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https://www.technologyreview.com/2024/03/15/10898
44/africa-ai-artificial-intelligence-regulation-au-policy

https://nepad.org/ 

https://www.linkedin.com/posts/mohamed-said-570bb
bb1_draft-continental-ai-strategy-harnessing-activity-7
197205381717061633-zG64/ 
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Artificial intelligence in scholarly publishing

AI us es :
● Authors /Res earchers

○ Improve preparation of manus cripts  and articles
○ Tools : writing, references , s tatis tical analys is

● Editors /Publis hers
○ S creen s ubmis s ions  for problems , eg plagiaris m, image manipulation, 

ethical is s ues , validate references , etc



ChatGPT

● Res earchers  began experimenting with ChatGP T (AI tool) when it was  releas ed in 
Nov 2022

● Natural proces s ing tool -  des igned to s timulate human convers ation in res pons e 
to prompts  on ques tions

● L ooking at ways  how they could benefit, and how it could s upport writing 
s ys tematic reviews , literature s earches , s ummaris ing academic articles , etc

● Many publis hers  wanted to reject before the trend gained traction
● Other publis hers  drafted guidelines  on the proper us e of this  technology
● This  pres entation is  aimed at dis cus s ing and gaining clarity on various  is s ues  s uch 

as  editorial and publis hing policies , authors hip, various  role players  in the editorial 
proces s , and a call for trans parency in editorial policies



https://www.science.org/doi/10.1126/science.adg7879 

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acsenergylett.2c0282
8 

https://docs.google.com/presentation/d/1grcEfjNrugDhzFBWQq-LK9BsmZx9qCd8/edit#slide=id.g2e0b594549f_0_245  
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S outh African J ournal of S cience https ://s ajs .co.za/editorial- policies  
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https://wame.org/page2.php?id=106 

https://publicationethics.org/cope-position-statements/ai-author 
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Comparison of AI editorial policies amongst 
major publishers



https://www.science.org/content/page/science-journals-editorial-policies#:~:text=AI%2Dgenerated%20images%20and%20other,explicit%20permi
ssion%20from%20the%20editors.

https://www.nature.com/nature-portfolio/editorial-policies/ai
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Authorship (1)

● All authors  are fully res pons ible for the originality, validity, and integrity of the 
content of their manus cript/s

● Authors  have to indicate that it is  their original work and does  not contain any 
unlawful content and does  not infringe any ex is ting third- party copyright, 
moral r ight or other intellectual property rights

● The work of others  has  been appropriately attributed
● AI- generated content will not be cons idered for publication. Any s ubmis s ion 

found to include AI- generated content will be declined.



Authorship (2)

● Under mos t juris dictions , an author mus t be a legal pers on
● Chatbots  do not meet authors hip criteria:

○ Not being able to give “final approval of the vers ion to be publis hed”
○ “To be accountable for all as pects  of the work in ens uring that ques tions  

related to the accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are 
appropriately inves tigated and res olved”

○ No AI tool can “unders tand” a conflict- of- interes t s tatement
○ No AI tool has  the legal s tanding to s ign a s tatement

● Chatbots  have no affiliation independent of their developers
● S ince authors  s ubmitting a manus cript mus t ens ure that all thos e named as  

authors  meet the authors hip criteria, chatbots  cannot be included as  authors



Transparency and acknowledgment

● Authors  s hould be trans parent when chatbots  are us ed and provide 
information about how they were us ed

● All prompts :
○ Us ed to generate new text, or to convert text or text prompts  into tables  

or illus trations , s hould be s pecified
○ Us ed to carry out or generate analytical work, help report res ults  (eg 

generating tables  or figures ), or write computer codes , s hould be s tated 
in the body of the paper, in both the Abstract and Methods s ections

● In enabling s cientific s crutiny, including replication and identifying 
fals ification, the full prompt us ed to generate the res earch res ults , the time 
and date of query, and the AI tool us ed and its  vers ion, s hould be provided



Attribution

● Mus t ens ure that the content reflects  the author’s  data and ideas  and is  not 
plagiaris m, fabrication or fals ification

○ Otherwis e, it is  potentially s cientific mis conduct to offer s uch material for 
publication, irres pective of how it was  written

● All quoted material is  appropriately attributed, including full citations , and the cited 
s ources  s upport the chatbot’s  s tatements

● Chatbots  are des igned to omit s ources  that oppos e viewpoints  expres s ed in their 
output, it is  the author’s  res pons ibility to find, review, and include s uch 
counterviews  in their articles

● Identify the chatbot us ed and the s pecific prompt (query s tatement) us ed with the 
chatbot

● Authors  s hould s pecify what they have done to mitigate the ris k of plagiaris m, 
provide a balanced view, and ens ure the accuracy of all their references



Editor’s and peer reviewer’s responsibilities

● Reviewers  are res pons ible for the content of their review reports  and for 
adhering to Confidentiality Policies

● Chatbots  retain the prompts  fed to them, including manus cript content, and 
s upplying an author's  manus cript to a chatbot breaches  confidentiality of the 
s ubmitted manus cript



Appropriate tools

● Editors  need appropriate tools  to help them detect content generated or 
altered by AI

● S uch tools  s hould be made available to editors
○ For free
○ For the good of s cience and the public
○ To help ens ure the integrity of information and reduce the ris k of 

advers e outcomes
● Editors  are already at a dis advantage when trying to differentiate the 

legitimate from the fabricated
● Chatbots  take this  challenge to a new level
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Conclusion and final remarks

● Editorial policies  aids  editors  in making editorial decis ions
● Policies  protect editors , authors , reviewers
● They make the rules  of engagement explicit when they need to be and can be 

s afely in the background at other times



Questions?

Susan Veldsman
Director Scholarly Publishing Programme
Academy of Science of South Africa 
(ASSAf)
susan@assaf.org.za 
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