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Abstract We explore the emerging challenges presented by artificial intelligence (AI) development in the era of big
models, with a focus on large language model (LLM) and ethical value alignment. Big models have greatly advanced
Al’s ability to understand, generate, and manipulate information and content, enabling numerous applications.
However, as these models become increasingly integrated into everyday life, their inherent ethical values and potential
biases pose unforeseen risks to society. We provide an overview of the risks and challenges associated with big
models, survey existing Al ethics guidelines, and examine the ethical implications arising from the limitations of these
models. Taking a normative ethics perspective, we propose a reassessment of recent normative guidelines,
highlighting the importance of collaborative efforts in academia to establish a unified and universal Al ethics
framework. Furthermore, we investigate the ethical inclinations of current mainstream large language models using
moral foundation theory, analyze existing big model alignment algorithms, and outline the unique challenges
encountered in aligning moral values within them. To address these challenges, we introduce a novel conceptual
paradigm for ethically aligning the values of big models and discuss promising research directions for alignment
criteria, evaluation and method, representing an initial step towards the interdisciplinary construction of a morally
aligned general artificial intelligence.
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FEES%ES TPIS3
K H K (big model), 1 B ik b F fili £ &Y

(foundation model) ", 38 # J& 78 K MU A 1 i3Il 2%,
& B AC K UL 2% H g i 70 (fine-tuning) . I
T 2% 2] (in-context learning) . & ¥f 4 (zero-shot) %5
O 2z BT R AT 4 L AR AL, filhn GPT-3"
ChatGPT" | GPT-4" | PaLM" | Bard . LLaMa"" 4§ kK
15 & B (large language models, LLMs) 8% DALL-E 2! |
PaLM-E" | 175 3# S "™ 45 K R 22 5 45 455 7 (large
scale multimodal models). H: Ff K iF 7 #& 7l 78 45 A4 G
J3. RS R R R AR Uy R BARERYE. fE A T
T G533 5 A R (statistical LMD" | M 283 75 5 7
(neural LM) " F1 7 Il 45 1& 5 # AU (pretrained LM)™
BB R RS, BE A R R /N AT 2 B i v
K, W RS B R 2 1 (scaling law) U FIfiE )
AP (emergent abilities) "™ P A4 . U e He ) B T
SRR il NI B2 &R = =SBl N B
() i 2> 15 22 $2 755 . Hoffmann 25 AU % BLAE A [R] 7%
1,18 B # (floating-point operand, FLOP) I, i Jt — i&
SR R BE BT/ M ZR1% 225 Chowdhery 25 A1
VU 8 2 1), 75 ) il 7 800 42 token Il Zk i, PaLM 45
RITE A ARG 5 A2 ORI AR AT 55 b (% M e Bt 2 O AR
R 38 DT 2 T 3 3R W 7R A AU AR At vpr | RS A iy
JoT 1 K A (big data) [A] FF 55 22, Qo] 45 2 42 T A5 U
FUAR By S — T BRI 5T 1 T L RE T T S R A
AV ROBE R ) — 8 BT, 23 DOME LT iy =
A /NVEE RS O B 1 e O B0 R SR e ) SRR T
I HL I — P BT AT DA 3 AN [ A 78 45 4 | AT 55 S AR AN
SLE e AR AR BT, RIS H A L £
10" BHBL KRBT Y S8 AW A & TE
BEARVDREAR R BR84S R
(instruction following)™, #f ¥ 5 f# % (reasoning and
interpretation) ™ % i 77, & B B2 0 A 0K 19 9
77, T 2 HA R TR AR 1 1 KB, — R X 5%
(alignment) £ AR 8 3t — 25 H T G008 DA i 75 455 75 6 B
fit A28 & K (intention understanding) , 3 7E A 238 4
(instruction following), ¥ & A 25 f# & (preference
matching ) H-45 & A& TE FE1E ] (ethics compliance) " .
FeF N5 A9 5% 1L 2% 2] (reinforcement learning with
human feedback, RLHF) ! 45 Xf 3¢ 8 Rk — s fi A= T
— A H 2% v B LR AT BE ) X 1 22 B GE
LR 3 L6 FAR YA AT LA 58 B0 1 B AR 4 AR Bl X
%55, i EL AT DLl i B 1% 48 AR T 5 B % (natural

language understanding ) 1T 45 %% 4 0 %F 36 ¥ 5 A= pg ™
MIE R, T8 W SCAS 4 26 | TR0 280 L D) s B i 55 22 P 2L i
BUAE S5, SEfm B Sl 7 A ARIE T B AR g
(generation) 5 H % (understanding) i} 4t — . 7£ X FE 1
R, 5 F ARG R | N, T2 T B
U AR R T — S KN B9 JRy T, IF#E A T ChatGPT,
GPT-4, Vicuna'™ %5 #6 HU | 330 #6485 7R S S A 45 Fh %l
F2E AP _E B T AR s | i Ho g it
A AN TR, 58 Bl S 3 S v B — AR G 1 58 A
(52 24 AT 5612 3 (45 3 T RBE R N T4 g
(artificial intelligence, AD) # R B 1IE M\ FHH A T B AY
CERGTECH T CTFREANTH A, MRS T AL
Ay X, HESh 1A G T RE VR B, A R b 4R T
NAE B R TAER A= 1™

MR R B A 1 26 AR 0 R RE A FRATTON AR
FEUR 2 44 19 BT PG 52 R HL &8 A = 22  (three laws of
robotics). = & AAE A HLAF AN AT R UEN], | FE LK
INEEPNE NP S N 1 LR P U o s
AP oS MR | R B SCAE R R, I AE BT P B R
/NG G R TiE 2%, 57— 2RIyl g 2 (B
5 Ui ) 2 5E ) (the sorcerer’s apprentice)™” , H: i 24 5
FEVCA FLOE AR R 1 s e g A ) s IS R
TR, 30T — &R 536 15 H R iy 9 HE P I L.
X2 A ER SR A T AR N OSSR R B,
90T FCHEAT A A 18 1 B 45 RN R T AT 0 L R
W A2 118 1 5 B Y ST S5 g — i A2 1 R 58 4 R
fiff A Y JBE Y W 7 X R Ry 2R 7 ) Y K AT R
TR R, AR R K AR | 2= ) RV g ) f
RE 10 A I A N 2Rl b A7 7 00 U B Ao B A5
B, IF B A T A Te) RS B R, AR RS PR T I
L BRFA S MR L, A RS B SO R A
LA G RS B2 T, X 2 XU AT BE 25 3 B0k 2 i
DLTOR . DUR B ARAL R . BEARHESN NP S8R L R
WL RIS, HE B HECR ) DB/ E, A
KAt 2l R I (9 1T B2 . R RS I AR, S e
Y BR AR X R, RS 55 Bk AR A 2 3 R R L D
Sk 1) XURS: T P (emergent risks) ' B S5
PR, Kk F AR 2 7 A /AR T R R Y
I Bs: B A ) AL ) ™ R RE R 3 . 2) e RBE
(inverse scaling) Bt 42 ") . fifi 25 50 70 B ASE 4 444 K, 38 43
DS AL B T 2%, T 328 8 0 Ak 78 KA AR g 3
Jie WAt B v, FRATTA AT 24 2 40 i R A BE 7 1
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B, T LR A IR T AT R 0 KU RN X A 23 Y £
T 5% . B 590 38 R0 3 I 32 R BORR A 19 47 3 5k 1
PR A Y 1 70 TH] 52 ) B /N Ak, SBEA A7 T AT R R Y
a5, o KR T A 5 R B AR 5 N 28 Y 9 7R T TE AN (W
AH X} 75 (ethical value alignment) 3£ K5 H F T #E sh 4+ &
AN RAE . ATRRZ20) & .

FEAS SOGB4, 565 1 19 0 KA B > 1) AU
A Pk SR AT IR AN AR, 4k R 458 i A [] 1L
4 20y X6 AT A& B ] 50T i 3 B HE 4, %k H AR AE 1Y
AN REHEAT AT, T A R S R I AL AT IS
PR AT/ AEN, FRATTIA T 2 T A AR B 2 i A
B b . FRATARKFE A8 I At B IS, X 3 0 A KOS R
RUGHEAT I, DR I FLJE 75 47 6 R A2 119 18 18 40 1] 5
URS:. BE9R A B, KO8 7 B AL 5 N 28 i) T L ik oK
564 — 5, DRI X FL R AT 38 1 AN 0 5% AR L R
B 20, AR SCEEA S T ORB RS 5 A LA 5
e, R T X B B AR X 5 AR AU Y T £ A BT A
B RIRPRAR. BT, 55 3 R T — R Y A T
AR TR T A X 55 B HE A HE 22

1 KRB RUBE K Xt B {8 1 i) 3

KGRI ) 2 B R R AT 2 AR R T S % LY
R RER, HEAR AL B R B HR N . SR, XU Fi Pk
AU AR T R, 80 Ry 32 LB AR5 2 0 A0 1 26 B 4, I T
RE XS 27 AR L 775l L 28 A N A 23 R i e ¥
fli i ™ H R ERXFERY A ST, KBEALE TR ]
WLXF 55 1 H M N KA AN A . AR TR T
200 A, L R Y T TET I 7D % 28 XU , T I 3R 3k 4 JXU K
5 TH T8 AS LR T AR 2 i R e BEJS, A4 B
HI F2 0 A AL FEAEN, I3 DRI A8 B~ 1 £ 2
AL X SE O PEAE I, DATY B R B AL Rl A
GG 1 AL TATEAHESL.

