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ChatGPT rewrite:
Rectangular illustration depicting a balance scale. On 
one side, there's a representation of generative AI 
with flowing data and algorithms. On the other, 
academic symbols like graduation caps, books, and 
ethical icons show the weight of good academic 
practice.

My prompt:
Rectangular illustration on observations and 
perspectices on generative AI and good academic 
practice
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Agenda

Good academic practice

Dilemmas related to good academic practice

… some answers

Questions
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The Danish Code of Conduct 
for Research Integrity (2014)
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Code of conduct
T h e  E u r o p e a n  F e d e r a t i o n  o f  a c a d e m i c s  o f  s c i e n c e s  a n d  h u m a n i t i e s

New (2023)
ALLEA (2023) The European Code of Conduct for Research 
Integrity – Revised Edition 2023. Berlin. DOI 10.26356/ECOC 

Previous (2017)
ALLEA (2017) The European Code of Conduct for Research 
Integrity – Revised Edition. Berlin. 

Plagiarism is using other people’s work or ideas without giving proper 
credit to the original source.

Plagiarism is using other people’s work and ideas without giving 
proper credit to the original source, thus violating the rights of the 
original author(s) to their intellectual outputs.

Removed These three forms of violation are considered particularly serious 
since they distort the research record.

3.1 Research Misconduct and other Unacceptable Practices
Hiding the use of AI or automated tools in the creation of 
content or drafting of publications.

Not mentioned

2.3 Research Procedures
Researchers report their results and methods, including the use of 
external services or AI and automated tools, in a way that is 
compatible with the accepted norms of the discipline and facilitates
verification or replication, where applicable.

Researchers report their results in a way that is compatible with 
the standards of the discipline and, where applicable, can be 
verified and reproduced.

2.8 Reviewing and Assessment
Researchers, research institutions, and organisations review and 
assess submissions for publication, funding,appointment, promotion, 
or reward in a transparent and justifiable manner, and disclose the 
use of AI and automated tools.

2.8 Reviewing, Evaluating and Editing
Researchers review and evaluate submissions for publication, 
funding, appointment, promotion or reward in a transparent and 
justifiable manner.

R o y a l  D a n i s h  A c a d e m y  o f  S c i e n c e s  a n d  L e t t e r s
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Simon Kolstoe. Defining the Spectrum of Questionable Research Practices (QRPs), UKRIO, 2023
https://doi.org/10.37672/UKRIO.2023.02.QRPs 
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Generativ AI; ‘it’ – not a search engine

Students attending in a virtual classroom on a lecture 
on academic practices in the utilisation of tools

Photo of students from different backgrounds, each 
in their own spaces, focused on a virtual lecture 
about the academic practices for tool utilization. 
Their screens showcase charts, graphs, and notes 
relevant to the topic.
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The role of the 
algorithm, a possible 
Matthew effect?

Filter bubbles

Impact of 
convenience

Fostering serendipity

Checking vs Trust

A paradigm shift

An architectural view of one storey 500 
meters horizontal long Iban longhouse in 
Borneo jungle, futuristic, cyberpunk, 
Wakanda theme, 8k, Ray Tracing, 
photorealistic rendering
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Fostering good research practice
- in times of “a pacing problem”

https://www.en.aub.aau.dk/students/generative-ai/introduction-and-overview
https://www.aub.aau.dk/studerende/generativ-ai/introduktion-og-overblik  

Declare!

Stay in touch!

https://www.en.aub.aau.dk/students/generative-ai/introduction-and-overview
https://www.aub.aau.dk/studerende/generativ-ai/introduktion-og-overblik

