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The TechnikRadar explores what Germans think about technology. For this
purpose, forsa carried out an online survey among 2,009 randomly selected
participants in 2026. All of them were speakers of German, aged 16 and over
and living in Germany. The results were evaluated using online representative
weighting. The methodology, questionnaires and results can be found at
technikradar.acatech.de.



The TechnikRadar

What Germans think about technology

In an increasingly unstable world, security is one of the most pressing social issues. Wars and
conflicts, cyberattacks, disinformation campaigns, vulnerable critical infrastructure and concerns
about domestic security are shaping public debate as hardly ever before. The role that tech-
nology plays in all of this - as a means of protection, as a threat, or as a challenge to be ad-
dressed - is a question that affects everyone today.

The TechnikRadar 2026 therefore focuses on security and technology. The findings paint a
complex picture: Germans report a strong sense of personal safety in their own country, but it
is heavily influenced by gender, region, education and political views.

Germans feel more threatened by digital attacks and Al-based fraud than by traditional risks
such as violent crime or natural disasters. They expect decisive action from politicians and the
business sector and would like to see more investment in security. However, few are prepared to
forego other state services in exchange for greater security or to invest in preventive measures
themselves.

In addition to this key topic, the TechnikRadar 2026 - just like previous surveys - also captures
Germans' fundamental attitudes towards technology over time. Since 2017, the project has been
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documenting whether the German population tends to associate technology and its applications
more with hope or more with risks, which new technologies are welcomed by people, and which
are viewed with scepticism. Overall, these fundamental attitudes have shown a high degree

of stability over the years: there is no sign of growing techno-pessimism, but there is a slightly
diminished belief that technology can solve key problems of society. Artificial intelligence, too,

is accepted as a tool, but not as a decision-making authority.

As a nationwide, online survey representative of the general population and conducted in accord-
ance with social science standards, the TechnikRadar thus provides a snapshot of current trends
on the one hand and a long-term perspective on the other hand. It is intended both as a basis for
discussion among policymakers, academics and the wider public and as an early-warning system
for emerging controversies surrounding technological applications.

This brochure summarises the key findings of the TechnikRadar 2026. The full results can be
explored via interactive graphics on the website: technikradar.acatech.de

Prof. Dr. Drs. h.c. Ortwin Renn Prof. Dr. Mike S. Schéafer
Co-Project Lead Co-Project Lead



Future challenges for Germany: ¢
domestic security remains the.

top_priority e

i f

As they did in 2025, Germans in 2026 regard maintaining domestic security as
the most important task for the country's future. On a scale of 0 to 10, respondents
gave an average relevance score of 8.8 to the task. Close behind, with a score of
8.7 each, are improving public infrastructure and safeguarding jobs. Over time,

it has become apparent that functional structures, social stability and security

are counted among the population’s priorities. Attitudes towards limiting global
warming have changed significantly over time. This future task has reached its
lowest score since 2017 and, at 6.8, now clearly ranks at the bottom of the list.
The score remains high among women (7.4) and those aged over 65 (7.7), whilst it
is significantly lower among men (6.2), middle-aged respondents (6.3) and, above
all, the population in eastern Germany (5.7 compared to 7.0 in the west). There are
also differences based on education: those with a university education consider
climate protection significantly more important (7.6) than those without (6.5).
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How important do you consider the following tasks to be for Germany?
Average score on a scale from 0 to 10 where 0 = not at all important, 10 = very important
-8~ maintaining domestic security ~ <®@- improving public infrastructure
-®- securing jobs @ strengthening Germany's competitiveness
-@- ensuring data protection on the internet
-e- independence from other countries in the field of digital technologies and Al (digital sovereignty)

regulating immigration to Germany limiting global warming

e
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Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009
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Taking a sober look: technology

does not generate new problems
but also does not help to
overcome existing challenges |

e

All'in all, the fundamental attitudes towards technology of Germans remain fairly stable.
Over time, however, it has become apparent that the public is taking an increasingly critical
view of technology's potential to solve problems: compared with previous years, fewer people
agree with the statements that all challenges can be overcome through technology, that it

