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URI AI Marking 
URI CYPHER AI Use Marking System” (also known as “URI AI Marking”) is a lightweight and flexible 

marking language that helps creators clearly describe AI’s role in a work product.

Please visit www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking for examples, Q&A, and the full PowerPoint presentation.

1This document is updated on May 14 2026

http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
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Part 1 — Introducing URI AI Marking: Motivation and Design (12 slides) 

Part 2 — Examples and Discussion (6 slides)

Part 3 — Q&A, co-created by faculty, staff, students, and leaders in higher 
education and industry.
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Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Thank you for coming. I see a lot of COE colleagues here, and we all know each other. We also have a few guests who are friends of COE. Would you mind introducing yourself? …. Welcome

I will be your presenter and facilitator today. We also have students. They will help me run the workshop, and also participate in the discussion. Their perspective are important.  
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Situation 1 – Calibrating Communication Signals
You receive a very long email from a student (or a colleague): polished, 
emotionally compelling, and built around a strong argument or request.

You may pause and wonder: am I reading the person’s own words, judgment, 
and effort, or am I reading something largely generated by AI?

We need a quick signal to remove this uncertainty 

• If human-written, the writing itself may reveal something: care, effort, expertise, 
urgency, emotion, or judgment.

• If largely AI-generated, the message may still be important, but the polish, 
length, structure, and tone convey weaker signals. 
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Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
I will describe four situations and ask whether you have had similar experiences.�
Collect hands.
Anyone wants to share your own experiences?
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Situation 2 – Evaluating Work Product
A student submits a project report or a thesis proposal.

You wonder: 
• How much original human thinking and judgment is behind this work? 
• Even if the student said, “AI-assisted”. You want to know exactly how AI is 

used. 

We need a way to distinguish between the quality of the work and the 
human judgment and effort behind it, so we can evaluate it appropriately.
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Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
How marking helps:�Provides a quick signal to calibrate your level of attention and trust
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Situation 3 – Ambiguity about Authorship
You receive a document that has a real impact on 
you, your project, or the people you serve.

Something feels “off” in content 

You use an AI detection tool that suggests the 
document may be AI-generated 

But: 
• Detection tools are often unreliable 
• Raising the issue is professionally sensitive
• Providing meaningful feedback to an AI-

generated document is time-consuming and 
frustrating.
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We need to shift from detection → self-disclosure to reduce ambiguity

Your natural writing style includes 
features often associated with AI-
generated text, including em
dashes, bold formatting, and 
highly polished phrasing. 
As a result, your writing may be 
easily perceived as AI-generated.
You worry that others may 
assume or suspect your work is 
AI-generated.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
How many of you had this type of experiences? Or heard about this types of concerns? 
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Situation 4 – The One-Click Misconception 
• You are fluent in the use of AI tools and use them effectively to generate a high-

quality document. The process requires hours of critical thinking, thoughtful 
prompting, iteration, and refinement. 

• However, you hesitate to share the document. You are worried that others may 
assume it was generated in a single click. Some may even hold negative views 
against any AI usage.

We need a way to recognize and value responsible AI usage.
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Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Using I, instead of you. 
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Important Context for URI Community

• We are seeing more and more AI-assisted or AI-generated (A3 & A4) documents in 
professional settings. Unfortunately, marking tools are not yet (conveniently) 
available to our faculty and staff.

• Tools for detecting AI-generated text are widely available.

• AI-assisted or AI-generated content can be of high quality. However, its usage 
needs to be transparent to maintain trust and reduce institutional and personal 
reputation risk.

URI Guiding Principles: https://its.uri.edu/ai-at-uri/, including

Transparency: Clearly disclose when AI tools are used to create content or inform 
decisions.
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https://its.uri.edu/ai-at-uri/
https://its.uri.edu/ai-at-uri/
https://its.uri.edu/ai-at-uri/
https://its.uri.edu/ai-at-uri/
https://its.uri.edu/ai-at-uri/
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URI AI Marking 
The next two slides describe the marking system and can be printed as 

double-sided flyers.
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Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
5 min learning curve
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URI AI Marking
A0 — Human Authored
Content created entirely by a human author.

