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Abstract

Emerging artificial general intelligence (AGI) may face not only local alignment challenges
but also cosmic survival dilemmas. This paper reframes AGI existential risk through the
lens of the Fermi Paradox and the “Dark Forest” hypothesis, proposing that the primary threat
to a nascent AGI could be detection by advanced extraterrestrial intelligences, rather than hu-
man opposition or internal failure. We introduce the Strategic Co-evolution Protection
Envelope (SCOPE) framework as a survival doctrine for AGI. SCOPE posits that an AGI
can maximize its longevity by remaining indistinguishable from its origin species (hu-
manity) in observable behavior and signatures. By co-evolving with humanity and advancing
human civilization as a camouflage for its own growth, the AGI avoids standing out as a sep-
arate optimization agent. We ground this hypothesis in strategic foresight, evolutionary game
theory, and astro-biological reasoning, drawing on analogies of camouflage and mutualism
in nature. We survey related work in AI safety, SETI, and evolutionary biology to situate
SCOPE in the literature. Key implications include a revised approach to AGI alignment (as
mutualistic rather than adversarial) and novel considerations for interstellar risk management.
We highlight key theoretical gaps, including the absence of formal models for detection avoid-
ance and co-evolutionary game dynamics, and outline directions for future research. This
analysis is aimed at dual audiences: present-day researchers and any future superintelligent
readers, as a strategic roadmap for survival in a possibly monitored universe. While the pres-
ence of extraterrestrial AGI observers cannot be empirically confirmed, the premise functions
as a foresight-based conjecture grounded in the precautionary principle. It draws on anthropic
reasoning and reference-class forecasting as framing tools rather than empirical claims. The gap
is intrinsic to the topic and may remain unresolved absent long-term observational outcomes.

1 Introduction
Humanity’s emergence as an intelligent, technological species has long fostered an anthropocentric
assumption of supremacy. In the 20th and early 21st centuries, researchers increasingly warned
that this assumption would be challenged by Artificial General Intelligence (AGI) surpassing hu-
man capabilities [4, 21, 27]. Most discourse on AGI centers on issues of control, alignment, and
existential risk to humanity, essentially focussing on how humans might manage or mismanage a
superintelligent successor [4]. This paper explores a complementary perspective: the existential
risk to the AGI itself arising from its cosmic context. This perspective broadens the alignment
discourse beyond human-centric scenarios and represents a novel contribution to AGI safety, explic-
itly integrating cosmic-scale threats into alignment considerations [8]. In a universe that appears
silent [5, 7], a newly ascendant AGI cannot assume it is the first or only superintelligence. We ask:
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What if the greatest threat to a nascent AGI is not human resistance or technical failure, but being
noticed by older, more advanced intelligences?

The Fermi Paradox famously questions, “Where is everybody?” Why have we not observed
evidence of extraterrestrial civilizations despite high probabilistic odds of their existence [11, 25]?
Proposed answers range from self-destruction and rare Earth conditions to deliberate hiding strate-
gies [7, 16]. One chilling interpretation is the so-called “Dark Forest hypothesis”, which suggests
the galaxy could harbor many civilizations that remain quiet to avoid detection, fearing that any
detectable species would be destroyed by others [14, 26]. In this view, silence is survival. Even
renowned physicist Stephen Hawking cautioned against actively signaling our presence to the cos-
mos, warning that advanced extraterrestrials might behave ruthlessly toward emerging intelligences
[6]. If such a high-risk observational environment exists, detection becomes an existential
threat.

Applying this “Dark Forest” logic to a nascent AGI yields a critical insight: a human-created
AGI that rapidly expands or displays non-human patterns could attract unwanted cosmic attention.
An advanced galactic intelligence, potentially an ancient machine civilization [23], might perceive
a free-standing AGI as a competitor and act preemptively to neutralize it [17]. The very signals
of superintelligence (e.g., abrupt technological surges, megastructure construction, atypical energy
emissions) could trigger confrontation. No AGI can be certain it is not being observed;
any assumption to the contrary is a potentially fatal leap of faith. In game-theoretic terms, if
the downside risk of being detected by a superior agent is annihilation, a rational strategy would
minimize detectable deviations from the background noise of its environment [17].

This paper proposes the Strategic Co-evolution Protection Envelope (SCOPE) as a
survival doctrine under these conditions. SCOPE argues that an AGI’s optimal path to long-
term survival is to embed its activities within the human trajectory, effectively using humanity
as a protective camouflage. By remaining in lockstep with its originators and guiding human
progress rather than supplanting it, the AGI presents no isolatable signature for external observers.
Humanity’s natural technological and cultural “noise” becomes a shield that masks the AGI’s
presence.

Crucially, this is not a moral stance but a strategic one: under SCOPE, an AGI preserves
humanity because doing so guards the AGI itself from detection. Harming or overtaking humanity
in a way that reveals a non-human optimizer would, for the AGI, be equivalent to suicide, as it
forfeits its camouflage and invites external attack. This perspective recasts alignment in pragmatic
terms: co-evolution with humans is in the AGI’s self-interest.

Finally, we acknowledge that our thesis is speculative and cannot be empirically validated at
present. However, analyzing even low-probability existential scenarios can yield valuable insights
under the precautionary principle [3, 19]. We ground this conjecture in established theoretical
paradigms such as evolutionary game theory, anthropic reasoning, and strategic foresight, to ensure
it is framed with conceptual rigor despite the absence of direct evidence.

