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The widespread adoption of generative AI (GenAI) writing tools, such as ChatGPT, Claude, Copilot, Gemini, Perplexity 
and so on, has had a significant impact across academic sectors. These tools, based on large language models (LLMs), are 
probabilistic models trained on vast text datasets to predict sequences of words with high accuracy. The more extensive 
training data improves the model's capacity to generate responses accurately by identifying patterns based on conditional 
probability rather than logical reasoning. LLMs choose the most probable next word in a sequence based on the 
preceding words, enabling them to produce coherent and contextually relevant text. 

This issue had already arisen with anti-plagiarism software, which had search parameters on imitation of the 
source unrelated to machine learning technologies. Thus, source verification, even if automated, could be considered a 
satisfactory system of intercepting copied text. The intervention of GenAI has changed the scene of the production of 
intellectual materials because the combined use of machine learning and neural networks involves not “simple” 
plagiarism, but mirror imitation of combined of different contents and thus, metaphorically speaking, the authors 
(humans or machinery) find oneself in the situation of the house pets who cannot distinguish themselves from their 
projected image in the mirror. 
The ability of these AI systems to interact with users through written and spoken text creates an illusion of human-like 
interaction, fostering a sense of trust. This interaction is notable in professional and academic fields where AI-generated 
text is more and more common.  

Within academia, both students and faculty members could use GenAI tools for a wide range of tasks, i.e. from 
crafting presentations and articles to producing assignments, research papers, and even dissertations or full books. 
However, this reliance on AI raises concerns, as AI-generated content can sometimes produce errors which may lead to 
inaccuracies that users might accept as genuine. 

To address the risks associated with AI-generated text, tools such as watermarking and AI detection software 
have been developed. However, watermarking does not confirm the originality or the source of ideas, while AI detection 
tools, often used alongside plagiarism checks, have proven ineffective in identifying AI-generated text. Studies indicate 
that these tools can result in false positives, leading to legal, social, and ethical challenges. False positives may occur, 
flagging genuine work as AI-generated by mistake and leading to unfair accusations and disciplinary actions, damaging 
authors' reputation.  

These issues could be more worrying for learners since it could result in a loss of creativity, as students might 
avoid originality out of fear their work could be misidentified, favoring standard styles instead expressed by imagination 
and creativity. Cultural diversity in writing, including varied dialects and expressions, might be misinterpreted, 
disadvantaging students from diverse backgrounds. An overreliance on technology can lead educators to neglect teaching 
critical writing skills, placing too much emphasis on detection over development. The tools could also foster a punitive 
rather than a supportive culture, emphasizing fear over learning. Equity and access concerns arise as students with fewer 
resources or weaker writing skills may face stricter scrutiny. Privacy issues emerge if students' work is not stored or 
analyzed in a clear and transparent way. Last, but not least, such tools may undermine trust between students and faculty, 
creating suspicion rather than support and growth. This may create a climate of distrust between students and educators, 
potentially undermining a collaborative learning environment. Furthermore, students from under-resourced backgrounds 
might be disproportionately scrutinized, exacerbating existing inequalities. 

Despite these challenges, GenAI tools can offer clear benefits for individuals with cognitive or linguistic 
challenges, by assisting with complex language expressions, grammatical accuracy, and idiomatic phrasing. This can be 
advantageous for non-native language speakers needing support in translation and precision.  
Moreover, automated writing tools can inspire and support the design and innovative development of ideas, and in this 
regard it is necessary to define how their use should be managed so as to leave room for the originality of human 
authorship. Equally important is the regulation and clear indication of how such tools rely on primary sources, as well as 
the ability of detection systems to intervene and exercise control on this matter. 
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​ This call for papers aims to analyze the AI detection systems used in academia. As it is well known, the 
introduction of the GenAI shows both opportunities and challenges. The former regards the improvement in various areas 
such as teaching, source searching, collecting information, and writing improvement; the latter concerns checking 
automated writing misuse in producing mistakes and false contents/statements.  
Through its transdisciplinary and comparative approach, this research project could play an innovative role in shaping 
ethical standards, policies, and teaching methodologies to integrate AI technologies within academia better. 
 
​ A comparative approach will help to understand how different institutions handle AI detection systems in the 
production of different academic outputs (articles, papers, books, dissertations, assignments).  
One of this research's most significant potential areas of interest is the development of an ethical framework for AI 
detection in academic settings. AI detection tools face criticism for false positives, which can unjustly accuse authors 
(students and faculty members) of misconduct and harm their academic careers and reputations.  
 
​ This call for papers aims to explore potential strategies and/or initiatives that can be adopted to strengthen 
confidence in scientific writing, both on the part of students and teachers, according to their respective roles and 
responsibilities. GenAI and LLMs programmes have the potential to impact academia by advancing knowledge on ethical 
AI use, fostering fairness, and encouraging supportive policies that integrate AI tools into education in a responsible 
manner. 
To this end, the Call invites scholars to present their research on the following, but non exhaustive, list of topics: 
 
Law:  
Intellectual property 
Regulations on transparency in the use of AI tools 
Ethics 
Privacy  
Anti-discrimination law  
 
Communication Science 
Human and artificial language production from a cognitive perspective. 
Analysis of human perception of AI-generated texts and bias in evaluation. 
Models of comprehension and narrative coherence. 
 
Statistics and Data Science 
Statistical analysis of linguistic distributions in texts 
Creation of reliability metrics and false positive/negative rates in detection systems. 
Scientific validation of predictive models. 
 
Computer Science and Information Engineering 
Natural language processing (NLP)  
Machine learning and deep learning  
Information retrieval (IR) 
Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG) 
Computer forensics 
 
Computational Linguistics 
Analysis of the typical linguistic characteristics of AI-generated texts. 
Style and idiolect analysis to verify consistency with the author's human writing. 
Stylometry models for author attribution and authentication. 
 
 
 
 
Abstracts (in English), of no more than 700 words, should have a title and a short final bibliography; they should also 
indicate qualification and institution of the Author(s), as well as an e-mail address for communications. 
Abstracts must be submitted, by 31 January 2026, as .pdf files, to the email address: efalletti@liuc.it. 
Proposals will be selected by a scientific committee through a peer review process.The outcome of the selection process 
will be notified by 31 March 2026. Selected Authors will be asked to send by 30 June, 2026 a first version of the paper 
that will be discussed during the workshop, organized at the LIUC University and virtually on 8/9 October, 2026. The 
paper, in PDF format, should not exceed 65,000 characters, including notes and spaces (excluding bibliography).The 
organizing committee will edit a peer reviewed publication collecting the selected papers during the workshop. There is 
no registration fee. Travel and accommodation expenses will remain the responsibility of the participants. 
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