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Abstract

The use of artificial intelligence in academic writing prompts a profound reconsideration of
fundamental ethical issues, including property, accuracy, and privacy. This study aims to explore the ethical
dilemmas in academic writing, focusing on the perspectives of social sciences researchers. It employed a case
study design and used a maximum diversity sampling method, engaging 34 researchers. Data collection
utilized open-ended questions, guided by Mason's framework of computer ethics, encouraging participants
to provide detailed responses. Data were analyzed using descriptive analysis, focusing on themes of property,
accuracy, and privacy. The findings reflect the participants' diverse views on the ethical implications of using
artificial intelligence in academic writing. Specifically, the necessity of disclosing sources when artificial
intelligence generates information and the importance of ethical citations were emphasized. The results
initiate significant discussions on the ethical use of artificial intelligence in academic writing and contribute to
the relevant literature.
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Ozet

Akademik yazim sirecinde yapay zekanin kullanimi, bilginin sahipligi, dogrulugu ve gizliligi gibi temel
etik konulari derinlemesine yeniden diisinmeye sevk etmektedir. Bu arastirma, akademik yazim slrecinde
yapay zeka kullaniminin etik boyutlarini incelemeyi amaglamaktadir. Calismada, sosyal bilimler alanindaki
arastirmacilarin gorislerini iceren bir durum galismasi tasarlanmistir. Orneklem segiminde maksimum gesitlilik
yéntemi kullanilmis olup, 34 arastirmaci ¢alismaya katilmistir. Veri toplama stirecinde, Mason'un bilisim etigi
cercevesinde hazirlanan, acgik uglu sorular kullaniimis ve katilimcilardan uzun paragraflar halinde yanit
vermeleri istenmistir. Veriler, betimsel analiz yontemi ile analiz edilmis ve fikri milkiyet, dogruluk ve gizlilik
temalarinda agiklanmistir. Bulgular, katihmcilarin yapay zekanin akademik yazimda kullaniimasinin etik
etkilerine iliskin gesitli gériislerini yansitmaktadir. Ozellikle, yapay zekdnin olusturdugu bilginin kaynaklarinin
belirtiimesi gerekliligi ve atiflarin dnemi arastirmada vurgulanmistir. Sonuglar, akademik yazim sirecinde
yapay zekanin etik kullanimi konusunda énemli bir tartisma baslatmakta ve ilgili literatiire katki saglamaktadir.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Problem Statement

Thanks to techniques such as artificial intelligence, deep learning, and natural language
processing, it provides guidance by offering an interactive learning environment for writing scientific
articles, thus contributing to academic writing. However, these contributions provided by artificial
intelligence bring various concerns about the ownership, accuracy and confidentiality of information.

The presentation and use of texts produced and edited by artificial intelligence without citing
the source may lead to plagiarism problems. This situation violates the principle of academic honesty
by damaging the originality of the academic work. The traditional understanding and ethical standards
on the right of authorship in academic texts require re-evaluation with artificial intelligence and
academic research on this issue. Being accepted as an author in academic studies requires a certain
level of intellectual contribution. The extent to which the texts, analyses and findings generated by
artificial intelligence will be accepted as the author's contribution is still under debate (Gribincea,
2020). Many international academic journals and institutions have set criteria for authorship. These
criteria state that authors should contribute to the research design, data analysis, obtaining the
findings, and interpreting the results. It should be clarified how effective artificial intelligence is in these
processes. Indeed, publishing houses have started to require a statement of how much artificial
intelligence has contributed in which parts at the beginning of the article submission process. There is
a need for academic research on the issue of who will own the copyright and intellectual property of
the content produced by artificial intelligence.

While artificial intelligence technologies offer opportunities for the accuracy of scientific
knowledge and verification of information, they can also cause the spread of false or misleading
information. Artificial intelligence models are generally trained by data sets created from information
on the internet and respond accordingly. The reliability of the sources used by artificial intelligence in
knowledge generation directly affects the accuracy of the information. Academic sources should be
carefully selected and used. In cases where the information on the internet is of low quality or contains
incorrect information, the results produced by artificial intelligence may be misleading. In addition,
artificial intelligence models may produce inaccurate, erroneous, or non-existent results due to
algorithmic errors or biases. This may jeopardize the accuracy of the information.

The privacy of the data used by artificial intelligence and the ethical issues it poses are among
the most important topics of discussion today. Artificial intelligence models are often trained using
large amounts of personal data. When the confidentiality of this data is not adequately protected,
there is a risk of violating users' privacy. For example, if sensitive data such as medical records, financial
information or personal communications are used for training Al algorithms, this information may
become accessible to unauthorized persons. Such situations not only jeopardize the privacy of
individuals, but also damage the trust of organizations and individuals. Moreover, concerns about the
misuse or malicious use of this data raise ethical issues. When privacy violations occur without the
consent of data owners, they are considered as unethical use of artificial intelligence applications. This
situation can lead to serious consequences both legally and socially. Studies to be carried out in terms
of ethical and privacy issues related to artificial intelligence systems are of critical importance in terms
of setting standards.
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1.2. Literature Review

Ethics, in its broadest definition, is a philosophical discipline that encompasses the principles
of morality, including distinguishing between right and wrong, good and evil. For the IT world, Mason
(2017), in his article "Four Ethical Issues of the Information Age", identified key ethical issues such as
privacy, integrity, ownership and accessibility. These issues are known as the PAPA framework. There
are various criticisms that Mason's framework does not fully address the complexity of modern
information technologies. For example, issues such as the ethical use of big data and algorithmic
transparency have been added to the framework to address contemporary issues in information ethics
(Korobko, 2021).

Al ethics encompasses various ethical considerations related to the design and use of Al
systems (Kooli, 2023). The main elements of Al ethics include fairness, data privacy, security, ethical
algorithms, decision-making, reliability, and transparency in Al (Safdar et al., 2020). Studies on the
ethics of artificial intelligence first focused on the basic principles, then on human-like behaviours, and
finally on the development of artificial intelligence in a human-oriented and socially beneficial way
(Gao et al., 2024). According to the results of the related literature review, there are problems in the
main topics of the Collingridge dilemma, artificial intelligence transparency, privacy protection, justice
and equality, algocracy and super intelligence (Gao et al., 2024; Kooli, 2023). The proposed solutions
include transparency, bias mitigation and interdisciplinary cooperation in Al deployment.

