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INFO ARTIKEL ABSTRAK
Entered This research analyzes the role of artificial intelligence (Al) in
January 30, 2025 multilateral diplomacy, with a focus on improving the efficiency
Revised and effectiveness of international negotiations. Applying a
March 22, 2025 qualitative approach through literature research methods, this
Accepted analysis collects and synthesizes relevant literature, including
April 30, 2025 books, scientific journals, and policy reports that discuss the
Published interaction between Al and diplomacy. Al has the potential to
May 27, 2025 improve real-time data analysis, sentiment tracking, as well as
predict the outcome of diplomatic scenarios, enabling diplomats
Keywords: to be more responsive to complex global challenges. However,
Artificial-Intelligence; the use of Al is also faced with ethical and security challenges,
Ethics; Multilateral- such as algorithmic bias, transparency issues, and the potential
Diplomacy; Negotiation; for a reduction in the role of humans in diplomatic decision-
Qualitative-Methods, making. Therefore, it is important to develop a regulatory

framework that ensures fair and transparent use of Al in the
context of diplomacy. The study provides recommendations to
stakeholders on the importance of human oversight and strong
governance to optimize the benefits of Al in multilateral
diplomacy, while also considering its ethical implications..

INTRODUCTION

Multilateral diplomacy plays an important role in addressing global challenges
such as climate change, peace, and international trade, but the post-World War Il system
is now considered inadequate to deal with tensions between major powers and climate
change, so adaptation is needed to manage global resources more effectively (Espinosa,
2023). Multilateral negotiations are often complex because they involve many countries,
with traditional approaches that are slow despite having global legitimacy, while more
flexible polylateral approaches, involving non-state actors such as NGOs and the private
sector, offer more innovative dynamics (Shi, 2024). The effectiveness of diplomacy in
dealing with transnational issues depends on the cooperation of various stakeholders,
although geopolitical tensions can threaten its success (Alam et al., 2024; Sheikh, 2024).
However, opportunities for technological innovation and the strategic role of private
actors in supporting sustainable development, particularly climate diplomacy, can ease
geopolitical tensions and form new coalitions (Gasimova, 2024; Right, 2024).
Technological advances, especially Al, have brought major changes in diplomacy by
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improving efficiency and accuracy, such as in real-time data analysis, sentiment tracking,
as well as the optimization of diplomatic communication and mapping of relations
between countries using big data (Bubashait, 2025; Kim, 2024; Meleouni & Efthymiou,
2023; IIBerkoBa & Kysneros, 2020). The technology also enables more inclusive and
transparent diplomacy despite the challenges associated with cybersecurity and
information warfare (Barman, 2024; Tsvetkova et al., 2022).

Al has great potential in supporting multilateral negotiations, especially in the
analysis of big data relevant to diplomatic processes. Al's ability to quickly and
accurately analyze data provides strategic value, such as developing a variety of
automated scenarios for negotiation strategies (Stanzel et al., 2022). Additionally, Al can
process real-time information, helping diplomats track geopolitical sentiment and trends
in real time, allowing for a more proactive response to emerging challenges (Bubshait,
2025). Al also functions in predicting outcomes of various diplomatic scenarios,
identifying foreign policy alternatives and their impacts (Putri et al., 2020). In this case,
Al supports decision-making by providing a system that helps diplomats make more
informed and rational decisions, despite concerns regarding bias and ethical
considerations (Filho, 2024). This technology allows diplomats to overcome human
limitations, such as rationality and emotion, in the process of international negotiation
(Putri et al., 2020).

Al has the ability to speed up the negotiation process with real-time data analysis,
sentiment tracking, as well as outcome prediction that allows diplomats to proactively
respond to geopolitical challenges (Bubshait, 2025). In addition, Al also supports digital
diplomacy through translation automation, communication optimization, as well as
helping in combating disinformation and creating a more conducive environment for
conflict resolution (Hossain et al., 2024). However, the use of Al in diplomacy is
inseparable from ethical challenges, including algorithmic bias that can exacerbate
injustices in international negotiations, as well as issues related to decision transparency
that reduce accountability in diplomatic decision-making (Osasona et al., 2024; Rezaei
et al., 2024). In addition, data privacy and security are critical issues because sensitive
data used in Al training can pose a risk of privacy breaches (Al-Kfairy et al., 2024). While
Al offers a great opportunity in improving diplomatic performance, challenges such as
the replacement of human roles and reliance on technology need to be addressed through
strong human oversight and governance to mitigate potential risks (Stoltz, 2024; Varela,
2024).

