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Comment: This is the prompt and response that I used to generate the first part of the article. Note that 
any given prompt does not generate a unique answer. Regenerating the response using the exact same 
prompt yields a different result each time. Also, all the generated references are nonsense and the 
associated web links unrelated – fake references resulting from what has been referred to as AI 
‘hallucinating’ or ‘stochastic parroting.’ 
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Comment: Chat GPT incorrectly indicates that the text it previously generated was written by a 
human. Regenerating this response sometimes led to the opposite interpretation (suggesting the text 
was AI-written) illustrating inconsistency and unreliability of responses. 
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Comment: Chat GPT grades my work an A. Regenerating this response sometimes led to a different 
grade such as B+ suggesting it could not currently be used to reliably and consistently grade work. 
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Comment: I would give Chat GPT a B+ for this response. 
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Comment: ChatGPT suggests KD can be diagnosed through blood tests and physical examination 
without making the important point that there is no definitive diagnostic test. However, this response 
would save time in creating at least a first draft for editing.  
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Comment: Both of these are not bad: maybe an A-. 
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Comment: A reasonable outline but this highlights that responses to medical questions tend to be 
general and currently do not address the detailed and nuanced questions that commonly challenge 
clinicians. This response, for example, does not address the issue of using an anti-platelet dose of 
aspirin from the outset (Ho LGY, Curtis N. What dose of aspirin should be used in the initial 
treatment of Kawasaki disease? Arch Dis Child. 2017;102:1180-1182.). 
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Comment: I have seen worse written by humans. With more detailed instructions, ChatGPT could 
certainly produce text that could be edited for use in such applications. However, at this stage it does 
not provide any accurate referencing.  
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Comment: Certainly novel. 
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Comment: Writing in another style is one of the areas in which ChatGPT excels and in my view is 
superior to humans (especially academics!). 
  



 13 

 
Comment: You can’t argue with that. 
 
 

 
 
Comment: Or maybe you can! (But this still won’t stop me using this phrase.) 
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Comment: Not bad considering this is based only on the Abstract of this paper (Sun Y, Ju P, Xue T, 
Ali U, Cui D, Chen J. Alteration of faecal microbiota balance related to long-term deep meditation. 
General Psychiatry. 2023;36:e100893). 
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Comment: I’m not sure I agree with the order! Regenerating this response leads to different selections 
and ranking. Also, obvious inaccuracies in the hospital names. 
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Comment: This example, courtesy of A/Prof Nicole Ritz, nicely illustrates ChatGPT’s (potentially 
dangerous?!) creativity. 
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Comment: Generic but fairly accurate.  
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Comment: Creating Shakespearian sonnets has become a classic way to illustrate ChatGPT’s 
creativity.  
 
 
 

 
 
Comment: Similarly, limericks.  
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Comment: For all chats, the response can be regenerated endlessly to provide infinite different unique 
responses.   
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Comment: Again quite generic and somewhat motherhood statement-like. Unlikely to be helpful. 
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Comment: Again, very generic but a reasonable first draft for a template. 
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Comment: ChatGPT assists my crusade against survey research.  
 
 