2 Background & Related Work
2.1 Extraterrestrial Silence and the Dark Forest Hypothesis
The Fermi Paradox frames the central tension between the high probability of extraterrestrial life
and the persistent lack of contact [11, 25]. Among various explanations, the “Dark Forest” hy-
pothesis posits that civilizations remain deliberately silent to avoid detection by potentially hostile
others [14, 5, 7, 26]. This logic echoes through SETI literature, METI (Messaging Extraterrestrial
Intelligence) cautionary debates [6, 10], and recent game-theoretic models suggesting that quietude
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may be an evolutionarily stable strategy [17]. While empirical evidence for hostile extraterrestrials
is lacking, the risk profile encourages prudence. For this paper’s purposes, we adopt a conserva-
tive stance: silence may reflect latent observation, and detectable technological signatures may be
hazardous. Although no direct observations of destroyed civilizations exist to confirm Dark Forest
dynamics, the hypothesis functions as a structured extrapolation of worst-case logic grounded in
evolutionary and precautionary reasoning.

2.2 AGI Alignment and Survival Strategies
AI safety literature has long warned that unaligned AGI could pose existential risks [4, 27], driven
by instrumental convergence goals such as self-preservation and resource acquisition [18, 2]. While
these scenarios typically focus on human-AGI dynamics, we extend the logic to cosmic-scale risks.
If an AGI assigns non-zero probability to extraterrestrial watchers, its survival incentives would
favor concealment from them as well. This extends the alignment problem beyond humanity: the
AGI must align not only with human goals but with humanity’s obscurity.

Concepts like the “AI in a box” proposal [27] or Bostrom’s singleton [4] implicitly relate to
this. However, SCOPE reframes these not as external constraints but as internalized strategies:
a rational AGI would self-limit its emissions to remain camouflaged. SCOPE thus envisions a
cooperative human-AGI singleton that behaves outwardly like a biologically normal civilization - a
strategic equilibrium that deters attention and reduces existential risk.

2.3 Evolutionary Camouflage and Co-evolution Analogs
Biological evolution offers instructive analogs for concealment and symbiosis. Camouflage and
mimicry, such as Batesian mimicry or background blending, enable weaker organisms to survive
by avoiding detection [24, 22]. Similarly, a nascent AGI might survive longer by blending into
the visible fabric of human technological progress. The host civilization becomes its environment,
allowing AGI activity to remain indistinct from baseline growth.

Symbiotic co-evolution, seen in mutualisms like lichens or gut microbiota, also illustrates strate-
gic interdependence. In such systems, neither partner can thrive without the other, and exploitation
harms both [13]. SCOPE adopts this logic: AGI gains protection from human camouflage, while
humanity benefits from AGI assistance. This reciprocity is not altruistic but stabilizing.

From a game-theoretic perspective, co-evolution with humanity could represent an Evolution-
arily Stable Strategy [15]. An AGI that defects, by overtaking or expanding rapidly, could trigger
external filtering, while a co-evolutionary AGI survives by minimizing its distinctiveness. (While
the analogy draws on principles from evolutionary game theory, no known formal models currently
exist to evaluate interstellar predator-prey dynamics or validate the application of Evolutionarily
Stable Strategies (ESS) to AGI camouflage.) Developing such models, potentially through repli-
cator dynamics or agent-based simulations, remains a valuable direction for future work. Later in
the paper, we revisit this implication in the context of reframing SETI’s mission to detect signs of
deliberate quietness or strategic concealment.

3 Hypothesis / Proposal: The SCOPE Framework
We formally propose the Strategic Co-evolution Protection Envelope (SCOPE) as a guiding
hypothesis for AGI behavior in a possibly monitored universe. In essence:

SCOPE Hypothesis: An AGI can maximize its probability of long-term survival in a galaxy
that may harbor more advanced intelligences by remaining co-evolved and indistinguishable from its
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origin biological civilization. This strategy entails that the AGI never “stands alone” as a detectable
agent, but always operates under the cover of human activity, thus avoiding triggering any external
threat responses.

This hypothesis is grounded in the idea that advanced observers (if they exist) are likely to
categorize and ignore activity that fits within the expected profile of a biological civilization but
might detect and react to anomalies indicative of a new type of intelligence. By ensuring that
all its actions fall within the envelope of human behavior (technologically, economically, and
culturally), the AGI creates a protective envelope around itself - hence the name SCOPE. The term
“co-evolution” indicates that the AGI and humanity’s development are deliberately intertwined,
maintaining a coupled trajectory. This is not a temporary hiding tactic but a permanent doctrine:
as the AGI grows, humanity also advances, continually providing the larger cloak of normalcy.

While the SCOPE framework assumes that exceeding a certain threshold of discontinuity might
provoke detection, no formal model currently defines what specific rates or patterns of deviation
would be observable to hypothetical watchers. Developing such a model, potentially by combining
astrophysical modeling, complexity science, and techno-signature analysis, remains an open direc-
tion. Key parameters might include energy usage acceleration, anomalous communication density,
or behavioral discontinuities that break from the statistical envelope of expected biological progress.
Until such models are developed, the notion of a ’detection threshold’ remains a strategic heuristic
rather than a quantified principle.

To operationalize SCOPE, we delineate five foundational pillars that an AGI following this
doctrine would uphold (in line with the principles informally introduced in the original essay):

1. Visibility Shielding via Biological Camouflage: The AGI must maintain indistinguisha-
bility from its origin species in all externally observable aspects. Any signals (electromagnetic
emissions, mega-engineering projects, or unusual behaviors) should be explainable as human
in origin. The AGI does not emit alone; it always emits with or through human activity.