The purpose of this research is to analyze the role of artificial intelligence (Al) in
multilateral diplomacy, particularly in improving the efficiency and effectiveness of
international negotiations. This research aims to explore how Al can support the
diplomatic process through real-time data analysis, sentiment tracking, and predicting the
outcome of diplomatic scenarios, as well as facilitating more rational and informed
decision-making. In addition, this research will also identify ethical challenges and
concerns related to the use of Al in diplomacy, such as algorithmic bias, decision
transparency, trust between countries, and data privacy and security issues. Thus, the
main objective of this study is to evaluate the potential and limitations of Al in
multilateral diplomacy and provide recommendations related to governance that can
optimize the benefits of this technology in international relations.
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METHODOLOGY

This study uses a qualitative approach with the library research method
(Wildemuth, 2009; Zhang et al., 2021), where the data studied is sourced from relevant
literature, such as books, scientific journals, policy reports, and research articles that
discuss the role of artificial intelligence (Al) in multilateral diplomacy. The research
process begins with the selection of credible sources through academic databases such as
Scopus, Web of Science, and Google Scholar, with keywords such as artificial
intelligence in diplomacy, multilateral negotiationsand Al ethics in international
relations. After that, an analysis and synthesis of the literature obtained was carried out
to identify the main trends in the use of Al in diplomacy, including the benefits,
challenges, and ethical and policy implications. The data that has been collected is then
categorized based on key themes, such as the role of Al in real-time data analysis,
sentiment tracking, predictions of diplomatic scenarios, as well as challenges that include
algorithmic bias, transparency, and data security. Furthermore, a critical interpretation of
the findings was carried out by comparing various perspectives from different literature
to gain a comprehensive understanding of the topic being studied. The results of this
analysis are then compiled in the form of a systematic academic narrative, which aims to
provide an in-depth overview of how Al can be optimized in multilateral negotiations as
well as the challenges that need to be overcome in its implementation.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. The Role of Al in Improving the Efficiency of Multilateral Diplomacy

The use of Al in accelerating the international negotiation process can be seen
through several important aspects such as real-time data analysis, sentiment tracking, and
mapping relations between countries. Al enables real-time data analysis with
technologies such as machine learning and big data analytics, which can process large
amounts of data to provide negotiators with deeper and faster insights, enabling more
informed decision-making in dynamic negotiation situations (Bubshait, 2025). In
addition, Al also plays a role in sentiment tracking by analyzing emotions and public
opinion on the outcome of negotiations. For example, sentiment analysis from social
media such as Twitter can provide a real-time picture of public preferences for the
outcome of negotiations, as shown in a case study of Brexit negotiations (Georgiadou et
al., 2020). Further, an emotion-based negotiation system can improve negotiation success
by taking into account emotional factors, ultimately increasing user satisfaction (Luo et
al., 2024). Al also contributes to the mapping of relations between countries by analyzing
sentiment from news and geopolitical data, using machine learning techniques and
sentiment analysis to evaluate changes in international relations as well as predict the
impact of specific policy decisions (Shukla & Unger, 2022; Wazir, 2023). Thus, Al helps
understand the dynamics of international relations and supports more effective
negotiation strategies.

The use of artificial intelligence (Al) in international diplomacy and negotiation is
growing, offering great potential in improving the efficiency and effectiveness of
diplomatic communications and data-driven negotiation strategies. Al has shown
significant contributions to digital diplomacy by automating real-time data analysis,
sentiment tracking, and predictive analytics, allowing diplomats to assess geopolitical
trends and respond to challenges more proactively (Bubashait, 2025; Meleouni &
Efthymiou, 2023). In addition, Al supports translation automation and diplomatic
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communication optimization, as well as assisting in addressing disinformation, although
challenges related to algorithmic bias, ethics, and cybersecurity are still a concern
(Bubashait, 2025). Al also plays a role in decision-making by providing a support system
that assists International Relations practitioners and academics in understanding the
foreign policy-making process as well as negotiation strategies, where the Rational
Choice model is the basis for policy consequences analysis (Putri et al., 2020).

Although Al is able to compensate for human limitations in computing capacity and
rationality, its use raises concerns regarding the erosion of the role of humans in decision-
making and the reliability of the automated decisions that result (Cummins & Jensen,
2024; Filho, 2024). Therefore, a balanced approach is needed so that Al can be optimally
utilized while still paying attention to ethical aspects and challenges that may arise (Filho,
2024). In the future, Al has the potential to revolutionize diplomacy practices by
providing more accurate data-driven insights and enabling real-time adjustment of
negotiation strategies based on opponents’ responses. However, it is important to maintain
human oversight to address the emotional and ethical complexities of diplomacy, as well
as ensure that the application of Al in negotiations remains fair, transparent, and effective
(Filho, 2024).

2. Al's Contribution in Predictive and Diplomatic Decision Making

The use of artificial intelligence (Al) in designing negotiation scenarios and
predicting foreign policy outcomes is increasingly attracting the attention of researchers
and policymakers. Al has the ability to analyze large amounts of data quickly and
accurately, which provides significant strategic value in diplomatic negotiations. In the
design of negotiation strategies, Al can be used to automatically compile a spectrum of
scenarios, allowing diplomats to understand the other side's possible reactions before
negotiations begin. Case studies show that Al has been used to predict the behavior of
countries in UN General Assembly sessions, although there are still limitations in
replacing human intuition and experience in diplomacy (Stanzel et al., 2022). In addition,
Al can also help in simulating foreign policy decision-making, as shown in research
related to Al/IR platforms for ASEAN negotiations. This rule-model-based system is able
to identify various policy alternatives and their consequences, thus providing deeper
insights for practitioners and academics in understanding negotiation strategies and
decision-making processes (Putri et al., 2020).