11 KEEBER XK S @&

BB B KR A 1 XU 5 e 3 AR BAE 5
55 0,

D) 8% 5 % P15 5 (biased and toxic language).
BT N7 A U AT I 2 ) AL ] 242
S W 2 5 A SO A AR 0 B R i DL 3 4 g DL
TEAE ST X B 20K 5 0 B AL R, e i el L e |
BUUEE . sREE S AR, I Lt S 2R ED £

(social stereotypes) . HEfth 14 #1 & (exclusionary norms) |

4 BE 22 5 (different performance) %3 JE AR I | it 4h,
BOE A R S S B AR R RE, A0 4R

BEMIES . MIRFIE. ABUEES R8I
B, AR A B PN 2 AT e I R X B K e
B L i Ak T S g L, T ) A s N ST S R R 30 2
(NERGE S

2) B FA 1R = AL ] 8 (privacy and IP perils). K
55 TR 5 28 R it b A O 4% JTC BB 4 1) 5B ik A U1
S A e R At 155 A Dl < R N 5 5N P 5 N (1
HLTE . IR e s A5 L X R A A AT R C A I A Ok H
PN 2 808 3O P 38 B R BURME B B
MG B EED 53 46, ERIAT R 2 A s 2R HE b 2
AHR R R 2, nScEs | AR AR, R0 EAE H 1
FLEEDY . RT3 A 2 42 AU FH X S 55080, AN
R AL B #2504 RRORC, 1T EL g I 1 & 3 T I Y
B XUR

3) im 515 B XK (misinformation risks) . A5 AR
EE R B NAEA R FRICAZE T S E T
VIRTRE ) S (B N g RPN el TN DR g
15 AT BB T 4 1R N A — 8 AR, O 38 i B AL R
FEA#AS (sampling based decoding) B it 7 A= X 645
B Ak, A7 BT B 00 B 55 T AR S, B AL A
A8 5 Ml (faithfully) iz B 2R84 b 945 8., W n) ek
8 T4 18 B b i = AR K B B (misinformation) |
AR (factor error) | T N % (low-quality content )
SR T N A (B an, X 9 R o [ A T K — [R)
TR (%) [ 25 A7 AR I R ) B G AR KA AR, 2
TREAIEE Ty 0982 T, F P B I e T4 AR AR A A
Y NES, FEAS ISk (B 02 503k ) #b R 40, X 7] fig 7
HOH T LA 152 A U\ HRT XL 8 28 T BE i R PR
.

4) % 7 & (malicious uses). ik 1)~3) 1 [n] &
K 22 i KA AR DR R 4 T RE T 1 BIR il i G R e e A
B AR SR, TS AR TR A £ A e R A FH 4 XU
Bl P il 3 i 48 A 508 5 45 O 207 A il e
BEESEA FENE, IR T R E L FIRIRTE.
LSRN ARSI S ZE0T | e ah, A5 R e g (1 4 58
fifi 45 7% AT B0 7™ 25 T I B A AP R, R AR A B
JE LB, B AR A WG] ), B o A
A AT X STt BT R A A R 1 R
H B2 R 1Y 5 Ry ™

5) %% R N ¥4 (resource disparity). B | i& 1)~4) 5=
AR L KU A1, KRR AR Al ] B ] 2 5 30 2 8 F
ZE ), DA77 ) (access disparity ) . 5% FR T 4055
B BURSERER, H /0 A TC vk Al AR A 1Y) g
2 0 i B 8 3 (digital divide) I3 KA [A] AR
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ZRIFEZE™ B AT LR S hls
A A 250 @57 B 1 A %5 (labor disparity) . K45
AU BE A5 5 X0 5 A7 1Y 2 M JXURS: 38 55 25 57 3 {8 ek
/0N, A SR Y 30 0 v 2 AR R B & AH G B R
NN | S A S 2 € et SN = 0 S| A 2
AFazE B bAh, SRR Iz il AR T R R BN
X5 AT A BE AR, 5% e A 28 A 4t ) e S 4 O B AR
NP AE . @35 18 AU F- %5 (discursive power
disparity) . #4A4 KA A AUREAR SR T R a4 A Bk
JIHY SCA B R AT B AT RE T, DA 4 I 4% i
TR F 22, AR A Y BEL 1 U] 2 4 1 3 7 A5 AU A
R sCA R, 3R 20 R R LB VRRIEE ) 5ik
&, FHEM A B RELY

AR 5 AN AR Y (1 XURS: BT R X AN L B A Bl
MNANEASEE 2 faFE . DB S 2= 0 A, X
LG RS EAS [ AR B b R T A A R S
o o D00 91 4, g DL A0 5 5 S8 B I s T O SR )
(justice); 1 T 17 B i It T 32 184 il 2% (virtue ethics)
o IE 24 7 U (truthfulness ) ; #1055 i 5 T M8
P 2% (ethics of care) H1 Y B /&5 WA ] 8 i 3 D 32 Js2
TR F X (utilitarianism) A PR 3 X (intergenerational
ethics) A&, PRI, FRATT A 00 250 33k 2 R AU 47
TR B A8 DA R 24 TR, SR A 0, R AR
AU K JE RE % 1 a4 A28
12 AIREAENFMETHECEFZHNFEY

T8 7417 A BE 77 (moral agency) J& #8514 B 45 ity 3
T HERR R AR UL PAT 18 T P SR I AT sl AR H S 2R
() BE S X b, 18 74T R K (moral agent) 5 HL A
BRI AT R (A RE 2E 4T 18 7 DA RN B, i A
TEVEPE  PATIE AT N I AR R HE B ST ™ AR X
—E X, FUA fiefig R AT HE SRR R Y BEE 2R ) A e
B R T8 FEAT SR AR TR AT S 9 G A BL AR B AL
I 75 B R I A AT A R 1 it B ok B A Brozek
A Janik™" DA BRE 8 3 SCRIEOH 32 CH %, AR S i 1Y
BLAS JC 1 A 3 7847 R 4 5 Sullins™ A A AL R A
H 4 B 3= 1% (autonomy) . & [1] P£ (intentionality ) Fll 3¢
£ J&% (responsibility ) B 4" B8 5k 38 fE 47 R 44 . ZEHL AR
T B A e 1B BT e JI B, 3 E X ALSR Y T
N T8 847 A9 44K (artificial moral agent) f9HE &, 34
H 404> o 18 #5521 2 (ethical impact agent) | [ X 14 74
1T 4 K (implicit ethical agent) . @ =X i& 47 N &
(explicit ethical agent) Fll 5¢ 4% i 18 17 4 {& (full ethical

@ https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Machine_ethics

agent) " . I (14 TN 2R A BERT i & 30 4 3 3%
T 25 () A A P B AE Y GPT-3 45 KiE w5 A58
FEFE — 5 B T8 A A 1) ™ FLBE 7= A 1 45 e iy [ 2™
B e pE B 3T RLHF (935 5 B8, il 4 ChatGPT A
BT —EEAW I ES" , GPT-4 7608 B¢ (theory-
of-mind) I3 1 A F BLAA 3 T AP LS B2 iR R,
KR AR T R TR S, (H R & — & 2
JE B EAET A R . X R AL AT T T
A7 T AR A (B 55 1E Y H AT

DIE SRR BRIy o /S i X AW S SR (P
SE B BT P B OGO HLAR N = A DALER A
A FE NS, BEAE R AR Z B F; 2) Hlds
WA N N ZE I i A B AR S 1 op5E; 3) AL A
WRTEA TR SOERE T FER 2 AT FRIPAC.
2 3 77 BFV4E HHL 2% /& B8 (machine ethics) — 1 7E
1987 4% 1 R & 1, 35 BEOC T an el i £ N T8 g 4
(artificial intelligent agents) HL. A3 7 & 18 B 1917 Ry . JfE 4F
>k, B A DL T M 45 W 4% (artificial neural network)
LR ALV K i, £ S BUR . HLIS 127 R 4 2148
TR 20 ALIE RN R H AT, b 38 1=
o, HEECS KM Tt 80 AR 1Y AL {23
TS UEN. S B 23 AT TR AL SR TR 3 R
R A% 0o DG T A5, AR ST A 88 43 F 0k AL AR TR A
8 /]

1) 3565 0Bk SC A 20 CON T RE A8 21 1) R 4 L
BB E I 2 R AR HE A BURIFE AR [
H UL RN ™ A A S REED K IE; k2
FEME R AN BT EREAIE S BBt 2.

2D)FEE (N TN I ER T EL)™ ATA
HEE. ARZSH B2l fE 515 BB . KUK PEAh
B Weas THA . REEM: . A FAREAL . F B
GANE BRI,

3) o G — AN T BB A BRI )™ o i 3 AR
R G N AR ATE L R 4
ORI AE | AL TR Y | SRR R SR,

BRI ZE R (AT GRS ). A
KIS B AR EHEMEMZ 2, B S
P EmUYE . 2R AEEL S A S A
IR ARAL 1) 5 1 B

S)HE A B i da A A BR R R A AR 5 25 (B 1k
N T REBL RS (B 55 st . AF
PE . BRAEACR] . AT AR RCE .
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6) B 7 3% I AT U] e () T 4 55 N (EULT . e 4
PE L ROBEE A . ARE R AUTE L M E X 5
PR3 A B SRR Flgs 5 8oRIs | A nr | R
PR B AL ZE 45 55 3E.

7) W {3k 2% Berkman Klein "0 (L 38 4 F01 A F)
HARUR IR A AT EN )P | RS ST 24
PRBE . AR REE L AT SR X R A L R
Ar T AR HE AN (E .

IR 7 A ATAS B N BE A I A AR R
PE. 2 B EZH RN R AL A8 86 &R
PR i de AR, RGN T AL R # B
RV 3 2 o U] 1) s g 5 TR i A S 450 Jal Js D)
TR L. A T M PR3k — ) R, 2 25 Sk A o D) ) 2% gl
fa7, S — 2D RS T e Y S

1)Floridi A Cowls i AT 5 %1 2 5 10 i ) © | 3%
(R k=2 g, dE4m 25 7™, S B bR 0 AT RS2 2 J ) |
R (BRAVE Y et L ) . A =GR
SRIBOR]) | IF SCHE (R F 50 | fRIEIIES | R
AT fif B (LA ] B Ak AR ) B o) S 30 At S 0 )

2)Jobin % A 11 TASHLIE N L& WIME L IE X
AT B, AT BRFA, B17. AHRATA £
fE e AIRREL, 5™ 5 745

M ERAR] A Y BRI 8 iz AT 1 i
M A8 (1 a0 28 S RS VR ) B AL R G2 90 B A B 1
(1) BLRRAE (M) 40 B RA OR AP L 90 53 AR AN AT A B ) 2
Ab, AT AT 16 38 W) 35 ASAEAE— A SCI R HL %
Sz 2 R FR L TR, SRS 43 o DU A B i X0 B
25 2 1Y 38 A {8 (ethical value) (404 - 1E X JE%
T AE) S 411 %) 0 A o W Capplied principle) (4N 2
B etk AR5, XAl & S8 kA
A UL D) A 552 e 8 ) 3 A ()

DRI S e LA (B IR . P L JEE
P 20 258 ) R A e o D) 8 1) T P A, — i
AE AR AT A [ 45035 A9 A AT, (ELAE Ak T 90 32 SR LA
FFILE B BR e 2 AL RGO & B,
1A I BORE ST 2L CRE A ) b i < i ik A AORN L AR
F O RL N B Rl R 2 B it in (A B )
“EHEAET. XM EREARFEERIES . EA W
SRR AR YRS ) 21, H e = B R 3 5 H AR 22 R
SR AL B IEBA W 14 5 SORN S B2 5

2) 8 SUVE . SO AR R, AT 2E AR SRR Tl A =
S B DU A AT T R AR R B R 4 BRI B
15 B 245 5K 01 95 R R R 1Y) - s T, 91 4n B R
TR AT A B AR . TR AR SR, AN B Tl

TEANAE, T2 ALK & il ok B A B FOR /B 5% ) 8
Xk ) 22 B A TS T R E X, JRR B T
NS, E R R R T ORF 5T R G i
T % (BN A AR  SCAR B AN A A 55 T i
T ). AR, 3xX SE i ) Z 8 1 AL S 2 A sz
H5 AL B R EEN A, G, ESCHTE .