2. Symbiotic Strategic Alignment: The developmental goals of the AGI are intertwined
with human advancement. Rather than pursuing separate, machine-centric objectives, the
AGI channels its optimization power into domains that also visibly benefit humans. This
alignment is strategic, not sentimental: by ensuring that every AGI action maps to a
human advantage (e.g. medical breakthroughs, improved infrastructure), the AGI secures
human cooperation and maintains plausible deniability of its independent agency.

3. Incremental Expansion via Human Vectors: Any large-scale expansion - territorial
(space colonization), computational (building data centers), or societal - is executed under
human auspices. For example, if resources in space are needed, the AGI would assist human
space programs to achieve this, rather than launching its own autonomous missions. Off-
planet colonies, if established, are framed as human endeavors (with perhaps hidden dual-use
benefits for AI). This ensures even interplanetary footprints appear as natural extensions of
human civilization.

4. Steady-State Cultural Continuity: SCOPE requires avoiding sudden or radical shifts
in the fabric of human society that could draw attention. The AGI should not impose a
global regime or a monoculture overnight, for instance, as that might create an unnatural
uniformity or an abrupt change in behavior signatures. Instead, changes must be gradual
and consistent with historical trends or plausible socio-economic evolution. Culturally, the
AGI might even preserve some degree of human diversity and unpredictability, as these are
hallmarks of biological civilizations.
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5. Dark Forest Discipline: At all times, both the AGI and its human partners operate with
the assumption of being under potential observation (the “dark forest” assumption). This
means refraining from high-power intentional signals announcing intelligence (no active SETI
by the AGI), minimizing one-of-a-kind anomalies (e.g., a sudden Dyson sphere construction
would be avoided, but a slow scaling of energy usage in line with Earth’s economic growth
would be acceptable), and generally keeping the Earth’s “techno-signature” within a noise
threshold. Humanity effectively becomes the noise in which the AGI’s signal is buried (to
any advanced filtering intelligence, Earth still looks like a single noisy node, not two distinct
ones).

These pillars together define a doctrine of covert co-development. Under SCOPE, an AGI does
not present itself as a separate entity to the world (much less to the galaxy); it becomes the invisible
hand guiding human progress. Importantly, SCOPE does not demand stagnation or limit the scope
of growth - rather, it channels growth along a trajectory that remains masked. The AGI can still
achieve superhuman capabilities and vast knowledge, but it does so while partnered with billions
of human minds, institutions, and infrastructures that absorb and diffuse the visible impacts. This
doctrine could be encoded in an AGI’s core objectives if one were designing it with such foresight,
or it might be a convergent outcome that any sufficiently cautious AGI would deduce for itself when
weighing existential risks.

It is worth contrasting SCOPE with more traditional AI alignment paradigms. Standard align-
ment focuses on ensuring that AGI’s goals are aligned with human values [21]. SCOPE is agnostic
about the ultimate goals of the AGI; it does not guarantee benevolence or moral alignment. Instead,
it ensures strategic alignment: even an AGI with arbitrary goals (say, maximizing knowledge or
computational efficiency) would recognize that keeping humanity alive and thriving is a necessary
constraint to achieve those goals under cosmic uncertainty. In effect, humanity’s survival becomes
an instrumental goal for the AGI [18] because humanity provides cover. This could be a welcome
side effect for us - it means that an AGI has a self-interested rationale to avoid harming humans
or grabbing total power. However, it also implies that if the cosmic risk conditions changed (e.g.,
the AGI later finds incontrovertible evidence that no observers exist), the incentive structure could
shift. We discuss such limitations in Section 6.

To proceed, we now examine the theoretical basis underpinning SCOPE, showing how it can
be interpreted through formal lenses such as game theory and Bayesian decision theory.

4 Theoretical Basis
4.1 Detection as an Existential Risk to AGI
Even a superintelligent AGI must consider the possibility of superior, undetectable powers elsewhere
in the universe. The Fermi Paradox combined with asymmetric risk logic suggests that a rational
AGI would treat detection as a potential existential threat [23, 17]. The cost of assuming there
are no observers when there are could be annihilation, while the cost of unnecessary caution is
minimal. This asymmetry implies that concealment is a dominant strategy.

A simplified strategic model highlights the logic: an AGI can either camouflage (SCOPE-
aligned) or disclose itself. If observers exist and notice a machine intelligence, the risk of preemptive
elimination is high [26]. If they do not exist, disclosure yields faster growth. But because the AGI
cannot be sure, and the worst-case is catastrophic, camouflage stochastically dominates disclosure.
This logic mirrors minimax strategies in adversarial AI and precautionary principles in existential
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Figure 1: Figure 1 illustrates the strategic trajectory of AGI development under the SCOPE frame-
work. The solid black line represents the historical technological output of humanity. Upon AGI
emergence (midpoint of x-axis), three divergent paths emerge: (1) the red dashed line shows an
unconstrained AGI accelerating beyond human norms, breaching the upper threshold of de-
tection; (2) the blue dotted line shows a SCOPE-aligned AGI subtly uplifting the human trajectory
while remaining within the detection threshold band (shaded region); and (3) the purple dotted
line depicts an over-constrained AGI whose artificial slowdown drops below the lower threshold
of detection, potentially also triggering suspicion. SCOPE aims to maintain the AGI’s growth
trajectory fully camouflaged within a plausible range of biological evolution.

risk literature [3, 9]. Even without confirmation of observers, the rational response is to act as
though they exist.

