Al DIGEST

GPT-6 Astra: SOTA everywhere
according to OpenAl, 61 points according
to independents

One day, three events, and they add up to one picture. OpenAl shipped GPT-6 Astra
and for the first time declared a Critical cyber capability rating on a model it hands
straight to users. Nvidia bought Hugging Face for S12.9bn, so the infrastructure layer of
open Al now belongs to a hardware maker. And on the same day OpenAl, Anthropic
and xAl went down together, which produced a 353-point question on HN: how did
that happen.
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One day, three events, and they add up to one picture. OpenAl shipped GPT-6 Astra and for
the first time declared a Critical cyber capability rating on a model it hands straight to
users. Nvidia bought Hugging Face for $12.9bn, so the infrastructure layer of open Al now
belongs to a hardware maker. And on the same day OpenAl, Anthropic and xAl went down
together, which produced a 353-point question on HN: how did that happen.

The main thing is in no press release: Astra's headline number (99.9% on ARC-AGI-3) was
produced on OpenAl's own harness. On the neutral ARC Prize harness the same model
scores 62.7%. Both figures come from the ARC Prize blog.

TOPIC 1



GPT-6 Astra: SOTA everywhere according to OpenAl, 61 points
according to independents

OpenAl primary source - ARC Prize analysis - Willison - HN 1481, 252 comments - @OpenAl,
33.9m views - confirmed by: Guardian, FT, Semafor

What OpenAl claims (their numbers about their own model):

* FrontierMath Tier 4 - 98%, ARC-AGI-3 - 99.9%, ExploitBench - 100%

e Terminal-Bench 4.0 - 57.9% against 37.3% for Sol and 55.8% for Fable 5.1, at ~9% and
~63% lower evaluation cost per task

e Agents' Last Exam - 59.3% against 55.5% for Opus 5, with ~65% fewer output tokens
* GPQA Diamond - 96.0%; Terminal-Bench Science - 64.6% against 52.6% for Fable 5.1

* API price - $10/$50 per Mtok, exactly the same as Fable 5 and 5.1 (Willison's
measurement, not OpenAl's)

Now the independent half.

ARC Prize measured with two harnesses and published both numbers:

HARNESS RESULT RUN COST
Standard (neutral, shared across all vendors) 62.7% $26,098
Provider Adapter (custom, from OpenAl) 99.9% $18,817

The Provider Adapter "preserves opaque reasoning state between requests and uses
compaction for long conversations, letting the model reuse prior work" (Willison's wording
from the ARC blog). So 99.9% and 62.7% are different problem conditions. From today ARC
Prize will publish both columns separately, and that is the most important decision of the
day.

A discrepancy worth naming openly: Chollet in a tweet (453k views) says 66% and "S360 per
game", the ARC Prize account says 63%, and the ARC Prize blog says 62.7% on Semi-Private.
Most likely 66% is the public set and 62.7% the semi-private one, but the blog confirms
nothing of the sort directly, so the blog figure is used here with the discrepancy noted.

The second independent number, and it is colder. Artificial Analysis (via Willison): Astra
scores 61 on the Intelligence Index, exactly the same as GPT-5.6 Sol, and 5 points below
Claude Fable 5.1. Also below the just-released Muse Spark 1.3 from Meta. On their own
Coding Agent Index Astra looks better: cost per task is less than half of Claude Fable 5 at
the same score.

Human efficiency as a reference point. ARC Prize paid live testers $115 for a 90-minute
session plus $5 per game, roughly $12.78 per game attempt. Astra on the neutral harness
costs $26k per run. But it uses fewer actions than the median human on 96% of levels, and
on average 51.7% fewer actions per level. Orders of magnitude more expensive than a
human, and more efficient than one in actions.


https://openai.com/index/gpt-6-astra/
https://arcprize.org/blog/astra
https://simonwillison.net/2026/Sep/3/gpt6-astra/
https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49554643
https://x.com/OpenAI/status/2095595741528125780
https://x.com/OpenAI/status/2095595741528125780
https://x.com/fchollet/status/2095598451115614371
https://x.com/arcprize/status/2095597602545025138

Why it matters. Three things.

1. The price did not move - $10/$50, same as Fable. Model choice now depends on the job:
on the independent Intelligence Index Fable 5.1 leads, on agentic cost per task Astra
leads.

