StatWhy Clinical Al Workshop

Citation Integrity Reviewer: Citation and
Claim-Support Review

Written handout for professor and participant feedback / 2% 81 £ 81 EEEEER

Purpose / E#

Use this form after testing Citation Integrity Reviewer. The tool asks users to upload or paste a
manuscript, inspect citation markers and references, verify reference identity, check whether cited papers
support manuscript claims, and export a readable audit report.

Name / ¥

Email / EF &

Manuscript type /
R

Tool Flow Checklist / T B2 &3

o The tool extracted citation markers and reference entries correctly enough for review. /
TERISIBRLALERELUETRS -
o The tool made it clear when reference identity was uncertain. / TEB®ERRNEG D FEEWIBER -
o The claim-support review was conservative and did not overstate what a cited paper supports. /
WASIFRERT - RBEAXBMIIFHAR -
o Warnings for weak, mismatched, or unsupported citations were understandable. /
9951 ~ SR AXFESIBNE RS 5ERZ -
o The export/report would help revise a manuscript before submission or internal review. /
B EAMRIRRAASEERER -

Feedback Questions / Bl#& &8

Bi JBE

Please mark one box for each item. 1 = strongly disagree, 5 = strongly agree. / BEFEZE—1 ; 1 =
FEAER 5=FEEE -

1. The tool helped identify citation integrity problems that a normal Al chatbot might miss. / TEBBIR K H—# Al
X3 ATIBE RIS I M SR -

Response 1 2 3 4 5

EZ o o o O o

2. The tool reduced the risk of fabricated, mismatched, or unsupported references in academic writing. /
TEREEMBIFPIES - HRaAFSIANER -

Response 1 2 3 4 5

& o o o O o

3. The claim-support review was useful for judging whether the cited paper truly supports the sentence. /
WS REARHES I XM EEENFHZIRSE -

Response 1 2 3 4 5
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EZ& o o o O o

4. The tool communicated uncertainty clearly and did not give a false sense of certainty. /
TEBERBEBAREN  RBEMIERNEER -

Response 1 2 3 4 5

EZ o O o O o

5. I would use this tool for manuscripts, theses, reports, grant proposals, or hospital academic work. /
KRR TERREH X - s  sTEZHEREMIF -

Response 1 2 3 4 5

{’E % O [m] m} [m] O
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Written Comments / EE =R

Which citation risk did the tool identify most clearly? / TE&REZIELM—E5 I AREM ?

Which output should be more detailed, shorter, or easier to understand? /
MLt BEEFM BEIRENESSHIERE ?

How could this tool support a pilot study in academic or hospital environments? /
I T BNOsz B2 st B iR IRIR PRV ITIRE ?
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