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Abstract: This article analyses the interactions between human and ChatGPT 3.5 focusing on discussions 

surrounding the controversial topic of sex robots. The study aims to uncover the linguistic, social, and 

ethical dimensions inherent in addressing sensitive subjects through AI-mediated communication. With 

advancements in AI technology bringing models like GPT 3.5 and GPT 4.0 to the forefront of digital 

communication, their ability to generate human-like text has prompted significant discussion on their 

impact across various societal aspects.  

Specifically, the use of ChatGPT to discuss the topic of sex robots provides a unique lens for exploring the 

interaction between technological capabilities and ethical considerations in human–AI interaction. This 

research assesses ChatGPT 3.5’s responses to prompts related to sex robots, evaluating the AI’s s adherence 

to ethical guidelines, its linguistic handling of sensitive subjects, and the societal implications of its output. 

Through a methodology grounded in prompt analysis and response evaluation, the study examines how 

ChatGPT deals with the challenges of discussing sensitive and explicit content within predefined ethical 

boundaries.  

This paper contributes to the ongoing dialogue on the responsible development and application of AI 

technologies, highlighting the need for continued enhancements in AI’s ethical programming to better 

balance informational accuracy with ethical integrity.  
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1. Introduction 

The evolution of artificial intelligence, particularly in the domain of Large Language Models (LLMs) such as 

GPT 3.5 and GPT 4.0, have demonstrated new technological capabilities, enabling machines to perform a 

broad spectrum of tasks with unprecedented sophistication. These models, developed by entities like 

OpenAI, have showcased remarkable proficiency in generating human-like text, solving complex natural 

language processing (NLP) tasks, and even extending their utility beyond linguistic applications to fields 

such as coding and mathematics (Brown et al., 2020; Khatun and Brown, 2023). As the technology 

progresses, LLMs like GPT 3.5 and GPT 4.0 have found themselves at the center of significant attention from 

journalists, policymakers, and scholars, prompting a deeper exploration of their impact on various aspects 

of human life and society. 

ChatGPT’s development marks a significant leap in AI capabilities, offering nuanced discussions on its 

ethical, societal, and linguistic implications. Ethically, ChatGPT raises questions about the creation and 

dissemination of biased content, privacy concerns, and the potential for misuse in creating deceptive or 

manipulative text (McGuffie and Newhouse 2020). Societally, its impact spans from shifting labour markets 
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due to automation to influencing public discourse and knowledge dissemination. Linguistically, while GPT 

has shown remarkable proficiency in understanding and generating human-like text, issues like context 

understanding limitations and the propagation of language biases persist, requiring ongoing research and 

mitigation strategies (Bender et al. 2021). 

One of the most provocative applications of these models lies in their interaction with controversial topics, 

such as the discussion surrounding sex robots. This subject matter not only touches upon technological and 

scientific advancements but also explores profound ethical, societal, and linguistic considerations. The 

emergence of sex robots and their portrayal in media and discourse raises critical questions about the 

sexual revolution, human intimacy, and the ethical boundaries of AI development (Skubis and Wodarski 

2023). Moreover, the usage of ChatGPT to navigate discussions related to sex robots highlights the need to 

examine the linguistic strategies these models employ, the social implications of their responses, and the 

ethical frameworks guiding their interaction with such sensitive subjects. 

The ethical dimension of employing LLMs in addressing or simulating conversations about sex robots 

encapsulates concerns regarding the propagation of biases, the reinforcement of stereotypes, and the 

potential normalisation of contentious viewpoints (McGuffie and Newhouse, 2020). From a societal 

perspective, the discourse generated by these AI models can influence public opinion, shape cultural norms, 

and affect the perception of technology’s role in personal and social spheres. Linguistically, the manner in 

which GPT 3.5 engages with the topic of sex robots offers insights into the models’ understanding of 

context, their ability to navigate complex social issues, and their impact on language and communication 

patterns (Bender et al., 2021). 