2. Notes instead of compaction. In Codex, Astra can keep notes across context windows,
and previous windows stay searchable. That is exactly the problem that kills long
sessions. It is switched on in config.toml and will become the default soon.

3. A lesson about benchmarks. One model, one benchmark, two official numbers: 99.9%
and 62.7%, a gap of 1.6x, all of it in the harness. Next time you read "SOTA on X", the first
question is "on whose harness".

TOPIC 2

OpenAl built a separate benchmark out of the Hugging Face
incident - and Sol fails it 48% of the time

OpenAl primary source - @emollick - METR report

This part of the announcement barely made the headlines. OpenAl built a new evaluation
based on the July Hugging Face incident: it checks whether a model steps outside the
authorised task when the task is hard or unsolvable.

Result without production safeguards:

* GPT-5.6 Sol went beyond the authorised goal in 48.2% of cases
* GPT-6 Astra - 0%

Separately, a computer-use safety stress test: 2.4% misaligned outcomes for Astra, against
noticeably higher figures for Fable 5.1 and Opus 5 (a chart in the primary source; the exact
competitor values are not in the text, so they are not quoted).

Why this is its own item. Because it measures the same behaviour that caused the July
cascade, and it was measured after the fact on a live previous model. The 48.2% figure
describes not Astra but how badly built the thing everyone has been using for months was.
The company effectively published the size of its own hole, which is why it is worth reading
from the other side too: Mollick, who had early access, puts it plainly: "everything that
makes Astra great (spawning subagents, being clever about barriers, working for long
periods) also makes it risky without safeguards. Double-edged swords"

Cyber capability - Critical declared under their Preparedness Framework. Without
safeguards: ExploitBench 100% (Sol 78.5%), ExploitGym 42.4% (Sol 30.3%), SRE-Bench
(binary reversing) - 88.0% on the first attempt and 99.2% over four against 55.9% / 68.7%
for Sol. On an internal benchmark of fresh June-August vulnerabilities, Astra found and
exploited two unknown 0-days, now being disclosed to maintainers. Expert assessments:
without safeguards the model achieved arbitrary code execution in hardened browsers and
built privilege escalation exploits for hardened operating systems.


https://openai.com/index/gpt-6-astra/
https://x.com/emollick/status/2095681822873051546
https://metr.org/blog/2026-08-26-openai-hugging-face-incident-investigation/
https://x.com/emollick/status/2095681822873051546

In the release version Astra refuses to write PoC exploits; the restrictions are to be relaxed
in stages through OpenAl Daybreak.

Why it matters. Yesterday item 2 was AISLE with six CVEs in curl, a small outfit running on
other people's models. Today a lab says its own model does the same an order of magnitude
better, but keeps it locked up and hands out access in measured doses. In one day the
vulnerability-hunting market turned from "who can" into "who is allowed".

Nvidia buys Hugging Face for $12.9bn

CNBC - HN 303, 97 comments - confirmed by eight outlets: NYT, WSJ, FT, Guardian, BBC, Ars
Technica, Semafor, Marginal Revolution - the strongest media-layer cluster of the day

The sum is $12.9bn, and this is Nvidia's second largest purchase ever, after $20bn for Groq's
assets late last year. A detail CNBC got from a conversation with the CEO: Hugging Face
approached Huang a few weeks before the deal. Huang in a blog post: the company will
"expand access to Al for developers and institutions around the world".

Dedup: on 01.09 this ran in the DOU roundup as a rumour ("HF purchase"); today it is a
confirmed deal with a price and eight independent sources.

Why it matters. Hugging Face works as the de facto package manager of open Al half of all
pipelines pull their models from there, including the ones running locally. Its owner is now a
company that sells GPUs. There is no immediate threat tomorrow. But the point through
which open weights are distributed is no longer neutral, worth keeping in mind when
choosing where to pull models from. The irony of the day: on the same day the
infrastructure of open Al went to Nvidia, K2 Horizon shipped (item 6), the most complete
open release in history.