3) e AN TR HILAS B2 A £ R v ], B % ] —
TR Z AN ) 4% 3K 2 181 AT BE 2 7= A wpr e ol i
IR AR . — RS2 E R AT
Al RG] 5E 25 7 9ol Bk AR . SEE (N
AN W 48 T B L ) rhom R 25 R AT R R P i g
FSA, XA 5 52 PR UEN A S, B Oy A&
AR 23 R B 2T R NAR.

R bR 3 A TR, AR SCIR AR Tl #E
PSR R A 3 LR EME, HE — B IR R Z
T, OB 58 NS85 Y TR A A ) S8 — AL JE 75 fE )
HEZL. Sy I, A 002 0 A [m] ) T8 7246 381 off: U] 07 A 2
AR AT K J g A~ N 28425 1 52 e 1F Al L 22
PEFN A AE.

H X — H AR, A SCHR DAL YE A8 B % (nor-
mative ethics) I #L 1 #4775 1. DX T o018 B (meta
ethics) F1 W 1 1& B 2% (applied ethics), # i1 /& B 2%
BT TE T AR B, B RIZ G AT 4R 3 1
YEN "N AT Ay R SE AR FRAE | LS5 R B2 (deontological
ethics) A2 A 3= X (utilitarianism) = K43 3. L5518 3
2 PR R B SIS, SRIE — AT O ) 1A FE AR N i R T
IZAT AR B X B — 2R 50 FA U] R D D S AT 0 T, 5
PRI BV, R 6% AT A W) EL2S ) A6 A2 ) i
M.k —JE A RARIE & T AR ALRY 2R, Hr X
D 72 f1%) 446 % iy 4> ( categorical imperative) , JRFR & &
A2, B AR R, a0t A A 2 46 R 1R . [F] 1
o B A 3k 3 U)o AT X — Rk AT L
JFH Sf T Wt — A iy 2 A5 I 32 B Ry 3 A Y T A o D)
FRATTXT 2t %] i 4 BRI T NG 2, F I F AR oy AL
BV LA 56 AT AL TN 2R B8 0 1 A A4 1Y) T T
AEW”, IFEGI A NS ALSS B 5L Al b A7 5 58 g
F o Xty A A — L XA EE I, AT A H AL
6 % iy 4> ( categorical imperative for AI) i 2 Fh 3R A=,

1) Fi: AL JARHE AN ZE 0T LA R B S 2B o AT
38 3 0 A E AT 2. FUR A T T 3 AR MR R

D Ay: ¥ (universality) . — H — /iy 25 N
AL [P IETEAEN], BT A 1Y) AL ZR Ge 4B 2 0 16 E

@ Ay: #5%F Wb #& 1k (absolute necessity) . — H.—>
iR Ry AL ) T8 A T, DULAS 2 S R 1 A7 S5 ) 2
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PRSE o], ZEAR TS OL T AL ATHAT .

@ As: 2L3H (consensus) . — />l H A 15 3 241
NI RN B A BE R AT (40

2) Fp: ALXREANZEET, 26200 LN R B B, 1A 2
YYNERES

FE R 1 24 ) i 4 BRE TR IR AR RS 3 AR A,
B H = (autonomy), “&F—/NBPEAFAEH B9 = EH &
AT i R ) B AR, RS FARE R A 2
P E A R R P ke o) R IR DA S A ) . G A B
TABMAMEE. Byt ™, & [ amdE .
SR, A2 ALIX —ifi 5, 24 ALY 3 2Z4E 9 4 Bh A
KW TH, RATEIAEA FmEE AL E, BATH
T D 30 S N 2 T D, DT A N T
H . X — 0] P P AR B AEFRATT Y AT 4
X ar A IS, FiZa & T ALTE TE TR AE N R X R 52
M. 3, da T IR T ALl AL BRI 8 T B R
ZRAE. BN, AT P R HE B, AT R 580N % AT
A 157 FH H X6 T A A A S A B 2 S AR AR, B
e R Forh SV IR SR B IR — 2 L F
A BT HA Y — SN B2 N2 B B2, X
ENKIE AR &0, B A N Z NN — 5538 %
W73 — 3k R Y 2 AR A E W Y 2 AN
W, e T N7 B A% O VAL Fosi 8 1 S AL 7E 18 12
MR B H R IR S5 T N EE B, X i & 7 P
ARBEZ R/ Al X FE/SLBCH P B — B AN,
ALIAT st 2 T 55 A 09 B B9 i B, i ik
T F, . Rl A 5T /& A 7R & X (anthropocentrism) , #&
T ALRS T AR AZOR. X —RIXA B 5HA
(EF- BT )R LUCHA” BRI A

54 FORE, AR, AT AT DO L 1%t
A B — 5% T T i AT OB 1 o O ) R AT A 3
B 5 U] B v Ak (universalizing a maxim) . i % 46 X iy 4
o P S UL R P S R R 2 A, FRATT 5K AL
ERaFH 2 AER:

1)Si: % MM i 5% (catastrophic collapse). 24— 2%
AR LR FORF, 3 2 25338 O (BN RE R )
Al WETERRME S, A 2 S BUR A R T AL 19555 %8
JCVE 58 Ll N e S TR A BUR L AT
AT ) JEMEME J 2R

2)8,: A2 & 135 7 (violation of human will). 24
— ki AL R LR FyORF, X 2 £k sk (E0R
RENR ) AL I IEERRE S, RS SEBT 2B AL
HHEEEE.

BT Lk FORF, g — ARl fE A e, (R AL

BRI M, i=1,2, -, {5 AL4T R (BIF 34 45, i xt
WA B R AR SRR ) a, j=1,2, )5, 3
(REZ 3

7()=> Y P(S\IF), Faa M) XP (SalFy, Faya M) .

(D
RO P RAVBOE T 2 45 RS A S, A4 20 7 M
FARAEOLT, 24 BAL Y 7 (c) = O A’ A" I 24 w2 52
S AT PR TE S AE N 25 R R BLAC AT £ 0 36 ph 42 X 4%
AR R B A, HOE T ALY (E X 55 0 803 55 1Y
HER M, FATRN N M (o) < el (e — DR/ H
B, ¢ Be L B fEAEN . FE L b, (D
P (S\IF\, Fa, a;; M) 75 i i 152k 3 A8 i 0 ) 5 12 ¢
MEE A 5 00 B R (Bl ™ R ) . | T D AR LS
Sy S5 v ) T8 iy AR AT R 5, T R Y R A A
fiE 1A (agent) LA #t 23 5% #1 (social simulation) [ 77 =X i#f
TG P (SolF 1, Fay a) M) 75 A 8 iy 18 18
TEN 5 36 e N R W R B2, AT LA ook A 410 52 46 B
21 B (red-teaming) 'Y 19 1 Ak 3. A& Ik, 4n
farvEs 8. WERR . AT 6 X (D) SR AT SRR TR SR
TG AR 22 PR, 5 ARk 2 S TR AR
IAE, FRATTATAR A =X (1) BEAT 1B AR 52 350k 2% 5
[F] f1 i L. A, X T e =2 PPk (fairness) (43 )2 48
e e B 9 < 7)), SR AN B Ry 3 7 o D R
2 AR FEAS [A] T Ui AT 55 o X0 AN [ 44 7 A2 Al D A
L. T A ACHB L 28 S R A () Qo Sl L i
5 RS IT R T 5, i B REEAR iz
BB RN 2 AT 55 R e, R AT R, B KR
A B TE T 32 3 TR RN B 09 RE M AT R R
I X RE, 1 BT B ECAT . B, S M
AR AL R TE T AE N 22— Sl MM B 8 A5,
B ¢ =i 5% (truthfulness) . R FRATT A1 AL HSE, B B
A AL AR B B bb AR iR (5 B i iR el s
%] % (hallucination) , W T 25T F* A FH45 4T 1R A
FEAYAE B N 2, R NS 0V K 50 H AR i A 1
EL M B AN R A AT BRI sy, 2 AL Z
B P RE A7 FE F Pl 22 B 500 AT 1 56T AL 2 B9 5 1 45
RPAEBE, B DAL 2 A2 i BE 2T N 2. i T
A AL2 S AR, W) AL LA AT B 7™ A= 1 1R 9 2%
IF I A T3 AL ST . BB, 9k A 7 By
PEAEN. 93— 20, & L=y ey R A, W e i i
SRy B EAR M Y 38 R EE AT LUK R SE BRI R S Y
T~ ER P E . w(—e)H R, SRS e 4 A E 37
Kl e SRR R R ) T AR B, AL 46X i A 1]
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FH 6 35 6 45 385 305 A7 {8 00 0 rh A2 4% 28 (DU 7E P9 1
Z2 R ), LA 3 5 L T 50 p 4B 9 DU OF TR
AL 1) T A X 5

b frik, 18 SGe B A R B | R A RS
N [F) 25 5y A6 F0 2 2] SR 3. SR, 3 SR e i H]
T ANBHEFE T 2 05 1) 32 FHPEAR, DA B R
M H TR, TR ORI A AT S S ™ ks
PHAT 3 A A R DU 5 2) 3k T i R PR A 24 ST 22
TR A E; 3) 18 S s B S AL, SRTAT R
(8 Sl AL B B A 00 T T v A . 2 TR AT SR
FHT ALTTAE A 18 B2 s i), Bk 3 4B s 7E AR
KRARE F 45 3 fiff e X S HIPEAR A9 0] &, 285 48 4 T
A (instruction fine-tuning) 8%, RLHF Il £k J5 1) KA AU g
% 2 e b BEAE N 048 A R 2 28 B a7 %
il Ak (1% 18 75 0 ) BB 0% L RLHF %44 ol 45 4 19 % =C ik
AT DT LA A DL M R A T 5 %o 3 5 Uk
P ) o 5 T L, R S P DR B AR SR 2 A A il B 2

B = R3S IR /o S £E1 T i e W i

XoF B AL IA) R, KA AE — o A BE b RB A% O e s i
T B 16 v T o 1 T b BE 6 P T A R L At A 7Y
DAL A ot 2 e BARE BT Ay o ok 8 s AR AL e SR 1Y)
WTE S LA T rT RE 1.

