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Transformation of scientific activity in the context of artificial intelligence

A. Mekushkin, M. Armeiskov, V. Nikulin

The influence of  artificial  intelligence on scientific  activity  is  analyzed.  The process of
transformation of scientific activity is investigated, the changing role of the scientist in the process
of digitalization is explained. It is shown that, on the one hand, artificial intelligence helps a person,
on the other hand, it creates new threats and risks. It is emphasized that artificial intelligence is a
powerful tool, but it is the scientist who acts as the leader and bears ethical responsibility. The dual
influence of artificial intelligence on scientific activity determines the need for a socio-philosophical
study of these processes.
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