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We are writing to draw your attention to a 
concerning trend in submissions to the Journal 
of Sustainability Science and Management 
(JSSM), published by Universiti Malaysia 
Terengganu (UMT), which warrants urgent 
consideration.

From 1979 to 2024, we have had the 
privilege of reviewing thousands of manuscripts 
for Scopus and Web of Science (WoS)-indexed 
journals as well as local journals (MyCite-
indexed). It spans various disciplines and 
sub-disciplines within the biological sciences, 
including cultural heritage, tourism, medical 
research, and environmental modelling. 
Between September 2020 and August 2024, 
we reviewed approximately 190 manuscripts 
submitted by Associate Editors (AEs) of the 
JSSM, UMT. However, we have recently 
observed a significant increase in manuscripts 
that rely heavily on Artificial Intelligence (AI) for 
content generation (Rinko, 2024). Alarmingly, 
many of these AI-generated manuscripts are 
being forwarded by AEs for peer review without 
undergoing thorough internal evaluation.

These AI-dependent submissions are 
characterised by the lack of specific details 
(Google AI, 2023), scientific accuracy, and 
coherent analysis. It can be harmful to informed 
decision-making (Else, 2023). They frequently 
display inconsistencies across sections and 
disregard the formatting and guidelines set by 
the JSSM editorial team. More concerning 
is the absence of depth and critical thinking, 
qualities that define the scholarly work of 
scientists. In addition, the writing is superficial, 
with little evidence of higher-order thinking 
or the formulation of innovative ideas. This 
starkly contrasts with the human creativity 
and intellectual rigour essential in academic 
communication.

The implications of this trend are severe. The 
presence of AI-generated content threatens to 
erode the trust that our scientific readers, authors, 
and the broader academic community place in 
JSSM. If left unchecked, it risks undermining the 
journal’s integrity and credibility, diminishing 
its reputation as a trustworthy outlet for high-
quality sustainability and environmental 
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management research. On the other hand, 
Dwivedi et al. (2023) highlighted the limitations 
of ChatGPT, including the disruptions it may 
cause to existing practices, threats to privacy 
and security, and the potential consequences of 
biases, misuse, and misinformation. Notably, the 
potential damage to the university’s reputation 
and the perceived value of its research output 
cannot be underestimated.

To address these issues, we propose the 
establishment of a more active and refined 
role for subject matter AEs within the JSSM 
editorial process. As such, AEs should conduct 
a thorough preliminary evaluation of each 
manuscript, ensuring it meets the journal’s 
rigorous standards before it is advanced to the 
external peer-review stage. Specifically, this 
evaluation should include a careful review to 
identify any reliance on AI-generated content, 
as well as an assessment of the manuscript’s 
adherence to the JSSM’s format and guidelines.

Suppose a manuscript is reported to be 
predominantly AI-generated or fails to comply 
with the required standards. In that case, AEs 
should have the authority to desk reject the 
submission without proceeding further. This 
additional layer of scrutiny is essential to 
preserving the academic integrity of JSSM 
and ensuring that only manuscripts reflecting 
genuine scholarly work are published.

In retrospect, during the early 1970s, we 
transitioned from relying on brainpower and slide 
rules (hand-operated mechanical calculators) to 
electronic calculators in the late 1970s (Bruderer, 
2022). This was followed by the adoption of 
statistical software on mainframe computers in 
the 1980s such as the Statistical Package for the 
Social Sciences (SPSS) and Statistical Analysis 
Software (SAS) (Balakrishnan et al., 2014; 
Schissler et al., 2024). Nevertheless, we have 
never lost sight of the fundamental skills in data 
analysis or the critical understanding of when 
and how to apply statistical tests such as the 
t-test or Wilcoxon test. Similarly, while AI can 
serve as a valuable tool, it should never replace 
the human intellect and creativity essential for 
generating new knowledge and contributing 

meaningfully to academic discourse (Else, 
2023; Paperpal, 2024).

We appeal to our fellow research students 
and academics: Let us use AI as an assistant 
for proofreading and reference searches instead 
of the principal author of our manuscripts 
(Abdelhafiz et al., 2024; Paperpal, 2024). Let 
us remain committed to the intellectual rigour 
and creativity that define our field. This ensures 
that the future of academic publishing stays 
in the hands of those dedicated to pushing the 
boundaries of knowledge grounded in evidence-
based facts and figures.
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