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LETTER TO THE EDITOR

ChatGPT’s thoughts: comment
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Dear Editor,

We found that the article on “Quid Pro Quo Doctor, I tell you
things, you tell me things: ChatGPT’s thoughts on a killer
[1]” is interesting. One such critique is the ethical obligation
of enabling an Al system to partake in debates concerning
a “killer.” It raises worries about the implications of nor-
malizing or trivializing such serious and sensitive matters.
Furthermore, there may be issues about the veracity and
relevance of the information produced by an Al system on
such topics. To overcome these challenges, explicit stand-
ards and ethical bounds for Al systems like ChatGPT must
be established. This involves ensuring that the Al system
is trained to prioritize user safety, follow legal and ethical
norms, and refrain from participating in debates that may
encourage harm or misinformation. Implementing effective
content moderation systems and include feedback loops for
continual development can be beneficial. Furthermore, con-
tinued research and debates on the ethical implications of
Al systems in sensitive fields will be critical in determining
future standards and policies.

Importantly, to balance the advantages and potential dis-
advantages of generative Al, effective governance and moni-
toring techniques are required. Sensitive content should not
be created, changed, or authorized by Al if human review
is a possibility [2]. You can discover a lot about issues and
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solutions on ChatGPT. The ChatGPT results suggest that
some of these datasets might include false presumptions or
viewpoints. Patients may receive false or misleading infor-
mation as a result. Think about the moral dilemmas that
utilizing Al and chatbots in academic research poses before
moving on.
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