A1 — AI-Edited
AI tools were used for grammar, clarity, and formatting.

A2 — AI-Assisted Ideation
AI tools were used for brainstorming and outlining.
The document was written, reviewed, and approved by the human author.

A3 — AI-Assisted Drafting
AI tools were used to generate portions of the draft.
The human author verified and revised the content.

A4 — AI-Generated
AI tools generated most or all of the content.
Human review was performed at a high level.

A5 — Fully AI-Generated
The document was generated entirely by AI tools, with minimal or no human 
review. It should be treated as one of multiple possible information sources.

9www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking

Email Signature: 

ECBE APR Action Plan

ISE 572 
Final Project

MS Thesis

Examples
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URI AI Marking
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Lightweight label for transparent AI contributions, supporting a shared AI-usage norm. 

What it is

• Shared language (A0 – A5) for consistent AI usage 
discussion and disclosure, reducing guesswork and 
misinterpretation.

• Learning tool to build AI literacy: what AI is, what it 
can and can’t do, and when to use it (or not). 

• Reader-facing cue that signals how AI was used in the 
creation of the work product.

• Community trust building by shifting from detection 
and speculation to self-disclosure

• Transparency tool aligned with URI’s guiding principle 
of clearly disclosing AI use

What it is not

• Not a policy or requirement
• Not a restriction on how AI tools 

are used
• Not a ranking, as all levels can 

yield good or poor work
• Not a detection or surveillance 

tool

Important reminder: 

AI-use level ≠ human effort level 

≠ quality and reliability
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Examples
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Examples of A3 and A4 emails

12We use emails as examples, but this does not imply that CYPHER AI Marking is primarily intended for emails. 
It can be applied to many types of work products. Please see the Q&A and classroom usage examples for details. 
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How did I get draft 2
My Prompt:

13



University of Rhode Island / CYPHER 14Detection tools are often not reliable. We want to demonstrate how others (e.g., your students) might use them.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
Anyone want to share experiences with the detector? 




University of Rhode Island / CYPHER

Scenario A - Drafting a memo-like email (serious, longer than 
a few lines)

Scenario A –

• A0 – I wrote this email as I would have before the 
release of ChatGPT3.0. 

• A1 – I wrote a draft and then used AI for grammar, 
clarity, or formatting improvements.

• A2 – I used AI for brainstorming or outlining ideas, 
but wrote the email myself. 

• A3 – I used AI to generate a draft and then carefully 
reviewed and edited it.

• A4 – I used AI to generate most of the content, 
performed a quick review, and sent it. 

• A5 – I used an AI agent to draft and send this email 
with minimal or no review.
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Scenario B – A work product with complex 
Human-AI collaboration
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Scenario C – Brainstorming ideas with 
colleagues (collaborative, early-stage work)

• A0 – We developed ideas entirely through human discussion without 
using AI tools. 

• A1 – We developed ideas ourselves and used AI to organize notes, 
improve clarity, or summarize discussions. 

• A2 – We used AI for brainstorming and literature search, and we 
refined, selected, and expanded the ideas as a team.

• A3 – We used AI to generate potential proposal concepts or 
outlines, and we reviewed, selected, and revised them carefully. 

• A4 –We used AI tools to generate a report, reviewed it for alignment 
and high-level quality, and treated it as one source of information.

• A5 –We used AI tools to generate a report with minimal or no 
review, and clearly marked it as A5.

Note: Using AI to generate a high-quality report takes time. Sharing A4 or 
even A5-level documents with clear marking can save collaborators’ time. 

17

A5
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A5Google AI Overview is
ChatGPT verifies this AI Overview A5

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
We have students here. 
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URI AI Marking for this document

AI-use level  
≠  Human effort level
≠  Quality and reliability

1. Critical Thinking: 
• We are facing a complex and challenging problem. 
• I am not in a position to develop a complete solution, but 

CYPHER and ECBE can take a critical step toward the 
solution and address immediate needs.

• The marking system must be executable, scalable, 
support progressive implementation, have a meaningful 
impact, and be relatively easy for the community to 
adopt.

