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Dear Editors,

I have read the editorial “Keeping the Human Hand on the
Wheel” on artificial intelligence (AI) in academic writing
and research with great interest. I would like to express my
appreciation and strong support for the editorial team’s ef-
forts in opening a critical discussion about the opportuni-
ties and challenges posed by AI. While these tools offer
substantial potential to enhance efficiency and support var-
ious stages of research, it also compels us to reflect deeply
on the enduring value of human judgment, creativity, and
ethical responsibility.

Crucially, as highlighted in the editorial, it is essential to
establish and follow clear guidelines for the ethical and re-
sponsible integration of Al into scientific workflows. Without
well-defined standards, we risk normalizing practices that
undermine methodological rigor and ethical accountability.

It is accepted that Al excels at automating tasks, analyzing
large datasets, and even assisting in drafting manuscripts.:2
Recent reviews demonstrate its utility across domains such
as literature discovery, data analysis, hypothesis generation,
and manuscript structuring.»> However, these tools are fun-
damentally trained on historical data and are designed to
recognize and reproduce existing patterns rather than envi-
sion novel paradigms. True innovation, on the other hand, is
an act of imagination and projection; it is about creating fu-
tures not yet encoded in any dataset.

The widespread use of Al in research raises profound ques-
tions about authorship, responsibility, and the construc-
tion of knowledge. As Christou3 notes, the responsible use
of AI requires continuous cognitive input and critical
evaluation by the researcher. When AI permeates every

stage of research — from hypothesis formulation to data anal-
ysis, manuscript drafting, and even peer review — we risk re-
ducing science to a purely technical and mechanistic process.

Moreover, widespread Al adoption raises profound con-
cerns about transparency, interpretability, and accounta-
bility.45 While AI can support researchers in identifying
trends or inconsistencies, the ultimate responsibility for
scientific claims and their societal implications must re-
main with human authors. Algorithms lack moral agency;
they cannot be held accountable for consequences, nor can
they uphold the trust that exists between researcher, re-
viewer, and reader.

Rashidov and Rashidova® emphasize the need for a care-
ful balance between automation and human involvement,
noting that certain aspects of research and scholarly evalu-
ation inevitably require human insight and ethical evalua-
tion. This balance is critical if we are to preserve the
integrity and transformative potential of scientific inquiry.

Efficiency should serve, not override, rigor, depth, and
creativity. The growing academic temptation to prioritize
speed and output volume risks undermining the founda-
tional values of science. If Al begins to dictate, or influence,
not only the “how” but also the “why” of research, we risk
diminishing the human spirit that drives curiosity and so-
cietal progress.

We should advance not only because we can, but because
we have critically assessed why and how to do so. True sci-
entific progress sometimes requires slowing down to safe-
guard the very foundations of knowledge and trust.

Thank you for fostering this essential dialogue.
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