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Long before the discovery of artificial intelligence (Al),
academia assured the originality of a research article by
the use of plagiarism detectors. Al has been introduced in
2022 with different functions including creating a scientific
text. This necessitates the development of detectors that can
detect if a specific text is human or Al generated.
Unfortunately, most of today’s available Al detectors have
the disadvantages of producing a false positive result, a state
that overwhelmed early plagiarism detectors. Just as early
plagiarism software identified citations as plagiarism, Al
detectors now mistake concise phrasing or technical terms
as Al-written. Writers have to change their style to avoid
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algorithmic scrutiny by Al detectors, sacrificing clarity for
the sake of “human-like” metrics.

As a chief editor committed to ensuring the originality of
submitted articles, I have evaluated several publicly available
Al detection tools. These tools aim to identify whether a piece
of text has been generated by Al models. However, I found that
they produced a noticeable inconsistent result when applied
to the same content. As a case study, I tested the abstract of a
peer-reviewed article published in 2012'—well before the
introduction of generative Al—using four different detectors.
The results were astonishing: the Al-generated probability
scores ranged from O to 89% (see =Fig. 1).
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Fig. 1 The results of artificial intelligence (Al) detection scores of the same article using different Al detectors.
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Editorial

We all believe that original research was never about
the novelty of the text, it is the product of rigorous inquiry,
appropriate insight, and intellectual synthesis, qualities
that no present Al detectors can measure. Plagiarism
software failed to capture this logic, and Al detectors
repeat the same mistake. They cannot distinguish between
Al-assisted drafting and Al-generated thought, just as old
plagiarism tools couldn’t separate boilerplate text from
conceptual theft.

but a starting point for evaluation, we must approach Al
results with similar logic. The tools change by the advances of
technology, but the challenge remains: to promote authentic
scholarship without resorting completely to machine judg-
ment. If we learned anything from the plagiarism era, it is
that originality flourishes in discussion, not surveillance.
Let’s not repeat history’s mistakes.
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