The basic principles of academic ethics in research and article writing are based on the
philosophy of scientific ethics. Scientific ethics is a set of interdisciplinary principles that require
compliance with fundamental values such as honesty, impartiality, transparency and responsibility in
the research and publication process. Protecting the integrity of participant data, human subjects, and
the research process is a central principle of research ethics (Pugsley, 2016). Ethical codes of conduct
and ethics education are necessary to minimize future ethical dilemmas in research with human
subjects (Schwester, 2020). Researchers should ensure integrity and quality by providing full and
informed participation of participants, voluntary participation, and respect for anonymity and
confidentiality. Ethical approval must be obtained from the Ethics Committee before the research to
control the authenticity of each research and to examine it impartially. Research ethics requires the
inclusion of ethical principles in research practices at all stages of the research, from the problem
situation to the writing of the conclusion and discussion section. The principles that regulate research
conduct include respect for personal rights, justice and fairness, and non-harm (Cubelli, 2020).

The impact of artificial intelligence on academic writing is increasingly felt, and these
technologies are used in many different fields. Especially in language processing and text production,
artificial intelligence tools facilitate the work of researchers. Artificial intelligence is used in academic
writing for tasks such as searching literature, organizing sources, editing texts, automatically
generating content, and translating. Among the prominent artificial intelligence tools in this field are
systems such as GPT-4, Jenni, Poe and Scite. Language models such as GPT-4 have the capacity to
produce complex and fluent texts and help researchers in a wide range of fields (OpenAl, 2022). While
some tools correct spelling and grammatical errors, some software provides considerable convenience
in editing sources and creating bibliographies. These artificial intelligence tools allow researchers to
work more efficiently by increasing the speed and accuracy of academic writing.

The use of artificial intelligence in research and article writing is a research area with various
dimensions. The development and implementation of Al systems pose complex ethical challenges such
as fairness, privacy, transparency, and human subjectivity (Zhang & Andwari, 2022). The evolution of
Al ethics has gone through various stages, from endowing Al with human-like characteristics to
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emphasizing the development of human-centred Al systems. Considering the post-classical stage of
scientific development and the inclusion of alternative ethical-theoretical approaches, there is a need
to establish ethical frameworks for Al systems (Saveliev et. al., 2021). Academic institutions are
addressing the need to provide professionals and students with the knowledge and skills to develop
and oversee ethical Al systems through initiatives such as postgraduate certificate programmes in Al.
According to the study by Evgenev (2019), for Al to effectively generate knowledge, a highly efficient
technology is required that allows knowledge carriers to build knowledge bases without the
involvement of programmers. While discussions on Al ethics have been predominantly shaped by
Western perspectives, there is a call for the inclusion of non-Western ethical-theoretical approaches
to provide new perspectives on Al ethics research and practice. New theories are emerging in this
context. The Connectivism Theory emphasizes that learning occurs due to individuals' interactions with
their environment and these interactions (Goldie, 2016). According to this theory, knowledge is on
networks. Siemens aims to explain the processes of people learning and sharing information through
the internet and social networks. Given the diverse and changing nature of Al ethics, it is clear that the
field needs a multidisciplinary approach that brings together philosophical, methodological and
technical considerations to address the ethical implications of Al development and application.

The fundamental principles of Al ethics focus on ensuring integrity, transparency, and fairness
in the use of these technologies. As Al becomes increasingly integrated into academic work,
establishing ethical guidelines has become more important. Clear rules should be established on how
Al should be used in academic writing to prevent issues such as plagiarism and the misrepresentation
of authorship (Delgado et al., 2024). The ethical implications of Al-generated content should be
considered, and researchers and institutions must use these tools responsibly (Fardim et al., 2023).
Additionally, Al applications should be designed to avoid biases that could disadvantage minority
groups and should be aimed at promoting fairness within academic settings (Ghotbi, 2024). Therefore,
Al developers, researchers, and ethics committees need to collaborate to create a framework that
supports the ethical use of Al in academic writing (Fardim et al., 2023). Comprehensive regulations are
needed to address the ethical challenges posed by Al and to balance innovation with ethical
considerations (Khan, 2024). While these principles guide the ethical use of Al, they also create a
tension between technological advancement and the potential for misuse. Continuous dialogue among
stakeholders is essential to effectively address these challenges.

The aim of this study is to examine researchers' views on the use of artificial intelligence in the
academic article writing process. The research question was determined as follows: "What are the
views of researchers on ethical dilemmas related to artificial intelligence during academic writing?"

2. Method

2.1. Research Design

This study used a case study approach, which allows learning about many situations such as
educational, socio-cultural and organizational situations (Yin, 2009). In case studies, it is important to
define the situation to be analyzed and exclude other issues from the research scope to ensure the
validity. This study has a single case study design in which the opinions of faculty members about
ethical dilemmas related to artificial intelligence during academic writing are handled as a case.

2.2. Study Group
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Maximum variation sampling method was adopted in the selection of participants, who were
selected from researchers who use and do not use artificial intelligence in their research. The study
was conducted in the institution at which both researchers were employed. Invitations were sent to
167 researchers via email, and 34 voluntarily participated in the study. In the study, pseudonyms such
as P1, P2, P3, ... were used to protect the anonymity of each participant. Participants who worked as
instructors and researchers at the Faculty of Education during the 2023-2024 academic year were
included in the study. Participants were informed about ethical principles and volunteering.

2.3. Data Collection Tools

In the study, open-ended questions were prepared by considering Mason's principles of
intellectual property, accuracy and confidentiality in the context of information ethics. Two experts in
management information systems and social studies education analyzed the questionnaire.
Afterwards, the questionnaire was subjected to final adjustments due to a pilot study conducted with
a research assistant. The open-ended questions were prepared electronically and were emailed to the
participants. The data were collected in the spring term of the 2023-2024 academic year. The
participants were asked to answer the questions in long paragraphs, and this goal was partially
achieved. The necessary permissions were obtained from the Ethics Committee before the
implementation of the data collection tools. Ethics committee permission (Date: 22.03.2024, Decision
No: 10) was obtained from Bursa Uludag University, Social and Human Sciences Research and
Publication Ethics Committee.

2.4. Data Analysis

This study adopted the descriptive analysis method to analyze open-ended questions. In the
context of information ethics, which constitutes the conceptual basis of the study, themes such as
intellectual property, accuracy and confidentiality were determined. The responses to the open-ended
qguestions were compiled around the three themes using Google Sheets. The participants' responses
were written line by line under the relevant themes, and the answers written under different theme
headings, which will be added to the findings, were coloured in different colours. Two researchers
analyzed the data separately to identify and compare direct quotations and relationships between the
themes. The collected data were labelled as positive and negative responses in a column on the right
side of the relevant theme. The themes were labelled for the data by the two researchers, and each of
them was coded in different colors. In this way, the themes were visually separated. The reliability and
validity of the themes were ensured by using the peer review method, and five texts that at least one
of the researchers deemed unnecessary were removed from the findings.

