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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. ChatGPT is an AI program that has become a cultural sensation in less than two months.
2. There are serious implications for generative AI programs like ChatGPT in science and academia, including its potential to write essays and scientific papers.
3. The Science family of journals is updating their license and Editorial Policies to specify that text generated by ChatGPT cannot be used in the work, nor can figures, images, or graphics be the products of such tools.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article provides a comprehensive overview of the implications of using ChatGPT for academic purposes. It discusses the potential risks associated with using this AI program to generate text, such as its ability to produce incorrect or nonsensical answers and its potential to create plagiarized content. The article also mentions how it could affect education by pushing academics to rethink their courses in innovative ways and give assignments that aren’t easily solved by AI. 
The article does a good job of presenting both sides of the issue, noting both the potential benefits and risks associated with using ChatGPT for academic purposes. It also provides evidence for its claims, such as citing a study which found that reviewers only caught 63% of fake abstracts created by ChatGPT. Additionally, it mentions how the Science family of journals is updating their license and Editorial Policies to explicitly state that text generated by ChatGPT cannot be used in any work submitted to them. 
However, there are some points missing from the article which could have been explored further. For example, it does not discuss what other measures can be taken to ensure that text generated by AI programs is not used inappropriately in academic works or what other types of AI programs may be available for use in academia besides ChatGPT. Additionally, while it does mention how academics may need to rethink their courses due to the emergence of AI programs like ChatGPT, it does not provide any concrete examples or suggestions on how this could be done effectively. 
In conclusion, while this article provides an informative overview on the implications of using ChatGPT for academic purposes, there are still some points which could have been explored further or discussed more thoroughly in order to provide a more comprehensive analysis on this topic.
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· Preventing plagiarism with AI programs
· Educational implications of AI programs
· Innovative ways to use AI in academia
· Detecting fake text generated by AI
· Ethical considerations of using AI in academia
· AI programs for academic research
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