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What ChatGPT and generative AI mean for sciencehttps://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-023-00340-6
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. In December, computational biologists Casey Greene and Milton Pividori used an AI algorithm called GPT-3 to help them improve three of their research papers.
2. Scientists are now using LLMs (large language models) such as ChatGPT to write code, create presentations, and brainstorm ideas.
3. There is concern about the potential misuse of LLMs due to their propensity to return falsehoods and the possibility of people passing off AI-generated text as their own.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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This article provides a comprehensive overview of the current state of generative AI chatbot-style tools such as ChatGPT, including its potential uses in research and development. The article does a good job of presenting both sides of the argument – highlighting both the potential benefits and risks associated with these tools – but there are some areas where it could be improved upon. 
First, while the article mentions that there is concern about the potential misuse of LLMs due to their propensity to return falsehoods, it does not provide any evidence or examples to support this claim. Additionally, while it mentions that people may pass off AI-generated text as their own, it does not explore any possible solutions or strategies for preventing this from happening. 
Second, while the article mentions that tech giant Microsoft has invested in OpenAI (the creator of ChatGPT), it does not provide any information on how this investment might affect the use or development of these tools in research and development. It also fails to mention any other companies or organizations that have invested in OpenAI or similar projects related to generative AI chatbot-style tools. 
Finally, while the article mentions that much will depend on how future regulations and guidelines might constrain AI chatbots’ use, it does not provide any details on what those regulations or guidelines might look like or how they might be enforced. This lack of detail leaves readers without a clear understanding of what measures are being taken to ensure responsible use of these tools in research and development settings.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Misuse of language models
· Strategies for preventing AI-generated text from being passed off as original
· Microsoft's investment in OpenAI
· Other companies investing in OpenAI
· AI chatbot regulations
· Enforcement of AI chatbot regulations
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