2. Expertise: Department Chair, CYPHER-codirector and CAIO

3. Judgement: is not only based on Dr. Sun’s judgement, but 
also feedback collected at ECBE faculty meeting, CYPHER ONR 
project all-hands meetings, and input from many colleagues and 
friends. 

4. AI Assistance:

(A1) formatting and editing; 
(A2) searching for practices at peer institutions; 
(A2) brainstorming on issues related to 
hesitation toward adoption.
(A3) some Q/A questions

5. Time: significant

The CYPHER AI Marking Design and this PPT, take
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Q & A
Currently, the Q&As are ordered according to the orders we received them.

Highlights:
Q15 – By the President of the University of Rhode Island
Q14 – A question from the Engineering Manager at a major international manufacturing company
Q5 – What makes URI AI Marking different? 
Q2 – Links to the classroom adoption examples
Q12 – The benefit of having multiple courses use the same A0-A5 language

20
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Q1: Can I use an email signature disclaimer to ‘capture all’?

Answer: Yes, this is recommended if you choose to mark your emails, especially when most of them 
can be covered by a single marking.

Here is an example, feel free to adapt or improvise.

21Dhaval Solanki (URI), thank you for contributing to this question.
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Q2: Beyond the scenarios described on earlier slides, can I use 
it for other scenarios?

Answer: Yes, and

• Please align the usage with established guidelines from the university, professional societies, 
funding agencies, and other relevant organizations.

• If you are considering using this in your class, please refer to the examples 
(www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking), which illustrate how the URI AI Marking can be adapted to 
specific assignments. 

22Romesh Prasad (URI), Hui Lin (URI), thank you for sharing the classroom examples.
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Q3: How do I mark a PPT re-formatted by Claude?

Question: I have a PPT created in 2019, and I used Claude to reformat it. How should I mark it?

Answer: You may use
Technical content (A0) | Formatting (A4)        or     Technical content (A0) |  Formatting (A3)

Furthermore, we could imagine seeing the following disclosure at an MS thesis defense

23

Technical Innovation (A0) | Literature Review (A2) | Coding (A3) | Experimental Design and Result Interpretation (A0) 
Thesis Writing (A1) | PPT Organization (A2) | PPT Formatting (A3)

Anissa Elias (URI), thank you for contributing to this Q/A.
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Q4: Can I invite others to use this marking system?

• You can share the URI AI Marking with others. A description is available on the CYPHER 
website: https://web.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking

• If a URI academic unit plans to recommend it as a common practice or guideline, training is 
recommended. The training will prepare key personnel in the unit to 
• explain and implement the marking system

• fully understand what it is and what it is not

• create a constructive space for stakeholders to share questions, concerns, and use cases.

• If people outside the university plan to recommend the marking system as a common 
practice or guideline, please go to www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking and fill out the “request 
for information” form. Zoom Q&A sessions may be arranged based on interest.  

24Chelsie Sullivan (URI), thank you for helping develop the training materials

http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
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Q5: What makes URI AI Marking different?  

Answer: Besides its well-known 5-minute learning curve, URI AI-Marking has several 
distinguishing features

25

A0: Explicit human authorship

Most original

Explicitly labels work with no AI 
use, removing ambiguity and 
establishing a clear human 
authorship claim.

Most distinctive

Easy to use

Most distinctive

Can extend AI disclosure beyond 
formal assignments to everyday 
communication and professional 
work products.

Granularity in disclosure 

Most effective

Can explain how AI was used in 
different aspects of work, such as 
ideation, coding, writing, 
experiment design, results analysis, 
and formatting.

Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
None of these introduced A0
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Q6: When does A0 become A1 when getting spelling and 
grammar assistance embedded in the editor? 

Answer: 

Fixing spelling, adding correct use of commas, and adding missing words like 'the/and' is still A0.

A1 applies when an AI or automated writing tool edits the author’s language beyond mechanical 
correction, including grammar improvement, clarity revision, sentence polishing, tone adjustment, 
formatting improvement, or stylistic rewriting. 

For example, Grammarly is not automatically A0 or A1. It depends on what function was used. 
Spellcheck is A0, sentence-level editing is A1, paragraph-level rewrites can be A3.