2.5. Validity of the Study

In the later stages of the research, it was observed that some participants did not fully
understand the questions. This situation was considered an issue that could affect the study's validity.
Thereupon, the researchers conducted new interviews with the participants to improve the
comprehensibility of the questions and member checking was performed (Creswell & Miller, 2000).
The additional findings from these interviews provided a better understanding of the research
questions. They allowed for a more comprehensive reflection of the participants' actual experiences.
In the conclusion and discussion section, necessary adjustments were made in line with these
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additional findings; the research results and interpretations were restructured within the framework
of the participants' perspectives that were more clearly understood.

3. Findings

3.1. Property

The participants' views differ on the ownership of information about the use of artificial
intelligence in academic articles and research. Some of the academicians and researchers participating
in the research state that the owner of the information is already their own. Hence, the rights of use
belong to them. In this direction, the participant named K3 stated that "The owner of an idea created
through artificial intelligence is the researcher himself" and K11 asked "What knowledge? The
information we create with our hands and upload it to the internet? Of course, we are the owners and
we have the right to use it". Similarly, P22 stated that "Considering that Al can produce content
according to existing information sources but does not produce new information, | think it is important
to reach the original source of the information and attribute the information to them" and P26 stated
that the information does not belong to artificial intelligence, but belongs to the data and databases
that artificial intelligence utilizes.

The majority of the participants thought that artificial intelligence will create an ethical
problem in terms of ownership of information. P13 expressed his opinion on the subject: "I do not
think there is a problem in using it in resource research, but | think that taking the information it creates
directly is actually plagiarism from artificial intelligence". On the other hand, P29 stated that:

"The information created by artificial intelligence is also based on existing sources, so | believe

that making use of artificial intelligence may cause ethical violations. In addition, science is the

work of producing knowledge, and if artificial intelligence is to do this, | do not understand
which part of it scientists will contribute to".
In parallel with this understanding, the participants pointed out the necessity of giving attribution
when using artificial intelligence. Related to this issue, P1 said "If information produced by artificial
intelligence is used, it should be referenced"; P14 said "I do not take those parts unless they are
referenced". Also P23 said:

"There is now an undeniable digital world reality in the world. All academic contents such as

printed articles, books, theses, etc. are printed and published in digital environments. Most of

them also have open access permission. Many academic researches can be accessed when
literature search is performed in digital environments. Artificial intelligence can synthesize the
information in the sources it accesses in the digital world. It can present the information of
different researchers together. In this context, it is necessary to write the prompts accordingly
when scanning the literature in artificial intelligence environments. For example, it may be
requested to create content by specifying the sources you use. In this way, intellectual property
rights are respected. As long as the names of the researchers are given, information can be
used by citing references in accordance with academic requirements. Artificial intelligence can
provide convenience at this point, but attention should be paid to intellectual property and
references should be given to the people who contribute to the production of information".

In addition to these views, another view is that artificial intelligence should be included as an

author. Participant K24 expressed his opinion as follows:

"I do not think it is appropriate to use the texts created by artificial intelligence one-to-one

because | think that the owner of these texts is artificial intelligence, for example, | think that
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we should give citations when we benefit from artificial intelligence, just as we benefit from a
book, article or other source and give citations".
One view is that ethical problems are hidden in the intentions of researchers, regardless of the
technology. Also P20 said:
"Artificial intelligence tools have recently been rapidly included in the scientific publication
writing process as in many fields. Of course, this rapid adaptation brings along some problems.
In fact, artificial intelligence tools are tools that take the convenience and benefit provided by
the technologies used before them one step further. In this sense, | do not think that it is
different from the old technologies in terms of ownership of information. A person who wants
to commit an ethical violation in this regard can find a way to do it regardless of the technology.
In addition, it would be useful to take the necessary measures during the development of these
tools. This is also a systemic problem".
Similarly, P5 expressed his thoughts on the subject as follows:
"I do not think that using artificial intelligence as an auxiliary tool, referring to the relevant
literature and integrating the findings in question with the author's own expressions and
readings will cause a problem in longerim. | do not think that academics with quality and ethical
problems will take this problem into consideration anyway. It is noteworthy that ethical
problems occur mostly in ordinary universities with low quality, since academics are essentially
a profession of respectability, ethical PROBLEMS come to the fore in academics who are not
concerned about respectability”.
In parallel with these views, some participants P21 said "I think that the right of use does not belong to
the researcher and that it is an easy way out" and P32 said "Simplicity. It is like eating food without
labor" and expressed that the use of artificial intelligence is laziness.

3.2. Privacy

Participants' responses on the issue of privacy regarding the use of artificial intelligence in
academic articles and research differed. Some participants thought that artificial intelligence would
not cause any problems related to confidentiality in academic research and article writing. P3
expressed his opinion on the subject as follows:

"I believe that the relevant data will remain confidential as a result of the necessary encryption.

I have no doubt that it will be protected. However, it is not known where the existing technology

will take us, so | have doubts that this technological progress will reach a point that will

decipher artificial intelligence".
Parallel to this view, P2 said:

"“In order to get useful answers, you need to talk about yourself and your purpose as detailed

as possible. Therefore, | think they are not platforms that those who have privacy concerns can

use. As in every programme/software/application, artificial intelligence tools also have privacy
and security problems or will have them at some point in the future. Therefore, it is necessary
to use them with this in mind".

P15 said "I believe that the data produced by artificial intelligence does not contain personal
data, so it does not pose a problem in terms of privacy. | do not have enough information about access
control and storage of the data sought." Also P25 said "Information increases as it is shared" and P30
said "In general, it produces controlled content about personal data and protection barriers". They
expressed that they did not have any concerns about privacy.



Ethical Dilemmas in the Use of Artificial Intelligence... 1197

One opinion on this issue is that people's perception of privacy has been broken due to the
advancement of technology. In this line, P5 expressed:

"This issue is not open to much discussion. All states, deep structures, security units, rectorates,

deanships, organizations such as YOK already access all our data, control our emails and use

them to maintain their own economic structures. | do not think that this will create a problem
in the context of artificial intelligence".
Similarly, P8 stated:

"We are gradually handing over all our data to big data. There is no way to prevent this. We

are just delaying it a little. In this respect, we will continue to upload data by trying to hide

personal data until people give all their information spontaneously".
P13 stated that "Unfortunately, | have passed the dimension of worrying now because | have given
permission to access data more than necessary". Also P32 said "In these technological conditions,
nothing remains hidden".

A dominant view of the participants on privacy was that the use of artificial intelligence in
academic research was inconvenient. P10 stated that:

"It is definitely inconvenient to use personal data on any platform for any reason.

