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Use of Generative Artificial Intelligence in Research Guidelines 

Section 1 - Introduction
Charles Darwin University recognises the emergence of Generative AI (gen AI) as a practical tool for improving efficiency and increasing productivity in research. While there are considerable benefits associated with the adoption of gen AI, it is important to remember that AI is assistive technology and does not replace human critical thinking, reasoning and decision-making. In addition, at every stage of the research lifecycle, researchers (including HDR students) must ensure their use of gen AI tools complies with the Australian Code for the Responsible Conduct of Research, 2018, related University governance documents, relevant legislation and regulation, and funding body and publisher requirements. 

Section 2 - Purpose
Researchers are accountable for their own work, including work produced with the assistance of gen AI tools, and must take responsibility for the integrity of the content created by AI. The purpose of these Guidelines is to support decision-making in the appropriate and responsible use of gen AI in research. It is designed to ensure researchers are well well-informed of key ethical and risk considerations in the use of gen AI across all stages of the research lifecycle. 
These guidelines apply to all CDU researchers, including staff, students and visitors conducting research under the auspices of the University.

Section 3 - Planning: Considerations for the Establishment of Safeguards 
It is important to exercise caution when using gen AI due to some inherent risks that may compromise your research, impact research integrity principles, and even hinder the development of skills needed to be a competent researcher. 
Privacy and Security
Commercial AI tools may retain and reuse uploaded content. Accordingly, before using any tool, check the licence or terms and conditions, including assurances relating to data re-use for training models and provisions around ownership of IP to mitigate risk of losing control of your own IP.
Establish the classification of your data and protect unpublished or sensitive work. Only input content that would also be appropriate to share with external organisations. It is never appropriate to submit the following material into gen AI platforms:



· Commercial-in-confidence materials or materials protected by copyright or intellectual property
· Data subject to privacy legislation (e.g., private/personal information)
· Human research data (e.g., participant data collected through surveys)
· Confidential or sensitive data (e.g., religious, sacred or cultural knowledge; locations of vulnerable species)
· Information subject to regulatory controls (e.g., national security information, police records, materials subject to export controls)

Accuracy and Bias
Gen AI is able to produce authoritative-sounding and persuasive material that may be inaccurate, incomplete or biased. Examples include non-existent outputs (hallucinations), synthetic data, images and hypotheses.
Researchers must critically review and fact-check AI-generated material through a process of verification and validation. This may include the development of iterative prompting, careful checking of authorship attribution to outputs, cross-checking of citations.
Researchers should take advantage of available training provisions in the use of gen AI to ensure they have at their disposal a toolkit to enable verification and validation purposes.
Over Reliance and Personal Development
Gen AI tools are assistive technology and do not have the capability to undertake independent, original research. Over reliance on gen AI in the research process may lead to technology dependence and impede the development of critical thinking skills that are needed to be a competent researcher.
Before using gen AI, researchers must reflect critically on the value add of the technology, remaining mindful that while gen AI may enhance productivity, it never replaces human decision-making.

Section 4 - Data: Collection, Analysis, Generation and Management
Gen AI may assist with the analysis, interpretation and summarisation of large volumes of non-sensitive data. However, this does not revoke the need for human-centred judgement, with a researcher’s ability to produce insightful, robust work issuing from their own contextual understanding of the research being undertaken and application of critical thinking. 
To assist with tracking and enable fact-checking of data that has been synthesised and summarised by gen AI, researchers should keep a record of prompts given to gen AI tools when undertaking their own analysis.
Gen AI must never be used to alter or manipulate original research data.
With regard to data generated by researchers, there are circumstances where inputting to gen AI platforms is never appropriate. Refer to Privacy and Security above. 