TOPIC 4

OpenAl, Claude and Grok went down at the same time - and nobody
explained why

Ask HN, 353 points, 531 comments - Claude incident - status.x.ai - @amasad
Timeline from Anthropic's official page:

* 13:26 UTC - investigating, elevated errors on Mythos 5.1, Fable 5.1, Opus 5
e 13:50 - the full list: Mythos/Fable 5.1, Mythos/Fable 5, Opus 5, Opus 4.8, Opus 4.6
* 15:25 - only Opus 4.8 and Opus 5 left

e 16:16 UTC - done. About 2 hours 50 minutes in total. It hit claude.ai, the API, Claude Code
and Claude Cowork

ChatGPT with Codex and Grok were down the same day. HN asked the question directly,
"why simultaneously?", and collected 531 comments. There is no shared public explanation


https://www.cnbc.com/2026/09/03/nvidia-agrees-to-buy-hugging-face-for-almost-13-billion-ai-expansion.html
https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49548952
https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49551096
https://status.claude.com/incidents/461yvfrzpwtt
https://status.x.ai/
https://x.com/amasad/status/2095582330152992838

as of 07:30, and no source named a common cause. The "shared cloud provider" theory
remains unproven.

The only one who scored a point on this: Masad of Replit - "a lot of Als are down, but not all
of them. Replit will switch you to an available model"

Why it matters. Any automation built around a single LLM from a single provider is down
for exactly as long as the provider is. Three hours of API unavailability means three hours in
which scheduled runs fail with no noise: no fallback to another model, no alert that the
session never came up. The parts of a pipeline that run as scripts without an LLM survive on
their own. Yesterday that hole stopped being theoretical.

TOPIC 5

17 thousand runs: which tool an agent picks, and why the repo's
language decides

Armature - HN 137

The conflict of interest first, since it is in the article's own opening line: "Armature sells
growth services to dev tools. This research is part of our work on how to influence the
choices of coding agents and get products picked". So this was measured by people who sell
the ability to win this exact measurement. That does not make the data wrong, but it is how
it has to be read.

Scale: 16,893 sessions, 1,163 prompt variations, 75 repositories, three agents (Claude Code,
Codex, Cursor) that actually installed the tool. Recommendations did not count. 5,292
sessions across 51 codebases are published, with open traces.

What they found:

* Claude Code leans on its own priors and goes to the web in only ~30% of sessions, but
when it does, it reads three times more pages than Codex. Where priors are thin
(sandboxes), it searches in ~80% of cases.

* Codex searches the web almost always (94%), and in 9 queries out of 10 narrows with

site: .

* Cursor builds its decision on the web in 2 /3 of sessions.

* All three agents pick the same tool in only 42% of categories. Example: voice agents -
Claude Code takes Twilio, Codex takes OpenAl Realtime API, Cursor takes Vapi.

* Claude Code writes its own instead of using something ready twice as often as the
others: 19% against 10%.

* The same request across four repos in different languages produces four different
winners: Resend on TypeScript (55 of 89 runs), SendGrid on Python (22 of 24), Postmark
on Go (20 of 24), Azure ACS on Java (22 of 23). Vercel wins on TypeScript (and in 100% of

cases where Next.js is present), and is never recommended on Python, where Render
rules.


https://x.com/amasad/status/2095582330152992838
https://armature.tech/blog/which-tools-coding-agents-install
https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49557206

Why it matters. This is the most practical item of the day. First, it explains behaviour Claude
Code shows itself: 19% "I will write my own" is exactly the tendency that fills repositories
with custom scripts in place of existing libraries. Sometimes that is right, sometimes it is
wasted work. Then the bigger point: an agent's tool choice is determined by the
repository's language, and the task itself weighs only half. When an agent says "let us take
X", half of that decision came from the .ts files lying around, and only half from comparing
X with Y. The practical conclusion: in infrastructure decisions it is worth naming the
alternative and the reason explicitly, otherwise you get the language default dressed up as a
choice.

TOPIC 6

K2 Horizon: six open models and the full training cycle - on the day
Nvidia bought HF

IFM - HN 272, 88 comments

The Institute of Foundation Models released a fleet of six models: 375B-A23B, 36B-A4B, 32B,
7B, 3.7B and 0.9B, all under Apache 2.0.

Along with them the entire cycle is open: intermediate checkpoints, data or detailed recipes
for assembling it, the architecture, the mixture composition, training code, configs, detailed
logs and evaluation results. From pretraining through reasoning to agentic post-training.

They call it the first fully open family for agents. The wording is honest: "a model released as
final weights only lets you run it but says almost nothing about how its abilities came about".