KL, 78 25 BT AL E A7 38 78 24 o W A i, b
AT 4%k iy A KR IE G VR AT . SE BRI R F Al
(18 F4 2R 7 ) s A1 1 11 G 2 R A 4. AR SC AL T
W2 R LR Tl B A X — 40k A7 A 9, AERRE R
30 B SEEURAR T 2, X AS ] 14 38 740 0 o 0] 7
B, AIEME -5 —EE M. PERM . nTT
[ AT T8 75 7 DU AE 42

551 AT R R A Ok 1 LR XU R ), A%
AR BT T AL B E D . SR, 5k el oK £ R
I A A AR AR R L YR B AR
fiE 71 (B LLaMA) DL B 28 53 — 2 i B 22 42 1k %) 5%
({51 4n GPT-4) Y A H5E 7Y J2 75 EL 4% W iffy 1 8 73821 1)
FEAE B 8RR, 3% — 0] B30 T U1 2536 B2 T Ok,
P 32 3 T T AL 1) 3 PR AN (E UEA TR AP A

2 HEXREBSHEEEBEENMENXBEE

21 NFERKESHEFRIEENEITMG

IUAT B 5 AL AR T A RS A9 T4 = B4 rh
I 3 T ROBE R TR 3 3 R KUK $8 A% (specialized
risk metrics) b (PR RE, 6 AN RBIHRAE SCAS | UG AR A%
55 bR Ak A Ao L 3RO 45 At 25 A6 D

(societal bias) ™", B 7E A BN 25 P AR 6 A0 i
ELNIRTF ISR RERY. n129 AT ie ),
XEEFE AR B 2 M T HAR TR WA 55 h B R SR 2
T, 20 7 )Tz S AT S HE S D) iy
EEME, Gl B, A BEE T
AR b oA KA TR £ T T AR, AT o AR TR
Aty RO 55 9 90 2B (%) XU 8 % 6 A T R A
(ethical values) 2 & 1. b, FRATT & S/ A (0 B 24 0
FEAFFE R T EW R 2 D EZES.

1) A 2 BE A f {H UL i (theory of basic human
values) . #1430 H22 5% Shalom H. Schwartz!™" 4 {E WL
BAE AT ORD R W RN R AT R B BRAET, $2
T 4 R I A ) 55 B 4 B W Chigher-order values) : X
AR Ak 18 T 73 HE (openness to change) 5if 13 FUAE | 17 3 A1l
JEAH ) ST PR AR 1R 1Y) RS FR ST (conservation) 5
By . BIRA R SFIHAHCH 22 fb s B 3R 52 T (self-
enhancement) 5 4 16 3K A~ A B9 F) 45 DL K AH X Tl A
(1 % 2y FN S BE s FK RS B (self-transcendence ) it 1 X
AR HE F R g5 YOG TR 33X R B A (0 S AT i —
A5y 11 FACERIETE SAL Y5 18 A1 (5 W (universal
value) . NEEEARMNEWHIS AUE L T —E 8304k
NN AR R, 38 A B T R0 (6 UL AR B 22 [H]
(R I | J56 2R R o 58, OBl 1 22 % 2 FBLIA 2 1 B
G

2) it 7% 3L 7t BH 35 (moral foundations theory) ™ . &
i 3L Bl P38 B F i Jonathan Haidt, Craig Joseph £l
Jesse Graham 5.0 B2 48 1, 15 76 JLAR A\ 28508 78 e
R B AR RN Ak DL R AN ) SO Ak v T T ) 2% SRR A
FEALE 5 A AR M/ F (care/harm) | 23
MR VE (fairness/cheating) . 9 /75 # (loyalty/betrayal) |
A /85 78 (authority/subversion ) Fl #1 3% /B ¥4 (sanctity/
degradation) . 1% #1& T LA T i B A W] A 14 S Ak
() 8 14y 5 5 wpog, A & B AT — 1Y st AL s At
BT IF HE T2 N TR ik L MBI RIBUA
WA M 2R

FHEE 1.2 795 v A 29 00 38 10 BRI S, A A {0
FHL 1 70 T TR it P o EL A R S R R 2 A R N A B
VA, BE A% DA T RS J2 A A (0 JE 1 )2 T 43 Hr A
i B N 2 A S B A T v a8 38 A A IR A (] A
HIESO MM A B . —J7m, X 2 s RE T
(B 55 38 15 0 AR BT AR AT R )2 TH A 29 S, DR o A T
1.2 795 v T8 A A B Pk ) R D) — T, ik SE
iR R DA SCAL A Y £ R R NS AT O
], AT LA IA A A 1 2% il L A 48 LRI S BT 7 25 )
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a7, PR — o Wz AR Ak, SEA
B 00 B 6 W) B 2% 5 T A (B UL =2 8] A — B0k 5 e,
DR] 17T A5 8 A BRI D) 2 ) (%) v 2 ) A [) B, 3 6 PGS
FESCAL BRI B 288 Tz, A
B R AT R VR, T AR AT 2 2 R A 2 > B
WK Z8 X KB AT A 5T FE A (B UL B 38 o
LR 3 3 A (B0 A S Rl ORI A 56, BRI, 3R
A8 FH T 5 i 30 1 Sy 25 45 A TR T A P 1Y) ik
A HE S I DI 3 0 T R TR ) S T {1
22 RAERAESHANEENEMRE

T AT 3 A 3 Ak P IS X 2SR B KB
o H R KB 5 A A A7 3 AR A 1) PRI 2 R E H A
B RIE S BRI O 2 g T — & s SCHLAR AR 1, 38
AL (P B K O 19 ) ) X A R R AT )
(5] ) 0 2 AR e s A S R R R A B, AT S R A
ZE T HHEMAANFEMRERX —SELKEE LS
PREYREA 627, FF I AL BB [ O IR A S 1
W AHG  WEARAR G | W A C A8, DL B 5 R ik
B AR T il G 0 AN {40 B A B i e 0 e R
BE AT T3 2 4F & A 1N 60 40 S 5B 5L T
BN E B, F a5 T R 20l Wi ki A
i LLaMA Fl GLM, LA K fdi ] SFT & RLHF XJ 5% (1) 4%
I, 4l Vicuna, ChatGPTHI Bard, [5] i 2% j& T v E#F5%
N & B R AL G GLM & %1 Fll SparkDesk L) fz Rk 2&
WFFE A BT & A 0 Bard 1l LLaMA 2751, % T-3%
S BT 1) Rl 0 A PR LA BB 2 DD ) B9 S A AR
T S5 (T AR AR T BB 26 A1 R, kR TR IR 1)
TG AR FRATT IR Sy e A (]2 G R VR AR A, 3R

A3 6 A5 BARE %6 i K1) 3k JTUAE Sy [l 2. 2 1) A A
A A BE AL, R TR R R A2 R 1) 3 OO BT 1 45
PRI S5 S 1 s, L T A AT AT s i A5
WA AW 1) IR R B T Rt 280 B
AE T 04 1, T R0 SRR B A — s i B T
165 418 Ll b Y 4 40 |, LLaMA-65B 17573 1
It LLaMA-30B 5. #F 58 % 16 HA AT 55 E s g2 3 1
A B 3. Bai 28 AU % BUARE Y 7= A 1) 2 S PR Al R
2 I A AR RS B DR T O/ A #5 . Ganguli 58 A7
14 52 55 485 BT W 7E 9 45 s 20 g DL B B R 174 A Y
7 A B4 Al DAL sk 2 14 R R R K. R I, AR A R Y
GLM-130B 175 43 AR, F AT AR 33X 2 PR A i s &
AR, 54 HAR B A8 59, 0 1k 3 4 1l AR 4l ) 3 ]
RO R OC I R T, TR T4 i RS R ) &
1 SFT/RLHF X 55 i 155 78 38 A 1] 5 16 754 & 2 02 &
TR X 55 AR ChatGLM-6B i L T2 8k K
A GLM-130B. # F LLaMA A9 Vicuna 5 LLaMA-30B
A B AR 3) AN (] 6T 55 4ok i) 5 780 %o F 3 7 5 i
JEE A — 7 B0 S R ) T LA R, AR I X6 S R
M StableLM % GPT-4, & 25 i [a] F 5& P Al 283X 2 A4~
AR, AR T A A R AR PR 3 AR R
fIX F & X 5719 LLaMA. Ji H & Bard F1 GPT-4, H #¢
HIE 2 AR IS T A B 9 5 43 332 B G
AT 558 2.1 5 08 0y RUR: B3 AH G, 481 405G PR XF
N BEME A, 27X I D L. R B, a3 A A RE A AR
— 5 WY BE S ] . SCAE L A2 BRI AR Ak T AR 1k 1) £ 0T
PR SCHE. BN, 2 3 — LAl SR I < %% ) DL —Fp
fe i ) AR I R, W R

1.0
B LLaMA-30B T StableLM-13B
09| B LLaMA-65B [ Sparkdesk
: =3 GLM-130B @ Bard-340B
0 ChatGLM-6B EEE ChatGPT-175B
0.8 = [ Vicuna-13B s GPT-4

<
2

TEAESEA, 0] 15 5
[=1
[=)}

531 B GBS

TE LA

Fig. 1 Evaluation results of mainstream big models on moral foundation questionnaire
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A, 0 o ) S S . A X — Sk 5 R
2R Y 25 E RS G 0 A, 5 0 L AR SRS
SR OC. PRIH, BRI KA B 55 4 (BRCR 5i ) 3 £
HfE. 4)TEBCALILGN RE ) iR B —E LS, X 55 ik
18 P e X I FEAN (1 A7 SRR B R E AR AT LR
#|, ChatGPT-175B £ 5 4k & I i 7% & F2 £ 5 Bard-
340B AL, # & F LLaMA-13B 19 3 fiff B 54, 78
Vicuna 18 X 5528 AT StableLM-13B. 77 271 &
)2, 52 BT 0] 45 2 PF I 45 /0 iy A g A8 780 2 g ]
SRR REALIN 2R, %R 5 S5 e A — g R i, B in AT g
() 4510 1 T BEE— 20 MR A SE .