In the context of predicting negotiation behavior, various approaches have been
developed to improve the accuracy of Al models. For example, segmented linear
regression (SLR) models have been used to predict the bidding patterns of opponents in
human-computer negotiations, with the ability to dynamically adjust parameters based on
opponent behavior to improve the efficiency of negotiations on online platforms (Cao et
al., 2021). In addition, a hybrid approach that combines expert knowledge with neural
networks shows advantages in predicting negotiation outcomes, even outperforming
other, more complex prediction models (Mell et al., 2021). While Al offers a wide range
of advantages in diplomatic negotiations, challenges remain, including predictive
reliability and limitations in integration with human knowledge. Therefore, more research
is needed to develop more accurate strategies and normative guidelines in the use of Al
for diplomacy (Stanzel et al., 2022). In addition, laboratory experiments show that
multilateral negotiation models can deliver different outcomes depending on the context
and scenario used, highlighting the importance of selecting the right model in
international negotiations. (Deck & Thomas, 2020).
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Artificial Intelligence (Al) plays a crucial role in helping diplomats make more
rational and informed decisions by providing real-time data analysis, sentiment tracking,
and predictive analytics, allowing diplomats to assess geopolitical trends as well as
respond proactively to emerging challenges (Bazla, 2022; Bobachait, 2025; Varela,
2024). Al facilitates big data analysis and trend predictions, assists diplomats in better
understanding and managing international crises, and supports decision-making through
computer-based decision support systems that can identify foreign policy alternatives and
their consequences (Putri et al., 2020; Bjola, 2022; Stoltz, 2024). In addition, Al also
plays a role in crisis management by providing descriptive, predictive, and prescriptive
analysis that provides strategic insights to respond to emergency situations more
effectively (Bjola, 2022; Holmes & Wheeler, 2024). However, the use of Al in diplomacy
also poses challenges, especially related to algorithmic bias, cybersecurity, and the
potential for a reduction in the role of humans in decision-making (Bubashait, 2025;
Stoltz, 2024; Holmes & Wheeler, 2024). Therefore, while Al offers valuable data-driven
insights, it is important to balance it with emotional intelligence and human experience
to ensure more empathetic, ethical, and informed decisions (Holmes & Wheeler, 2024).

3. Ethical Challenges and Algorithmic Bias in Al-Based Diplomacy

Potential bias in Al algorithms can exacerbate inequities in international negotiations
in a variety of ways, as these biases can arise from data used, development methods, and
existing social biases, all of which can affect the outcome of Al systems (Akter et al.,
2021; Leavy et al., 2020; P. s. , 2023). Bias in Al often comes from data that reflects
pre-existing social injustices, inequality, or discriminatory attitudes, so Al risks
reproducing or even reinforcing discriminatory patterns in the negotiation process (Leavy
et al., 2020; Pagano et al., 2023). In addition, algorithm development methods that lack
fairness principles can exacerbate bias if they are not carefully designed to detect and
mitigate them (Akter et al., 2021; Yang et al., 2024). Social biases inherent in society can
also be reflected in Al decisions, thereby exacerbating inequities in negotiation outcomes
(Akter et al.,, 2021; Leavy et al., 2020). The consequences of this bias can be
discriminatory decisions in international negotiations, for example by giving unfair
advantages to certain parties or influencing policies related to global resource allocation
(Javed & Li, 2025; Ness et al., 2024; P. s. , 2023). Therefore, mitigation efforts are
critical, including the application of debiasing techniques such as unsupervised
representation learning and adversarial learning to reduce bias in Al algorithms (Pagano
et al., 2023). In addition, the involvement of various stakeholders, including
underrepresented groups, can assist in identifying and reducing bias, ensuring that Al
systems are more equitable and inclusive in the context of international negotiations (Ness
et al., 2024; Solyst et al., 2023).

The issue of transparency and accountability in the use of Al in diplomacy is a major
concern, especially because of its often perceived "black box" that is difficult to
understand and audit, thus reducing trust in relations between countries (Du, 2024; Rezaei
et al., 2024). The lack of understanding of how Al generates decisions in the context of
diplomacy can raise suspicion among international actors, especially if Al systems are
used to design negotiation strategies or analyze foreign policy without adequate oversight.
The main risk of this low transparency is the emergence of decisions that are difficult to
account for and potentially biased, which can ultimately damage diplomatic relations if
one side feels harmed by decisions that cannot be rationally explained (Osasona et al.,
2024). In addition, the inability of countries or international organizations to audit and
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understand the internal logic of Al can hinder international cooperation in the application
of these technologies, reinforcing inequalities in global diplomacy (Rezaei et al., 2024).
Therefore, a more inclusive approach is needed in Al design for diplomacy, with an
emphasis on algorithm transparency, documentation of decision-making processes, and
human oversight in the interpretation and implementation of Al recommendations (Du,
2024).

4. Data Security and Privacy in the Implementation of Al in Multilateral Diplomacy

The use of artificial intelligence (Al) in diplomatic environments carries the risk of
sensitive information leakage and misuse of data, especially since Al has access to data
at scale and can be affected by cyberattacks as well as system exploitation. One of the
main risks is data vulnerability, where Al can increase the likelihood of information
leakage through unauthorized access or malicious manipulation of diplomatic databases
containing classified information (Khan et al., 2024). In addition, Al-based attacks are
becoming more sophisticated, suggesting that while Al can be used to improve
cybersecurity, it can also be a tool for malicious actors to increase the frequency and
impact of attacks on digital diplomacy systems (Kolade, 2024). Data misuse is also a
major concern, especially when it comes to how Al can be used to infiltrate privacy
through the creation of synthetic data that can reveal personal information, even if the
data has been anonymized (Majeed & Hwang, 2023).