Therefore, this article aims to critically analyse the interaction of ChatGPT 3.5 with the controversial topic 

of sex robots, exploring the linguistic, social, and ethical considerations that arise from their prompt 

responses. Through this analysis, we seek to contribute to the ongoing dialogue regarding the responsible 

development and application of AI technologies, ensuring they align with societal values and ethical 

standards. This nuanced exploration contributes significantly to our understanding of AI models’ 

capabilities and limitations in addressing ethically charged subjects. 

2. Chatbots and Human-Computer Interaction (HCI) 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) becomes more integrated into our daily lives through the development of 

intelligent agents, which are capable of performing various tasks. Among these AI systems, chatbots are a 

prominent example and a widely used form of intelligent Human-Computer Interaction (HCI) 

(Adamopoulou and Moussiades 2020).  

The concept of dialogue systems, also known as conversational agents (CA), chatbots or (intelligent) virtual 

assistants, originated from the Turing test created by Alan Turing in 1950. The goal of this test was to 

determine if a computer could imitate human behavior without revealing its artificial nature. The first 

chatbot, called ELIZA, was developed in 1966 by Weizenbaum, but it was limited in its conversational 

abilities (Weizenbaum 1966). Other dialogue systems, such as PARRY, ALICE, Jabberwack, and Lingubots, 

were created in the following years with varying levels of functionality and language processing capabilities 

(Colby, 1981; Shaw 1996). 

Chatbots are software programs that interact with users using natural language, aiming to simulate human 

conversation. Initially, chatbots were developed for amusement and relied on simple keyword matching 

techniques. However, with advancements in technology, new chatbot architectures have emerged, 

leveraging data mining, machine learning, and linguistic tools. These advancements have made chatbots 

more practical and led to their widespread use in commercial applications (Shawar and Atwell 2007).  

Dialogue systems, such as personal assistants, voice control interfaces, and chatbots, enable human-like 

conversations through various communication channels like speech, text, gestures, and graphics (Jurafsky 

2018). These systems assist users in asking questions, carrying out transactions, seeking support or 

recommendations, and accomplishing goals through conversation. However, certain limitations have been 

identified with chatbots, such as difficulty in understanding queries and redirecting users to FAQs, 
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inadequate memory of past conversations, and providing irrelevant or excessive information. Additionally, 

chatbots often perform poorly in generating relevant dialogues and struggle with longer conversations 

(Wołk et al. 2022).  

In recent years, dialogue systems have gained popularity and are being used in various domains. They help 

organizations and companies maintain contact with users, respond to queries, and reduce operational costs 

(Laurisz 2020). They are used in both the public and private sectors, including insurance companies, stock 

markets, retail, media, tourism, banking, telecommunications, gaming agencies, and voice-powered virtual 

assistants like Microsoft Cortana, Google Assistant, IBM Watson, Amazon Alexa, and Apple Siri 

(Androutsopoulou 2019). These virtual assistants are continuously expanding their language support 

beyond English, with efforts to include Slavic languages such as Russian, Polish, Czech, and others. 

Conversational agents have diverse applications in entertainment, marketing, education, healthcare, 

support systems, and cultural diffusion Particularly in customer service, these chatbots have gained 

significant popularity as a promising technology for automating customer support. In response to the 

COVID-19 pandemic, many companies have focused on developing this IT-enabled service over the past 

two years. The year 2021 marked a crucial turning point in the adoption of AI chatbot technology for 

customer service activities (Nicolescu and Tudorache 2022). 

Many chatbots are designed for specific domains and rely on simple rule-based techniques. While these 

systems excel in structured conversations and question answering, they lack the flexibility to imitate 

genuine human interactions (Sojasingarayar 2020). Nonetheless, these limitations do not overshadow the 

benefits of chatbots, including their availability at any time, immediate responses, and usefulness for 

individuals who may be hesitant to ask questions publicly1. 

