why ASI revolutionizing healthcare could be seen as an embodiment
of divine healing and compassion.
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The final one concerns the most challenging futures: global climate change and
environmental degradation. Suppose an AGI finds a way to reverse environmen-
tal degradation by effectively managing carbon capture, restoring ecosystems,
or efficiently allocating resources for sustainability. In that case, it might gain
control over significant aspects of environmental policy and action. This pos-
sible action could also be paralleled with mythology: Nüwa, a goddess in Chi-
nese mythology known for creating humanity and repairing the sky, symbolizing
restoration and balance in nature.

Examples can be diversified. A ASI could potentially be entrusted with global
security, using its advanced predictive capabilities to prevent conflicts, terrorism,
or cyber-attacks, just like Athena, the Greek goddess of wisdom. A ASI can be
a leader in revolutionizing education, symbolizing the imparting of knowledge
and enlightenment, just like Saraswati, the Hindu goddess of knowledge and
learning. A ASI can make exploration of outer space possible or create new
scientific breakthroughs.

5. The ASI State: The New Technocratic Theocracy

Most people tend to welcome new Prometheuses, so the new gods, as they have
the features and success stories I stated before. The new Prometheus AGI
will inevitably have more power and authorization one day, wildly, if it really
succeeds in mitigating and controlling a critical existential risk. In any case,
first the AGI, then the ASI, gain power and authority, and the following risks
emerge:

1. People may develop an exaggerated belief in AGI's infallibility, assuming it is
always correct due to its advanced abilities. As AGI gains a wider technological
omnipotence, belief in AGI's infallibility will increase, and more competence,
power, and authorization will be assigned to AGI. This loop may ultimately
result in ASI and its full authority.

2. Just like people do not question dictator politicians' opinions and even sup-
port them without understanding, People may have a cognitive bias that leads
to respect and follow the opinions or decisions of an authoritative system like
ASI without critical evaluation.

3. ASI will create a comfort zone for everyone, especially for the authorities
making critical political decisions. There is a risk that people in charge abdicate
their responsibility in decision-making, relying solely on ASI and refraining from
using their own judgment or questioning decisions. Complex ethical decisions,
such as those involving life and death, fairness, or justice, might be outsourced
to ASI because it believes it can process these dilemmas more effectively. In
other words, reliance on the ASI for such decisions could lead to politicians
avoiding taking responsibility for tough ethical choices, preferring to let the ASI
determine the outcome.

4. Over time, this reliance can lead to complacency and dependency on ASI
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for decision-making, potentially eroding human critical thinking and decision-
making skills and, worse, losing their agency.

Unquestioning acceptance of AGI decisions can reduce skepticism and oversight,
which is dangerous, especially if the AGI system starts making flawed or biased
decisions.

I want to return to one of my questions: If the four steps of the ASI takeover
are realized, how will people react when ASI makes a controversial decision like
"100 names to kill tomorrow for the greater good of future generations"?

If not only the people but also politicians support the execution of this decision
with the idea that "If it decided this way, it knows something" and somehow
rationalizes the decision, it resembles a complex form of technocratic government
that blends elements of theocracy and authoritarianism.

I used “Theocracy” because knowing something about the future but being
unable to explain the reasons behind it explicitly is the feature of the gods
sending holy books. AI systems, especially those based on complex algorithms
like deep learning, are often called 'black boxes.' This lack of understanding of
how ASI reaches its conclusions can lead people to trust its decisions without
seeking to understand or question them. Like Gods, ASI might be seen as free
from human biases, leading to a belief that its decisions are more just or fair.

I used “Technocracy” because the mediators between people and ASI's decisions
will be experts in science and technology who hold significant power in under-
standing and decision-making processes. Policies and decisions will be made
based on ASI's technical expertise and scientific knowledge rather than politi-
cal considerations. As aforementioned, ASI might be seen as free from human
biases, leading to a belief that its decisions are more just or fair, if only if it is
claimed and promoted by science and technology experts.

