ServDes2027 Guideline on the Use of AI
For Authors and Reviewers
Artificial intelligence tools are now part of the contemporary research environment. This guideline sets out expectations for their responsible use in papers submitted and reviewed for ServDes2027. It is grounded in principles of transparency, scholarly accountability, and intellectual integrity.

Guidance for Authors for ServDes2027
1. Disclosure. Authors must include an AI Use Statement describing which tools were used (Model and Version, for example: Claude.ai, Opus 4.7), at what stage of the research (searching for citations, developing conceptual ideas?) or writing process (clarifying language, structure and organization?), and for what purpose (why?). This statement should appear alongside existing declarations and acknowledgements (e.g. funding, conflicts of interest).
1. Authorship and Accountability. AI tools may not be listed as authors. All named authors bear full responsibility for the accuracy, originality, and ethical integrity of the work, regardless of how it was produced.
1. Intellectual Substance. Authors must be able to explain and defend every claim, argument, and analytical choice in their paper. AI may be used for tasks such as editing, translation, summarisation, or code generation, but the core intellectual contribution must demonstrably originate from the authors.
1. Data Integrity. AI must not be used to fabricate data, generate fictitious references, or produce results that have not been verified by the authors through appropriate methods.
1. Originality. Submissions must represent original scholarly work. AI-generated text that is not substantially reworked, critically evaluated, and integrated by the authors does not meet this standard.

Guidance for Reviewers for ServDes2027
1. Confidentiality. Reviewers must not input any part of a submitted manuscript into AI tools, as this may compromise the confidentiality of the review process and the intellectual property of the authors.
1. AI-Assisted Reviews. Reviewers who use AI tools to support any aspect of their review (e.g. checking references, exploring related literature) must disclose this to the programme committee.
1. Evaluative Judgement. The critical assessment of a submission’s merit, novelty, and rigour must be the reviewer’s own. AI-generated review text does not constitute a scholarly peer review and is not acceptable for author feedback for ServDes2027.
1. Assessing AI Disclosure. Reviewers should consider whether the authors’ AI Use Statement is adequate and consistent with the work presented. Any concerns where disclosure appears incomplete should be communicated to the paper programme chair through the conference tool. 
This guideline is intended as a living document and will be reviewed ahead of each conference cycle to reflect evolving norms and technologies.