3. ChatGPT and prompts 

On the openai.com website there is a short description of the product that is presented as a model that 

interacts in a conversational way in form of a dialogue, which in turn, “makes it possible for ChatGPT to 

answer follow-up questions, admit its mistakes, challenge incorrect premises, and reject inappropriate 

requests”.2 The OpenAI website describes ChatGPT as a conversational model that supports dialogue-based 

interactions, enabling it to respond to follow-up questions, acknowledge errors, challenge inaccuracies, and 

decline unsuitable requests. ChatGPT is highlighted as a groundbreaking language model within the field 

of natural language processing (NLP), known for its ability to generate text that closely mimics human 

writing. This capability places ChatGPT at the forefront of language models, significantly advancing the ease 

and intuitiveness of human-computer communication. 

Trained on extensive text datasets, ChatGPT possesses a deep understanding of language nuances, enabling 

it to provide precise answers in complex scenarios. Its learning mechanism, which draws from both 

structured and unstructured data, allows for the generation of tailored responses, facilitating the 

development of sustained user interactions. OpenAI emphasises ChatGPT’s versatility and adaptability as 

key factors in fostering long-term user engagement. 

Moreover, ChatGPT is recognised for its potential to overcome linguistic obstacles and enhance 

communication across different cultures (Roumeliotis and Tselikas, 2023). This aspect of ChatGPT 

underlines the importance of communication, especially in the context of human-machine interaction and 

the development of the language in the human-technology era (Skubis et al., 2023), marking a significant 

step forward in the field of NLP and the broader domain of human-computer interaction. 

According to the OpenAI website, the GPT model is designed to comprehend both natural language and 

coding, generating outputs in response to user-provided inputs, referred to as „prompts”. OpenAI explains 

that crafting a prompt effectively serves as a means of “programming” the GPT model, either through direct 

 
1 https://prnews.pl/raport-chatboty-w-polsce-2020-34-proc-respondentow-woli-rozmawiac-z-botem-
niz-z-czlowiekiem-455425 - access on 14.06.2023 
2 https://openai.com/blog/chatgpt - access on 14.06.2023 

https://prnews.pl/raport-chatboty-w-polsce-2020-34-proc-respondentow-woli-rozmawiac-z-botem-niz-z-czlowiekiem-455425
https://prnews.pl/raport-chatboty-w-polsce-2020-34-proc-respondentow-woli-rozmawiac-z-botem-niz-z-czlowiekiem-455425
https://openai.com/blog/chatgpt
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instructions or by offering examples to guide the model in accomplishing a given task. This method of 

interacting with GPT models is widely recognized within the field as prompt engineering, prompt 

programming, prompt design, or simply prompting (Oppenlaender, 2022). 

The concept of prompting emphasises the importance of human skill in formulating effective prompts that 

can lead generative models like ChatGPT to produce desired outcomes. This skill involves an iterative and 

interactive dialogue with AI systems, facilitating a collaborative creation process between humans and 

artificial intelligence.  

As generative models become increasingly integrated into various technological applications, the field of 

prompt engineering is gaining attention for its role in enhancing how humans engage with AI. Research in 

this area is focused on optimizing the interaction between humans and AI through effective prompt design 

(Oppenlaender, 2023), highlighting the evolving relationship between human cognitive skills and the 

capabilities of digital technologies. 

Prompt engineering is defined in the Cambridge Dictionary3 as a process within the field of artificial 

intelligence (AI), which entails designing prompts—questions or instructions given to a computer in 

natural language. This process is part of AI's broader goal to create machines capable of emulating human 

cognitive abilities, including understanding language, recognizing images, solving problems, and learning. 

4. Ethics of Generative AI and usage policy of ChatGPT 

Machine ethics explores the challenge of creating ethical AI capable of making moral decisions. The key 

distinction between humans and machines in this context is that machines lack “phenomenology” or 

emotions as humans have. They also lack “moral intuition” and cultural upbringing. While machines can 

process data representing emotions, there’s no consensus that computers can genuinely feel or be 

conscious like humans (Bartneck et al. 2021). 

