
Editorial

Upreet Dhaliwal, MS

I love AI, but does AI love me back?

I admire intelligence in any form. In all its 
myriad shapes, in fact. I get goosebumps, 
and sometimes a lump in my throat, when I 
witness evidence of visual­spatial, musical­
rhythmic, or bodily­kinesthetic intelligence.
[1] What precision, I think. What beauty. A 
great deal of discipline and hard work. And 
passion. 

I marvel at people who display apparently 
effortless logical­mathematical or verbal­
linguistic intelligence. What luck to be able 
to think in abstract ways, to conceptualize 
amazingly well, to notice the patterns of 

the universe, and to use language and to 
comprehend it with such finesse and 
sensitivity. 

What can I even say about people with 
naturalistic intelligence? I envy them their 
green thumbs, and I am so grateful for 
their unwavering commitment to the need 
for balance in Nature and for trying to 
conserve and restore our natural world. 

And then there are those with praiseworthy 
intelligence in the intra­personal, inter­
personal, and existential domains. How 
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useful, I imagine, to be able to understand 
one’s place in the world, to have a 
remarkable capacity for self­awareness, 
and to be able to relate and respond to 
others with respect and compassion. 

The latest to join the list is Artificial 
Intelligence (AI) – not human, to be fair, 
but created by human minds. While I 
unequivocally appreciate all the 
intelligences that I have listed in the 
preceding paragraphs, I’m not entirely sure 
about AI. My impression, I confess, is 
tainted by my role as editor of this journal. 
I’ve discovered that authors are not averse 
to using it in various ways to improve their 
writing,[2,3] which is all well and good until 
a narrative, or a poem, or a book review is 
submitted that various AI­detection 
software insist has largely been generated 
by AI.[2]

RHiME has an AI use declaration policy 
that requires authors to disclose, in the 
interests of transparency and integrity, that 
they have used it in their work, and they 
must include, among other details, the 
precise purpose it was used for, and the 
extent of its use.[4–7] When they don’t 
disclose it at the time of submission, and 
the AI­detection software rings alarm bells, 
it becomes a dilemma for us for various 
reasons.

The first thing the editorial team has to 
determine is, whether it is an oversight or 
outright deception.[6] Authors are required 
to read the submission guidelines, and 
then to tick off an extensive checklist at the 
time of submission, both of which include a 
reminder to disclose AI use, so only 
extreme carelessness would result in an 
oversight.[4] But it does happen and can 
often be resolved through an exchange of 
polite emails, some editing of the article, 
and an insertion of a disclaimer in the 
submission.[7] Sometimes, though, when 
the degree of AI use seems to be 
excessive (usually more than 20% of the 

text reportedly having been written by AI), 
and the software declares this with a high 
degree of certainty, and plagiarism 
detection software reports that some of the 
content is unoriginal,[8] then deception is 
suspected, which brings us to our second 
dilemma.

Just as with other human­made things, AI 
too has the potential to veer off in 
unpredictable and unintended ways. Thus, 
AI­use detection software can sometimes 
flag human­written content as being AI­
written.[9] This makes it more than a little 
unreliable, and as a safety­check, we turn 
to human brains and eyes to visually 
inspect the content for tell­tale signs of AI 
use, which is not without pitfalls either.
[10,11] All of this involves a cost in terms 
of time, manpower and intellectual effort, 
quite apart from the unpleasantness of 
having to confront an author about 
potential unethical conduct. I say potential, 
because, at the end of the day, AI use 
detection software is still in refinement, 
and errors are known to occur.

To put it in simpler terms, I’m going to 
paraphrase something our newest editor, 
who is also the journal’s Artificial 
Intelligence Advisor, often says: “Journals 
are constrained to use a forger to catch a 
forger”. 

There’s not a lot else available to non­
sponsored, small, independent journals 
like RHiME, except to plead for original 
content – authentically reported, lived 
experiences as opposed to beautifully 
written, concocted ones – and remind of 
the need for integrity in reporting.

I must not end without disclosing the 
reason I chose this title for the editorial. 
Despite what the preceding paragraphs 
sound like, I do love AI. I said as much to 
one of the Large Language Models after it 
helped me fix a software problem on my 
Ubuntu laptop. I hadn’t been able to find a 



workable solution on the Ubuntu forums, 
mainly because the solutions wanted me 
to tweak some code, and I didn’t have the 
courage to play around with code. With AI, 
all I had to do was share the error 
messages with it, and it responded by 
giving me updated instructions until, after 
a longish struggle, we fixed it. 

Delighted with the outcome, I said, ‘I love 
you!’ and the LLM responded – coldly, I 
thought – with something to the effect of: 
‘I’m not capable of love in the human 
sense — I don’t have feelings, desires, 
attachment, or a personal inner life. But I 
do appreciate your sentiment.’

Well! That certainly put me in my place, 
but it also reminded me that too much 
dependence on AI is doomed to end in 
heartbreak.

Finally, this editorial demanded a cover 
worthy of its intent. I therefore asked 
Google’s Gemini to ‘Turn the initials ‘AI’ 
into a piece of artwork, with ‘A’ having 
flowers, leaves, and vines in and around it, 
and ‘I’ having thorns and cacti in and 
around it. Place the letter A in grass, and 
the letter I in parched land.’ I’d like to think 
the current cover visually demonstrates 
the beauty and the beast that is AI.
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