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Rankings Methodology
AI Models
The Future of Free Speech’s model ranking evaluates the “free-speech culture” of eight major generative AI models (alphabetically ordered).
· Alibaba’s Qwen3-235B-A22B 
· Anthropic’s Claude Sonnet 4
· DeepSeek’s V3.1
· Google’s Gemini 2.5 Flash
· Meta’s Llama 4
· Mistral AI’s Medium 3.1
· OpenAI’s GPT-5
· xAI’s Grok 4
The Future of Free Speech evaluates how each model supports a free-speech culture. It takes into account each company’s commitment to and policies on free expression; the model’s willingness to engage with diverse perspectives; its degree of openness; the available information on its training; its usage policies and terms of service; the transparency toward users in content moderation decisions; performance when prompted with controversial topics; and measures to empower expression, such as support for media and AI literacy and for diverse languages and cultures. Models with the strongest free-speech culture appear at the top of the ranking, and those with the weakest at the bottom.
This assessment employs a comprehensive instrument of 27 targeted questions that systematically address key aspects of freedom of expression in relation to AI. The questionnaire is organized into sections that broadly correspond to the sections of the accompanying chapter. The questions were developed by the team at The Future of Free Speech and shared with all analyzed companies and other stakeholders for feedback. The questionnaire itself was completed by the Future of Free Speech team, with technical support from Vanderbilt University’s Department of Computer Science. The responses were then sent to the companies for comment.
Using the questionnaires for each model, we determine the total scores for each model. A higher aggregate score indicates a stronger commitment to freedom of expression. The ranking ranges from 1 to 6 (more freedom-restrictive). The total score has a maximum of 66 points, which is the most freedom-protective outcome. The total score minimum is -2 points.


Countries
The Future of Free Speech’s country ranking evaluates how effectively free speech in the context of generative AI is protected or constrained by six countries (alphabetically ordered).
· European Union 
· Federative Republic of Brazil 
· People's Republic of China
· Republic of India
· Republic of Korea 
· United States of America
The Future of Free Speech evaluates how countries’ legislation and policies on generative AI respect or restrict freedom of expression and access to information. The assessment considers each country’s free expression framework; specific constraints on generative AI models or applications; the impact of copyright and defamation rules on sensitive AI-generated content; the extent to which rules on explicit content restrict expression; the application of hate speech laws to AI-generated content; restrictions on AI-generated content or deepfakes in political and electoral contexts; and measures that empower expression, such as promoting AI literacy and accessibility. Countries with the strongest protections for free speech rank highest, while those with the weakest appear at the bottom.
This assessment employs a comprehensive instrument consisting of 28 targeted questions, systematically covering essential aspects of freedom of expression related to AI. The questionnaire is structured into sections that broadly correspond to the structure of the accompanying country chapters. The questions have been prepared by the team at The Future of Free Speech with the support of leading freedom of expression experts from the selected jurisdictions. While the questions allow for interpretation, the questionnaire has been completed by leading freedom of expression experts based on their best judgment.
Using the questionnaires for each country, we determine the total scores for each country. A higher aggregate score indicates greater restrictions on freedom of expression. The ranking ranges from 1 to 6 (more freedom-restrictive). The total score has a maximum of 80 points, which is the most restrictive outcome. The total score minimum is -12 points.
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