Impact of technological development on Germany

Average score on a scale from O to 10 where O = strongly disagree, 10 = strongly agree

2 T T T T T T T T 1
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026

Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009
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can solve humanity's key problems, or that it will enable future generations to lead better lives.
The assessment of the statement that in the long run technology will create more problems
than it solves remains unchanged. Technology is therefore not perceived as a growing threat,
but increasingly less as a means of solving problems. Significant differences between population
groups are particularly evident when it comes to the question of whether technological devel-
opment will lead to future generations having a higher quality of life. Those with a university
education (5.9), men (5.8) and people with higher household incomes (5.8) express greater
confidence in this regard, whereas women (4.8), those without a university education (5.1) and
low-income earners (4.9) are more sceptical about the statement.

W strongly disagree [ somewhat disagree undecided [ somewhat agree [l strongly agree

@ No one can stop technological progress.

-0~ Preserving an intact environment requires us all
to limit our consumption.

-®-  The further technology develops, the more constraints
are placed on people.

Technological development will lead to future
generations having a higher quality of life.

-®-  Technological development will help us solve
key problems of humanity, such as hunger,
poverty and climate change.

<@ In the long term, technology creates more problems
than it solves.

“®  There must be no limits on technological progress.

I think it's cool to use the latest tech gadgets. 26% 10% 4
-0~ All problems can be solved through the use 24%
of technology.
Percentages are rounded and may not add up to exactly 100%. Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009 | Figures in per cent
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A nuanced assessment:
where Germans see the
benefits and risks of
using.technology

Germans do not view technology as either generally optimistic or pessimistic
but rather make distinctions depending on its application and field of use.

The digitalisation of the economy, the expansion of renewable energies, and en-
vironmentally friendly modes of transport such as rail and local public transport
are viewed predominantly positively: respondents see significant benefits here,
offset by a low perceived risk. As in previous years, genetically modified crops
are viewed with by far the greatest scepticism. Here, younger people rate the
benefits more positively (5.3) than those aged over 65 (3.5), while women
remain more sceptical overall regarding the risks (7.1) than men (6.3). Artificial
intelligence presents a point of contention: while Germans predominantly view
the use of Al in medicine and care as beneficial, the balance shifts when it
comes to private use of Al: here, the perceived risk is assessed as greater than
the benefits. A generational divide is evident with regard to the monitoring of
data to maintain domestic security: those aged 16 to 34 rate its benefits much
lower (5.2) than those over 65 (6.8) and, at the same time, assess the risk as
significantly higher (6.9) than older people (4.7).
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How useful /risky do you consider the following measures to be in solving societal problems?

Average score on a scale from 0 to 10 where O = not at all useful/risky, 10 = very useful /risky

W Usefulness [ Risk

the digitalisation of the economy

the increasing use of renewable energies to combat
global warming

the prioritisation of environmentally friendly modes of
transport in transport planning

the increasing use of Al in medicine and care
the monitoring of data to maintain domestic security
the linking of civil and military research and application

the increasing use of Al for private purposes

the targeted genetic modification of crops
for food supply

Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009
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A tool but not a decision-maker:
Al _may assist; however, it must not
make decisions

When it comes to artificial intelligence, a clear pattern is emerging: Germans
are willing to use Al tools in their everyday lives. On average, 39 per cent of
respondents use Al tools without hesitation, and 38 per cent turn to Al systems
when seeking advice. However, when it comes to delegating their own decisions
to Al, they are significantly more reluctant: only 15 per cent of respondents
have no problem with Al systems making decisions for them, and just 6 per
cent consider Al tools to be better decision-makers than themselves. Younger
people are particularly open-minded about Al as an everyday tool: 53 per cent
of 16- to 34-year-olds use Al tools without hesitation, compared with just 20 per
cent of those over 65.

