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Argument in one sentence

Public opinion is an enabling condition
Policy making, regulation, and diffusion of data-driven capabilities depend on a
permissive public opinion environment.

I examine this through two high-salience domains of state power: military AI and AI in policing.
The key question is not whether publics are simply “pro” or “anti” AI, but how general expectations
about technology translate into support for specific state applications.
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Empirical basis

bidt.digitalbarometer international 2026
• Joint work with Adrian Rauchfleisch and
Antonia Schlude

• Comparative survey fielded in January 2026
• 9 countries, including China, Germany, and
the United States

• n = 9,000 respondents
• Focus: public opinion on technology, society,
security, and AI-enabled state capabilities

Case selection
Military AI
National security, lethal
autonomy, strategic
competition

AI in policing
Public safety, surveillance, legal
authority
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General technology expectations differ between countries

Technology centrality index: distribution of answers by country.
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Germany is in the mid-expectation group

Cross-national differences in technology centrality.
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Why this matters for policy

Public pressure
Where citizens do not expect technology
to contribute decisively to wealth,
influence, or security,
technology-friendly policy faces weaker
public demand.

Elite priors
Policy makers are themselves embedded
in this opinion environment and may
share the same skepticism.

Transition
The question is whether this general skepticism also structures views on concrete
AI-enabled capabilities of the state.
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Military AI: surprisingly permissive publics

Target ID Attack suggestions Autonomous destruction

Satellite analysis Evacuation routing Drone disruption
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Support for military AI applications by country, 1–7 scale.
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Lethal autonomy does not map onto a simple Germany-vs-USA split
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Non−lethal vs lethal military AI support by country

Mean support for non-lethal and lethal military AI applications by country.

International Public Opinion on Government Use of Data-Driven Capabilities 8 / 13



Drivers of military AI support

Gender (male)

Education (high)

Age

H5b: Trust in
major powers

H5a: Confidence in
international order

H4: Hawk−dove
orientations

H3: Principled opposition
to lethal autonomy

H2: AI risks

H1: AI benefits

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Estimate

Varying intercepts model

Predictors of military AI support
Interpretation
• Perceived societal benefits of
AI are the strongest predictor.

• Domain specific
considerations matter, but to a
smaller degree.

• Shaping support for military AI
means shaping broader
perceptions of AI’s role in
everyday life.
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AI in policing: a similar pattern

Live facial recognition Border surveillance Public−space monitoring

Automated evidence search Suspect ID (data fusion) Crime prediction
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Perceived appropriateness of police AI applications by country

Perceived appropriateness of police AI applications by country, 1–7 scale.
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Aggregate support for police AI varies by country
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Support for police use of AI by country

Mean of the 6-item index for police AI support, with 95% confidence intervals.
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Drivers of support for police AI

Gender (male)

Education (high)

Age

H5: Trust in legal
institutions

H4: Trust in police

H3c: Fear of crime /
victimisation risk

H3b: Sense of safety

H3a: Crime perceived
as increasing

H2: AI risks

H1: AI benefits
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Estimate

Varying−intercepts model (unstandardised coefficients, 95% CI)

Predictors of support for police use of AI

Interpretation
• AI benefit perceptions again
matter strongly.

• Institutional trust and security
concerns add domain-specific
structure.

• Views of AI policing are not
just privacy attitudes in
disguise.
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Takeaways

1. The idea of a uniformly AI-skeptical German public is too simple: many state uses of
AI receive broadly permissive support.

2. Germany is nevertheless lower than other countries, plausibly linked to weaker
beliefs that technology drives national success, wealth, and security.

3. Across both domains, perceived AI benefits are a central driver of support.

4. Policy communication should therefore address the broader contribution of
technologies to societal capacity, not only isolated applications or narrow literacy
campaigns.

5. Elite discourse and media coverage may overstate public resistance, especially at
early stages of adoption.
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Thank you

andreas.jungherr@uni-bamberg.de
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