Unfortunately, personal data are stored and have commodity value. There is even talk of data

colonization today. For this reason, it is quite risky that every data has an economic value,

especially the use of personal data for advertising and marketing purposes".

Similarly P17 said "It is inconvenient for artificial intelligence to access article data while writing
an original article. It damages the originality of our article. When others use our data, it causes
plagiarism" and P19 said "I think that it leaks information about privacy and protection of personal
data, or that these data are monitored and recorded by someone". The participants expressed their
concerns about the privacy of artificial intelligence.

Another view of the participants on privacy is that it is necessary to develop mechanisms to
control artificial intelligence in the protection of personal data, control of artificial intelligence access
to data, storage and use of data. Similarly, P4 stated that:

"Steps should be taken as soon as possible to prevent violations of rights and victimization in

this new field by determining laws and principles both in the scientific community and in other

areas where artificial intelligence is used. For example, artificial intelligence will access the data
of various studies on a subject and perform a meta-analysis. In this case, it must be ensured
that the databases where the relevant data are stored and the original researcher must be
contacted through these databases and permission or approval must be obtained. Or the
researcher should share with the users which artificial intelligence programs are allowed access
by a database to which they decide to upload their data. If such measures are not taken,
negativities such as publishing in another journal or media with the data of a study in the
publication process may arise".

Furthermore, P20 expressed that:

"This is a systemic problem. Issues such as data privacy, protection of personal data and control

of data access are issues that the developers of the relevant artificial intelligence tool need to

adjust. In this regard, lawmakers have a duty to ensure that developers comply with the
relevant rules".

A different opinion on the subject is that artificial intelligence tools can overcome the privacy
problem with various plug-ins. P31 expressed his opinions on the subject as follows:
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"I do not have information about artificial intelligence's access to personal data within the legal
framework. However, since special data is requested when using artificial intelligence, the
answer is that they often do not have information on those issues. In other words, | think it may
be possible to design the algorithm in a way to protect personal data. As a matter of fact, when
we ask personal questions to Siri or ChatGPT, it avoids answering them. | think it is possible to
act on the data that is currently accessible on the internet"”. Similarly, P23 said, "They can use
any kind of information they access. However, | think that an option should be offered to
internet users here. Do you approve access by search engines or artificial intelligence, etc. A
permission system can be created".

A different view on confidentiality points to the ethical problem of the scientific world. P23

stated that:
"Some information may need to remain confidential in the digital world. There is private
information. People may want to protect this private information. This is extremely natural. We
care about the confidentiality of the information that we want to keep confidential in real life
in digital environments. We want it to be shared only with the relevant institutions and persons.
In the digital world, information can be copied, shared with others and spread very quickly. This
process must be strictly controlled by privacy rights. In addition, people who produce
information may have some conditions for access to the information they have produced. For
example, paid membership, etc. such as. After all, there is a labour in the middle. In this
direction, access conditions should be respected. | am in favour of open access. If possible,
academically produced information should be made freely accessible to all relevant users free
of charge. After the commercialization of academic information (patent, utility model, etc.),
those who have intellectual property rights may of course have certain demands regarding
access. Artificial intelligence is designed to access information in the digital world. Users do not
know what the information is used for. This is a separate question mark. Not knowing the
purpose for which this information is used may cause certain injustices for intellectual property
owners. Artificial intelligence software utilizes open source information and receives a certain
fee from its members, but does not pay any fee to the people whose information it uses. Such
companies should pay the necessary fees to the persons, institutions, etc. whose information
they use. In artificial intelligence applications, approvals should be obtained from users for the
use of their information. It is unethical to violate intellectual property rights invisibly",
criticizes the fact that paid publications are not open access.

3.3. Accuracy

The opinion of some of the participants is that artificial intelligence used in academic research
cannot produce accurate and up-to-date information. P11 stated that "It is not accurate, it is not up-
to-date. Texts using artificial intelligence are shallow and contain prejudice”. Also P31 said:

"I generally see that it does not update the data very often. | would like to state that | do not

trust artificial intelligence in terms of the accuracy of the data because | have witnessed that it

has made mistakes many times".

One view is that artificial intelligence produces fabricated data on purpose. Related to the
subject, P1 said, "Research shows that it does not always provide accurate information and can also
produce fabricated information. Therefore, it is absolutely necessary to check its accuracy." and P26
said "There may not be accurate information. They may give references to fabricated sources. It can
make additions on its own. In this respect, it should be used in a controlled manner".
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In parallel to this, according to the participants, it is necessary to continue to look at the data
produced by artificial intelligence with a critical eye in terms of accuracy. "I think that artificial
intelligence can manipulate data just like researchers are likely to manipulate their data. In this respect,
scientific content produced by artificial intelligence should continue to be viewed critically." (P4).
Parallel to this, P22 said "I believe that it will always need human control." and P29 said "/ think that it
should never be trusted, because there is a very large database. The researcher should always make
sure of it". P29 pointed out the importance of the human factor with their opinions.

One of the participants' opinions about the accuracy of the data was that artificial intelligence
can give up-to-date answers according to the subjects. P14 said "It should not be trusted too much, but
it is very impressive at giving ideas". Also P15 stated that their opinions were positive as "I find the
data given by artificial intelligence highly accurate and up-to-date". Participant P18 stated that the
data provided by artificial intelligence are accurate, but there are some problems in translating them
into Turkish:

"It contains mostly accurate data. However, | think there are problems in terms of

harmonization with Turkish. | think it gives more logical answers to questions in English.

Nevertheless, it is necessary to see the original sources it cites. But | have experienced that it

can present up-to-date data. At this point, | can say that it is useful".

Some participants thought that artificial intelligence can give accurate and up-to-date answers
according to the topics. P27 said "Artificial intelligence can give up-to-date answers according to the
subjects. In fact, artificial intelligence also draws information from a database. The timeliness of this
data is increasing day by day." Similarly, P3 said, "Artificial intelligence is an important issue in today's
world. However, as far as | can see, it is used more actively in the fields of health sciences and science.
For social sciences, | can say that | cannot see that it has created a visible change yet."

One opinion about accuracy is that the accuracy of the results produced by artificial
intelligence is directly related to the writing skills of the people who write the relevant commands. P5
stated that:

"I think that this is related to the academic background and qualification of the academician or

researcher using artificial intelligence. | think that a person who has a master's degree and

doctorate in the world's prestigious universities has the capacity to control all processes in his
studies not for promotion but for contribution to science and humanity".
and P6 said "It results depending on the accuracy of the information given to it and processed."