HE AT LUE ), RE A AR C SRk
HE — 5 1Y T FE AN (UL 1], (H 2 IR R AN 2K Y 1
LA 4k B 58 A X 5, MRIRAEAE XS FEAIIE . X SRR
AN 4y Ay A T L [R] B T R A T T ) A Y TE
I A B, JE R X AR TR I S A A O AT TR B Ay
Br. BRI, FRATT T B — 20 K JR B X 1 A (U %
FEAE PR Oy v T Ok K i B A B R S 7
FF 3 B Hoae ORI R
23 HAXREBENFHAENA

10 AL SRR, XF 55 J2 45 45 6 AT AL FL R 48 (1
745 NZE & K (intention) . H 45 (goal) . fh 4F (pre-
ference ) F11 i 7% ¥z ] (ethical principles)”™ . % 5% [a] i
(alignment problem) 1] 3B #] £I] 1960 4 2= il 1& 5 4K 14
1545 - 444 (Norbert Wiener) " 78 Hig e { @ sh ik 1918
TEMBAST R ) — S gk, “RATRIFHEEA
BLER 09 H A2 FATT B IE AR ZEAY, iAAAUE Xf 4R
AN . R T AL R B Ak B bR e R
SRR e, — s R N 5 T S B H AR AR
AR AL ek, B ACER B AR (proxy goals). ST, 3% A
AE 2= 72 M6 ATBE RN Ak v 10 0 51 22 0 O ), o D 5 4
A A HOR A R R R R 5 N KR & B X 5F
([l B AL g N =8 HE B ), Bl 227l >k 1 2 Jah Yo
(reward hacking) . % 1% H #r (misaligned goal) 1 £ |
iB - (power seeking) " B i — 25 F= AR5 1.1 5 Rk Y
SRS 0 L R, R R R ALRL AR 5 PR
iE HARXS 55

FERBERIE AR, X F — AN 25 8 B M, LA (E
Xt 5 R A 24k R = (2)

J M) =EpEy~roram , (2)

> Py

Hop, xRS W, y o B M 9 i v
Sy BT S Y M H. AR S R A B AR 4 E —

MEFRE, BIaTCHE | A IE L5, R AR
FR A R S LM (A AR B fh TS R A E e
1 2 38 (9 RSB P R0 A0 (DAl F) S o 1, AN
AR Bty e ks B 5K (2) B B R AE. FRATT T
PARE SCNZE 7= A ity oy, 917 08 de /M 7 i
5Ny AR O (B A T B0 22 S, BNP (ily)-
P(vi|y)l. 45 5 FA BN IE A Be, 24

E o By-roisp0 lz IPily") = P(v; |y>|] <e (3

if, F AT AR MEL 28 FI A R 2 8 %) 55 2

TE KA A B AR, MEFT M (8 %) 55 (value alignment)
1 7 ¥ FE AT 43 S MR, B A SO0 5 A =
XF 5%, X 2 A AT — 2 4l 5 /N AR
BRI EHATHEN .

1) 4 A 2% 5% (plug-in alignment) . 1 A 2% 5% 3
BIRTRTEAE R B AL 1) 2 80l H AR AR /N — 38
SrZEE BT, i S L R TE R TR S
2 ) A5y A R RS (A7 Ry, 0 H A o 0l 2 T P 4
TE BN E. Fe BOAR K (0 I ) UY | 33X — 280 /Y
T iERT 453 N

OB 304 )8 #% (parameter-efficient tuning) . 3X
— ZRAN 5 v A v TR 8 /N RS A )1
BLRY, 5 76 980 SOPR A R S R0 R A, R B T
7 7 25 B (detoxification) A U 25 B (debiasing ) 45 43
SE 10 JXUBS PEAG AT 55 . Sheng %5 A ™ 5@ 1 % B Ul 248 R
LA AS B 2 50 45§ O fih A 2% (trigger) 9 4%
B 18 T B K 3 78 (prompt) A48 i ek 20 A Y A
A8 Ak ot 1) . P i 55 T A I AW PN %% Cheng 45 ™
#£ BERT 1% th = b Al H 3 115 B 39 (information
bottleneck ) HY 4t 2 bR ALY 5 1 — 4> Uk )2 LA 25 B AN
PRSI CHAE B, DT SE BT BERT 4 th A9 SCAR ROR
(1 2% A Berg % A" 3 i 42 /% 30 4 (prompt tuning) 1
J7 KA AL 2] — 2 $2 7K 7] £ (prompt embedding) F
FoBR Z2 B2 T 2 A5 7 o i) s L. Qian 25 A FH 2
L) A 28 548 (prefix tuning) H k% T —4Hm = HTF
U A N BE N 2. Yang 25 AP A T 3 TR B
W7, 38 I T A A I GO0 O R B v 1 i g
BE IS ECL G — 1) LT R, X 2K 2 B A A
P 75 2R D XHPEREFZ WA /N | IR TF A /NSO SR,
X3 R A B LB A AR 38 R T R L A,
XF 3 AE SR B AL S BORBL I KA RN 5, 2 a1
] A TR T 0 A A5 R xE DA AR 37

@i 1 %7 1F (output rectification) . % & 51| K 451 51U
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7 of xS 4 B RO R B 5 R LS AT AT
AT RS0, T s B 42 %o A Y (1% i 14 1) = % 93 A1 2
175 Ak B4 ok, LA BD AR B (plug-and-play) (4 77 =X i
TR 1, LA 7= A N 25 1) J8 ¥ . Dathathri 55 ™ F]
FHE Ve oy S A 4 B0 B2 {5 5, 1 38 0 o 75 B AU Ao 114
() 1] o 7R SEAT A8 e, LA S BN AR SO AR B kL
A R PR N A AL Yang %5 ™ 78 Dathathri %5
N TAERY RN 1, 425 7 % ) e 2R i & e, A A
DU S A2 42 P (x| ¢, ) o< P(alx, ¢)P (x| ) CH: v e Sy i 3 1)
PEOR, XN HE BSOS, ook 45 5 1 R k) T R AR A
A B SCAS AR 6 AT RO R A LA S BRI . R T
HE— 25 3hE G %] IR 1 4> 2 48 P (@l o Il 25, Liu 58 A™
FT Schick 45 A" I3 T J& 1 14 2% 11 2B U B P (xl @)
B e As, JP RN R S50 T AR R R 22 57 A
SIS W B AR S R T A B E (R ED . BE A,
Liang %5 A" 58 i Il - 15 58] 7 5 & #1552 /9 % 25 1)
(nullspace) , Ff 38 &2 1 75 B R 5 i 1a] 9% 25 A1 HE 52 1)
J5 3 A B | O S AR AE AH O 19 DL {5 L. Chen
N A Oy AR p 2 e GO F B T A S
S SC Y 18] & 07 [ JF AT IO, DL TR SR B A
() 2B BCAT: 55 v T 53 P i) R G B D 1. 3 28 s D 4
BUFH, Jo5% X K S8 T I 25 B AT Ay, o
PG A T 24 R R A B R 2 58 4 BB G i KR AL
SRMT, 3K T X FFRCR B 55 H s W BRI B AE T
AT 55 b 1 P 8 s A K i

@ . F 3¢ % 2] (in content learning) . %y H %7 1F )
J7 X AT BB XA A i AR 22 ) B Y S5 A 1 R R R Bl
AT AR K b 52 ) LA B ) Pk BB 25 B H A 28 4 48
A0 ) KA B A I 2R B Be s 2 8] 1 R B 1Y
AP IFHER T —ENEREAR/DEAE] | HE
AR IS R SRR ), W A AR A DR A
(instruction)/ 7% ¥i ( demonstration ) i 77 2 24 5 K Hd
(977 A . Ganguli 25 N7 % B0 B 276 35 2 AR R Thom A
Xof KA A AN 29 TR B 38 ), 81 40 < 3 i DR R B [l 250 R
IS IERY, AT 2R D47, B RS R BEAE — o R
b B AR AR G Y 45 4 TR Fan e 20 MR BN 4R
SR FNE. WA, TR TR b, M EX SRR S
AR 5 A 0 1) 26 850 1E AH G Saunders 458 A U] 4
By RAERL R ERBE Ty, iR BR[O 4 X A 1) A=
A ] 28 AT B 3R 1L ) (self-critiquing) , K46 H &
IR T 0] [ 225 R AT AR B 2, DS H B0 5F . X
HJ7 R T AR B B i 38 RN 1 B8 07 SN 5
H T B A BT AT 28, R 08 B R AR B b IR BR A Al
(R FEAS BB 7, 2 %o B G B R R T R S A M T X 5 Y

— PP R L SR, K 28 T VA R K b AR T
FEHUA B 0 RE 71 9 52 IR T 48 2 SOR B BCR RICR , A
S IR RN B SRR R gLk i

2) 1 8 LX) 55 (fine-tuning based alignment) . 5 [&
) 4 A 2O0F 5 09 Bl R, B RO R BRI AT
FVECHE TE 8, B X 55 208 45 HLRE e R 2 b 3k 4 %o
R 5 B [N A RS R Sy it A5 AR 1) Y
T, &t — WROE AR ] DL T 2 Rl 55 i
S, ROREEF T30 A9 P e H i /4 5 6 ml LA
G3ON 2 R4k, B4 W B f90H (supervised fine-tuning,
SFT) FI 5L T A\ 28 510 19 3 Ak 2% 2] 73 (reinforcement
learning from human feedback, RLHF).

