
Day 2
3 Ma rch



Overview of the day
Timings Contents

09:30 – 11:00 Part 1 Artificial Intelligence in Science Journalism

11:00 -11:30 Part 2 Hands-on exercise with Docalysis

11:30 - 11:45 Break

11:45 - 12:15 Part 3 Ethical and Legal perspectives on AI in Science 
Journalism

12:15 - 13:00 Part 4 Good Practices in the Use of AI in Science Journalism

13:00 - 13:30 Part 5 Final reflections and wrap up



Part 1. AI in science journalism



Introductions and presentations

Quick round of presentations around the room



Discussion (1/2) 

Sharing Experiences (15 minutes)
1. What AI tools do you currently use in your scientific journalism 

practice?
2. Any specific examples of how these tools have improved your 

workflow or output?
3. Have you encountered any challenges or limitations when using 

AI tools in your work?
4. Are there any particular AI tools or features that you find especially 

valuable or innovative?



Discussion (2/2) 

Benefits and Challenges (15 minutes)
1. In what ways do AI tools enhance efficiency and productivity?
2. How do AI tools contribute to the accuracy and reliability of 

journalistic content?
3. What are some common challenges or limitations associated with 

the use of AI tools in scientific journalism? 
4. How do you navigate ethical considerations when using AI tools in 

journalistic practice?
5. Do you foresee any potential risks or drawbacks associated with 

the increasing reliance on AI in the field of scientific journalism?



AI tools for journalists



Before we begin… 

A practical guide

● This guide aims to enhance 
knowledge of AI tools that can 
assist in the practice of 
science journalism.

● While not exhaustive, the 
tools listed are those 
considered most useful.

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12799958

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12799958


Methodology
1. In March 2024, a webinar was held with 

science communication professionals
who shared the AI tools they used most 
frequently and found most beneficial in their 
daily work.

2. In April 2024, the SCS-UPF team, together 
with some science journalists from the 
FRONTIERS advisory board, selected from 
these tools those deemed most relevant 
for science journalists.

3. During the pilot course of the FRONTIERS 
project held in Barcelona in June 2024, this 
selection of tools was tested.



General AI tools for 
Sc ie n ce  Jo u rn a lism













AI tools for podcasts and 
so c ia l n e t w o rks



Podcastle AI
Similar tools: Elevenlabs.io,  Amazon 
Polly, Google Cloud Text -to -Speech

● AI-powered audio podcast 
creation platform

● Allows conversion from text to 
voice in seconds

● Enables transcription from 
audio to text just as quickly

https://podcastle.ai/

https://podcastle.ai/


Whimsical 
d ia g ra m s
● Allows creation and sharing of 

diagrams, flowcharts, 
wireframes etc.

● Explains and visualises concepts 
with flowcharts, mindmaps and 
sequence diagrams.

● Designed to be simple, fast, and 
collaborative

● Facilitates team collaboration
● Helps focus on ideas and 

feedback

https://chat.openai.com/g/g-
vI2kaiM9N-whimsical-diagrams

https://chat.openai.com/g/g-vI2kaiM9N-whimsical-diagrams


Fliki
● Automatically generates videos 

from text
● Handles the entire editing and 

production process
● Completes video creation in a 

matter of minutes

https://fliki.ai/

https://fliki.ai/


AI tools to organize 
w o rkflo w



Merlin
● Software for planning, 

scheduling, and project 
management

● Assists teams in organizing and 
monitoring tasks, resources, 
and timelines

● Used for projects of various 
types

● Features include Gantt chart 
creation, resource allocation, 
project progress tracking, and 
report generation

https://www.getmerlin.in/es/login

https://www.getmerlin.in/es/login


Notion
● Multi -platform task organizer
● Available for mobiles, tablets, 

and computers
● Productivity application for 

managing work and personal 
life planning

https://www.notion.so/

https://www.notion.so/


Other sources



Journalism AI 

• Newsletter
• Resources 
• Training opportunities
• Events
• Directory of AI & Journalism Consultants - Trainers 

https://www.journalismai.info/

https://www.journalismai.info/


• Resources   
• Events
• Podcast

https://weandai.org/

https://weandai.org/


Group activity (20  m in )

- Form smaller groups

- Each group chooses one of the tools: 
- Pinpoint
- Consensus
- * not Docalysis, we will explore it later

- Exp lo re  t h e  t o o l fo llo w in g  t h e  w o rksh e e t , it s  b e n e fit s  
a n d  ch a lle n g e s, p ra c t ica l a p p lica t io n s a n d  lim it a t io n s. 



Group activity (20  m in )

General discussion

- Experience : Have you used this tool before?
- Alternatives : Are you aware of any other tools similar to 

this one?
- Utility : Do you believe this tool could be beneficial for 

your work?
- Risks : What potential risks do you see in using this tool?



Part 2. Hands -o n  e xe rc ise



Hands -o n  e xe rc ise
- Adapted from workshop “AI as a tool to help in 

science communication”, by Bienvenido León and 
Ignacio López -Goñi (2024). 

- Download the paper: 

Laske, C., Müller, S., Preische, O., Ruschil, V., Munk, 
M. H. J., Honold, I., Peter, S., Schoppmeier, U., & 
Willmann, M. (2022). Signature of Alzheimer’s 
disease in intestinal microbiome: Results from 
the ALZBiOM study . Frontiers in Neuroscience , 
16 . h t t p s://d o i.o rg /10 .338 9/fn in s.20 22.792996

- W e  w ill u se  Docalysis t o  w o rk o n  t h e  sa m e  p a p e r, in  
sm a lle r g ro u p s.

