
                                                      
 

The Brazilian Administration Review (BAR) recognizes the growing impact of artificial 
intelligence (AI) tools in the scientific and editorial fields. The advancement of these technologies 
brings important benefits, such as support in writing, translation, and data analysis, but also raises 
ethical challenges related to authorship, content integrity, and transparency in the scientific 
process. In this context, BAR establishes the following general guidelines for the use of AI by 
authors, reviewers, and editors. 

First and foremost, it is essential to emphasize that responsibility for the published scientific 
content remains exclusively human. Under no circumstances can AI be considered an author of 
articles or peer reviews. Only human researchers and reviewers have the capacity to assume 
intellectual, ethical, and legal responsibility for academic production. 

For authors, the use of AI for support functions, such as grammar correction, text translation, or 
style adjustments, is permitted, provided it is properly disclosed in the manuscript. When AI is 
used in more substantive stages of research—for example, in the literature review, text generation, 
data analysis, or model building—this information must be explicitly stated in the methods section. 
The author must indicate the tool employed, the version used, and the specific purpose of its 
application, ensuring that readers clearly understand the extent of its use. Furthermore, in cases 
where AI is an integral part of the scientific method, authors are encouraged to follow international 
transparency protocols in order to strengthen the reproducibility and reliability of the results 
presented. 

Reviewers and editors must also adopt responsible practices regarding the use of AI. Reviewers 
may rely on automated tools only for auxiliary tasks, such as text summarization or language 
clarity checks, but they must never delegate their critical evaluation to AI systems. The substantive 
assessment of scientific quality, originality, and methodological rigor must always remain under 
human judgment. Similarly, associate editors may employ AI to assist in administrative functions, 
such as initial manuscript screening or text similarity checks, but all editorial decisions must be 
made exclusively by humans. Whenever AI is used by reviewers or editors, its use must be made 
transparent to the Editor-in-Chief. 

BAR stresses that any practice of manipulation through AI—such as embedding hidden 
instructions or “concealed prompts” in manuscripts or reviews—is strictly prohibited, as such 
practices compromise the integrity of the editorial process. The journal also reaffirms its 
commitment to continuously educating its scientific community about the ethical use of AI, by  

 

 

 



 

 

providing supporting materials and updating these guidelines in line with technological advances 
and international standards. 

In summary, the use of AI is accepted and even encouraged when it contributes to greater clarity, 
efficiency, and transparency in scientific production and evaluation. However, such use can never 
replace human responsibility, which remains a non-negotiable principle in all stages of the editorial 
process. 

Key Recommendations 

● AI must never be listed as an author of articles or peer reviews. 
 

● The use of AI by authors must be disclosed in the manuscript, whether in a note, in the 
methods section, or in the acknowledgments. 
 

● The use of AI in substantive tasks (literature review, data analysis, text generation) must 
be described clearly, including the tool, version, and purpose. 
 

● Reviewers and editors may use AI only for auxiliary tasks, never for critical judgment or 
decision-making. 
 

● Any use of AI by reviewers or editors must be communicated to the Editor-in-Chief. 
 

● The insertion of hidden prompts or concealed instructions in manuscripts or reviews is 
strictly prohibited. 
 

● BAR is committed to promoting continuous education on the ethical and responsible use 
of AI within its academic community. 
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