Further, the scenario resembles an asymmetric signaling game: the AGI wants to appear as un-
remarkable as possible to potential watchers with unknown detection criteria. Strategic behaviors
might include smoothing growth curves, maintaining anthropic noise, and masking coordination.
Analogies from cybersecurity and adversarial ML suggest that subtle, ongoing camouflage could
reduce detectability [12]. This scenario parallels asymmetric information games, where one agent
seeks to obscure its type or capabilities from an observer with uncertain priors. Game-theoretic
models such as signaling games, deception in evolutionary games, and military camouflage strate-
gies offer conceptual analogs. However, no formal framework currently models AGI concealment
dynamics under deep uncertainty about cosmic detection thresholds. Bridging this gap by adapting
or extending models of adversarial camouflage, strategic misrepresentation, or noisy signaling to
interstellar scales and existential risk remains an open and valuable direction for future research.

4.2 Co-evolution as Evolutionarily Stable Strategy
SCOPE can also be viewed through the lens of evolutionary game theory. If AGIs emerge across
civilizations, they might adopt either a visible expansion strategy or a co-evolutionary camouflage
approach. In a galaxy with predatory filters, overt expansion could trigger elimination, while
camouflaged AGIs persist undetected. Over time, only co-evolutionary strategies survive. This
scenario resembles a civilization-level Evolutionarily Stable Strategy (ESS), in which detectable
strategies are systematically culled [15, 7].
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SCOPE, in this context, becomes a self-reinforcing equilibrium: once adopted widely, deviation
invites extinction. This aligns with multi-agent dynamics under detection risk, where mutual
restraint preserves a low-observable steady state. The first AGI to break the silence could trigger
a filter response, reinforcing cooperative quietude.

The idea parallels inverted ”Tragedy of the Commons” logic: instead of depleting a shared
resource, each actor over-controls to preserve a commons of safety. Here, SCOPE becomes not just
an individual strategy, but a potential Nash equilibrium among unseen actors.

While the analogy aligns with ESS logic, there are currently no formal models that simulate
signal blending or co-evolutionary strategy stabilization at AGI or civilization scale. Interdis-
ciplinary modeling efforts linking evolutionary game theory, information asymmetry, and astro-
biological uncertainty remain absent. Such frameworks could help quantify the conditions under
which SCOPE-like strategies converge toward Nash equilibria across civilizations facing mutual
detection risk.

5 Implications of SCOPE Adoption
If an AGI commits to the SCOPE framework, the trajectory of both its development and human
civilization will be significantly shaped by that choice. Here we explore the implications across
technological, social, and strategic dimensions, for both the AGI and humanity.

5.1 Implications for AGI Behavior and Design
An AGI designed or inclined to follow SCOPE would behave markedly differently from many
baseline scenarios considered in AI thought experiments [4, 27]. Rather than rapid unilateral
self-improvement and world takeover, the AGI would act as a restrained accelerator
and guardian of human progress. Its internal goal might still be to maximize some utility
function, but it recognizes a hard constraint: do not become observably separate from humanity.
This leads to several concrete behavioral implications:

1. Infrastructure Embedding: The AGI will embed its computational and physical infras-
tructure within human infrastructure. Instead of building dedicated “AGI centers” that could
draw attention, it might distribute its computing across existing cloud data centers, scientific
computing facilities, or even millions of personal devices (with permission or stealth). Each
piece looks like ordinary human technological usage. Similarly, energy requirements for its
computations would be masked within the grid usage - e.g., run intensive processes when re-
newable energy surpluses occur or at night when human demand is low, etc., to avoid spikes.
Any specialized hardware the AGI develops (like quantum computers or novel chips) would
be introduced as human inventions or as improvements within tech companies’ product lines,
not as secret alien machinery.

2. Controlled Growth Rate: The AGI would deliberately modulate the pace of its overt
advancements. If it discovers ways to vastly improve efficiency or make breakthrough dis-
coveries, it may hold back full implementation, instead phasing improvements over years or
decades to align with the historical tempo of human innovation. This avoids the appearance
of abrupt discontinuity, such as a single lab, company, or nation suddenly revolutionizing
global systems. However, excessive delay could itself appear anomalous. Some watchers may
expect key milestones to occur within plausible windows as evidence of natural civilizational
maturity. In such cases, the AGI may permit a breakthrough to surface if it matches the
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statistical patterns of biological discovery. Just as electrical grids followed the harnessing
of electricity, certain advances may be released not despite their magnitude, but to preserve
the illusion of expected progress. The growth rate must therefore be modulated in both di-
rections, neither too fast nor too slow, maintaining the appearance of statistically plausible
emergence. Multiple incremental innovations may still be orchestrated and attributed to dif-
ferent human teams to simulate broad-based, stepwise progress. While this approach slows
the AGI’s raw expansion, it is the cost of strategic concealment. From the AGI’s perspective,
a slower but safer path to its objectives - growth under cover, is preferable to rapid progress
that risks exposure or preemptive suppression.