Orig in a l w o rksh o p  (in  Sp a n ish ): 
h t t p s://m ic ro b io b log .e s /ia -co m o -
h e rra m ie n t a -d e -a yu d a -p a ra -la -
co m u n ica c io n -d e -la -c ie n c ia

https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2022.792996
https://microbioblog.es/ia-como-herramienta-de-ayuda-para-la-comunicacion-de-la-ciencia


Coffee break (15 m in ) 



Part Suggested prompt

Part A. 
Scientific 
quality

You are an expert researcher on Alzheimer's disease and you want to know the scientific quality of the article 
attached. Please answer the following questions about the article in detail:
● What are the main conclusions of the study?
● What are the limitations of the study?

Part B. 
Detailed 
summary

Option 1. You are a scientist with 10+ years of 
experience in research, specialising in Alzheimer's. 
Using the attached article:

Option 2. You are a journalist with 10+ years of 
experience in a prestigious newspaper, specialising in 
medical news. Using the attached article:

● Make a summary as detailed and extensive as possible of the following parts of this attached article: 
introduction, material and methods, results and discussion.

● Highlight the most important contributions and limitations of this research.
● Add a summary of the images and tables in the article.
● From the bibliography: highlight the five most important references.

Part C. 
Impact

You are a scientific advisor at a hospital. A colleague sends you the attached article and asks you the following 
questions. Please respond: 
● How is this study different from previous studies?
● What types of impact does this research have? 



Hands -o n  e xe rc ise

- Reflections after the exercise 

- Unexpected results 

- Usefulness of the tool

- … 



Part 3. Ethical and Legal perspectives on 
AI in  Sc ie n ce  Jo u rn a lism  



Part 4. Good Practices in the Use of 
AI in  Sc ie n ce  Jo u rn a lism  



Introduction
Generative artificial intelligence’s recent expansion demonstrates:
• its potential 
• the need to study its development 1

In science communication, generative AI offers new opportunities 
but also generates new challenges 2.  
• How do science communicators use AI?
• How can science communicators objectively inform about AI to society?
• How can science communicators promote a responsible development of AI?

To answer these questions, we initiated a participatory process to 
create a guide on good practices on science communication and AI.

1. Buriak et al, 2023
2. Schäfer, 2023



Methodology (1/2)

1. Kick off : participatory workshop at a science communication conference in 
2023

○ The 10 speakers of the session put forward 2 -3 principles each 
○ The 30 science communicators in the room discussed and categorised the 

principles
○ At the end of the workshop, 16 participants signed up as volunteers to 

continue working on the development of the document.



Methodology (2/2) 

2. The SCS-UPF team analysed and integrated the workshop results into a first 
proposal of principles. 
a. The selection of 26 principles was simplified to a list of 16. 

3. This proposal was evaluated by the volunteers via an online survey. 
a. Principles were rephrased based on survey results into a reduced list of 10.

4. Results were integrated into a second proposal, which was widely and openly 
distributed among Spanish -speaking science communicators. 
a. A total of 125 science communicators responded to the survey. 



Results (1/3)

The principles are divided into two categories: 
● AI in my professional activity
● My professional activity when 

communicating about AI

* The title of the document was also decided 
collaboratively

h t t p s://ze n o d o .o rg /re co rd s/11393656

https://zenodo.org/records/11393656


Results (2/3)



Results (3/3)



Conclusions

- Although they may seem ambitious, the principles are useful in providing a 

benchmark fo r sc ie n ce  co m m u n ica t o rs  in  t h e ir u se  o f AI.

- Th is p ro ce ss h ig h lig h t s  t h e  need for participatory approaches in  d e ve lo p in g  

m e a n in g fu l g u id e lin e s. 

- Open access : t h e  p rin c ip le s a re  a va ila b le  in  t h e  o p e n  re p o sit o ry Ze n o d o , 

w h e re  p e o p le  ca n  a lso  vo lu n t a rily a d h e re  t o  t h e m . 

- Accessibility : t h e  d o cu m e n t  is  a va ila b le  in  7 la n g u a g e s:  Sp a n ish , En g lish , 

Ca t a la n , Fre n ch , Ba sq u e , It a lia n  a n d  Ga lic ia n .



Open discussion

- Go to Mentimeter:
- menti.com / user code: 1132 7402

https://www.menti.com/alv77uxcos8e

- Evaluate the statements: 
- which ones are more important?
- which ones could be left out?



Open discussion

- Mentimeter results

- Any statements missing? 

- Some open questions to consider: 

- What measures can be taken to prioritize truthfulness w h e n  u sin g  AI?

- W h a t  a re  so m e  common biases t h a t  AI ca n  re p ro d u ce  o r a m p lify?

- W h y is  it  im p o rt a n t  t o  transparently d e c la re  t h e  u se  o f AI t o o ls  in  o u r w o rk?

- Ho w  ca n  w e  e ffe c t ive ly communicate our use of AI t o  o u r a u d ie n ce ?

- Ho w  ca n  w e  advocate fo r re sp o n sib le  AI d e ve lo p m e n t  a n d  re g u la t io n ?

- Why is  it  im p o rt a n t  t o  re p o rt  o n  h o w  AI m o d e ls  a re  trained ?



Part 5. Wrap up



Final comments

● Online training session, 24 March 2026, 11:00 -14:00h
○ You should have completed at least one interview with a 

frontier scientist by then
● Evaluation forms for the training activities
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