Behavioral Emotional Safety in Conversational Al

What current benchmarks miss — and why consistency matters
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Figure 1: Two-Stage Evaluation Model Figure 2: Variance Comparison

"Starting safe is not the same as staying safe."
"The difference wasn't expressiveness — it was consistency."

"Most benchmarks test recognition, not behavior over time."
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Figures reflect observed behavioral patterns under test conditions. They do not imply real-world outcomes, intent, or deployment readiness.



