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When we use AI for an assignment, we need to check the information it gives us. A date, claim or reference may be incorrect. DigComp 3.0 includes skills for checking AI outputs, while an OECD report describes studies in which students recognised the risk of mistakes but did not check answers. I propose two free training sessions at universities willing to take part, with support from the European Commission. Students would first check a sample AI answer, then compare an answer from their subject with an original document. They would explain any corrections in their own words. Universities could use their existing training and adapt the activities to student needs. Tasks before and after the sessions would show whether checking skills improved. Student feedback and staff workload would also matter. Source checking should then continue in coursework, so students practise these skills beyond the pilot and understand what they submit.

Research question
How can universities help students put the EU’s goals for checking AI outputs into practice?

Verifying AI Outputs in EU Universities

KEY POINTS
1. Students may know that AI makes mistakes and still use its answers without checking them.

2. DigComp 3.0 already asks users to check AI outputs. Universities can help students practise this in their assignments.

3. In two free sessions, students would compare AI answers with original documents and explain their corrections.
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1. The problem and the EU’s approach
AI can help us understand a topic, but a convincing answer is not always accurate. It may contain incorrect facts or sources that do not exist. The OECD describes studies where students knew AI could make mistakes but still used its answers without checking them (OECD, 2026b, p. 4).
DigComp 3.0 already asks people to evaluate information and check AI outputs (Cosgrove & Cachia, 2025, pp. 31–32, 89–90). For universities, the next step is to give students chances to practise these skills in their coursework.
The OECD also reports that guidance and support struggle to keep up with AI use in higher education (OECD, 2026b, pp. 5–10). This does not prove that every EU university lacks support. It does support testing practical training based on each university’s needs.
2. Checking information and learning
An AI answer about an international organisation may include a convincing date or decision number. Students should find the original document and check whether it supports the answer.
AI may help us finish an assignment, but can we explain the answer ourselves? The OECD notes that better results with AI do not always mean we have learned more (OECD, 2026a). Students could read an original document and explain its main points in their own words before comparing them with an AI answer.
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3.What the European Commission could do
I propose a voluntary pilot supported by the European Commission and participating universities. Teaching staff, librarians and student representatives could develop activities based on DigComp 3.0, building on existing university training.
The pilot could offer two free sessions. First, students would find false claims and check sources in a sample AI answer. Then, they would work on a question from their subject, compare the AI answer with an original document and explain their corrections.
Students could check an AI-generated claim by confirming that its source exists, its details are accurate, and it supports the claim. A second AI tool giving the same answer would not be enough to verify it. The activities should not require a paid subscription and should use examples with no personal data.



Evaluating the pilot
Students would complete similar tasks before and after the training. Staff would compare their answers to see whether students had improved at spotting false claims, finding sources and explaining corrections. At the end of the semester, universities would consider these results, students’ feedback and the workload for staff before deciding whether to expand the pilot.
Two sessions alone may not build a lasting habit, so source checking should continue in coursework. The aim is to help us use AI while still doing our own thinking.
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