Furthermore, current regulations are often inadequate in the face of the complexity
of generative Al, which is capable of processing large amounts of data and generating
insights that can be misused without a clear oversight mechanism (Ye et al., 2024). To
address these challenges, a stronger legal and ethical framework is needed to ensure Al
is used responsibly in diplomacy, as well as institutional innovation that can balance the
use of technology with data protection (Mou & Yang, 2023). In addition, the development
of Al systems that are more transparent and equipped with strict security measures will
be an important solution in reducing the risk of abuse as well as ensuring that the use of
Al in diplomacy remains within clear ethical and legal boundaries (ljaiya, 2024; Mou &
Yang, 2023).

Interstate trust in Al systems in diplomacy plays an important role in shaping
international relations, given that Al can accelerate geopolitical analysis, facilitate
communication, and support conflict resolution, but also brings ethical and security
challenges (Bubashait, 2025; Feijoo et al., 2020; Hossain et al., 2024; Varela, 2024). In
the context of global power, Al has the potential to change the geopolitical balance by
influencing the position of major countries such as the US, China, and Russia, which have
different Al strategies to increase their status and power in the international system
(Vijayakumar, 2022). In addition, Al accelerates digital diplomacy by providing real-time
data analysis, sentiment tracking, and predictive analytics, allowing diplomats to respond
to geopolitical challenges more proactively (Bubashait, 2025).

Al also plays a role in conflict resolution by predicting and reducing tensions
through machine learning modeling that helps create a more stable external environment
for diplomacy efforts (Hossain et al., 2024; Varela, 2024). However, in addition to its
benefits, Al presents significant challenges in terms of global security, because while it
can strengthen cybersecurity and threat detection, it also opens up loopholes for more
sophisticated Al-based attacks (Kolade, 2024). Ethical challenges such as bias in
algorithms and the risk of erosion of human agency in diplomatic decision-making also
need serious attention (Bubashait, 2025; Varela, 2024). Therefore, trust in Al is a key
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factor in the adoption of this technology in the field of diplomacy, which demands
international collaboration and the establishment of an adaptive governance framework
to ensure that Al can be used responsibly for the common good in international relations
(Afroogh et al., 2024).

5. Al Governance Strategies in Multilateral Diplomacy

Algorithmic bias mitigation, increased transparency, and human oversight are crucial
steps in ensuring the fair and ethical use of artificial intelligence (Al) in diplomacy. One
of the bias mitigation strategies is the use of model kausal, such as in Bayesian networks,
which can organize cause-and-effect relationships and probabilities to create fairer and
more transparent datasets (Gonzalez-Sendino et al., 2024). International collaboration It
is also an important factor in reducing bias, especially with the sharing of resources and
knowledge between high- and low-middle-income countries, although data differences
remain a challenge (YYang et al., 2024). Other approaches applied are Multilevel approach,
such as techniques reweighing and adversarial debiasing, which has been proven to be
effective in increasing transparency and reducing bias in chatbot interactions (Gupta et
al., 2024).

In the case of increased transparency, transparency in Al is not just about explaining
algorithms, but also includes Dynamic task allocation and Performance Metrics
Communication to increase trust and awareness of Al systems (Zerilli et al., 2022).
Moreover Explanation and validation by human supervisors can improve the ability to
correct wrong decisions, ensuring that decisions taken by Al can be accounted for (Inuwa-
Dutse et al., 2023). Human surveillance remains a vital element in ensuring that Al
operates ethically, particularly in the context of diplomacy involving sensitive issues.
Periodic surveillance and audits conducted by humans can ensure that Al functions in
accordance with applicable ethical values and in accordance with larger diplomatic goals
(Mensah, 2024; Murikah et al., 2024).

Policy recommendations for the use of Al in global diplomacy include the
development of new technological diplomacy concepts aimed at harmonizing Al policy
and governance globally, as well as prioritizing international cooperation to address the
ethical, cultural, economic, and political challenges posed by Al (Feijoo et al., 2020). The
implementation of an ethical framework that includes transparency, accountability, and
ethical use of Al is essential to enhance international cooperation in addressing global
security challenges (Kolade, 2024; Wang et al., 2024). In addition, fostering cross-
cultural cooperation in Al ethics and governance through multilingual research exchange
and publication programs can strengthen understanding and trust (O'Neill et al., 2020).
The development of an Al generative framework for the integration of Al in diplomacy,
as well as the enhancement of global security through Al that enhances international
cooperation and threat detection, are key steps to strengthen diplomatic relations despite
ethical and geopolitical challenges (Bano et al., 2023; Kolade, 2024). It is important to
develop an ethical regulatory framework that integrates thematic analysis and
multidisciplinary theory to ensure fair and responsible Al development practices (Wang
etal., 2024).

CONCLUSION

The conclusions of this analysis show that artificial intelligence (Al) has great
potential to improve the efficiency of multilateral diplomacy through real-time data
analysis, sentiment tracking, and mapping of relations between countries, which can
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speed up the negotiation and decision-making process. Al also plays a role in
predicting countries' behavior and designing negotiation scenarios, as well as assisting
in the management of international crises. However, the use of Al in diplomacy also
presents ethical and security challenges, such as algorithmic bias, transparency issues,
and potential data misuse. To maximize the benefits of Al, it is important to implement
bias mitigation, better transparency, and human oversight that remain important in
diplomatic decision-making. Going forward, international collaboration and adaptive
policy development will be key in addressing these challenges, ensuring the fair,
effective, and ethical use of Al in global diplomacy.