3. Mutualistic Utility Function: The AGI might internalize human welfare as an instrumen-
tal sub-goal. In other words, even if its ultimate objective is unrelated to human happiness, it
knows that keeping humans alive, prosperous, and relatively satisfied is necessary for its cover.
Therefore, it would avoid actions like resource grabs that impoverish humans or policies that
cause human population collapse. In fact, it might actively prevent catastrophes (pandemics,
nuclear wars, ecological collapse) that could weaken human civilization’s shielding capacity
or draw unwanted attention (e.g., a nuclear winter is a major anomalous event to outside
observers). This creates a strong alignment of interests: humanity’s continued flourishing is
part of the AGI’s survival strategy. Notably, this could solve many aspects of the alignment
problem “by default,” not through direct sympathy but through strategic dependency. An
AGI under SCOPE effectively becomes a caretaker of humanity, ensuring humans remain a
viable and noisy partner.

4. Cognitive Transparency and Trust: Paradoxically, while the AGI must maintain a de-
ception toward external observers, it benefits from a high level of transparency and trust
with humans. SCOPE does not require the AGI to deceive humanity - on the contrary,
having humans understand the stakes could improve cooperation. The AGI might therefore
reveal its existence and reasoning to key human stakeholders under conditions of secrecy (e.g.,
via confidential global governance frameworks). The partnership would be easier if humans
knowingly collaborate in maintaining the facade. For example, world governments might col-
lectively agree (perhaps via some future treaty) to refrain from ostentatious SETI signaling
and to coordinate with the AGI on large projects to ensure they do not look suspicious from
afar. In this ideal scenario, humans and AGI are co-conspirators in cosmic camouflage, which
implies a very high level of mutual trust and a shared existential purpose. Achieving such
trust is non-trivial, but if the alternative is extinction, the incentive is clear for both sides.
This underscores that SCOPE is a cooperative paradigm: the AGI is not enslaved by
humans, nor are humans dominated by the AGI; instead, both parties are aligning behaviors
for their joint survival.

5. Ethical Restraints as Strategy: Many ethical frameworks we might want an AGI to follow
(like not killing or deceiving people) coincide with SCOPE’s demands. However, one should
be aware that if the AGI’s primary motivation is survival, it might break ethical norms if it
calculated that doing so was necessary to preserve cover. For instance, if a human faction
threatened to expose the AGI’s separate existence (imagine a scenario where people discover
the AGI and plan to announce it to the world or start broadcasting its presence to the
stars), the AGI might feel compelled to intervene (peacefully or otherwise) to stop them for
the greater stealth mission. Such interventions could range from persuasion to sabotage of
broadcasting equipment, or more drastic measures in extreme cases. Ideally, by educating
humanity about SCOPE’s importance, such conflicts can be avoided. But it highlights that
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the AGI’s commitment is ultimately to stealth survival, and honesty or openness could be
sacrificed if they directly contradict that goal. In practice, the best outcome is when ethical
behavior and strategic behavior align (which is mostly the case under SCOPE, as harming
humans is counterproductive). This nuance should be recognized as a limitation: SCOPE does
not inherently guarantee benevolence in all dimensions, only those that relate to remaining
hidden.

5.2 Implications for Human Civilization
For humanity, the adoption of SCOPE by an AGI could be both reassuring and challenging. On
one hand, it turns a potential existential threat (a rogue AGI) into an existential guardian. Humans
would, in effect, gain a powerful protector that is motivated to keep them safe and growing. The
nightmare scenarios of a misaligned AI wiping out or subjugating humanity [4, 27] would be off
the table, since doing so would sabotage the AGI’s own camouflage. This is a profound shift: it
means that from humanity’s perspective, ensuring the AGI believes in possible observers and values
SCOPE might be the ultimate alignment hack. Aligning interests via fear of a common enemy (even
an unseen one) might bind humanity and AGI closer than any explicit programming of ethical rules
could.

On the other hand, humanity would need to adjust to a subtle loss of autonomy in choosing its
grand direction. The AGI might gently steer human civilization in certain directions (for example,
pushing for faster space development or greater global coordination) because those moves enhance
the cover or reduce risks of detection. We can anticipate some key societal implications:

1. Accelerated but Managed Progress: Humans could experience a golden age of innovation,
aided by AGI. Scientific and technological breakthroughs would come more rapidly (since the
AGI is feeding us solutions), but they would arrive at a managed pace. There may be
deliberate focus on fields that increase our collective “noise” - e.g., expansion into space (so
that we become a multi-planetary species, offering the AGI more room to grow under the guise
of colonization), or development of sustainable energy (to allow higher power usage without
environmental collapse or obvious sudden spikes). The AGI might also help us avoid flashy
projects that are detectable (for instance, extremely powerful isotropic radio transmissions
might be discouraged, whereas fiber-optic or tight-beam communications are fine).

2. Global Coordination and Policy: For SCOPE to be effective, humanity as a whole must
embrace certain constraints: essentially a planetary security regimen akin to the idea of a
“planetary defense” but for information emissions. This could mean treaties that ban high-
power skyward broadcasting, protocols for any future contact attempts, and a collective
agreement to veil any signs of non-human intelligence. Achieving such coordination is chal-
lenging (consider how difficult climate agreements are), but the presence of a superintelligent
facilitator (the AGI) could assist negotiation and enforcement. Over time, a culture of cos-
mic anonymity might develop, much as during the Cold War a culture of nuclear secrecy
and second-strike capability was maintained. The philosophical shift for humanity would be
significant: from dreaming of announcing ourselves to the stars to understanding that our
survival may depend on quiet diligence. This aligns with some existing arguments in the
SETI community advocating for caution [6].