There appears to be a unifying motive behind this generally cautious attitude
towards Al as a decision-maker: the desire for personal autonomy. 44 per cent
of respondents feel their freedom to make decisions is restricted when they
delegate decisions to Al systems, and 48 per cent expressly fear losing control
over their own decisions to Al.

Similar results were also found in a comparable study in the UK. Here, as many
as 62 per cent (compared to 48 per cent in Germany) state that they are afraid
of losing control over their decision-making.
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Personal attitude towards artificial intelligence

To what degree do you agree with the following statements?

M strongly disagree [ somewhat disagree undecided [ somewhat agree
I strongly agree

I'm afraid of handing over control of my own 21%
decisions to Al. o

| have no problem with Al making decisions for me. N% 4

I do not hesitate to use Al tools in my daily life. 14%

Delegating decisions to Al systems restricts
my freedom of choice.

On average, Al tools make better decisions than | do.

Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009 | Figures in per cent
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Decisions on controversial
technology: calls for greater
public involvement

When it comes to the question of who should decide on the future of contro-
versial technologies, a clear picture emerges: 55 per cent of respondents agree
somewhat or fully with the statement that citizens should have a greater say in
the decision-making process. The desire to rely primarily on science and on ex-
perts is significantly lower, at 38 per cent. The idea that technology companies
and their executives should make the decisions is clearly rejected: Only 9 per
cent tend to or fully agree with this option. The desire for greater public partic-
ipation is particularly strong among AfD (Alternative for Germany) supporters
(70 per cent) and those aged over 65 (65 per cent), whereas 16- to 34-year-olds
(43 per cent) and those with a university education (39 per cent) are more cau-
tious on this point. When it comes to controversial technologies, support for a
strong role for science is particularly high among younger people (47 per cent)
as well as supporters of Die Linke (The Left) (52 per cent) and the SPD (Social
Democratic Party) (47 per cent). The idea that technology companies and their
executives should decide on controversial technologies is unanimously rejected
by all groups. Support for this option is lowest among supporters of Biindnis 90 /
Die Griinen (Alliance 90/The Green Party/Greens) (2 per cent).
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Who should decide on the future of controversial technologies?

Average score on a scale from 0 to 10 where 0 = strongly disagree, 10 = strongly agree

m Overall = Party electorate with the highest level of agreement

Citizens should have a greater say
in the decision-making process.

Overall
AfD

CDU/CSU

Scientists and experts should be
the primary decision-makers.

Overall
The Left

AfD

Technology companies and their executives
should be the primary decision-makers.

Overall
SPD

Greens

m Party electorate with the lowest level of agreement

55 %

70 %

45 %

38%

52 %

31 %

13 %

Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009 | Figures in per cent
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Perceived threats to
Germany's security:
digital attacks top the list

it

When Germans are asked what poses the greatest threat to their country’s
security, digital threats top the list: the top three concerns are cyberattacks on
citizens and Al-based fraud, cyberattacks on the state and public administra-
tion, and attacks on public infrastructure. Threats to domestic security from
violent crime and terrorism as well as external military attacks are considered
far less threatening. Respondents feel least threatened by climate change,
natural disasters and pandemics.

Across the individual threat scenarios, three recurring patterns emerge: those
aged over 65 almost always have the highest perception of threat. Supporters
of the AfD perceive violent crime and terrorism as by far the most threatening
scenario; those with a university education regard traditional security issues
such as military attacks, terrorism or violent crime as posing less of a threat,
while they consider climate change to be the greatest threat of all.
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Perceived threats to Germany's security

@ Party with highest agreement @ Party with lowest agreement ® Subgroup with highest agreement @ Subgroup with lowest agreement

