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1. Introduction 
The Austrian Institute of Economic Research (hereinafter referred to as "WIFO") is committed to 
the responsible, transparent and ethical use of artificial intelligence (AI) in all its areas of activity. 
This guideline summarises the current state of the rules governing the use of AI for organisations 
and individuals acting on behalf of WIFO as contractual partners, such as (sub-)contractors or 
consortium partners (hereinafter referred to as "contractual partner"). 

The proper use of artificial intelligence (AI) offers great opportunities to increase efficiency, 
effectiveness, and creativity and is therefore expressly welcomed by WIFO. Rapid change re-
quires a high degree of attention and flexibility, as well as a willingness to learn continuously. 
The focus is on generative artificial intelligence models, which are distinguished by their ability 
to learn existing patterns, structures or characteristics from existing data and to generate new, 
original content from them1. 

Insofar as the use of AI tools is permitted in the provision of the contractually agreed services, 
the contractual partner may use AI tools exclusively in accordance with this AI Guideline and 
all applicable requirements. Failure to comply with these provisions constitutes a material 
breach, may therefore lead to legal consequences, and must be reported to WIFO immedi-
ately and in a verifiable manner, stating the relevant reasons. 

The contractual partner shall ensure that all persons working on behalf of WIFO within the scope 
of the contract have been demonstrably made aware of this guideline.  

2. Scientific Integrity 
In addition to the requirements regarding technical infrastructure and personal skills in the use 
of AI, scientific integrity is an essential prerequisite for ensuring research quality, trust, and a 
positive societal impact. As a general principle, when using AI – as with all other research ac-
tivities – the applicable national, European and international legal provisions must be observed. 
Likewise, the same requirements and rules apply as those set out, e.g. in the European Code 
of Conduct for Scientific Integrity (All European Academies, 2023) or in the WIFO Guideline on 

 
1  The definition of the term "generative AI models" used here is based on a query to ChatGPT and further research 
(Google, Wikipedia) carried out on 14 March 2025. 
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Scientific Integrity2. Any form of misconduct, such as fabrication, falsification, or plagiarism of 
data and results, must be ruled out, as must any infringement of personal rights, copyright and 
data protection3. Scientific integrity also imposes the following specific requirements on re-
search: 

• transparency regarding clients, financial contributions, and conflicts of interest; 

• proper citation of all relevant sources for ideas, texts, data, etc.; 
• thorough review of the results, taking into account critical assumptions, robustness, and 

the limitations of the methods used; 

• traceability of results by retaining all necessary documentation (such as data, methods, 
questionnaires, and sampling plans) for at least 10 years. 

3. Specific new challenges 
The wide range of new opportunities, together with the unprecedented and rapidly growing 
capabilities of generative AI models, present additional challenges (European Commission, 
2023, Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft, 2023). The following principles therefore comple-
ment and clarify the WIFO guideline on scientific integrity with regard to the use of generative 
AI. 

Personal responsibility 

The legally compliant and rule-abiding use of generative AI is the personal responsibility of the 
individual who actively uses it or reuses its outputs. This also includes a willingness to engage in 
continuous professional development when working with generative AI models, e.g. through 
training courses or participation in user forums. In accordance with this personal responsibility, 
every person who uses generative AI models is accountable for the integrity of the content 
used by  

• carefully reviewing AI-generated results  
• ensuring that no AI-generated fabrications, falsifications, or plagiarised content are used 

or disseminated  

• maintaining a critical approach when interpreting the results 
• being aware of the limitations of the tools (e.g. with regard to possible hallucinations, bi-

ases and inaccuracies, as well as a lack of reproducibility).  

In this context, organisations such as the Leibniz Gesellschaft (2024, 3), e.g. emphasise that AI 
systems are "merely supportive tools". Their "results have no scientific validity in their own right 
and are no substitute for authentic processes of knowledge acquisition and decision-making". 
Therefore, any new AI-generated content must always be carefully reviewed for accuracy by 
the responsible individual. If justified doubts about its accuracy remain, the use of AI tools 

 
2  See the appendix to the (sub-)contract for services and also at https://www.wifo.ac.at/en/institute/evidence-based-
transparency-and-independence/. 
3  See, e.g. Birnbauer (2025). 

https://www.wifo.ac.at/en/institute/evidence-based-transparency-and-independence/
https://www.wifo.ac.at/en/institute/evidence-based-transparency-and-independence/
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should either be limited to an initial idea generation phase (brainstorming) followed by com-
prehensive and independent research, or avoided altogether.  

