
 

Q&A: The use of generative AI systems  

in the completion of examination work –  

Guidance for students 

05.2026 

 

1. Am I allowed to use generative AI systems (e.g. ChatGPT, Google Gemini, Claude) when 

preparing my examination work? 

This depends on the specific examination. As a general rule, all examination work must be completed 

personally and independently. However, the use of AI systems may also form part of the examination. 

The use of generative AI systems is only permitted if and to the extent that it has been expressly 

authorised by the relevant examiner. 

 

2. What happens if I use generative AI systems without the examiner’s approval? 

If the use of generative AI systems is detected without prior authorisation, this may be regarded as an 

attempt at deception within the meaning of Section 23(4), first sentence, of the RPO. The 

consequence is that the examination performance will be graded as ‘unsatisfactory’ (5.0). Pursuant to 

Section 23(4), second sentence, of the RPO, deception includes, in particular, the use of unauthorised 

aids and the reproduction of passages from other texts without citing the source. The unauthorised 

use of AI falls under the general definition of deception, as it misrepresents the independent nature 

of the work. 

In serious cases, the examination board may, pursuant to Section 23(4), sentence 8 of the RPO, also 

decide to exclude the candidate from sitting further examinations. In two recent decisions dated 25 

February 2026 (Ref. 7 K 2134/24.KS and 7 K 2515/25.KS), the Administrative Court of Kassel 

confirmed that the unauthorised use of AI is to be classified as serious deception through the use of 

unauthorised aids and that such exclusion may be lawful. 

3. To what extent am I permitted to use generative AI systems once their use has been authorised? 

Even where the use of such tools is permitted in principle, the student’s own work must remain 

recognisable. If the entire examination paper, or substantial parts thereof, are generated by 

generative AI systems, this no longer constitutes independent work. This may also constitute 

deception under Section 23(4), first sentence, of the RPO, as it misrepresents the extent of the 

student’s own work. 

Possible permissible scenarios for use include, for example, using the system as a source of ideas for 

selecting a topic, to improve one’s own wording (similar to a spell-checker) or as a translation aid – 

provided, in each case, that an independent text is developed from this. The specific permissible 

scope is determined by the examiner. 

 



 
4. Am I allowed to use AI systems for literature research? 

The use of suitable AI systems (e.g. Elicit, Scite AI) for literature research is generally permitted. Here, 

too, prior consultation with the examiner is required. Particular caution is required when using 

generative AI systems in the context of literature research: these AI systems have been shown to 

generate fictitious source references that appear plausible but do not exist. Anyone who accepts such 

references without verification is citing non-existent academic evidence and thereby cheats on the 

academic basis of the work. This also constitutes deception under Section 23(4), first sentence, of the 

RPO, resulting in a grade of ‘unsatisfactory’ (5.0). Each source must therefore be independently 

verified for its existence and accuracy. 

5. Do I need to disclose the use of generative AI systems in my work? 

Yes. Where the use of generative AI systems has been permitted, the extent to which and the 

purpose for which these AI systems were used must be clearly disclosed. A failure to disclose this 

information, or incomplete disclosure, may be regarded as misleading regarding the independent 

nature of the service provision within the meaning of Section 23(4) of the RPO. The nature and scope 

of the disclosure are determined by the citation guidelines provided by the respective examiners, 

who may refer to any existing faculty- or university-wide citation guidelines. 

6. What other factors should I bear in mind when using generative AI systems? 

When using generative AI systems, data is usually transmitted to the relevant provider. It is therefore 

essential to ensure that no personal data belonging to third parties  

(e.g. interview data, names, contact details) and no confidential information (e.g. company data from 

practical projects) is entered into these systems. Entering such data may breach data protection 

regulations. 

Furthermore, it should be noted that uploading copyright-protected materials to generative AI 

systems without the consent of the rights holder may constitute a copyright infringement. This 

applies in particular to lecture materials, lecture notes, presentations and examination papers, which 

are generally subject to the copyright of the respective lecturers. Entering such materials as a prompt 

– for example, to generate summaries or explanations – is therefore not permitted without express 

authorisation. 