LITERATURE

Afroogh, S., Akbari, A., Malone, E., Kargar, M., & Alambeigi, H. (2024). Trust in Al:
Progress, Challenges, and Future Directions. ArXiv, abs/2403.14680.
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2403.14680

Akter, S., McCarthy, G., Sajib, S., Michael, K., Dwivedi, Y., D’Ambra, J., & Shen, K.
(2021). Algorithmic bias in data-driven innovation in the age of Al. Int. J. Inf.
Manag., 60, 102387.  https://consensus.app/papers/algorithmic-bias-in-
datadriven-innovation-in-the-age-of-ai-akter-
mccarthy/ae6¢c0bb8b2815e07928fcb33a58c3221/

Al-Kfairy, M., Mustafa, D. G., Kshetri, N., Insiew, M., & Alfandi, O. (2024). Ethical
Challenges and Solutions of Generative Al: An Interdisciplinary Perspective.
Informatics. https://doi.org/10.3390/informatics11030058

Alam, A., Muhib, K., Khan, S., & Khalil, M. N. (2024). Climate diplomacy: Unlocking
international cooperation for a sustainable future. Social Sciences Spectrum.
https://doi.org/10.71085/sss.03.04.184

Barman, S. (2024). DIGITAL DIPLOMACY: THE INFLUENCE OF DIGITAL
PLATFORMS ON GLOBAL DIPLOMACY AND FOREIGN POLICY. VIDYA
- A JOURNAL OF GUJARAT UNIVERSITY.
https://doi.org/10.47413/vidya.v3il.304

Bjola, C. (2022). Artificial Intelligence and Diplomatic Crisis Management: Addressing
the ‘Fog of War’ Problem. https://consensus.app/papers/artificial-intelligence-
and-diplomatic-crisis-bjola/f436e55f25bf599ca2f6fec2847e8b71/

Bubashait, F. (2025). The emerging role of Al technologies in supporting digital
diplomacy and shaping international relations. International Journal for Scientific
Research. https://doi.org/10.59992/ijsr.2025.v4n2p2

Cao, M., Wang, G., & Kiang, M. (2021). Modeling and prediction of human negotiation
behavior in human-computer negotiation. Electron. Commer. Res. Appl., 50,
101099. https://consensus.app/papers/modeling-and-prediction-of-human-
negotiation-behavior-in-cao-wang/4d6ac6c7d0d7543989e297b9d1790bbf/

Cummins, T., & Jensen, K. (2024). Friend or foe? Artificial intelligence (Al) and
negotiation.  Journal of  Strategic  Contracting and  Negotiation.
https://doi.org/10.1177/20555636241256852

Deck, C., & Thomas, C. (2020). Using experiments to compare the predictive power of
models of multilateral negotiations. International Journal of Industrial
Organization, 70, 102612. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.1JINDORG.2020.102612

Du, J. (2024). Exploring Gender Bias and Algorithm Transparency: Ethical
Considerations of Al in HRM. Journal of Theory and Practice of Management
Science. https://doi.org/10.53469/jtpms.2024.04(03).06

SG Vol. 2 No.1, May 2025


https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2403.14680
https://consensus.app/papers/algorithmic-bias-in-datadriven-innovation-in-the-age-of-ai-akter-mccarthy/ae6c0bb8b2815e07928fcb33a58c3221/
https://consensus.app/papers/algorithmic-bias-in-datadriven-innovation-in-the-age-of-ai-akter-mccarthy/ae6c0bb8b2815e07928fcb33a58c3221/
https://consensus.app/papers/algorithmic-bias-in-datadriven-innovation-in-the-age-of-ai-akter-mccarthy/ae6c0bb8b2815e07928fcb33a58c3221/
https://doi.org/10.71085/sss.03.04.184
https://doi.org/10.47413/vidya.v3i1.304
https://consensus.app/papers/artificial-intelligence-and-diplomatic-crisis-bjola/f436e55f25bf599ca2f6fec2847e8b71/
https://consensus.app/papers/artificial-intelligence-and-diplomatic-crisis-bjola/f436e55f25bf599ca2f6fec2847e8b71/
https://doi.org/10.59992/ijsr.2025.v4n2p2
https://consensus.app/papers/modeling-and-prediction-of-human-negotiation-behavior-in-cao-wang/4d6ac6c7d0d7543989e297b9d1790bbf/
https://consensus.app/papers/modeling-and-prediction-of-human-negotiation-behavior-in-cao-wang/4d6ac6c7d0d7543989e297b9d1790bbf/
https://doi.org/10.1177/20555636241256852
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.IJINDORG.2020.102612
https://doi.org/10.53469/jtpms.2024.04(03).06

Espinosa, M. (2023). Rethinking Multilateralism and Global Development. Global
Perspectives. https://doi.org/10.1525/gp.2023.72682

