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1. ChatGPT is an AI language model providing generated conversational responses to question prompts.
2. Initial research has explored some limited aspects of the potential for ChatGPT to assist with the production of research studies.
3. This article provides structured testing of the potential for ChatGPT to assist with writing a finance research study, focusing on idea generation, literature review, data identification and processing, and empirical testing.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy in its reporting of the capabilities of ChatGPT as an AI language model for assisting with the production of finance research studies. The authors provide evidence from previous studies that demonstrate how ChatGPT can be used in various stages of the research process, such as abstract and title generation, quantitative trading guide creation, survey scoring assistance, and paper outline creation. They also note that while it is possible to create a healthcare literature review using ChatGPT output, there is considerable ‘plagiarism’ or poor paraphrasing involved. 
The authors are also careful to note that while Large Language Models have been used for some decades, they were not able to find a study showing how they can be used in the research generation process as opposed to being used as part of the research itself. Furthermore, they point out that different levels of private data and researcher domain-expertise input in guiding output have a significant impact on the quality of outputs generated. 
The article does not appear to contain any biases or one-sided reporting; rather it presents both sides equally by noting both positive outcomes (such as passing legal accreditation examinations) and negative outcomes (such as plagiarism). It also does not contain any unsupported claims or missing points of consideration; rather it provides evidence from previous studies to support its claims about ChatGPT's capabilities. Additionally, there is no promotional content or partiality present in this article; rather it provides an objective overview of what has been studied so far regarding ChatGPT's use in finance research studies. Finally, possible risks associated with using this technology are noted throughout the article; for example, that different levels of private data input can affect output quality significantly.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Large Language Models applications
· ChatGPT legal accreditation
· ChatGPT plagiarism detection
· ChatGPT quantitative trading
· ChatGPT survey scoring
· ChatGPT paper outline creation
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