This personal responsibility establishes the principle of "Human in the Loop" for all applications of 
generative AI models, meaning the primacy of human control and responsibility – whereby a 
natural person acting on their own responsibility must be involved at the beginning and end of 
every application4. It follows from this, e.g. that there must be no automated publication of AI-
generated content without prior review by a person responsible for that content. 

Transparency 

The authorship of content generated with the help of generative AI models lies with the human 
users of the AI5. However, the use of generative AI in the research process requires, when pub-
lishing results, a specific indication of which tools were used, when they were used, and for 
what purpose. The rules for citing AI-generated content are still under development interna-
tionally and are updated regularly. They are laid down by various research societies or aca-
demic publishers, sometimes with significant variations. When publishing, the rules of clients, 
publishers or editors of research results, as well as those of the AI tools used, must be observed 
in each case.  

The following rules and guidelines provide general guidance:  

• Unless the data is publicly available, it is treated as personal communication and cited 
either in footnotes6 or directly in the text (ChatGPT, 6 April 2025). It is not necessary to in-
clude it in the reference list. 

• The use of AI that influences the overall result but does not produce directly attributable 
specific content, e.g. for general idea generation ("brainstorming"), is disclosed in the gen-
eral notes7. 

• The use of purely technical tools that do not generate original content may be exempt 
from this requirement8. It is the responsibility of the authors to assess which AI-assisted con-
tent is of an original nature to a significant extent. In cases of doubt, particularly where AI 
is used extensively, this should, however, be stated in the general notes. 

• Insofar as it is necessary for the subsequent traceability of the research results, the AI's in-
puts (prompts) and outputs must also be stored for at least 10 years. Excluded from this are 
data and documents which, due to specific regulations (e.g. data protection, copyright, 
terms of use), must be deleted after processing. This means that, in cases of doubt, the 

 
4  See, e.g. Austria Presse Agentur (2023) or Österreichischer Rundfunk (2025). 
5  For instance, copyright protection also requires that "these are (i) original and (ii) intellectual creations of a human 
being" (Birnbauer, 2025, Reg. 6, Chap. 1.2, 1). 
6  For example: "This statement is based on a question posed to/interaction with ChatGPT on 6 April 2025, 
https://chat.openai.com." 
7  For example, in the "Acknowledgements" or in a section entitled "Further Sources" following the bibliography. 
8  In WIFO publications, such exceptions may apply, e.g. to AI-assisted proofreading and translation services, the cod-
ing of programme scripts or the use of software for transcribing interviews, provided that this does not contravene the 
terms of use of the AI tools.  

https://chat.openai.com.%E2%80%9C/
https://chat.openai.com.%E2%80%9C/
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protection of data, copyright, etc. takes precedence. Any gaps resulting from deletion 
must be documented in a traceable manner. 

Personal rights and data protection  

Sensitive or protected data must under no circumstances be uploaded online to an AI system, 
unless a technically competent body on the part of the contractual partner has checked and 
confirmed that the tool used does not store or pass on this data and, for example, does not 
reuse it for training future language models. In addition, any terms of use (including copyright 
provisions) relating to the data sets used must be observed. Examples of sensitive or protected 
data include  

• trade secrets (e.g. unpublished strategy documents, drafts of forecasts, statements or press 
releases),  

• personnel data (e.g. job application documents, minutes of staff appraisals),  
• personal information from third parties in emails (e.g. signatures, opinions, personal state-

ments) and 

• unpublished research, particularly if it originates from third parties. 
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Further sources 

DeepLWrite was used for linguistic proofreading and ChatGPT for specific research tasks (e.g. 
definitions of terms, citation rules) whilst compiling this guide. The authors have reviewed and 
edited the content used and accept full responsibility for it. 
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