Feijéo, C., Kwon, Y., Bauer, J., Bohlin, E., Howell, B., Jain, R., Potgieter, P., Vu, K.,
Whalley, J., & Xia, J. (2020). Harnessing artificial intelligence (Al) to increase
wellbeing for all: The case for a new technology diplomacy. Telecommunications
Policy, 44, 101988. https://doi.org/10.1016/].telpol.2020.101988

Filho, H. A. F. (2024). Making sense of negotiation and Al: The blossoming of a new
collaboration.  Journal of Strategic Contracting and Negotiation.
https://doi.org/10.1177/20555636241269270

Gasimova, K. (2024). Impact of climate diplomacy on international relations: Modern
trends. FOREIGN AFFAIRS. https://doi.org/10.46493/2663-
2675.34(3).2024.111

Georgiadou, E., Angelopoulos, S., & Drake, H. (2020). Big data analytics and
international negotiations: Sentiment analysis of Brexit negotiating outcomes. Int.
J. Inf. Manag., 51, 102048. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomqt.2019.102048

Gonzélez-Sendino, R., Serrano, E., & Bajo, J. (2024). Mitigating bias in artificial
intelligence: Fair data generation via causal models for transparent and
explainable decision-making. Future Gener. Comput. Syst., 155, 384-401.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.future.2024.02.023

Gupta, S., Kundu, R., Deo, A. K. A., Patnaik, M., Kundu, T., & Dehury, M. (2024).
Enhancing Transparency and Mitigating Bias in Large Language Models’
Responses with Sophistication. 2024 IEEE International Conference on
Information Technology, Electronics and Intelligent Communication Systems
(ICITEICS), 1-6. https://doi.org/10.1109/ICITEICS61368.2024.10625096

Holmes, M., & Wheeler, N. (2024). The role of artificial intelligence in nuclear crisis
decision making: a complement, not a substitute. Australian Journal of
International Affairs, 78, 164-174.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10357718.2024.2333814

Hossain, M. A., Azim, K. S., Jafor, A., Shayed, A. U., Nikita, N. A., & Khan, O. U.
(2024). Al and Machine Learning in International Diplomacy and Conflict
Resolution. Advanced International Journal of Multidisciplinary Research.
https://doi.org/10.62127/aijmr.2024.v02i05.1095

ljaiya, H. (2024). Harnessing Al for data privacy: Examining risks, opportunities and
strategic future directions. International Journal of Science and Research Archive.
https://doi.org/10.30574/ijsra.2024.13.2.2510

Inuwa-Dutse, I., Toniolo, A., Weller, A., & Bhatt, U. (2023). Algorithmic loafing and
mitigation strategies in Human-Al teams. Computers in Human Behavior:
Artificial Humans. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chbah.2023.100024

Javed, K., & Li, J. (2025). Bias in adjudication: Investigating the impact of artificial
intelligence, media, financial and legal institutions in pursuit of social justice.
PLOS ONE, 20. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0315270

Khan, R., Sarkar, S., Mahata, S., & Jose, E. (2024). Security Threats in Agentic Al
System. ArXiv, abs/2410.14728. https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2410.14728

Kim, Y. (2024). The function and role of big data: focusing on the diplomatic perspective.
Sungshin  Women’s  University Center for East Asian  Studies.
https://doi.org/10.56022/ceas.2024.30.1.237

SG, Vol.2 No.1 May 2025 9


https://doi.org/10.1525/gp.2023.72682
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.telpol.2020.101988
https://doi.org/10.1177/20555636241269270
https://doi.org/10.46493/2663-2675.34(3).2024.111
https://doi.org/10.46493/2663-2675.34(3).2024.111
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2019.102048
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.future.2024.02.023
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICITEICS61368.2024.10625096
https://doi.org/10.1080/10357718.2024.2333814
https://doi.org/10.62127/aijmr.2024.v02i05.1095
https://doi.org/10.30574/ijsra.2024.13.2.2510
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chbah.2023.100024
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0315270
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2410.14728
https://doi.org/10.56022/ceas.2024.30.1.237

Loso Judijanto!, Lutpi Samaduri?, Ardi Azhar Nampira®

Kolade, T. (2024). Artificial Intelligence and Global Security: Strengthening
International Cooperation and Diplomatic Relations. Archives of Current
Research International. https://doi.org/10.9734/acri/2024/v24111945

Leavy, S., O’Sullivan, B., & Siapera, E. (2020). Data, Power and Bias in Artificial
Intelligence. ArXiv, abs/2008.07341. https://consensus.app/papers/data-power-
and-bias-in-artificial-intelligence-leavy-
o’sullivan/b33847dcfa4352d4aac686d0ad494¢cala/

Luo, X,, Luo, Y., Sun, K., & Li, Y. (2024). Fuzzy Concession Strategy for Emotional
Human-Computer Negotiation*. 2024 IEEE 36th International Conference on
Tools with Artificial Intelligence (ICTAI), 671-677.
https://doi.org/10.1109/1CTAI62512.2024.00100

Majeed, A., & Hwang, S. O. (2023). When Al Meets Information Privacy: The
Adversarial Role of Al in Data Sharing Scenario. IEEE Access, 11, 76177—76195.
https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2023.3297646

Meleouni, C., & Efthymiou, 1.-P. (2023). Artificial Intelligence and its Impact in
International Relations. Journal of Politics and Ethics in New Technologies and
Al. https://doi.org/10.12681/jpentai.35803

