
Move in on the page when needed:Securing the AI Supply Chain: 
A Runtime Interceptor for Safe 
AI Execution

KTH Royal Institute of Technology

1. FROM CHAT TO 
ACTION

• AI → autonomous agents
• Risks:
- Distributed reasoning
- Agentic drift
- Action hallucination

• Unsafe actions reach 
production

• Solution:
Runtime interception layer

AI agents can reason freely — but cannot act without validation
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3. SYSTEM IMPACT

• Safety guarantees
• Regulatory alignment
• Scalable automation

2. ARCHITECTURE

Figure 2: Runtime interception layer validating agent actions before 
execution.

Figure 1: Agentic drift causing 
execution of unsafe or non-existent 
actions.
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