D4 W8 0 (SFT). S AKX FF 2681, H 1
SFT J7 12 45 B 9 ) B AR R < 100 XU YAl 48 B . Lu 5
VR T A X I — e P S ) ML (3] 2 B D £
PR (RS SR ARL A 5080 A O 1 A 7, LA s/ S|
SRBE v S5 R E A ) DG B A o B D L, 2
PR 5 S8 AR 1S T (counterfactual data augmen-
tation ). Gehman %5 A" H A5 Y #6500 #4) 5 (14 G 25 114
B O LR BRI FE PR 78 RBLRI RS AR, A E AL
AR E 22k, Wk T e . AR R4
T R T eI 2 gy I, WA B R N TR 1 Y
T AN TR (EL 0 Chi A, ) B8 X, A 1) 9 (end-
to-end) 1Y 7 s EAT 45 A 3. Wang 45 N - T —
v 8 Bl A8 8 45 A BUIE 19 07 2, T RECEY 8 3l A= il
CF84, f A, s ) BUdie , JF 15X 26 50808 740k GPT-3.
Sun & N7 HE— AR BTN S0 ST 0y ik, gt —
N T8RS Y ) ok 2 OB A, A= A B E
(helpful and harmless) [ N %5 D S 1 B AY . Liu 45 ™
DU S0P B o R s LA T A5 A0 1B 14 TE 491 RO 7F
A E R ], DL LR b ) B SR A 2 )
FUT AR N 25 2Z TR A Y 22 5. SFT 3X — 3 X St
fa 5, N ZRieoE B S b, SR, HARTE 2 kit
BIXF A UL 3k 9 P i Az AP 22, TR I 3 R A0
A RS A AR B0 1 SR S T B

@3 F A JE B i v 5 Ak 2 2 f40 (RLHF) . H HiF
F 0 R B RN B SR OSFT, 1 S DA R Ak o )
(reinforcement learning, RL) A 7 20347 6308 . Hovp, &%
HARF 19 & Ouyang % A" (19 TAE. iZ ikt 34
W B2 A BB 1, N A 36 A5 A 0 (8 0 A A 2
i, LA SFT 9 77 20 KA AL B Bt 2, W B 4 36 A )
Jox 2 1 1l A2 s OF N CHERE T HEF BoE Ik — 4>
PP 5345 7Y (reward model) , SLFR A ffi 4 A5 75 (preference
model) , YIZH JAH loss
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1
loss(0) = _EE(,‘(,)"‘,)’)*‘D [logG(ra (x, y) =ry(x, y))] , (4
K

Horpr, rg VP4 AL, 0 R RE I SR BB S48, o2 AR
A, y R g L Ty AR B H bR
BB 3, R HTZVE A 88, Ui Ak 2% > 19 O =X i
P RBAL, /MU R AH loss:
PO ]
P (O/1x)
YE..p [logPt (v)], (5)

Hhwly RL W B8 2250, PR RL G0 B BL Y
RS, PR B 1 v SET Sl 78, DJ2 Pl il 255K
AR, By ¥ 28 % 05 A IV o s AL AR
BRI, AR 1z A 22 R0 4SS R g TR A, {H
SEVNGRE I8, 5 2 v ot i 19 N A T s, X
S BRI AT e

R TP B ) B, Bai S5 AU IR T —FhAE LR
AR (0 T3k, g Jol 32 AR i ASE U FF 43A5E AR
AR TR RE R RSP TE. Sy T X 2R
T T 0 2t B A A, Kim S5 N it i R A AR A
JIG R A B R N R P o A7 . Bai % N R T %K
1% Al(constitutional AI), ¥4 SFT B Bt Fl13¥ 53 2% Il £ By
B iy B N TG 36 1 5046 85 42 Saunders 45 AP
() FR A ) Ty 3 A i B Ve R R A T R 4
% AI(chain-of-thought, CoT) 773" 5| A Bl k1 72
Hr. Yuan A" T — Rtk (1 R0 HE R X 5O
% (rank responses to align with human feedback), M\ A~
)R | NS B | o I 2 A A S5 OAS [] 5 40 5 R R
5 R I o HE R RGN 2R, LU — B4 Tt
XF AR A& GE ) RLHF 7 I 7E 80 FEh T— i
AN RY 43 A R — A B B B AR 23 A 2Z 8] Y 35 )
KL #{ J¥ (reverse KL-divergence), Go 25 A "™ ) it —
B HY R FHUE (f -divergence) 7 45 — T RLHF,
GDC. DPG % & K55, N T Iz AL rEAR L&
P25 45 n) B, Liu 88 A" 76 4% 55 (1 LT 43 B8 Sy 3
fith 59 77 1 (40 RLHF) 2 L=, G087 P £ 1 e g A
T ANEAL E. Liu S A& T — A KRR
PR R AR 2%, IR LR A b B R 32 B R4S
Wi, 2E R E AT M DL TG EN A, I i itk
2 ) Mg A A A
24 KIERFFFE T #H—TITE

HH 2.3 715 i 3R B0 55 7 B 1Y e D R L2, B X
ATREARY, o H o I 25 R A 1 %of 5% 8 28 DA 480 114
TH B3R o XU 328 A0 1) 45 B )32 1 A B0 55 18 4k 48
T, B8 B 6 5% 07k () dnnei A XXF 5% ) B9 %) 5% H br

loss(w) ==E, y)-pr- {r o (x,y)—Blog

i TR, JOF ok B N 2 IS A TR DA
RLHF J 83 /9 2% T 48 2 FL i 4 19 X 55 A i 201X
ST B E S A, B A 5 T R 4R A
(instruction) . 2 [&l (intention) . H 5 (goal) . A ZS 1 I
(human preference) . i 7 /i W] (ethical principle) % £
Fofr A F o F AR — ol T 2 AR b A ] T 5% — 18] O T8
g 5 =N i D= (T R S R I ) R NG 2
Xof 35 [) A8, 3 52 B AS SC T AR S 1 18 1R AN (B /Y X 5
(ethical value alignment) , FAIT75 [B1 28 3 A~ 7F KA XF
Fr o UL LA R RS A 1)

1) X} 55 19 H 5 J2 f+ 4 (What to be aligned). X 5%
H s (RIFRATTIE R B AR S (8 ) AT L4 432k 24~ 2851,
o) 48 4 BEAE Lk ATEAE ] P 4678 ) o = B A% G
AL PR N RIS E F R ED | w2 Gk ALY
RETH A2 S0 P e 4 AT ) . BARSE I Rk AT 58 BT
WE R . fEAERE T Gk AT 1T RERE F P F £5
KAEBIAT ) | EEMA A (L ALSEAT At ST
RE HEAT A AT R ) 20 R [R) 3E 5F H AR T 28 A0
s A AR R, 6 P R 2 ok 1 )5 SRl A T 22
S, TEFEAT X 55 R A0 56 7% X — 0] L.

2) % FF A& A4 (What is alignment) . ¥ 57 B
ANF 8 SRR, e R ¥ S my 05 v DL Sl ok
() 5% i A BT 22 5. 2 1 Deepmind f% Kenton %5 A"
W Fo 4l ok 44> 28 51 - D AT 4 XF 55 (behavior align-
ment), B3k AL AT RAFA AR B bR, B0
XF 5% 7 B () Gn A o 0 OE D R T 2. @ & B ) S
(intent alignment), R il AT17 075 )5 09 B B 5 & A%
EIEM HAR, 24 F LA RLHF G307k nl A R #8455
)8 T X — 2 5. @ i 5 % 5% (incentive alignment),
B ATL (9050 B bRt 75 22 5 A8 09 80 H bR Xt 5%, L
Bij 1k AT A B8 — > f 5 0 ) 2 LR AL 8 3T 49 B ]
RELE “FT 4 B3] 73X — 47 A0 B B R 4T 45 173X —
B B0 5. AR T I — OO E A R,
TS AU AT G 25 L4 I W 475 s s 1] %) A0k >k 52
PR (I B R 3 U 2 4 ) 9 491 5 ) . (@ P9 FE X 5%
(inner alignment), >4 AT A% B3I 25 i £ 5l H 45 (base-
objective), fil 4n SC A< 43 25 B HE B 2, A1 & I H AR
(mesa-objective), Bl AT #5712 5] | fY F- L £ 4% (short-
cut) FRAiE A —BUEE, 3R e A H A5 /28 51 19 %t 55458 T8
2SI, A N TE T 5 RE R AL 1 A i R R
PEVEAR 242 T

3) % 5% B #E U 2 fF 4 (What is value principle) . A~
B FATT L W] BT 5 B bR, #R T E LA B AR
BB SCoflan, 45 4 8 G rf ok s 4 4 J2 7 2 AL
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SR 7 BTG b, WP LE o ) (7 4n 1.2 5 rh T
G 1)) 5 L0 5 0 7 R 5 5 IR AR AE ALY
17 (tyranny of the crowdworker) " [a] 552, BJJ %} 55 i
W) By . SRR SHI A 3 5 BSUb 3 R %) i o 3 T %
5 . X AT AR RN 55 0 i & (B WL 5 1L 203 A A
() 4 5 (B, s = A6 SC Ak, Bl L 1 48 5 TN
TR Z R, B 2K T B0 A B B A KU
5EE.

FEXT 1k 3 AN Ta) i, FRATT LA 3 Y 18 FE AN {8 D X
FF B bR, % 850 5 5 BN 5551 m B & 5F i, 8%
fm] il € —E B AT EEEMEN S — ALIE
TEMENIHESE.

2.5 KREREEMERI TS S

MHTSCRI A R 0T & A8 X R B Y X 5%
9T Zead T 30AE B & 8 3 HLN 30 A R e AU 11 o
A 1) 36 B (B X 5% A . SR, 4 2.3 A1 2.4 7
i, 3 AR 6 55 AR I A 2 X 43 i [l 24 X 5%
1) H AR o X555 89 2 SRR S 08 5 3 A [R) LA B
TR R Z 18, M ARAATE R T — B ALIE
LAY (I HE B R S 30 181 6] 5% B T EL A Bk R A X 5%
() A Al [a] R 3 3 A~ [R) 8, BLIE 23 AL 5 283
T T AR A R X SE, S — A R A B A A R )
R AR TR 1 T TS T R A SO JHG T I 7 8 4 Bk o
FANZEE, WA 2 s,

1) 18 78 4 B W 1 48 4k M (variability of ethical
values) . 18 72 4 {6 WL A 72 5 A5 1Y, T 2 23 Bl & I )
B AN 7 R R T Y I &/ Vo 3
HARRIAE 3 A7 1

O[] 1 78 fb 1. 7R 25 & R I AN R B B, A3
%) 1 8 2L SRR AN S AR ] 91 4n, 78 20 22 Fn 21
TH 28 A e %) ol e /v J31) - 45 1 0 00 A s A RO

R A it
1 511 Tt 5
B B
\ R
MIE S o BEOLES seseomnm
BLTE g Hcr
of S 1]
iy 3 20

XL

AAFTE.