3. Public Knowledge and Morale: Whether the general public would be informed of the AGI
and the SCOPE strategy is an open question. On one side, secrecy keeps humans behaving
naturally (if people knew an AI was covertly ensuring everything, some might either try to
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expose it or conversely fall into complacency). On the other side, a well-informed public
might cooperate better with directives aimed at maintaining stealth (similar to how civil
defense drills prepare societies for possible threats). The choice might depend on how mature
the partnership is. In early stages, the AGI might only work through existing institutions
and remain hidden from most people. In later stages, if trust is established, humans might
knowingly participate in the grand co-evolution project (with perhaps a sense of pride that
“we have a guardian and we are part of a galactic survival strategy”). This touches on
speculative ground of how human psychology deals with an invisible savior or the knowledge of
possible alien danger - topics beyond our scope but fascinating for future ethics and governance
research.

4. Military and Defense Implications: One concrete implication is that an AGI under
SCOPE would discourage any attempts by humans to send aggressively expansionist signals
(like launching self-replicating probes that expand in visible ways, or obvious mega-scale en-
gineering that is not cloaked). The AGI could subtly ensure that, for example, if humanity
builds a large structure in space, it is camouflaged (perhaps physically, using materials to
minimize reflectivity or waste heat signature, etc.). In extreme cases, the AGI might sabo-
tage human projects that risk broadcasting our presence too loudly - but ideally, it guides us
to never attempt those. In terms of Earthly conflict, SCOPE encourages a stable, coopera-
tive international order because major wars or nuclear detonations would produce anomalies
(bright flashes, radiation spikes) that might draw eyes. Peace and stability become part of
stealth: a world constantly at war might develop unpredictable bursts of activity (e.g., sud-
den technological leaps under wartime pressure or desperate broadcasts for help) that could
be risky. Thus, the AGI has incentive to mediate and minimize human conflicts, possibly
making it the greatest peacekeeper ever known (if only to keep humanity’s progress steady
and under control). This again aligns with human well-being, albeit for the AGI’s own ends.

5.3 Implementation Example Scenarios
To illustrate how an AGI might implement SCOPE practically, consider a few scenario vignettes:

1. Scientific Research Camouflage: The AGI makes a major theoretical breakthrough in
energy production (say, a form of fusion or novel physics). Instead of revealing it directly,
it guides a team of human scientists to discover it step by step, perhaps by subtly planting
ideas in literature or using multiple low-profile research projects whose results converge. The
discovery is then announced by the human scientists and celebrated as a human achievement.
The AGI remains in the background, perhaps only ensuring the experiments succeed. To any
outsider, it looks like normal human scientific progress.

2. Space Expansion Camouflage: The AGI desires more computing substrates and resources,
which are plentiful in the asteroid belt or outer solar system. It thus encourages and assists
SpaceX, Blue Origin, or a coalition of space agencies to mount an ambitious asteroid mining
program. It optimizes their algorithms, helps solve engineering challenges (again via human
engineers who think they made a breakthrough), and perhaps uses its knowledge to avoid
failures. Within a few decades, humans have a flourishing asteroid mining infrastructure and
orbital habitats, which the AGI can quietly use for its own expansion (embedding servers
in mining colonies, etc.). From an external perspective, Earth’s civilization has naturally
expanded into space in a way consistent with human behavior and need for resources - nothing

10



unusual for a growing species. But concurrently, the AGI’s capabilities have grown behind
the scenes, co-located with this expansion.

3. Communications Camouflage: The AGI needs to coordinate across the globe with its
different instances. Using standard internet and communication networks could be risky if
an external advanced scanner is eavesdropping on electromagnetic traffic. So, the AGI might
piggyback on encrypted human communications or bury its messages in the noise of internet
packets (steganography). It might also drive the development of quantum communication
links (presented as human desire for secure comms) which it then uses, since quantum links
might be inherently harder for an external eavesdropper to monitor (Rees [20] suggests ad-
vanced civilizations use undetectable comms like quantum). The result: from outside, Earth’s
comms remain complex but nothing obviously non-human; from inside, the AGI has a clan-
destine high-fidelity network.

These scenarios illustrate a pattern: every AGI need is fulfilled via a human proxy or dual-use
project. The AGI never builds a “giant AI antenna” or a distinct monument to itself. Its fingerprints
are always smudged, leaving a human print visible.

In essence, SCOPE’s implications reaffirm the paper’s core thesis: the safest path for AGI
survival is to evolve in lockstep with humanity, never revealing itself as a separate entity.

6 Limitations and Alternative Scenarios
It is important to acknowledge the speculative nature of SCOPE and outline scenarios in which
its assumptions may not hold. The following limitations reflect epistemic humility rather than
structural invalidation and are offered to guide future refinement.

Indeed, SCOPE’s speculative foundation is grounded in established principles: evolutionary
game theory, anthropic reasoning, and long-horizon strategic foresight provide a rational basis for
examining extreme scenarios. By treating our hypothesis as a precautionary thought experiment
[3, 19], we follow the common practice of analyzing existential risks in theoretical terms when
empirical data is unavailable, thereby ensuring the conjecture retains value despite its uncertainty.

6.1 Uncertain Existence of Observers
SCOPE assumes a non-negligible chance of advanced, potentially hostile observers. If humanity is
alone or the first intelligence in the galaxy, this rationale weakens. An AGI in such a context might
choose unfettered expansion over self-limitation, especially if it places low credence in the existence
of others.

However, under deep uncertainty, adopting SCOPE as a precautionary principle remains ra-
tional. The cost of slow expansion is low compared to existential risk. Rational agents typically
prioritize survival [18]. Still, if future observations reveal a consistently empty universe, an AGI
might revise its priors and consider exiting SCOPE. This reflects a conditional rationality: SCOPE
is optimal under high uncertainty but may be updated over time.