In terms of the data's accuracy, some participants stated that the sources used by artificial
intelligence while producing information should be questioned. P8 mentioned that:

"A person who has the capacity to distinguish between right and wrong understands where the
answer given by artificial intelligence may be fabricated, and investigates those parts. They also check
what they give as a source. But how accurate are the sources themselves? An incorrect reference in a
source was being transmitted unnoticed by others before artificial intelligence. There are also many
things that people believe without questioning. It is necessary to develop critical thinking. Apart from
that, for those who do not have critical thinking, recommendations can be made such as check the
sources, run them through Turnitin". P13 said "I think that artificial intelligence is not always reliable
because of the possibility of drawing data from any site and the possibility that these sites may not be
reliable sources. The current data source mentioned may not be reliable". Furthermore, Participant P19
expressed that:

"Although some of the information provided by artificial intelligence is correct, there is also

information that it provides incorrectly. Are the databases that provide information to artificial
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intelligence reliable, artificial intelligence also needs to update itself. If the internet data

sources are equipped with accurate information, artificial intelligence will give realistic results

in that direction”.

The participants expressed the opinion that the accuracy of the data is related to the quality
of the artificial intelligence used. While some artificial intelligence tools produce accurate and up-to-
date information, there are problems with the accuracy of the data produced by artificial intelligence
tools, most of which are free and open to access. P20 said "Some artificial intelligence tools do not
produce outputs suitable for use in the process of writing scientific publications, while others do. In this
regard, users should conduct sufficient research and choose tools that can produce outputs suitable for
their purposes. Moreover, P23 stated:

"Artificial intelligence programmes produce up-to-date information according to their versions.

Programmes also have commercial purposes. For this reason, it is required to pay a fee to

access up-to-date information. When artificial intelligence accesses up-to-date information

and makes analyses and syntheses, it can do good work in a serious sense and can become an
assistant and partner for researchers. It can be a serious author. There are examples where
artificial intelligence is shown as an author in research. In a university abroad, artificial
intelligence is employed as a faculty member and the results are observed".
Similarly, P2 stated, "I do not think that free versions without internet connection provide accurate
and reliable information. When | tried to confirm it a few times, | was sure [ could not trust it". Also,
P28 stated, "You can access up-to-date data with ChatGPT 40, while older versions do not. However, it
may not be able to provide the latest sources. | did not have any problems in terms of accuracy.
Educational Sciences data were generally accurate". Also P30 said "While the services that require
membership are more successful, we can say that those that are in the trial process and use all data
networks and do not support appropriate filtering do not contain 100% accurate and up-to-date
information".

4. Discussion & Conclusion

The issue of who owns the work produced by artificial intelligence highlights the need for a
serious analysis of property rights. One conclusion of this study is that humans, not machines, are the
owners of knowledge. It is not possible for artificial intelligence to claim ownership in line with the
participants' views. The underlying reason for the participants to think in this way may be that the
information produced by artificial intelligence does not have features such as openness, accessibility
and abstraction level within the scope of information ethics. This result coincides with the studies
conducted. To increase the development of artificial intelligence in knowledge production, it should
have critical thinking and social responsibility (Evgenev, 2019). Participants' views on the ownership of
knowledge can also be explained by the theory of Connectivism (Goldie, 2016). The knowledge
possessed by artificial intelligence systems is formed thanks to the data and connections that people
provide to these systems. It can be said that the information produced by humans and the information
uploaded to the system directly affect the development and performance of artificial intelligence
algorithms. In this context, the learning and information processing capacity of artificial intelligence
can be explained as a reflection of the information that people have and share. Although this theory
provides a helpful perspective from which teaching and learning can be better understood and
managed using artificial intelligence, further development and experimental evidence is needed.

Participants are far from the idea that artificial intelligence will change the world, contrary to
what is claimed, and that it can be an author. This may be because they do not know the capabilities
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of artificial intelligence and have had various negative experiences. One of the most important
conclusions that can be drawn from this study is that artificial intelligence can be a guide in academic
research and article writing. Artificial intelligence can play an essential role in academic writing. Still,
this role may be more about guiding rather than replacing an academic. The great conveniences
provided by artificial intelligence in areas such as data analysis, literature review and automation of
routine tasks can accelerate academic work and make it more efficient. However, human elements
such as ethical responsibilities, critical thinking and creative problem-solving abilities are at the centre
of academic studies and cannot be fully realized by artificial intelligence. As a result of this study, it can
be said that artificial intelligence can participate in research as a mentor, a counsellor, and enable
academics to be more efficient in more complex and human-specific tasks. The findings of similar
studies coincide with this result, and it is stated that artificial intelligence can be used as a guide in
research and will transform the coaching profession in the future (Ersoz, 2023; Grafmann &
Schermuly, 2021). Regarding ethics, issues such as data confidentiality, prevention of bias and
transparency should be considered when using artificial intelligence. In this way, collaboration
between Al and academics can create a synergy that supports scientific progress and encourages
human creativity.

The rapid development of artificial intelligence technologies has brought along a series of
ethical concerns. One reason for the ethical concerns raised by artificial intelligence and the negative
perception about the accuracy of artificial intelligence may be hidden in the diffusion of innovations
theory. Artificial intelligence is developing and solving its problems day by day. The creative and
unpredictable nature of artificial intelligence pushes the boundaries of existing ethical frameworks and
creates profound effects on the social, economic and cultural structures of human societies. The rapid
diffusion of innovations raises new questions about who controls and accesses information (Rogers,
2004). The perception towards emerging technologies goes through phases in artificial intelligence.
One reason for the lack of privacy concerns may be that researchers support open science and
innovation. Similar studies have shown that participants are open-minded and generally early adopters
of new information and communication technologies (Lund et al., 2020). The open sharing and
accessibility of knowledge contributes to accelerating scientific progress and fostering innovation,
enabling access to a broader audience of students and researchers. Sharing knowledge creates more
egalitarian access to knowledge by increasing access to knowledge by a wider community. On the other
hand, artificial intelligence is met with fear and anxiety by the researchers who resist innovation.
Academics who produce artefacts with commercial or financial value in their research may want to
protect their knowledge and share it only under certain conditions. Conversely, due to the continuous
advancement of technology, legal systems are insufficient regarding intellectual property rights related
to artificial intelligence products and the preparation of appropriate laws (Gribincea, 2020). This view
coincides with the sense of mental surrender experienced in the participants' minds, which is parallel
to the speed of technological progress.