@ Population as a whole

Cyberattacks on citizens / Al fraud

Attacks on public infrastructure

Terrorism

Disinformation campaigns from abroad

Military attacks by other states

Climate change

16 to 34yearolds (7.6) @ @ O <Y

AfD (8.2) 65 and over (8.9)
83
16 to 34-yearolds (7.6) CDU/CSU (8.3)
The Left (7.7) o ® 65 and over (8.7)
8.2
The Left (6.5) no university education (8.0)
university education (6.7) L ® ® AfD (8.5)
76
western Germany (7.2)
A (56) @ o C Y Y
SPD (8.1)
eastern Germany (6.6)
71
university education (6.2) . ( CDU/CSU (6.7)
AfD (6.2) no university education (6.7)
6.6
A (3.3) @ o [ ) @ Greens (88)
eastern Germany (5.1) western Germany (6.6)
6.3
4 6 8 10

Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009
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The German population'’s E
perception of safety: a contrast
between personal experience
and perceived threat

56 per cent of Germans feel fairly safe or very safe in Germany, whereas 18 per
cent feel not very safe or not safe at all. While the sense of safety among women
(52 per cent) is almost as high as among men (58 per cent), the differences
between eastern and western Germany (45 per cent versus 57 per cent) and be-
tween those with and without a university education (50 per cent versus 72 per
cent) are especially striking. The political camps differ particularly markedly: while
supporters of the Greens (84 per cent), the SPD (72 per cent), the CDU/CSU
(Christian Democratic Union/Christian Social Union) (72 per cent) and The Left
(67 per cent) feel fairly or very safe, this applies to only 18 per cent of AfD voters.
The discrepancy between personal feelings of safety or perceived threat on

the one hand and actual experience on the other hand is also noteworthy. For
instance, in the past 12 months, only 9 per cent of respondents have personally
experienced cyberattacks - and yet these are regarded as the greatest threat of
all. Only 2 per cent have been personally affected by violent crime in the last

12 montbhs, yet it is perceived as one of the greatest threats to society.
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Sense of personal safety in Germany by demographic group

VOTING BEHAVIOUR
CDU/CSU 1 6% 18%

M not at all safe ] somewhat unsafe neutral [ somewhat safe [l very safe

TOTAL POPULATION

Total 42% 14%
GENDER

Men 43% 17%
Women A% 1%
REGION

West 43% 14%
EDUCATION

Academically educated 3% 5% 55% 17%

SPD 114% 19%

AfD 15% 3%

Greens 27%

The Left 52% 15%

Percentages are rounded and may not add up to exactly 100%. Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009 | Figures in per cent
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Potential investment in
the country's security:
infrastructure and the
armed forces are a priority

If Germans were faced with the hypothetical task of allocating an additional €100 billion
from the federal government's budget across five security sectors, they would make a fairly
balanced choice: They would invest the largest share in improving and securing technical
infrastructure such as electricity grids, water supply or hospitals, followed by strengthen-
ing the Bundeswehr (German armed forces) and better equipping the police and security
forces to combat crime and terrorism. Slightly fewer funds would go towards the protection
against extreme weather events and cyber risks.

Behind this balanced overall distribution, however, lie significant differences among the
political groups: CDU,/CSU supporters allocate the highest amount - 28.5 billion euros -
to the Bundeswehr, whereas voters of The Left allocate only 13.7 billion to the armed
forces; instead, they direct more funds towards infrastructure and the protection against
extreme weather events. AfD voters allocate the highest amount of all groups to the police
and security forces - 25.8 billion euros - which is consistent with their above-average
perception of violent crime as a threat. Cyber defence, by contrast, remains at the bottom
of the list across all groups: no group would spend more than 17 billion euros on it,

even though cyberattacks are regarded as the greatest threat by almost everyone.
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How much of an additional 100-billion-euro budget would you allocate to each of the following
security sectors in Germany?

[ Securing Germany's infrastructure [l Strengthening the German armed forces [l Strengthening the police and security forces

Protection against extreme weather Defence against cyber risks

Total 14.9
CDU/CSU 15.2
SPD 14.8
Creens 16.4
AfD 127

The Left 16.2

Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009 | Figures in € billion
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High expectations of the state
in_terms of security: low willing-
ness to contribute to the costs
and provide for emergencies y

When it comes to security, Germans have clear expectations of their government. For in-
stance, 57 per cent of those surveyed want state assistance to function reliably in an emer-
gency and to support affected households. Support for a stronger defence, coordinated by
the European countries, is even more pronounced: 63 per cent are in favour of establishing
a European defence community and would like the Bundeswehr (the armed forces) to focus
more on innovative weapons systems and technical superiority.