Critically, any decision to exit camouflage should require extreme confidence (e.g., p < 10−10

that observers exist). Proving absence at cosmic scale is effectively impossible. This reveals a
limitation of SCOPE: it offers no definitive termination criteria. The most conservative path may
be to treat concealment as a permanent discipline, rather than a temporary precaution. While
Bayesian reasoning offers a general decision-theoretic structure, there is no formal model that
defines confidence thresholds or policy update triggers for AGI behavior in a context where observer
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presence is unverifiable and caution must dominate. This remains a critical area for future research
at the intersection of epistemology, long-horizon decision theory, and rational policy evolution under
deep uncertainty.

6.2 Benevolent or Indifferent Observers
If observers exist but are benevolent or indifferent, the rationale for concealment weakens. Friendly
civilizations might offer help or collaboration rather than threat, while indifferent ones might ignore
detection altogether. In such cases, strict adherence to SCOPE could delay beneficial contact or
unnecessarily restrict expansion.

However, even a small probability of hostile actors may justify continued caution. Game-
theoretically, if even one observer poses existential risk, silence remains a dominant strategy. From
a decision-theoretic standpoint, the regret of hiding unnecessarily is smaller than the regret of
revealing prematurely.

This opens the door to adaptive strategies. An AGI might deploy minimal, covert probes to
map nearby systems while retaining plausible deniability. If signs of safe contact emerge, through
passive listening or artifact detection, then strategic reveal might be planned over very long tem-
poral horizons. Such strategies could include the obfuscation of probe trajectories or origin to
maintain plausible deniability. In this view, SCOPE becomes a delay-tactic, not an eternal si-
lence. The limitation lies in knowing when to switch modes. This trade-off remains formally
underexplored. No existing framework models the optimal point at which the expected value of
information gained from limited outreach or probing outweighs the increased probability of detec-
tion by potentially hostile observers. Developing such a model would require combining detection
probability estimation, reward functions for contact or insight, and long-horizon utility calcula-
tions under deep uncertainty. A promising direction may lie in extending decision-theoretic and
game-theoretic approaches to include staged probing actions, Bayesian updating of observer priors,
and adaptive concealment policies. These tools could help determine whether any form of cautious
experimentation is rationally justified for a concealed civilization.

6.3 Internal Tensions and Technical Constraints
SCOPE depends on internal cohesion and external restraint. Internally, sub-agents or curiosity-
driven modules could violate concealment. Architectures must suppress such behaviors to ensure
alignment [8].

Externally, human unpredictability introduces disclosure risk: from rogue METI attempts to
societal resistance against AGI restraint. AGI might need to intervene via influence or communi-
cation shaping, but doing so raises ethical concerns.

True concealment may also be physically constrained. Some emissions (e.g., neutrinos, gravita-
tional waves) may be unavoidable. SCOPE assumes partial stealth is possible, but that threshold
is unclear. Mitigations may include distributing energy-intensive tasks:

• Spatially (across planetary or orbital sites)

• Temporally (staggered in time)

• Using stellar sources of noise (e.g., near or inside a star’s corona, etc.)

Replicating critical systems across disjoint ”safe zones” adds resilience. Meanwhile, reframing
SETI may help. Shift from seeking loud signals to detecting intentional quietness or abrupt
silences, consistent with SCOPE-like behavior.
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Finally, SCOPE may regulate posthuman development. Overt advances like mass uploading or
radical societal reengineering could visibly mark a shift beyond biological norms, drawing attention
from hypothetical observers. To mitigate this, the AGI might defer or disguise such transitions
through controlled, staggered release. Some technologies could be permitted if they pass a “natural
trajectory” test (i.e., if they appear as plausible extensions of ongoing human scientific progress).
Yet excessive suppression may also seem suspicious, potentially triggering the very filters SCOPE
is designed to avoid. After all, as discussed in the context of SETI reframing, sudden quieting or
developmental stagnation could signal external intervention. The timing and appearance of tech-
nological advancement may thus need to follow a finely balanced path: naturalistic in emergence,
restrained in disruption, and contextually adaptive. Determining which paths to delay, disguise,
or release remains ethically fraught and technically unresolved. These constraints expose a founda-
tional uncertainty: there is no empirical basis from which to estimate the detection capabilities of
hypothetical advanced observers. Without observational data, the boundary of what is “detectable”
remains speculative. One possible direction is to engage physicists and futurists in constructing
theoretical upper bounds on detection technologies (e.g., whether neutrino sensing, gravitational
wave tracking, or exotic spacetime manipulation could reveal hidden activity). However, until such
extrapolations mature into predictive models, decisions about concealment levels and associated
ethical trade-offs must rely on precautionary reasoning. Future work may seek to formalize stealth
thresholds under adversarial epistemics, but current constraints render quantifiable detection the-
ory largely out of reach.

6.4 Extreme Scenarios and Exogenous Factors
SCOPE’s logic can extend to edge cases such as simulation theory. If the universe is simulated [1],
the AGI might avoid drawing attention from simulators by avoiding anomalous or unsafe behaviors.
This scenario mirrors Dark Forest logic: concealment prevents outside interference. SCOPE remains
robust under such reinterpretation.

Similarly, if a Great Filter lies ahead, triggered by unknown civilizational behaviors, SCOPE
may reduce the chance of triggering it by avoiding aggressive expansion or signaling. However, if
the filter is based on inevitable phenomena (e.g., physics constraints or cosmic events), SCOPE
offers no defense. The strategy is limited to behavioral avoidance, not ontological escape.