Section 5 - Writing: Research Outputs, Grant Applications and Ethics Applications
Gen AI must not be used to produce intellectual  content; rather, its usage in the writing process should be restricted to: 1) generating ideas for crafting new text (e.g., through literature discovery, by finding  and synthesising information on a given topic, helping identify a research gap), and 2) enhancing the readability of an output through the editorial process. This includes correcting grammatical, spelling and typographical errors, ensuring clarity of expression and formatting. 
Similarly, it is inappropriate to use gen AI in the writing of the key components of ethics applications, as these require the application of critical thinking and decision-making in formulating principles for the conduct of the proposed research.
Subject to Section 19 of the Authorship and Dissemination of Research Procedure, authorship cannot be ascribed to gen AI tools as they cannot assume responsibility for content
Subject to Section 35 of the  Generative Artificial Intelligence Policy authors are ultimately responsible and accountable for the contents of their work.
A well-crafted grant application improves the likelihood of success. However, caution must be exercised in the use of gen AI during the grant preparation process, recognising that researchers are accountable for information provided in their applications, with severe consequences for the inclusion of false or misleading information. 

Section 6 - Transparency and Documentation
Researchers should maintain records of their use of gen AI for purposes of rigour (e.g. to be able to validate material by cross-checking prompts selected to arrive at the material generated by AI) and integrity.
Researchers must be transparent in their use of gen AI tools. This includes documenting what tools have been used and when, how they have been applied, and their influence on the research and dissemination process.
Researchers must check with funders’ and publishers’ policies and guidelines relating to the use and attribution of AI.

Section 7 - Peer Review and Evaluation
It is inappropriate to delegate evaluation or assessment of outputs, grant applications or student theses to gen AI tools.
Reviewers engaged in peer review activities must treat submissions to journals and funding bodies in-confidence and not disclose any information under reviews. The use of gen AI tools for peer review activities is likely to compromise the confidentiality of the material and breach agreements.

Section 8 – Higher Degree by Research
Consistent with information provided in these Guidelines, HDR students may use gen AI where appropriate, ensuring they observe expected standards of integrity in the conduct of research as specified in relevant policies and codes. 
Students must first consult with their supervisor on the benefits and risks of using gen AI tools and develop a plan that outlines how the tool will be used, its intended impact on the research quality and how principles of research integrity will be observed. 
Students are expected to write their thesis independently under the direction of their supervisor. AI must not be used to produce academic content. Nor must it be used for the translation of content written by the student in a language other than English, as students are required to demonstrate they meet English Language requirements in admission to the HDR program. 
Subject to supervisor consultation, the use of gen AI in the written thesis may be appropriate for editing and proofreading purposes, such as correcting grammatical, spelling and typographical errors, ensuring clarity of expression and formatting. 
In instances where a published output forms part of the thesis, the output must comply with the standards specified in these Guidelines as well as the Authorship and Dissemination of Research Procedure.
Consistent with requirements specified in Section 6, students must maintain records of gen AI use. In addition, they must include a statement on their use of gen AI in the acknowledgement pages of the thesis. 





Appendix: Resources 

Example of researcher declaration of use of AI for journal publication
During manuscript preparation, the author/s used [tool name and version] to assist with [literature search, data synthesis, readability etc]. After using this tool, the author/s reviewed and verified the content and take full responsibility for the content of this output.

Example of HDR student acknowledgement statement:
I declare that generative AI tools were used in the preparation of this thesis for language editing and improving clarity and readability. Logs of use including dates are available upon request. All substantive content, including the research design, methods, analysis, results and interpretations is my own work and has been reviewed and verified by me under the direction of my supervisor. 
Generative AI was used to create the diagrams provided within this thesis. Prompts and applications used for generation of diagrams are noted in the footnote of each image.

Examples of grant funding body guidance and positions
ARC Policy on Use of Generative Artificial Intelligence in the ARC’s grants program
NHMRC Policy on Use of Generative Artificial Intelligence in Grant Applications and Peer Review










Page 1 of 1
Page 1 of 1									Last update 26/3/2026
image2.jpeg
E—— CHARLES
DARWIN
UNIVERSITY

<% AUSTRALIA




image3.png
E— CHARLES
DARWIN
UNIVERSITY

<% AUSTRALIA