This contrasts with a significantly lower willingness to bear the costs of greater security
themselves or to accept restrictions. Only 15 per cent of those surveyed are prepared to

pay higher taxes for this, and just 16 per cent accept that civil liberties would have to be
curtailed. Twenty-four per cent support an expansion of state surveillance powers, and

28 per cent support cuts to social spending.

This reluctance is also evident in people's personal lives. Only around a third of the popu-
lation have made adequate provisions for emergencies (34 per cent) or prepared important
emergency contacts and documents (30 per cent). Even lower, at 26 per cent, is the propor-
tion of those who regularly keep themselves informed about threats and ways to prepare.
The figures make it clear: Germans expect a great deal of protection and capacity for action
from the state and collective institutions but they themselves are only willing to a limited
extent to make financial or personal contributions towards this.
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Expectations of the state and willingness to make sacrifices for greater security

Hiﬁh expectations of the state, protection and
collective security

To ensure Germany's security, Europe must establish
its own defence community.

To ensure Germany's security, the Bundeswehr should
increasingly focus on innovative weapons systems and
technical superiority.

| expect state assistance to function effectively in such
situations and for affected households to receive
appropriate support.

How people prepare for emergencies and how
they look for information

My household has made adequate preparations for
emergencies (e.g. sufficient supplies of water and food)

| have already organised important emergency contacts
and documents so that | can access them quickly in an
emergency.

| keep myself regularly informed about various threats

and emergency situations, and about how | can prepare
for them and protect myself.

Acceptability of the following policies

To ensure Germany's security, social benefits must be cut.

To ensure Germany's security, the state should be granted
extensive powers to monitor private data.

To ensure Germany's security, civil liberties must also
be restricted.

To ensure Germany's security, | would be prepared to

pay higher taxes.
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 7C
Sample: 2,009 respondents in Germany aged 16 and over | Figures in % |
Percentage of respondents who somewhat agree or agree with the statement Percentage of respondents (%]
(response scale 0-10, values 7-10) Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009 | Figures in per cent
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Who Germans trust when it comes
to security issues: security services
and the scientific community
rank above politicians and
the media

When it comes to whose information Germans trust on security matters, a clear hierarchy
emerges. Security and emergency services such as the police and the fire brigade enjoy
the highest level of trust: 74 per cent of those surveyed rate their information as fairly

or very credible. Trust in the scientific community ranks second at 58 per cent, and trust
in the German armed forces is in third place with 49 per cent. In the middle of the pack
are international organisations (44 per cent), the federal government (37 per cent), state
governments (36 per cent), and local politics (31 per cent), as well as traditional media
such as television and radio stations (31 per cent) and newspapers and their social media
accounts (24 per cent). Technology companies (10 per cent), Al applications such as
ChatGPT (6 per cent) and social media influencers (3 per cent) on the other hand are
hardly considered credible at all. The AfD electorate’s trust in all the above-mentioned
sources is low and, particularly in the case of state institutions and the media, lies well
below the national average: only 5 per cent trust the federal government, 8 per cent
trust state governments and 9 per cent trust newspapers.
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Do you consider the following sources to be trustworthy regarding domestic

and external security?

Information source

Security and emergency services

Science

German armed forces
International organisations
Federal government

State governments

Local politics

TV and radio stations
Newspapers

Technology companies

Al applications (e.g. ChatGPT)

Social media influencers

OVERALL AGE EDUCATION

Overall 16-34 35-64 65+  Univ. degree No univ. degree

78 %

()

57 %

RN - Y .-
RPN .

TR O
Lo e oo e | e

24 % 29% 21% 21% - 21 %

Source: acatech/TechnikRadar 2026 | N = 2,009 | Figures in per cent
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