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Perspectives on Artificial Intelligence in Medical
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Alexander Eggermont 1* 12, Cetin Erol 22, Karen D Ersche ** 2 19, Giorgio Ferriero 7 18,

Gerd Heusch ¥ Ciro Indolfi 22, Paul A Insel 22, Carl ) Lavie 2, Carlo La Vecchia &,

Nicola Maffulli 2 2 2 Fabrizio Montecucco 27 28, David ) Moliterno 2, Stanley Nattel 031
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Results

A total of 59 Editors-in-Chief completed the survey
out of a total of 317 Invitations (19%), with most of
the respondents (63%) identifying clinical research as

their primary area of expertise



Does your journal currently
use Al-based tools?

m Yes, extensively m Yes, occasionally
= No, but we planto = No, and we don'tplan to

®m | don't know




Have you used Al tools for linguistic or
scientific review of a manuscript

.

m Yes, both = Yes, linguistic aspects only

m Yes, scientific aspects only = No

m | don'tknow




Have you ever encountered cases of
manipulation or errors resulting from
the use of Al in the editorial field?

m Yes, major issues m Yes, minor issues

m No ® | don't know




Do you think Al in journal
publishing should be regulated?

v

2%

= Yes, at aninternationallevel = Yes, at a national level

= Yes, but only for specific tasks = No




Should Al policies be standardized
across all journals or left to publishers
or journals?

» Standardized throughout » Standardized atjoumal level
= Standardized at publisher level = There is no need for standards




Could Al ever completely replace some human
functions in scientific review?

mYes mNo m|ldon’tknow




Would you trust Al more than a human
reviewer in assessing the scientific
validity of a paper?

mYes mNo m|don’tknow




Would a dedicated Al training program
for editors and reviewers be useful?

3%

® Verymuch = Much = Notmuch = Notatall




Will Al significantly change medical
publishing in the next 10 years?

N

3%

®mYes mNo m|don’tknow




What are the main advantages of Al in journal publishing?

Reduced time  INEEEG_———— 70
Reduced costs IEEG—_—_——————— 3%
Greater precision and consistency inquality  IEG_—<— —— 34%

0% 0%  40%  60%  80%  100%




What are the primary concerns about Al in scholarly publishing?

Bias in Al-generated recommendations NN 7%
Lack of transparency (NG 4%
Difficulty in holding Al accountable for errors NN 35%

0%  20%  40%  60%  80%

100%




How much do you trust Al-generated
results for content review and analysis?

40%
35%
30%
25%
20%
15%

10%
5% I
0% W -

Not at all Completely




Conclusion

The present survey on attitudes toward Al iIn
publication In medical journals, notwithstanding Its
Inherent drawbacks, suggests that Editors-in-Chief
are cautiously engaging with Al, primarily for
administrative tasks, while remaining wary of its use
In peer review and content generation. Despite
optimism about future applications, concerns about
bias, accountability, and ethical oversight remain

prevalent.



