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For a few of the titles in this list (only a few) we received help from ChatGPT, 
that we openly acknowledge. Initially we were surprised that AI could be 
witty: but of course AI has acquired ‘data’ from e.g. Terry Pratchett and P G 
Wodehouse, not just from Dante Alighieri and William Shakespeare.

This brings up a sticky issue: in the realm of science, is it advisable or even allowed 
to use ChatGPT at all? Our short answer is yes. A more articulate answer includes 
the following. (1) You can ask simple or complex questions, but you must always 
check ChatGPT’s replies by finding and reading the original sources in the scientific 
literature. (2) You can broach a topic with ChatGPT just for the purpose of elaborating 
on your own ideas. (3) If you disagree with ChatGPT, consider it may be wrong: stick 
to your guns.
Artificial intelligence should stimulate, not thwart natural intelligence.
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