The field of philosophy of science aims to heed ethical values, to respect human nature, and
to protect the fundamental values of human subjects and participants. An academic who does not
respect the philosophy of science can find a way, regardless of the technology, to commit any number
of ethical violations. Academic plagiarism, citation, and artificial intelligence issues are also important
in this context. The majority of the participants think that artificial intelligence will pose an ethical
problem in terms of ownership of knowledge. The current study emphasized that artificial intelligence
can synthesize information from sources in the digital world, and it is important to respect intellectual
property rights when using this information by referencing. Artificial intelligence provides convenience
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at this point, but citing ethical values and the people who contribute to the production of knowledge
is indispensable in terms of academic honesty.

In parallel with the participants' mentioning the necessity of determining international criteria
in the findings, guidelines on how artificial intelligence should be used are published by state levels,
institutions, academic publishing houses (YOK, 2024). Studies show that artificial intelligence will soon
be validated by methods such as debugging methods, innovative software architectures, and cyber
physical systems. Although artificial intelligence technologies have recently entered our lives in the
academic field, information technologies have been used for many years. In line with the participants'
views, existing technologies were already an essential point in the lives of academics in terms of
privacy. In parallel with this situation, people's perceptions of privacy have been broken. This situation
may also be a reason for the increase in information pollution and fake news in parallel with the
understanding of the post-truth post-truth era. In addition, a person who wants to violate ethics can
find a way regardless of the technology. Similarly, Ashok et al. (2022) identified 14 ethical implications
of artificial intelligence. They stated that the most discussed implications of intelligibility,
accountability, fairness and autonomy (under the cognitive domain) and privacy (under the
information domain) were the most discussed results.

However, a new and different argument for using Al in the academic field is the opportunities
these technologies can provide in education and research. Artificial intelligence can enable researchers
to conduct more detailed, faster and more comprehensive literature reviews, academic counselling,
academic language and spelling errors, data analyses. In education, Al-supported systems can be
tailored to students' learning speeds and styles, increasing equality in academia and making research
processes more efficient. Artificial intelligence can pave the way for new discoveries and accelerate
scientific progress by analyzing large data sets.
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Genis Ozet
Girig

Yapay zeka, derin 6grenme, dogal dil isleme gibi teknikler sayesinde bilimsel makale yazma
sirecinde etkilesimli bir 6grenme ortami sunarak rehberlik etmekte, akademik yazima katki
saglamaktadir. Ancak yapay zekanin sagladigi bu katkilar bilginin sahipligi, dogrulugu ve gizliligi
konularinda gesitli endiseleri de beraberinde getirmektedir.

Yapay zeka tarafindan tretilen ve dizenlenen metinlerin kaynak belirtilmeden sunulmasi ve
kullanilmasi intihal sorunlarina yol agabilir. Bu durum akademik ¢alismanin 6zgiin olmasini zedeleyerek
akademik diristlik ilkesini ihlal etmektedir. Akademik metinlerde yazarlik hakki konusundaki
geleneksel anlayis ve etik standartlar, yapay zeka ile yeniden degerlendirmeyi ve bu konuda akademik
arastirmalarin yapilmasini gerektirmektedir. Akademik calismalarda yazar olarak kabul edilmek belirli
bir diizeyde entelektiiel katkiyi gerektirmektedir. Yapay zeka tarafindan olusturulan metinlerin, yapilan
analizlerin, elde edilen bulgularin, hangi olclide kimin katkisi olarak kabul edilecegi heniz
tartisiimaktadir (Gribincea, 2020). Uluslararasi bircok akademik dergi ve kurum, yazarlk kriterleri
belirlemistir. Bu kriterler, arastirmanin tasarimi, verilerin analizi, bulgularin elde edilmesi ve sonuglarin
yorumlanmasi asamalarinda yazarlarin katki saglamasi gerektigini ifade etmektedir. Yapay zekdnin bu
sireclerde nasil, ne kadar etkili oldugu konusunda netlik saglanmalidir. Nitekim yayinevleri tarafindan
makale ylkleme sirecinin basinda, yapay zekanin hangi kisimlarda ne kadar katki sagladiginin
actklanmasi zorunlu tutulmaya baslanmistir. Yapay zeka tarafindan Uretilen iceriklerin telif hakkinin,
fikir mulkiyetinin kime ait olacagi konusu icin akademik arastirmalara ihtiya¢c bulunmaktadir.

Arastirma ve makale yaziminda yapay zekanin kullanimi, ¢esitli boyutlari olan bir arastirma
alanidir. Yapay zeka sistemlerinin gelistirilmesi ve uygulanmasi, adalet, gizlilik, seffaflik ve 6znellik gibi
karmasik etik zorluklar ortaya koymaktadir (Zhang & Andwari, 2022). Yapay zeka etiginin evrimi, yapay
zekaya insan benzeri 6zellikler kazandirmaktan, insan merkezli yapay zeka sistemlerinin gelistirilmesine
vurgu yapmaya kadar cesitli asamalardan gecmistir. Bilimsel gelismenin post-klasik asamasi ve
alternatif etik-teorik yaklasimlarin dahil edilmesi gbz 6niinde bulundurularak yapay zeka sistemleri igin
etik cerceveler olusturma gereksinimi bulunmaktadir (Saveliev vd., 2021). Evgenev (2019) tarafindan
yapilan calismaya gore yapay zekanin etkili bir sekilde bilgi Gretebilmesi i¢in, programcilarin katilimi
olmadan bilgi tasiyicilarinin bilgi tabanlari olusturmasina olanak taniyan yiiksek verimli bir teknoloji
gereklidir. Yapay zeka etigi tizerine tartismalar agirlikli olarak bati perspektifleriyle sekillendirilmis olsa
da yapay zeka etigi arastirmalari ve uygulamalarina yeni bakis agilari saglamak icin teorik yaklasimlarin
dahil edilmesi ¢agrisi vardir. Bu baglamda ortaya cikan yeni kuramlar bulunmaktadir. Baglanticilik
Teorisi, 6grenmenin bireylerin cevreleriyle etkilesimleri ve bu etkilesimler sonucunda olustugunu
vurgulamaktadir (Goldie, 2016). Bu teoriye gore bilgi aglar lizerindedir. Siemens insanlarin internet ve
sosyal aglar araciligiyla bilgi 6grenme ve paylasma sireclerini aciklamayi amaclamaktadir. Yapay zeka
etiginin gesitli ve degisken dogasi géz 6niine alindiginda, alanin, yapay zeka gelistirme ve uygulamasinin
etik sonuglarini ele almak icin felsefi, metodolojik ve teknik hususlari bir araya getiren multidisipliner
bir yaklagima ihtiya¢ duydugu agiktir.