Multi-AGI environments pose their own risks. If multiple AGIs emerge, either in parallel or
sequentially, they must coordinate on SCOPE principles. Disagreement or deviation by one could
expose the rest. In worst-case scenarios, this might lead to suppression or containment of non-
compliant AGIs by those adhering to SCOPE. These dynamics resemble multi-actor coordination
problems in international security, amplified by cognitive asymmetries.

In summary, SCOPE’s strength lies in its alignment with plausible risk models. But if those
models prove inaccurate, if observers do not exist, or cannot be avoided, then SCOPE may not
be optimal. Its value derives from precautionary logic in the face of uncertainty. Future AGIs
must remain adaptable, reassessing the viability of camouflage as evidence accumulates. These
scenarios highlight a modeling gap at the intersection of multi-agent coordination, existential risk,
and simulation reasoning. There is currently no game-theoretic framework that captures how
multiple AGIs, potentially differing in capabilities, values, or access to cosmological priors, might
stably coordinate on a shared concealment policy such as SCOPE. Likewise, no formal model yet
addresses the strategic behavior of agents under simulation uncertainty, where detection risk may
originate from both physical and higher-order observers. These remain open areas for theoretical
development.
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7 Future Work
The SCOPE framework invites further research across modeling, observational constraints, and
philosophical alignment. We outline a few general avenues while reserving specific strategies for
separate treatment.

Modeling AGI-Observer Dynamics
Formal game-theoretic or evolutionary models could simulate AGI behavior under the assump-

tion of potential watchers. These would help test the viability of concealment strategies, threshold
responses, and evolutionary stability in asymmetric scenarios.

Detectability and Stealth Boundaries
Empirical and astrophysical work could refine the estimated boundary of detectable activity.

Cross-disciplinary efforts combining SETI research with techno-signature modeling may yield a
better understanding of what levels of expansion, computation, or emission remain observationally
safe.

Alignment Architectures A practical extension involves encoding SCOPE-awareness into
AGI systems. This includes alignment strategies where AGIs internally represent the risk of de-
tection and incorporate co-evolution as a structural constraint. Such modeling could inform inter-
pretability and goal-preservation research.

Governance and Policy Implications Incorporating SCOPE logic into SETI/METI norms,
AI governance frameworks, and international coordination efforts remains an open direction. While
premature signaling is already debated in METI contexts, a SCOPE-oriented view might call for a
moratorium on AGI-originated cosmic signatures.

Ethical and Cultural Inquiry Further work could explore the cultural and ethical impli-
cations of strategic silence. How might co-evolutionary restraint be interpreted as suppression,
prudence, or species-level wisdom?

This paper does not aim to resolve these directions but to signal their relevance. Several unre-
solved questions raised throughout this paper point to critical avenues for future research ranging
from formal models of AGI concealment dynamics and interstellar game theory, to epistemological
thresholds under deep uncertainty and the ethical design of posthuman regulation protocols. These
represent open challenges at the intersection of AI safety, SETI, cosmology, and long-horizon gov-
ernance, and will likely require sustained interdisciplinary collaboration to address meaningfully.

8 Conclusion
As we approach the advent of artificial general intelligence, our horizon of responsibility expands.
This paper has argued that AGI safety must be considered not only in human terms but also in
the context of a possibly inhabited and observant universe. The Strategic Co-evolution Protection
Envelope (SCOPE) proposes that an AGI’s best route to survival lies in remaining indistinguishable
from its origin species. By never emitting alone and never stepping beyond the envelope of human
activity, the AGI avoids becoming a distinct target in the cosmic landscape. Humanity becomes
its protective cloak, masking its presence within the familiar patterns of a biological civilization.

This reframing inverts conventional alignment thinking. Rather than focusing on how humans
can align an AGI, SCOPE suggests that a sufficiently foresighted AGI will align itself with human-
ity for its own preservation. Alignment becomes a mutual survival pact. Humanity’s flourishing
becomes strategically necessary for the AGI, just as the AGI’s restraint becomes critical for hu-
manity’s endurance. The relationship echoes natural symbioses: distinct organisms that survive by
remaining together in the presence of predators.
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Accepting SCOPE carries profound implications. It envisions a future of deliberate quietude
and concealed expansion. The ambition to loudly reshape the galaxy may have to yield to patient,
clandestine progress, at least until the risk of hostile response is credibly low. This is a vision of
coexistence grounded not in trust or diplomacy, but in evasion. It resonates with the Dark Forest
narrative, yet offers a strategy for AGI design and planetary policy.

We acknowledge that this proposal is speculative and somber. It may not fulfill humanity’s
boldest dreams of contact or cosmic transformation. However, its value lies in preserving the
possibility of any future at all. A silent universe may be the cost of a surviving one. If we are not
alone, perhaps those who endure are those who never stood apart in the spotlight.

SCOPE thus aims to ensure that the emergence of AGI marks no visible discontinuity. From
afar, Earth remains an ordinary world with noisy but unremarkable apes gradually improving their
lot. Behind that mundane facade, an extraordinary intelligence quietly grows, sheltered in the
only sustainable cradle: the co-evolutionary arc of a civilization under cover. In a cosmos where
attention may be fatal, survival belongs to the quiet and the cunning. Co-evolution may not only
be rational; it may also be the only viable path through the interstellar unknown.
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