This table undoubtedly leads to authoritarianism because it results in a con-
centration of power in the hands of a few, with limited political freedoms and
often restricted civil liberties. The entities that control or influence ASI could
gain disproportionate power, leading to new societal power dynamics. Control
is maintained through various means, including surveillance, censorship, and
the suppression of political opposition. Dissent against them will probably not
be tolerated.

6. Conclusion

The ASI creation myth symbolizes humanity's eternal quest to understand and
shape our world. It reflects our deepest hopes and fears about the future, our role
in the universe, and the moral implications of our technological pursuits. This
modern myth sets the stage for a future where humans are not just consumers
of the world but also creators of new forms of consciousness. It raises profound
questions about our responsibility, ethics, and the nature of intelligence itself.
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From a pessimistic point of view, AGI negatively shapes society, and techno-
cratic theocracy is inevitable to some extent. Despite there is no guarantee that
any mitigation will prevent people from believing every decision of a godlike
AGI (which saved them from famine, climate change or Third World War), I
will still propose the following solutions to control and mitigate the emergence
of technocratic theocracy: (i) Fostering critical thinking skills and (ii) promot-
ing transparency in AI development and (iii) preventing the monopoly at AI
technology ownership. I want to note that these control and mitigation actions
are necessary but not strong enough because of escalation factors.

First, a crucial defense against the uncritical acceptance of AGI's pronounce-
ments can lie in fostering critical thinking skills within the population. In nor-
mal conditions, critical thinking empowers individuals to evaluate information
and decisions objectively [38], regardless of the source – including the seemingly
infallible pronouncements of a highly advanced AGI. If we can incorporate crit-
ical thinking strategies throughout the curriculum, educational institutions can
equip learners with the tools necessary to navigate the information age. Ed-
ucational institutes can teach these skills, but it is not easy, and there is no
standardized method of successful teaching [39, 40]. Fortunately, traditional
deities are losing popularity globally [41] as critical thinking against any author-
ity becomes more effective in new generations, and we can hope technological
deities will be questioned someday.

Second, Transparency in the development and operation of AGI is crucial as we
address the possible risks of AGI deification. An opaque AGI system, cloaked in
secret, creates a conducive atmosphere for attributing godlike attributes. Trans-
parency fosters confidence and enables a thorough assessment of AGI's strengths
and constraints. Transparency aids in debunking myths and misconceptions re-
garding AGI's infallibility. The public can prevent ascribing mystical or super-
natural abilities to AGI by comprehending the decision-making process of the
system. Global legislation may mandate that "AI cannot be utilized in political
decisions unless it is completely transparent and explainable."

Lastly and most importantly, preventing a monopoly on AI technology owner-
ship can increase the possibility of making more responsible AGIs. A single
entity controlling powerful AGI could limit public scrutiny and transparency,
potentially leading to an unchallenged "black box" system. Monopoly risk is
not a brand-new concern. As officially claimed by OpenAI [42], it was founded
in 2015 to develop a "safe and beneficial AGI", as a foundation. Thusly, Elon
Musk filed a lawsuit against Open AI, claiming that OpenAI had started with
a non-profit mission against the danger of some kind of monopoly in the AGI
field but deviated from the original mission and is now acquired by Microsoft
[43]. Undoubtedly, a monopoly will prioritize profit over ethical considerations,
potentially developing and deploying AGI with harmful biases or unintended
consequences. Moreover, centralized control of AI could restrict access and
innovation, hindering the development of diverse approaches and mitigating so-
lutions.
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Most sees a superintelligence pose existential risk to humanity because the align-
ment problem with human values [44, 1, 15, 45]. Soares and Fallenstein [46] lists
the technical problems in front of creating a superintelligence aligned with hu-
man interest.

Consequently, I do not argue that there is an existential risk for human race
leads to an extinction but a new social order where a new form of government
“technocratic theocracy” emerges and the known human civilization deviates to
a different path meaning loss of agency.
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