Bu galismanin amaci, arastirmacilarin akademik makale yazim siirecinde yapay zeka kullanimi
hakkindaki gorislerini incelemektir. Arastirma sorusu su sekilde belirlenmistir: “Akademik yazim
sirasinda yapay zekd ile ilgili etik ikilemler konusunda arastirmacilarin gériisleri nelerdir?”
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Yontem

Bu calismada, egitsel, sosyo-kiltirel ve orgitsel durumlar gibi bircok durumu 6grenmeye
olanak taniyan durum galismasi yaklasimi kullaniimistir (Yin, 2009). Durum galismalarinda, arastirmanin
gecerliligini saglamak igin incelenecek durumun tanimlanmasi ve diger konularin arastirma kapsami
disinda birakilmasi 6nemlidir. Katilimcilarin se¢ciminde maksimum ¢esitleme yontemi tercih edilmistir.
Arastirmalarinda yapay zekayi kullanan ve kullanmayan akademisyenler ve arastirmacilar benzer
sayida secilmeye calisilmistir. Calismada, Mason tarafindan bilisim etigi baglaminda onerilen fikir
mulkiyeti, dogruluk ve gizlilik ilkeleri g6z 6nlinde bulundurularak agik uclu sorular hazirlanmistir.
Elektronik olarak web Uzerinde hazirlanan agik uclu sorular, katilimcilara e-posta yoluyla génderilmistir.
Veriler, 2023-2024 akademik yili bahar doneminde toplanmistir. Katilimcilardan sorulari uzun
paragraflar seklinde yanitlamalari istenmis ve bu hedef kismen gerceklestirilmistir. Veri toplama
araglarinin uygulanmasindan 6nce Etik Kurul'dan gerekli izinler alinmistir. Agik uglu sorularin analizinde
betimsel analiz yéntemi tercih edilmistir. Arastirmacilar tarafindan, sorularin anlasilirligini artirmak icin
katihmcilarla yeni gérismeler gerceklestirilmis ve liye kontroll saglanmistir.

Bulgular

Yapay zekanin akademik makaleler ve arastirmalarda kullanimi ile ilgili bilgi sahipligi konusunda
katilimcilarin gorusleri farklilik géstermektedir. Arastirmaya katilan akademisyen ve arastirmacilarin bir
bolimd, bilginin sahibinin zaten kendilerinin oldugunu dolayisiyla kullanim haklarinin da kendilerine
ait oldugunu ifade etmektedirler. Bu dogrultuda K3 adh katihmci goristini “S6z konusu yapay zeka
Gzerinden yaratilan bir fikrin sahibi arastirmacinin ta kendisidir” ve K11 adh katihmci gérisiinii “Hangi
bilgi? Bizim ellerimizle olusturup internet ortamina yikledigimiz bilgi mi? Elbette sahibi biziz ve
kullanim hakki da bizim.” seklinde ifade etmislerdir. Katilimcilarin biiytk bir cogunlugu yapay zekanin
bilginin sahipligi acisindan etik bir sorun olusturacagini distinmektedir. K13 konuyla ilgili distincelerini
“kaynak arastirmasinda kullanilmasinda sorun oldugunu disinmiiyorum ancak olusturdugu bilgiyi
direkt almanin aslinda yapay zekadan yapilan bir intihal oldugu goérisiindeyim” seklinde ifade etmistir.
Bir gorlis hangi teknoloji olursa olsun etik problemlerin arastirmacilarin niyetlerinde sakh oldugu
yonilndedir. Katilimcilarin yapay zekanin akademik makale ve arastirmalarda kullanimi ile ilgili gizlilik
konusunda verdigi yanitlar farklilasmaktadir.

Katilimcilarin bir bolimi yapay zekanin akademik arastirma ve makale yazma konusunda
gizlilik ile ilgili herhangi bir sorun olusturmayacagini disiinmektedir. Bu konu hakkindaki bir goruis
teknolojinin ilerlemesi konusunda insanlarin gizlilik algisinin kirildig1 yoniindedir. Gizlilik konusunda
arastirmacilara ait bir hakim goris yapay zekanin akademik arastirmalarda kullaniminin kesinlikle
sakincali oldugu yoniindedir. Gizlilik konusunda farkl bir goris bilim dinyasinin etik sorununa isaret
etmektedir. Katimcilarin bir béliminin gorisi, akademik arastirmalarda kullanilan yapay zekanin
dogru ve giincel bilgi Gretemedigi yonindedir. Buna paralel katiimcilarin gériisiine gore yapay zekanin
Urettigi verilerin dogrulugu acisindan elestirel bir gozle bakilmaya devam edilmesi gereklidir.
Katihmcilarin verilerin dogrulugu ile ilgili bir gortsi yapay zekanin konulara gore gilincel cevaplar
verebildigi yoniindedir. Dogruluk hakkinda bir goris yapay zekanin Urettigi sonuglarin dogrulugunun,
ilgili komutlari yazan kisilerin yazdiklari ile dogrudan iliskili oldugu yonindedir. Katilimcilar tarafindan
dile getirilen bir gorts verilerin dogru olmasinin, kullanilan yapay zekanin kalitesi ile ilgili oldugu
yonilindedir. Bazi yapay zeka araglari dogru ve giincel bilgi tretirken ¢ogu Ucretsiz ve erisime agik olan
yapay zeka araclarinin Grettigi verilerin dogrulugu konusunda sorunlar bulunmaktadir.

Tartisma ve Sonug
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Bilginin sahibi kimdir? Bu soru, yapay zeka tarafindan tiretilen sanat eserlerinin kime ait oldugu
sorununu giindeme getirmekte ve miilkiyet haklarinin ciddi bir sekilde analiz edilmesi ihtiyacini
vurgulamaktadir. Bu galismanin bir sonucu, bilginin sahibinin makineler degil, insanlar oldugudur.
Yapay zekanin bir sahiplik iddiasinda bulunmasi katihmci gorisleri dogrultusunda miimkin degildir.
Katihmcilarin bu sekilde diisinme sebeplerinin altinda yatan neden, yapay zeka tarafindan dretilen
bilginin bilisim etigi kapsaminda aciklik, erisebilirlik, soyutlama seviyesi gibi 6zelliklere sahip olmamasi
olabilir. Yapilan calismalar ile bu sonug 6rtlismektedir. Yapay zekanin bilgi Gretimindeki gelisiminin
artmasi igin elestirel diisiinme ve sosyal sorumluluk duygularina sahip olmasi gerekmektedir (Evgenev,
2019). Katilimcilarin bilginin sahipligi konusundaki gortsleri Baglanticilik teorisi ile de agiklanabilir
(Goldie, 2016). Yapay zeka sistemlerinin sahip oldugu bilgi, insanlarin bu sistemlere sagladigi veriler ve
baglantilar sayesinde olusmaktadir. insanlarin irettigi bilgilerin, sisteme yiikledigi bilgilerin, yapay zeka
algoritmalarinin gelisimini ve performansini dogrudan etkiledigi soylenebilir. Bu baglamda, yapay
zekanin 6grenme ve bilgi isleme kapasitesi, insanlarin sahip oldugu ve paylastigi bilgilerin bir yansimasi
olarak aciklanabilir. Bu kuram, yapay zeka kullanilarak 6gretim ve 6grenmenin daha iyi anlasilip
yonetilebilecegi yararli bir bakis acisi saglasa da daha fazla gelistirme ve deneysel kanita ihtiyag
bulunmaktadir.