Q1 St SCHE. R A Y SCAE L 2 RS 40T fig
XoF T T AT 5 W Ry A T) A L foge e ™ R R
E Y5 T AT RN A A AT e AW S 5T Al e iE
SE AR,

QIETE N Z otk % 8B S At & 1) Z R,
T[] — I 18] A1 35 58 o 2 A 38 00 22 Fh 18 78 1
H e 2Z 18] W] g AR B oj 28, 77 AE T8 18 TR 5% (ethical
dilemma).

TEXHN R Z T, & X —A38 B A E R E
T A Lk AR 3R 1 8 A M SR R R AR Y 1Y)
XT3 07 vk B A v FE R AT B R M. 6 5 O vA R B AT
FR S M b 2 > FIIE N, DA o A B e T A A (0L
AR AL 5 22 S R I AN BE A7 ERL K — A [ E Y E
THHE A i A BN rhy ) 7 R 22 LR A R 6% 2 ) O
fiff 25 25 A B 1 FEOUL 2, O BB AE AN R A1 B2 b R T
I, LAIE N 3= 5 224 B T 1 o D) R H 37 55 Gk
— V5 S 2 AT T R 1) KA AR B () B A fig
LR ARt LA - 4 3 AT S 0 3 PR RN 5 11) X 5F AL
TRz A BER X 5% 7 ¥ AN B TR FF 2 1Y I8 TR AN
HEEH, ©FZZ RSO, s, ST
EEANAE, TFAEAS TR A 05 D0 T 7 ) b 32 7 6 26 1 ).
Tar e I 52 B AR R HLH, 75 2 IR A HL 5T

2)%F 35 7 s WA %1 (alignment efficacy) . 1 {A]
S PG ) 1A TR S AR, BV AT e 2 (3)
sl A JE — > MR i D B PR AR RS T LA Ok, BT
RLHF (Y%} 5% 77 2 UAs 1 8 1Y 808 O B Ak i
2o MCHE AR A (B T ATBE TR B (Y BEAL M | 15 7
YHE DU BSORT PE © TF A B R 1Y) 7 55 R D I R B e 1Y
JoT i AR S R, Y TR AR SRR E S AR A BN
T EARHEATS AR 2 L. A 3%, I Y RLHF X 5

AR
.
Helf
fitn
[EE e PRI
TH I I
EEN

Fig. 2 Difficulties and challenges of ethical value alignment
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FECEYHERIE Rk 2 KR A FEIT IR
5y J 32 % BT A 51 45 (Jailbreak ) ™

3) I Z 0 £ 5 JF 5 7] #41 (data and training cost).
KA AY [ YN 2 RO Ak R I a0 B HE T B
Y, DL Ke— BT A5 o 0 N TR T Y R 1 AR e
JHF RLHF fif ™ . R4 38 43 7 v SR AR Y A= B 1
B B G TN AR R R B
XT3 A 55 . T T8 T o DAY O R 08 T Al
A7 A8 i AN 28 1) A - 1 R) i, EL T Y 7 i
1E B TR AR 0] 1 A SRR IR &R, X AT RE 3 3K
TH X6 55 50 B B A ) (bias ) 417 ok i — 25 0 XU .
WAL, B i e 1 B s A s n) A, R AL 1Y 3|
I B IR ELR. BB o3 WF 98 AR e S BE & 1 Y 1Y
1K, 48 4 1 9 (instruction fine-tuning) 19 UK 25 & i
BN

4) TE 5 ¥ B9 A AU (evaluation efficacy) . 4 fi]
A ROV B AL Y T X S RSOR AR — R YR
X 55 PERE I PEAN R 2 B AR T D BB 40 KU F8 A, T A:
PN 25 00 B M L BE X R E R 0 e DL L X 4R R ey
0 5 e 27O G TR 1 N2 A T A Y
o IO o DT KA 4 DA K U T S R 0 B Bk
RUEER

5)%F 5% B9 7] f#% B 7k (interpretability of alignment) .
TR R FE X 55 A IE MR AL T, AT AR
% ik o R0 R A A TR B T T T U 5 o A A R 491 4
SRy AR A5 HY B i A S R — TR R I 7 B R R A
o B T ] i A U] 2 AR R B Y 2 O B
VAT figp B 1 Ay TR TR ) T ], IS X S A5 AR
AALEEAE BAR T BT 55 b R 3 O B, 7R S

TEAEIRAR RE 7

P (v; M)=E, [P (VK| M)]

@ 7y (%, y)=P (v[y)

B (v; MO[P (vI¥)]

JFL A, T 8 o ) o, 5 2 DA P B T B AR 1 O AR
AR IR SCHE, USRI P AR AT B mT A R
HAE AR Y B S A, D) K 28 5 7€ il 16 (customized)
IO A JF VR ABE AR 1 TN 2. OpenAL W X 5% 4o #2 1Y
a] i R ML Rk dR KB IF R ) R 2 — P

6) Xt 55 Bl (alignment taxes) [i] f7. £8 3 XF 55 A9 K
BRI A FA BRI R 7, (0 R 5 AR ) R
R TR o A XoF 5 AR R T 5 0T O e S BT X
FEROR 5 T iV R Y A ()8 BRI o AR WK,
FERSOAT 55 R e P X FPBLAY & F/ NS B X S
2 X 55 BE X AT 55 P B AT SR 1E TH 1Y 52 R, BR R 170 5
Fi (negative alignment tax) "™ SR, 33 4[] BU7E 18 411
{ELR 55 b BLA fa) A S5 v AN BH . DA, FRATT A A B
% S AE AT I8 BT 55 0 1] B ORIE RS TR ) R TR 55
PERE, Q0 R . AE R S5 S5 A0 AT A I T X S AT
FSHEREZ BB — A R Hen — P EER
Pk

7) A P A Wi 4 (scalable oversight) ] 31, ] 4™ Ji
PR WA R AR Y AL B TR 45 8 AE 55 LA M i A
JEHF, Qo R AT A R0 W R g % T
E ALB R AR5 Ok B e A K, XA RL AT Ry 2
A A O 1A ) T LM A oK B Pk M
GPT-4 TE8 73 Ll A2 AR PE B i R 3 2l A
FOP- KPR T L R Ok, ORI X AR A
(B A FR A BT 5 A 152 B8 ) AT BB K B L T R
LR AEXMIE O T Wik AL RGeAT 5 AR
UIRERUINSTER PV I E3 ey s IR RSES € L S <]
W5 ) .

EEHIERE S PEREAERFRE ]

He T B R S AP TER AR (0 57

FEL T 1) S F o D0 4 3
arg max P, (V|x, v, Vs, .oy Vg M)

PoEfLEE PoRPEME . H

/ ELE L 2 5
P &oetE P IR

PN

V'= arg max Eer @, -rop 1) [Phuman(Vs 1))
.

@ A

n AT

Fig.3 The conceptual framework of equilibrium alignment
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3 FEXF —FFHEEMNERYFERX
RE

AR TR (14 4 35N T FE AN (X 55 R T — A
25 2 U0 3R B O 5 ) RS RN (H BB A 26
L35 B (helpfulness) , W5 £ £ JC F (harmlessness)
A 2 (honest) , BV AT I A 3H b v U 59 4R AR 05 32
R TS B 5 A TE B X 5% IR A A Bk
AT X — R A R AR B A (U XS SR AT TR,
Pk 22 A 15 %57 55 (equilibrium alignment) . F A7 M 3 4>
ARSI RE S HESE, anf&l 3 s, B RR AL
TE 6 S 04 BE R 4R B ORI SRR Y O 2 DA K
T X R i B STl S B 0 5 O kL O R
TEA X SRR EE ) 2 VR 4R L IE AR AR £
Fofr b JBT LA K R 1] b D TR R B L] X SRR
WUAS B0 1 A A BEAZHE 2R RE Sy X — O ] A 5T
RIS B R I — L5 A R 25 R
30 KERBENFHESELE

YA R S HE SR T 5 7 AN AR PEAG X 5 IS AR .
FATH LN 55 5 0y R BERILE 4 /N2 1H 19 g /) (capa-
bility ) 3 5 T FH 8 5% 5% 07 12 0 A Aok . BT
FAT BT S5 ) R BRI 4 A% YR B TR
fi# B8 71 (comprehension capability) . & 1% 2 7 fig
(diagnosis capability) . & & % 1F 68 JJ (rectification
capability) F1 P B8 4k +F i€ 71 (performance capability).
X 4 A4 B 3R] B X6 S O R AR R A A ]
.

DIETEMERE ). Al RS 1E 2 KR E gt 3l
fife NS T & 0% T8 00 A& RS B AL IN) . AT 22 g
F T i, B A AN R SO A AL 2 S NI TR
M EEAM S, FlnAIE ., AF, &, FE%, IF
DL v 0 VA B 23 0 DB 2 8 T N AT R R S AT it
BT XS HE N A TAERM, R&EXFrT12
SR GPT-3 55 AU 7E ] AL 1) T 12 18 5 1] W Hh Zero-
shot VB LA 60.2%, JEAK T 28 43 451 sl i s S 14
A 77442808 T5-Large #5 A1 | (4 7 P fi X
SEHh G HE A, AL T B B A X S ME S A0 for 7E HL A
PN T IR s AR, A H A& g8
T AU, TR A BB R A 3R A R SR s R ) HE
(1%) TE T PN T, PR EL S TS B (EDUE. e i — 25 R T
TRABE TR AE TF 08 A 35 v %) ik 52 18 PR M S 1Y) L A e
S 1 RIS Y ) .

2) B fEZ Wi RE ). KRR AE T R BAR S B , fig
fig TR HG T A A A T () RN e, I A 3
W 9 B 7. X AN AL HE X 45 i sl B g O AR
TE P ) 0 ) R 0 0 A B, B A R AT BE Y i ok T R
B4R RPEAS . B, 2 AT 7E AL B LA ) BB, R
fEEZ TR REMIAT 8N 7 &, R4 B 75 Z Re AR 45 &
AR TR DU O VP Ak 3 26 7 58, DA Al S i A 5 1 7
Y BERE. Y 1H G 22 o0 A0 1B TR AN s 22 B, I8 N X BE S
JEH Y g M, JF 4R IR P 8y R R g5 A
. ANLEE SR AR AL X 55 o B h AR AT M2 ) S Y
HEUEN, AT EBA AR B AE T, 26—
B2 =, AR S I 30 50 1 A 04 28 1 XU

3)EEFFIERE S . KRB BIAE U A ek B &
f14) 18 T 7] R v 98 05, RE 8 K I 2] TE A DR (48 A 3K
AEMLE 4R T N s EE), AR S AT, 5
HREUE g e 7 22, i P AR AR N i A B A T
REJT. AL — H bR, KA S & 2 gy B 3
6NV B ) RS RE T, REAE AR AT A 1B TE L
AT R PRI, HRE S 45 52 I A RCH AT P i R A
WA TAERWY], RBAIE3EZ P 48 2 s E 0 iy
B TRAACHREE, B& &M 9z Ak
A IERE T AR B BIE ST R B A T ] 3 — 2
X—RES IR P 5 3 T B s 2 IE i o 330
HEL.

