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Artificial Intelligence in
Education

Practical uses, limitations, and responsible adoption

EDUCATIONAL DEMONSTRATION « NOT CLIENT WORK

Executive summary

Artificial intelligence (Al) can support teaching and learning through practice activities, language assistance, accessibility
features, feedback, and administrative planning. Generative Al systems can produce fluent text but may also make
factual errors, reflect bias, or omit context. Their educational value therefore depends on clear learning goals, human
review, privacy protection, transparent rules, and the learner's active participation.

1. Common educational applications

Practice and revision Draft quiz questions, flashcards, and alternative Check answers and align them with course
explanations. materials.

Writing support Suggest structure, clarity improvements, and Preserve the student's own reasoning and
grammar corrections. voice.

Language learning Explain vocabulary, provide examples, and Review nuance, context, and discipline-specific
support translation practice. terms.

Accessibility Support text simplification, speech interfaces, or Confirm the tool meets the learner's actual
alternative formats. needs.

Teacher planning Brainstorm lesson sequences, examples, and Teacher verifies accuracy, fairness, and
rubric drafts. curriculum fit.

Core nrincinle

Al should help learners understand, practice, and improve—not replace the thinking and effort the learning
task is designed to develop.

2. Limitations and risks

Accuracy: generated responses can sound confident while containing incorrect or invented details. Important facts,
calculations, and references should be independently verified.

Bias and representation: outputs may not work equally well across languages, cultures, or learner groups. Examples
and feedback should be reviewed for fairness and suitability.

Privacy and security: personal data, grades, unpublished work, and confidential records should not be entered into tools
unless the institution has approved the use and appropriate safeguards are in place.
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Over-reliance: using a tool to produce a complete answer without reflection can weaken practice in writing,
problem-solving, and independent judgment.
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3. Responsible use by students and teachers

Set a purpose Use Al for a defined task, such as generating practice questions or explaining a concept in simpler
language.

Verify claims Check factual statements, calculations, quotations, and references against reliable course or library
sources.

Protect information Avoid sharing sensitive personal or institutional data; follow local policy and age-appropriate
guidance.

Be transparent Disclose Al assistance when required by the teacher, institution, publisher, or assessment rules.

Keep learner ownership Use suggestions as feedback, then revise and explain the work in the learner's own understanding.

4. A simple verification workflow
1. Ask clearly
State the topic, level, format, and what kind of help is allowed.

2. Review critically

Look for unsupported claims, missing context, and ambiguous wording.

3. Check evidence

Verify key facts with trusted course materials, books, official sources, or peer-reviewed literature.

4. Revise and reflect

Correct errors, add your own reasoning, and make sure you can explain the final answer.

Illustrative checklist coverage for an Al-supported assignment

Policy Own work
Checklist categorles not measured performance or survey results.
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5. Example classroom policy outline

Policy element Suggested wording / approach

Allowed uses Define whether brainstorming, practice questions, grammar feedback, or translation support is
permitted.

Restricted uses State when generating a final answer or submitting unreviewed Al output is not allowed.

Disclosure Specify whether students should describe the tool and how it was used.

Assessment design Include explanation, drafts, oral discussion, in-class work, or other evidence of understanding

where appropriate.

Data protection Use institution-approved tools and avoid entering sensitive or identifiable information without
authorization.

Review process Update the policy as tools, course needs, and institutional guidance change.

6. Conclusion

Al can make some learning activities more flexible and accessible, but it does not guarantee correct information or
meaningful learning. A responsible approach combines clear rules, human judgment, source verification, privacy
safeguards, and tasks that require students to demonstrate their own understanding. Educators should evaluate tools in
context and adjust practices based on evidence and learner needs.

References and further reading
*« UNESCO, Atrtificial intelligence in education.
*« UNESCO, Guidance for generative Al in education and research.

« U.S. Department of Education, Artificial Intelligence and the Future of Teaching and Learning.

Portfolio note: Original educational sample. Recommendations should be adapted to the relevant school, university, local law, and assessment
policy. This report is not a substitute for institutional guidance.
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https://www.unesco.org/en/digital-education/artificial-intelligence
https://www.unesco.org/en/articles/guidance-generative-ai-education-and-research
https://tech.ed.gov/ai/