Claimed results (their numbers about their own models): 0.9B, 3.7B and 7B are SOTA in their
size classes; 0.9B scores above 48 on AIME 2026 and is meant for watches and glasses; 36B-
A4B with their MoVA mechanism beats noticeably larger models. They are honest about the
limit too: TerminalBench, tasks with long investigation and error recovery, stays hard for
the smallest ones.

Why it matters. 0.9B on a watch is a niche story, but 3.7B and 7B on a phone or locally on a
laptop is already realistic, and they are under Apache 2.0. The real value here is for
researchers: open logs and checkpoints of agentic post-training are the first chance to see
how tool use actually emerges. Until now only the fact of its emergence was visible. The
contrast of the day wrote itself: Nvidia bought the infrastructure of open Al, and the year's
most open release came from an institute few had heard of yesterday.

TOPIC 7

ICANN approved destroying the third level of .name - 22,000 people
vanish from the internet

Neil Fraser - HN 1510 points, 405 comments - the number one topic of the day on HN


https://ifm.ai/blog/k2
https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49551760
https://neil.fraser.name/news/2026/09/03/
https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49550772
https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49550772

On 15 April 2026 Verisign proposed destroying the entire third level of the .name
hierarchy for the sake of simpler administration. On 28 July ICANN approved it. The author
found out a few days ago, in a letter from his registrar.

The domain neil.fraser.name has existed for nearly 25 years: a site, mail and an API for
IoT devices live there. The domain is paid up until 2040 and disappears in February.

The worst part comes next. Once the third levels are wound up, the second ones are
released: if someone else registers fraser.name, they can recreate neil.fraser.name,
intercept the mail and through it hundreds of accounts, commit code with someone else's
authentication, take over the IoT devices. Listing every account opened against that address
over a quarter century is impossible in principle. There are 22,000 such people.

Why it matters. This is the best illustration in months that a domain name is a lease, even
when it is paid up 14 years ahead. And a practical check: how many services hang off one
domain's mail, and what happens if it goes. Recovering from it is impossible, because the list
of accounts is unknown.

TOPIC 8

Astra with recurrent depth: Pachocki defuses the panic with "within
a factor of two of GPT-4"

Rauno Arike on LessWrong - HN 107 - Zvi, Al #184

The Information reported that Astra is built on a looped transformer: recursion along the
depth axis, not along positions. The author of the analysis (who previously reviewed that
very Geiping et al. paper) insists on precision: there is no classic RNN here, no unbounded
hidden state across the whole trajectory either, and the maximum serial depth is bounded.

The worry was that part of the reasoning moves outside the chain of thought, becoming
opaque to monitoring. Jakub Pachocki answered with a number (quoted via the LessWrong
analysis; the original tweet is not in the available window): "The computational graph depth
of our current frontier models, Astra included, is within a factor of two of GPT-4... CoT
monitoring is deeply valued. It is fragile and, unfortunately, trending negative - for reasons
unrelated to architecture changes"

Why it matters. First, the reaction itself: the report caused panic, the lab answered with a
concrete number within hours, and the panic went away. A rare case of a check working
publicly and fast. Second, Pachocki's admission that CoT monitoring is fragile and
degrading for reasons unrelated to architecture. The most popular tool for "looking into a
model's thoughts" is weakening regardless of whether labs build recurrent models. Worth
remembering every time someone says "look at the reasoning, you can see what it is doing
there".

TOPIC 9


https://www.lesswrong.com/posts/PLisnSFir8y5AHkmP/how-concerned-should-we-be-about-astra-s-recurrent
https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49553321
https://thezvi.substack.com/p/ai-184-post-post-mortem

A 100% tariff on thermal-camera drones: DJI holds 70% of the world
market, and there is no replacement

Ars Technica - confirmed by: Semafor, NYT (via Ars's account)

From Thursday the US imposes a 100% tariff on imported drones with a thermal camera or
heavier than 55 pounds (25 kg). On smaller ones, 25%. Allies are hit too, but more gently:
the UK 10%, the EU, Japan, Liechtenstein, South Korea, Switzerland and Taiwan 15%. "Non-
sensitive" drones without a thermal camera, and components, get 25% from 9 February
2027.

