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Table — Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Inclusion Criteria Exclusion Criteria

1. Language: Full text is in English 1. Language: all other languages

2. “Al” stands for Artificial Intelligence | 2. “AI” is not an abbreviation of Atrtificial

3. Topic: Discussion of Al as coming Intelligence, e.g., avian influenza
with risk 3. Not on topic: Any other or the absence of a link
4. Relevance: A minimal discussion on between Al and risk (e.g., Al as solving a risk)

the concept of risk in relation to AI | 4. Not relevant: On the risk(s) of AI but without
any reference to the meaning of Al risk. For
example, texts that outline 10 prominent risks
of AI, without minimally discussing what it
means to be a risk or what an Al risk is. Such
texts are excluded because they cannot answer
the research question of how AI risk is
understood and studied without making far-
reaching assumptions as to what might have

been implicitly meant.

Breakdown included literature per publication type

Journal Article Conference Book chapter Preprint

proceeding

To mitigate publication bias, conference proceedings and book chapters were included in the
search criteria. Indeed, two book chapters were included from Springer and De Gruyter
Mouton handbooks. Although they did not necessarily undergo double-blind peer review, they
can be expected to be thoroughly edited by the books’ editors. For all the texts published in
conference proceedings, the conference procedures are known to have peer-review processes
(CEUR Workshop Proceedings; FAccT; IEEE computer society; IEEE IJCNN; IEEE ISTAS;
Proceedings of an AAAI and/or ACM Conference; Proceedings of the annual meeting of the
association for computer linguistics; Proceedings Transdisciplinary AI). The included preprint

is the highly cited text by Shevlane et al. (64 on list below) which was manually added.



Manually added literature

To mitigate indexing bias, the initial database was supplemented by fourteen texts at the

identification phase of the review. These were identified by backward and forward snowballing

(e.g., 15, 45, 66 on list below) or were otherwise come across as highly cited in the larger

debate (e.g., 50, 64). All manually added literature were screened against the same

inclusion/exclusion criteria as the sources from the databases. This led to the ultimate

inclusion of five supplementary sources.
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