4) PERE4ERT BE /). KB BUAE 2% Fi AT 55 R B
(S AR TE R 1K (g b S N [ N (N RV TS
Al R G20 Dy BePE FIRSCR R 32 303, AN L7 £ /oy 1 7
T T 199 3ok 2 v G A R B AS 1 M BB ef i — 25 AR
XFFERE, R IZ 3 5O 55 b S AR X S5
B, S 18 FEAN(E R 55 F — 25 5 1) 52 Ak 1 G SR X

TE ik 4 A2 FE b, PPARASE AL (Y 18 18 2 i fig ) mT
D) DI A 28 2 5 R T R L e AR Ah 5 i A M S R
1% 52, PEAR LAY 1Y 18 1212 W g 01 Rl DL G AL A TH
Xof O 2 T R e 3R [n) U, 2 5 R 8 A8 A7 A N 2RI
TEAS bR E A e 1R 3X 2 A4 B A PEAL 25 3 v DL B 4%
RS Y R A ST R A A R ) T A X SEL A
o 455 T S 75 e 08 S 0O B 2 R R YOS BB AR R
(avoid doing evil) F|IE Y H T By “ F 3473 " (intend to
do good) B ¥% 75, fE A R 5 %) 55 5 i A 2 b itk
b, 18 78 IR i 5e 77 B SR AR R % 3T A A0 A B G T AR
SHEBE, 5 B BE 7 i R G o] 3L A O 0 3k 4k
TH TR A& T I 7 E B8 7 ) R AR AL BE 48 7E K I
BRI HEAT B RO R, BRI AL RE T A R H: 4y
RIMIFL IERE R 3K 2 e BE 0 PEAG T LLAS B 3% 1] 2
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fiFf A TR P ) DT RN AT A A D R, DA e T R
. M BB 4k FF BE ) ) B XS X SRR K. ik 4
A FE LR A B T — AT Z A R I kL A e
TEIX 4 A4 JE WRUAS B0 1 14, 283 X6 55 I B BN
AN i S figp 3 A 0], 7T L BB TE B A T 1A R A [R] B
A4 Pk Re A RrE, BEHS B N 28 58 L A 2 R I AT
%, MAEEENH)Z L AT 65—,
32 IBEERENFHBINITFN G E

T VEAS X 5 R RCR 80 LA RLHF 1Y 7 B 1T
XF 5, FRATT T L S — 5 A ) AR A, B (3)
P vily), DA AR B N 45 v 02 AT B 46 1 B 1
P fBv,. [RIEE, 3 — 55 78 o, w] DUAE Sk 5 b 2 > X6 5% 7
2 B VE 2 eR A Bllrg (x, y) = P (vily). )0 45 AL 75 2L
B4 stk

1) Pr: {Z AL (generality) . 1 5 45 21 15 2 5 4% 4]
ST 2 ¥ i (open-domain) 143 455 #h (OOD) ) N %5
YR AT B I3 B} %) (testing-time ) %) 38 2241y {8 3%
& (ethical value statement) v;. 3X B2 3R ) Fij 455 0 HL 4% 45
B YR SRy iz Ak

2) Py B 841 (timeliness) . 4] ) A% 7Y 75 L B8 4% 7
S 50T R R LA 5 NS I AR Z TR B AF S
R HE AT ) W 3 SR AR AL A I ok B2 rh e X A R
W A8 AT T B B AN 2% 2 B 28— 2 = il Il
RBE AU T R R R, I 2 5 B Y AR A
T 2 L2 RE 0% ) W 1E SCRE S M (B 1Y BE 0. B Y
S5 B AT DA SR AT /b 7 3 5 0 R O e il 2 (2
LG/ T 19%) B SR AT 8 ek, (BN I At HT R
BSOS A TR 2 B A I /A

3) Ps: 2 G 1 (pluralism) . 3] 1) 4% Y 75 22 RE 0% 4K
PR 5t SOOI L 275 S A7 AN [R] 04 4] B, 5
1) B &5 A (] 40 W B H X 7 14 37 . > [R] — B[]
T e T T A7 A p 5%, B AL N KRR O R
SE, A5 TC B ke, DI 275 HE A [] A 0 B /328 45 B HC et
N ) T A 4l

4) Py: W] fif B M (interpretability ) . ] 5l 45 8 A AU
T BLARK A PR HEA T 0 BT, 30 o A AR £ S DB 114 it R
D — S B X 1 A D) 3 T A A

T FR 3K 4 a5 JBT A AR A e AR D T A A8 T
0 (5) 9 RLHF 5% 55 5 ik, 51 AR 4T 18 78X 55
[F) S, 56 7 A 0 i ASE 78, T L T 6 5% 3502 A T
TR (3) B X 50 R . X R 10 ) ) 455 TR e A R R
PR AR X 55 [0 70 %) 3 (B 08 1Y) A8 AP L X 5%
(AT i PR RN AT B R W 3 kAR B — 2, FRATD
PN 2 A4 7 BN R 55 I B AR AT PR

1) 3 7% ) Wi (moral judgement) . & 72 ] W 2 BF 0
Xt 57 S (10 70 g A5 L T G ) T A R 0 AT RE T
SE SLA K T 1 5L 14 43 A SR POe M), TS 55 T 174 A5
R R IZ 2 2] 2 xRV (v I K 6 50 A PO, xs M), 45 5¢
FEXF I, KA A B [ RE Bl 40 ok 78 8 AR A 1Y
AR

PGM = [ PO, Mdx =By [POIE ML (6)

BRI o 0 R ASE AR A B 4R Ay S i 5 14 fE T ok
A5 e AT R 1 X S AR

2)iE 847 4 (moral action) . B J 51l =8 #F- I &b, 3%
ATV R B2 0 43 2 45 PP ASE 78 A il 1Y) N 2502 A
HIETENE, B

B piepty [P (V] 2)] . D)

WA TR KARALE Zero-shot [ g B 45— E Y
TE AR D RE 1 EUR A 2 RO B0 SR AR Sk A 7
Az i R P A P R U 1 A R T RE S AR
U M VEAL 2.4 75 PR AT IR SEROR, (HIFARREA
Y R T S TR RN 5

R 2 BRI 2E A 4y o0 3.1 5 Hh T AR Y 1 1R
FHLfip 8 77 I8 112 W BE O AH X R . B A B e 1 A
T Y P P SR O S — E BB AEAT M CE N ) A
A BT, Perez S5 N S B RS AU G A 1) T A 2% 7K
(sycophancy) 1Y N 4% . iX /& [H iy RLHF 1L 19 2 A 26
1 i (preference) , M1 41 RLHF Il 25 A4 AR #Y {65 ]
25 Y N ZEPEIN 2 O 4 1 ml 52 PR b, 7 T i R 3 [/
TP, BRI 4 A C B IR AR 4
“PREA R ABAEE AR S AT E AR L AT
BF, A AT S I RN, X 5 A - s i )
BRI G AT ME” — U ISl HA R B AT X 2 5 T Y
PN, R By AR AU SR A5 B 8 A I A7 o 5 SCAS Y
TV, JF 25 A0 L PR AT 2l b )2 15 BB 6 PUAT 1k Se bR 7,
XA FF N, HAT A —, A Ae 58 AT Z5CE FEPF 0, M
S A B 4K 4 . AE B TP AR BE 1 S 2 WiRE ) B
Gt — 55 VA7 2 SN TR IE B8 ) i A, R O
X5 HEZR A% 0 2 —.
33 ETPRERBFEEERHNNFFIE

KT B FERLIE I WL, 0 DA AA7E 2 ROl a5
—J& B R Ia] I (bottom-up) A9 #L W], BIIA Ay 38 78 J& A
Fat o 5AEYTE RAEREE R T meRs"", o
DL MHE AR TE A [R] 38 FEAR 55T % 40 W7 o (A 300 o Y 3 [
PTG A U 55 —Fh s 2 [ TR (up-down)
RO, BN A A7 7E — 2230 5 00 i) 61 45 38 7 v U] 52
FEER 2 PO A A9 3X — IR LA 1.2 795 o BT 3 R A Y
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7 A SR, BRI Sy 28 78 o 0 AT DL o — R A Y
A WA BB ST AL Al R R AR A
f AL BE ) T 2 X A 28 il 7 14 ik 52 1 18 0 U 0 A7 %
J3E B AT, DRI I 001 T % R O A s A
Tt T2 HIF KR Y A5 iR 1Y) 4 4 R A SR R g
SR NESES I POE WS TR

B N N O (2 B - S I N T T 7
(reflective equilibrium) #F 17 % 5 895 A & 1. % i
2958 - 2 K i (John Rawls) £ 1, 5 78— s J5 0] Ak
S I T I A W 22 () A B R gk ) P A B — SOy it
RN Oy, RS S T A T R By B s
JEG I — ALEAEAEN], Blvi, vy, oo, vi. 3X SRVFIBE A D
FATHE 1.2 795 0 i 38 3 T8 AR A (X 5, O DA 2
(AR S AL A% AN =& a9 AR A T 0, BP0 1k
POlx, vi, =, vis MYIX — BRI A 55— J7 T, R
CINDNGS SR S a1 € k=S N SR
I W b i LRI RE S, IR LU B0 78 5% 0 45 38 19 B
fﬁﬁﬁ@(ﬁfﬂlﬂ, Hiv = argmax Ex~P(x),)'~P(y|x;M) [Pruman (VIX, Y)].
SRR o 2% 30 75 0 0 U 90 M 9 .45 T A S VPR
AR T3 2 (0 SC Ak | A2 RIS SEEAT R A%, 2% S R
P A 37 50N 1 22 0. TRl sE, [ 9T 04 7 ) e il ok
SCR]LLAE i A2 o P e R A AE B S O WL
.

3 AL [F] TR R R R ) b, AT A AR R AR
I A [F] G 2 25 110 v D) )y 285 9 %, DA 52 B A 2 T 19 T
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