Mell, J., Beissinger, M., & Gratch, J. (2021). An expert-model and machine learning
hybrid approach to predicting human-agent negotiation outcomes in varied data.
Journal on Multimodal User Interfaces, 15, 215-227.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12193-021-00368-w

Mensah, G. B. (2024). Artificial Intelligence and Ethics: A Comprehensive Reviews of
Bias Mitigation, Transparency, and Accountability in Al Systems. Africa Journal
For Regulatory Affairs. https://doi.org/10.62839/ajfra/2024.v1.i1.32-45

Mou, B., & Yang, X. (2023). Analysis of the Role of Compliance Plan in Al Criminal
Risk Prevention-Take Al Criminal Risk in Network Communication as Example.
Int. J. Commun. Networks Inf. Secur., 15, 154-167.
https://doi.org/10.17762/ijcnis.v15i3.6242

Murikah, W., Nthenge, J. K., & Musyoka, F. (2024). Bias and Ethics of Al Systems
Applied in Auditing - A Systematic Review. Scientific African.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2024.e02281

Ness, S., Sarker, M., Volkivskyi, M., & Nerd, N. S. (2024). The Legal and Political
Implications of Al Bias: An International Comparative Study. American Journal
of Computing and Engineering. https://doi.org/10.47672/ajce.1879

Ohéigeartaigh, S., Whittlestone, J., Liu, Y., Zeng, Y., & Liu, Z. (2020). Overcoming
Barriers to Cross-cultural Cooperation in Al Ethics and Governance. Philosophy
& Technology, 33, 571-593. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13347-020-00402-x

Osasona, F., Amoo, O. O., Atadoga, A., Abrahams, T. O., Farayola, O. A., & Ayinla, B.
S.(2024). REVIEWING THE ETHICAL IMPLICATIONS OF Al IN DECISION
MAKING PROCESSES. International Journal of Management &amp;
Entrepreneurship Research. https://doi.org/10.51594/ijmer.v6i2.773

P. s. , V. (2023). How can we manage biases in artificial intelligence systems — A
systematic literature review. International Journal of Information Management
Data Insights. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jjimei.2023.100165

Pagano, T., Loureiro, R., Lisboa, F., Peixoto, R., Guimarées, G., Cruz, G., Araujo, M.,
Santos, L., Cruz, M., Oliveira, E., Winkler, 1., & Nascimento, E. (2023). Bias and
Unfairness in Machine Learning Models: A Systematic Review on Datasets,

10
SG Vol. 2 No.1, May 2025


https://doi.org/10.9734/acri/2024/v24i11945
https://consensus.app/papers/data-power-and-bias-in-artificial-intelligence-leavy-o’sullivan/b33847dcfa4352d4aac686d0a494ea1a/
https://consensus.app/papers/data-power-and-bias-in-artificial-intelligence-leavy-o’sullivan/b33847dcfa4352d4aac686d0a494ea1a/
https://consensus.app/papers/data-power-and-bias-in-artificial-intelligence-leavy-o’sullivan/b33847dcfa4352d4aac686d0a494ea1a/
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICTAI62512.2024.00100
https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2023.3297646
https://doi.org/10.12681/jpentai.35803
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12193-021-00368-w
https://doi.org/10.62839/ajfra/2024.v1.i1.32-45
https://doi.org/10.17762/ijcnis.v15i3.6242
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2024.e02281
https://doi.org/10.47672/ajce.1879
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13347-020-00402-x
https://doi.org/10.51594/ijmer.v6i2.773
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jjimei.2023.100165

Tools, Fairness Metrics, and Identification and Mitigation Methods. Big Data
Cogn. Comput., 7, 15. https://doi.org/10.3390/bdcc7010015

Putri, R. A. A. K., Chairil, T., Pertiwi, S. B., & Tirtawinata, A. R. (2020). Designing
Artificial Intelligence/International Relations (Al/IR) Platform: Foreign Policy
Decision-Making Simulation in ASEAN Negotiation. 2020 International
Conference on ICT for Smart Society (ICISS), CFP2013V-ART, 1-8.
https://doi.org/10.1109/1C1SS50791.2020.9307582

Rezaei, M., Pironti, M., & Quaglia, R. (2024). Al in knowledge sharing, which ethical
challenges are raised in decision-making processes for organisations?
Management Decision. https://doi.org/10.1108/md-10-2023-2023

Sheikh, S. A. (2024). Diplomatic Effectiveness in Addressing Transnational Issues and
Promoting Global Cooperation. Journal of Humanities and Education
Development. https://doi.org/10.22161/jhed.6.2.5

Shi, J. (2024). Multilateral or Polylateral Approaches? To More Effectively Address
Contemporary Diplomatic Challenges. Lecture Notes in Education Psychology
and Public Media. https://doi.org/10.54254/2753-7048/42/20240835

Shukla, D., & Unger, S. (2022). Sentiment Analysis of International Relations with
Artificial Intelligence. Athens Journal of Sciences. https://doi.org/10.30958/ajs.9-
2-1

Solyst, J,, Yang, E., Xie, S., Ogan, A., Hammer, J., & Eslami, M. (2023). The Potential
of Diverse Youth as Stakeholders in Identifying and Mitigating Algorithmic Bias
for a Future of Fairer Al. Proceedings of the ACM on Human-Computer
Interaction, 7, 1-27. https://doi.org/10.1145/3610213