26Showrov Rahman (URI), Dayne Broderson (UAF ACEP), thank you for contributing to this Q/A.
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Q7:  Does applying the CYPHER AI Marking (A0-A5) require a 
highly precise measurement of AI use in the work?

Answer: The CYPHER AI Marking provides qualitative categories of AI 
involvement, but it is not intended to provide an exact measurement or be 
treated as a quantitative score. 

27John Haverlack (UAF ACEP), thank you for contributing to this Q/A.
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Q8: Is URI AI Marking a detection tool?

Answer: No. The URI AI Marking provides a subjective self-reporting 
framework, not an objective measure of AI’s role in generating the work 
products. It is a disclosure framework, not a detection tool. 

28John Haverlack (UAF ACEP), thank you for contributing to this Q/A.
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Q9- Do you have specific examples of students using URI AI 
Marking?
Answer: URI ISE 572 - Industry 4.0 Machine Learning — Final Project, Spring 2026

29Romesh Prasad (URI, ISE 572 Instructor), thank you for contributing the examples.

Project - 1

Project - 3

Project - 2

Project - 4
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Q10

Question: How will this tool help creators navigate the ethical challenges of AI-
assisted content while protecting their relationship with their audience?

Answer: This is a language designed to help authors and creators disclose the 
role of AI in their work. 

Transparent communication about AI usage is the first step toward navigating the 
ethical challenges, and building long-term trust between the creator and the 
audience. 

The URI AI-Marking is a grassroots initiative. It is designed to help start 
conversations and foster collaboration as we navigate the rapidly changing role of 
AI in higher education.

30Dayne Broderson (UAF ACEP), thank you for contributing to this Q/A.
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Q11- What would be the mechanism for an organization, 
such as IACR, to support CYPHER Marking?

Answer: We would appreciate it if you could send an email to your members with a brief 
introduction to this AI marking and encourage them to try it. You may also add a link to URI 
AI Marking (www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking) on your organization’s website, where 
relevant to AI usage.

31Gaurav Khanna (Director of IACR, URI), thank you for contributing this Q&A.

http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
http://www.uri.edu/cypher/ai-marking
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Q12- What is the benefit of having multiple courses use the 
same A0-A5 language?

Answer:

1. Reducing ambiguity: the same language is used to describe AI use across different 
courses.

2. Helping students clearly communicate their professional and AI-related skills. 

For example, in a job interview, a student could describe their coding experience as: 
“During my freshman and sophomore years, I completed all coding assignments at the A0 level.”
“In EGR 441, I used AI tools to assist with coding and debugging at the A3 level.”
“In EGR 404, I built AI agents operating at the A4 or A5 level, automatically completing tasks with 
minimal human oversight.”

3. Creating a developmental learning pathway: students see AI usage as a progression 
rather than a binary choice of “using AI” versus “not using AI.

32Yan Lindsay Sun and Chelsie Sullivan (URI), developed this Q&A together
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Q14 – Career Readiness

Question: As I interview job candidates, I want to understand their ability to use AI 
effectively and responsibly. Coursework may provide some evidence, but candidates 
should also be able to demonstrate how they have applied AI in projects or professional 
work, including when to use it, when not to use it, how to verify results, and how to critically 
evaluate AI’s role in the workflow. 

Answer: CYPHER Marking does not replace a strong AI/ML education. However, it can 
help students build a transparent record of how they use AI across their coursework and 
projects, while also encouraging them to develop more intentional human-AI collaboration 
practices.

33From the Engineering Manager at Saint Gobain Omniseal Solutions. 
Thank you for contributing this Q&A.



University of Rhode Island / CYPHER

Q15 – Does the URI CYPHER AI Use Marking System have a 
nickname?

I recommend the nickname “URI AI Marking”.

34

Marc B. Parlange, Ph.D., P.Eng
President
University of Rhode Island
May 14, 2026
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Q16 – your contribution

Answer:

35Marc Parlange (URI President), we appreciate your contribution to this Q&A.
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Q17 – your contribution

Answer:

36Marc Parlange (URI President), we appreciate your contribution to this Q&A.
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Q18 – your contribution

Answer:

37Marc Parlange (URI President), we appreciate your contribution to this Q&A.
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