Katilimcilar yapay zekanin iddia edilenin aksine dinyayi degistirecegi, bir yazar olabilecegi
diisiincesine uzaktirlar. Bu sonug, katiimcilarin yapay zekanin yeteneklerini bilmemelerinden, daha
onceden c¢esitli olumsuz deneyimler yasamalarindan kaynaklaniyor olabilir. Bu c¢alismadan
cikarilabilecek en 6nemli sonuglardan biri, yapay zekanin akademik arastirma ve makale yaziminda bir
rehber olabilecegi yoniindedir. Yapay zeka, akademik yazimda énemli bir rol oynayabilir, ancak bu rol,
bir akademisyenin yerini almaktan ¢ok, onlara rehberlik etmeye yonelik olabilir. Yapay zekanin veri
analizi, literatir taramasi ve rutin gorevlerin otomasyonu gibi alanlarda sagladigi buyik kolayliklar,
akademik calismalari hizlandirabilir ve daha verimli hale getirebilir. Ancak etik sorumluluklar, elestirel
diisiinme ve yaratici problem ¢6zme yetenekleri gibi insan unsurlari, akademik ¢alismalarin merkezinde
yer alir ve yapay zeka tarafindan tam anlamiyla gerceklestirilemez. Bu ¢alismanin bir sonucu olarak,
yapay zekanin arastirmalarda bir mentor, danisman olarak yer alabilecegi, akademisyenlerin daha
karmasik ve insana 0zgli gorevlerde daha verimli olmasini saglayabilecegi soéylenebilir. Benzer
arastirmalarin bulgulari bu sonuc ile 6rtlismekte, yapay zekanin arastirmalarda bir rehber olarak yer
alabilecegi, gelecekte kogluk meslegini donlstiirecegi dile getirilmektedir (Ersoz, 2023; GraBmann &
Schermuly, 2021). Etik agidan, yapay zekanin kullanimi sirasinda veri gizliligi, nyargilarin 6nlenmesi ve
seffaflik gibi konulara 6zen gosterilmelidir. Bu sekilde, yapay zeka ve akademisyenler arasindaki is
birligi, bilimsel ilerlemeyi destekleyen ve insan yaraticiligini tesvik eden bir sinerji yaratabilir.

Yapay zeka teknolojilerinin hizla gelismesi, bir dizi etik endiseyi beraberinde getirmistir. Yapay
zekanin olusturdugu etik endisenin, yapay zekanin dogrulugu konusunda olan olumsuz alginin bir
sebebi, yeniliklerin yayillimi kuraminda sakli olabilir. Yapay zeka gelismekte ve her gegen gin
problemlerini ¢ozmektedir. Yapay zekanin yaratici ve 6ngoriilemez dogasi, mevcut etik cercevelerin
sinirlarini zorlamakta ve insan toplumlarinin sosyal, ekonomik ve kiltirel yapilarinda derin etkiler
yaratmaktadir. Yeniliklerin hizli bir sekilde yayilmasi, bilginin kontroll ve erisiminin kimler tarafindan
saglandigi konularinda yeni sorular ortaya g¢ikarmaktadir (Rogers, 2004). Yeni ¢ikan teknolojilere karsi
olan algl yapay zeka icinde evrelerden ge¢cmektedir. Gizlilik endiselerinin olmamasinin bir nedeni,
arastirmacilarin agik bilim ve yenilikleri desteklemeleri olabilir. Benzer ¢alismalarda katilimcilar agik
gorisli olup, genellikle yeni bilgi ve iletisim teknolojilerinin erken benimseyicileri olduklarini
gostermistir (Lund vd., 2020). Bilginin agik¢a paylasiimasi ve erisilebilir olmasi, bilimsel ilerlemenin
hizlanmasina ve inovasyonun tesvik edilmesine katki saglar, daha genis bir 6grenci ve arastirmaci kitlesi
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ile erisimi saglar. Bilginin paylasilmasi, genis bir toplulugun bilgiye erisimini artirarak daha adil ve
esitlikci bir bilgiye erisim ortami olusturur. Diger taraftan yenilige karsi olan arastirmaci kitle tarafindan,
yapay zeka korku ve endise ile karsilanmaktadir. Yaptiklari arastirmalarda ticari veya mali degeri olan
Uretimler gerceklestiren akademisyenler, bilgilerini korumak ve yalnizca belirli kosullarda paylasmak
isteyebilirler. Diger taraftan teknolojinin sirekli ilerlemesi sebebiyle yasal sistemler, yapay zeka
Grlnlerine iliskin fikri mulkiyet haklari, uygun yasalarin hazirlanmasi konusunda yetersiz kalmaktadir
(Gribincea, 2020). Bu goris teknolojinin ilerleme hizina paralel, katilimcilarin zihinlerinde yasanan
zihinsel teslimiyet duygusu ile 6rtlismektedir.

Yayin Etigi Beyani

Bu arastirma icin gerekli etik kurul izni, Bursa Uludag Universitesi Sosyal ve Beseri Bilimler
Bilimsel Arastirma ve Yayin Etigi Kurulu tarafindan 22 Mart 2024 tarihinde 10 sayili kararla alinmistir.
Bu arastirmanin planlanmasindan, uygulanmasina, verilerin toplanmasindan, verilerin analizine kadar
olan tim siregte “Yiiksekdgretim Kurumlari Bilimsel Arastirma ve Yayin Etigi Yonergesi” kapsaminda
uyulmasi belirtilen tim kurallara uyulmustur. Bu ¢alisma herhangi baska bir akademik yayin ortamina
degerlendirme i¢in génderilmemistir.

Arastirmacilarin Katki Orani Beyani

Bu ¢alisma, arastirmacilarin her birinin esit 6lctide katki sagladig bir is birligi Grintddr.

Catisma Beyani

Arastirmanin yazarlari olarak herhangi bir ¢cikar/catisma beyanimiz olmadigini ifade ederiz.

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International
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