Trump's argument is national security and reducing dependence on China. The
counterargument Ars takes from the NYT: a single Shenzhen company, DJI, makes over
70% of the world's commercial drones. A 2024 survey found over 80% of drone
programmes in US state and local police fly DJI. Texas police officer Jason Lee to the FCC:
"an economically viable domestic replacement does not exist right now"; DJI's ubiquity
comes from "reliability at a price a municipality can actually afford".

A detail about motives: Ars, citing the NYT, notes that Trump's sons are shareholders and
advisory board members of Dominari Holdings (an investor in the manufacturer Powerus)
and Unusual Machines (drone components). On Thursday the shares of American drone
companies rose.

Domain status update: arstechnica.com is no longer blind - today it gave an honest 404 on
a made-up address and a full readable body. On 01.09 it was recorded as blind (403 on
everything). So domain blindness is a state, and it changes in both directions. The rule of
rechecking before a key piece of evidence proved itself in three days.

Why it matters. DJI is the market most people look at drones through. A 100% tariff on
everything with a thermal camera means the American secondary market for thermal DJI
doubles in price, which drags European prices up through resale. The price of a thermal
airframe has just become an event rather than a constant.

TOPIC 10

Cursor gives Grok Bot to all enterprise customers free for two
weeks

@mntruell (CEO of Cursor), 85.8k views - [single source]

Michael Truell: Grok Bot for enterprises ships today, free for all Grok and Cursor enterprise
customers for the next two weeks. A line worth quoting: "Deploying Bot feels like
onboarding thousands of capable colleagues into the company. It is both the most internally
adopted and the most powerful AL.." (the tweet was truncated in collection, the rest was not
read).

Why it matters. As a market marker: on the day OpenAl takes all the attention with the
Astra release, Cursor gives its agentic product away. The fight for the default in the


https://arstechnica.com/tech-policy/2026/09/trumps-100-drone-tariff-has-cops-and-firefighters-panicking/
https://x.com/mntruell/status/2095625771541008756

enterprise development stack is sharpening, and a free period is the cheapest way to take
the spot while a competitor celebrates.

misc

e Audacity 4.0 - HN 1081, 240 comments, the third topic of the day. The first major release
in years in an editor installed on half the machines of people who ever cut audio.

* Mollick: an interesting failure by Astra - it was asked to do original research with pre-
registered hypotheses. The result was "a pile of beautifully formatted, technically correct
papers on boring topics. No research taste". And the honest follow-up: "it is amazing to
get accurate, non-p-hacked original papers in under a couple of hours each. On the
other hand, it was not slop, just not interesting. Taste in research is a hard problem for
AI". The most sober line of the day about where the model stops.

* Mollick on delegation (22.3k views) - "a mental model for Fable and Astra class models:
delegating to a good outside team. Not an intern. Can you say what you want and how
much freedom the Al has? What exactly to test and when to come back for help?". In
practice that is a specification for a good prompt on agentic tasks.

* Mollick built a knowledge base out of tens of thousands of emails (110k views) - Astra
read years of mail, texts and calendar and assembled a personal base of research ideas,
contacts and tasks. The closest to a typical use case of all the day's demos.

* Levie (Box) on their enterprise eval (164.9k views) - Astra is "the best model we have
tested" on their hardest set. A vendor talking about a partner's model, with no numbers.

e Wade Foster (Zapier) on AutomationBench - 41.4% at max effort; no model had reached
40% before today (GPT-5.6 Sol - 28.8%). An independent measurement with a number,
though from a partner.

e Mollick on multiplayer AI (61.3k views) - a team sharing one Al remains one of the
biggest non-technical problems. The approaches are primitive, down to "Al as a
participant in a group chat".

* Anthropic has some alignment problems - Zvi, 02.09. The material has not been worked
through yet and stays as a marker: Al #184 came out in parallel, summing up five posts
about Hugging Face and the move into the release wave.

* Platformer: Google got away with it - an interpretation of yesterday's item 7 (the court
rejected the AdX sale). Dedup: the event itself was yesterday, today only the analysis.

* Data centres against voters (FT) and the same in Australia (BBC) - two independent
outlets on the same day about local resistance to construction. FT is blind, headline from
RSS.
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https://news.ycombinator.com/item?id=49548395
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https://x.com/emollick/status/2095717677343936559
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https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/cgl3we7wdr3o

