The most direct risk to tech leadership is copyright restrictions on AI.
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The maker of ChatGPT has warned that a ban on using news and books to train chatbots would doom the development of artificial intelligence.
OpenAI has told peers that it would be “impossible” to create services such as ChatGPT if it were prevented from relying on copyrighted works, as it seeks to influence potential laws on the topic.
It comes as the company, which is reportedly in investment talks that could value it at $100bn (£79bn), prepares to fight lawsuits from book publishers and the New York Times over claims that it has illegally used their content to “train” ChatGPT.
In evidence submitted to the House of Lords communications and digital committee, OpenAI said: “Because copyright today covers virtually every sort of human expression – including blog posts, photographs, forum posts, scraps of software code, and government documents – it would be impossible to train today’s leading AI models without using copyrighted materials.
“Limiting training data to public domain books and drawings created more than a century ago might yield an interesting experiment, but would not provide AI systems that meet the needs of today’s citizens.”
OpenAI said it complies with all copyright laws when training its models and that “we believe that legally copyright law does not forbid training”. 
However, OpenAI and other rival companies have been accused of illegally free-riding on authors’ and artists’ work.
Last month, the New York Times sued the company claiming it is “profit[ing] from the massive copyright infringement, commercial exploitation and misappropriation of The Times’s intellectual property”.
Authors including John Grisham and George RR Martin have sued the company over its use of their books to train ChatGPT.
It comes as ministers consider new laws over copyright and AI, seen as a legal grey area that has yet to be fully tested in the courts.
Ministers had proposed to update copyright laws to exempt text and data mining in an attempt to attract AI developers but dropped plans last year after a backlash from artists.
It had sought to broker a voluntary agreement between tech companies and the creative industries but the negotiations have struggled, with the Government recently admitting it may have to legislate to break the impasse.
The New York Times has demanded that OpenAI destroy any systems that were trained using its work.
OpenAI has struck deals with publishers including the Associated Press and Axel Springer, the German media giant that owns Politico and Business Insider, to gain access to their content.
In its evidence, it said it was seeking more agreements with publishers, while it also plans to develop tools allowing rights holders to opt out of their work being used to train AI systems.
The calls for looser regulation were echoed by venture capital giant Andreessen Horowitz, which said the UK must embrace AI or risk “authoritarian” dominance of the technology by China.
In its own submission to the Lords’ inquiry, the US investor said the race to roll out the new technology had “significant economic and ideological ramifications”.
It said: “The UK’s AI endeavours are intertwined with its democratic fabric, emphasising individual freedoms, privacy, and an ethos of open innovation. In stark contrast, China’s AI trajectory is heavily influenced by state control and surveillance priorities.”
Andreessen Horowitz, which has backed tech giants including Facebook, Instagram and Airbnb, warned that over-regulation could lead to the West falling behind in areas such as cybersecurity, intelligence and warfare.
It added: “If the UK leads the West by standing at the forefront of AI, we can drive global norms that prioritise these democratic values in the emerging AI-driven world.
“Overbearing regulations risk ceding Western leadership to China reshaping the global tech ecosystem in a way that’s less transparent and more authoritarian, with ripple effects that could redefine the internet’s DNA for the next 20 years.”
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