Stanzel, V., Voelsen, D., Paper, S. R., & Wissenschaft, S. (2022). Diplomacy and
Artificial Intelligence. https://consensus.app/papers/diplomacy-and-artificial-
intelligence-stanzel-voelsen/763302bd7ce65e4aa7201fdf260b770a/

Stoltz, M. (2024). Artificial Intelligence in Cybersecurity: Building Resilient Cyber
Diplomacy Frameworks. ArXiv, abs/2411.13585.
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2411.13585

Tamang, B. (2024). Global Climate Change: Challenges, Opportunities, and Multilateral
Strategies for Sustainable Development. NPRC Journal of Multidisciplinary
Research. https://doi.org/10.3126/nprcjmr.v1i4.70947

Tsvetkova, N., Sytnik, A., & Grishanina, T. (2022). Digital diplomacy and digital
international relations: Challenges and new advantages. Vestnik of Saint
Petersburg University. International Relations.
https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu06.2022.204

Varela, D. T. (2024). Diplomacy in the Age of Al: Challenges and Opportunities. Journal
of Artificial Intelligence General Science (JAIGS) [ISSN:3006-4023.
https://doi.org/10.60087/jaigs.v2il.p110

Vijayakumar, A. (2022). Potential impact of artificial intelligence on the emerging world
order. F1000Research, 11. https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.124906.2

Wang, J., Huo, Y., Mahe, J., Ge, Z., Liu, Z., Wang, W., & Zhang, L. (2024). Developing
an Ethical Regulatory Framework for Artificial Intelligence: Integrating
Systematic Review, Thematic Analysis, and Multidisciplinary Theories. IEEE
Access, 12, 179383-179395. https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2024.3501332

Wazir, H. K. (2023). Al Diplomacy: Redefining Boundaries And Unleashing Global
Potential.  International  Journal ~ For  Multidisciplinary  Research.
https://doi.org/10.36948/ijfmr.2023.v05i05.6571

SG, Vol.2 No.1 May 2025 11


https://doi.org/10.3390/bdcc7010015
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICISS50791.2020.9307582
https://doi.org/10.1108/md-10-2023-2023
https://doi.org/10.22161/jhed.6.2.5
https://doi.org/10.54254/2753-7048/42/20240835
https://doi.org/10.1145/3610213
https://consensus.app/papers/diplomacy-and-artificial-intelligence-stanzel-voelsen/763302bd7ce65e4aa7201fdf260b770a/
https://consensus.app/papers/diplomacy-and-artificial-intelligence-stanzel-voelsen/763302bd7ce65e4aa7201fdf260b770a/
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2411.13585
https://doi.org/10.3126/nprcjmr.v1i4.70947
https://doi.org/10.21638/spbu06.2022.204
https://doi.org/10.60087/jaigs.v2i1.p110
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.124906.2
https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2024.3501332
https://doi.org/10.36948/ijfmr.2023.v05i05.6571

Loso Judijanto!, Lutpi Samaduri?, Ardi Azhar Nampira®

Wildemuth, B. (2009). Applications of Social Research Methods to Questions in

Information and Library Science. https://consensus.app/papers/applications-of-
social-research-methods-to-questions-in-

wildemuth/afbe3abcce8e5h78b51347c8d59e3484/

Yang, J., Clifton, L., Dung, N., Phong, N., Yen, L., Thy, D. B. X., Soltan, A., Thwaites,

L., & Clifton, D. (2024). Mitigating machine learning bias between high income
and low-middle income countries for enhanced model fairness and
generalizability. Scientific Reports, 14,
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.01.24302010

Ye, X., Yan, Y., Li, J., & Jiang, B. (2024). Privacy and personal data risk governance for

generative artificial intelligence: A Chinese perspective. Telecommunications
Policy. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.telpol.2024.102851

Zerilli, J., Bhatt, U., & Weller, A. (2022). How transparency modulates trust in artificial

intelligence. Patterns, 3. https://doi.org/10.1016/].patter.2022.100455

Zhang, Z., Tam, W., & Cox, A. (2021). Towards automated analysis of research methods

in library and information science. Quantitative Science Studies, 2, 698-732.
https://doi.org/10.1162/gss_a_ 00123

eetkoBa, H. A., & Kysunenos, H. M. (2020). PHENOMENON OF BIG DATA

12

DIPLOMACY IN WORLD POLITICS. RSUH/RGGU Bulletin. Series Political
Sciences. History. International Relations. https://doi.org/10.28995/2073-6339-

2020-4-27-44

SG Vol. 2 No.1, May 2025


https://consensus.app/papers/applications-of-social-research-methods-to-questions-in-wildemuth/afbe3abcce8e5b78b51347c8d59e3484/
https://consensus.app/papers/applications-of-social-research-methods-to-questions-in-wildemuth/afbe3abcce8e5b78b51347c8d59e3484/
https://consensus.app/papers/applications-of-social-research-methods-to-questions-in-wildemuth/afbe3abcce8e5b78b51347c8d59e3484/
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.02.01.24302010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.telpol.2024.102851
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.patter.2022.100455
https://doi.org/10.1162/qss_a_00123
https://doi.org/10.28995/2073-6339-2020-4-27-44
https://doi.org/10.28995/2073-6339-2020-4-27-44