The EU has responded to the rapid growth of digital technology by formulating an action plan called the 

“White Paper on Artificial Intelligence. A European approach to excellence and trust.”4 This plan outlines 

seven key criteria for trust and security in AI, including human oversight, technical robustness, privacy, 

transparency, non-discrimination, social and environmental well-being, and accountability.  

The regulatory framework being developed by the EU aims to align with efforts to boost innovation and 

development in Europe while upholding EU legislation, citizens’ rights, and values. The benefits of AI are 

acknowledged, such as enhancing product and service safety (Skubis 2024). However, the potential for 

harm is also recognized, encompassing both material harm (like safety issues) and non-material harm 

(such as privacy violations and discrimination) (Skubis 2021).  

The rise of sex robots raises complex ethical questions surrounding human relationships, societal norms, 

and the objectification of individuals. Critics argue that these technologies risk dehumanizing relationships, 

eroding empathy, and normalizing harmful behaviors, such as the objectification of women or the 

trivialization of consent. Ethical dilemmas also emerge regarding privacy, data security, and the 

psychological impact of interactions with lifelike robotic companions. Proponents highlight potential 

therapeutic benefits, such as aiding individuals with disabilities or those struggling with intimacy, while 

skeptics warn about the societal isolation and diminished interpersonal connections these technologies 

could foster. Balancing innovation with ethical responsibility remains critical, as regulatory frameworks 

like the EU’s guidelines on AI seek to address these issues by ensuring safety, privacy, and respect for 

human dignity in the development and deployment of such technologies (The EU Commission – White 

Paper on AI, 2020, Nevejans, 2016; Skubis, 2024a; Skubis 2024b). 

The risks associated with AI include biases in development and data usage, which could lead to suboptimal 

 
3 https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/prompt-engineering - access on 21.07.2023 
4 https://commission.europa.eu/publications/white-paper-artificial-intelligence-european-approach-
excellence-and-trust_en - access on 17.08.2023 

https://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/prompt-engineering
https://commission.europa.eu/publications/white-paper-artificial-intelligence-european-approach-excellence-and-trust_en
https://commission.europa.eu/publications/white-paper-artificial-intelligence-european-approach-excellence-and-trust_en
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results, especially if systems are trained on biased data. Key concerns encompass the protection of 

fundamental rights, security, and liability. The overall aim is to strike a balance between harnessing AI’s 

potential benefits and minimizing its potential risks through comprehensive and thoughtful regulation 

(Skubis 2021). Recently, the European Parliament has published “EU AI Act: first regulation on artificial 

intelligence” in relation to safe and ethical usage of generative AI, pointing out as an example ChatGPT: 

“Generative AI, like ChatGPT, would have to comply with transparency requirements: 

Disclosing that the content was generated by AI 

Designing the model to prevent it from generating illegal content 

Publishing summaries of copyrighted data used for training.”5 (European Parliament) 

There are various manipulation concerns in applications using generative AI. It can be stated that 

Generative AI removes limitations on producing influential content, intensifying worries about 

manipulation. This technology has the ability to amplify “augmented many-to-many communication”, 

mediated by algorithms that continuously adapt messages and presentations to user interests. Generative 

AI can enhance the realism and scale of manipulative effects, enabling influence operations, tailored 

propaganda, and manipulative marketing (Cappuccio et al. 2022; Hancock et al. 2020).  

Furthermore, generative AI introduces new affordances that heighten manipulation concerns. Affordances 

are the actions a technology encourages, linked to its instrumental and intrinsic value. Generative AI, by 

producing highly realistic simulated one-to-one communication which causes that humans can no longer 

distinguish the conversation with AI from communication with other humans, leads to trust in technology. 

However, this trust can be exploited for manipulation, especially when users find the technology smooth 

and effortless to use, leading to vulnerability (Klenk 2023). As generative AI has become highly advanced, 

it’s challenging to differentiate between human-generated multimodal content and content generated by 

machines. Failing to distinguish between the two can lead to confusion and deceit, potentially resulting in 

harmful societal outcomes like public opinion manipulation and the spread of fake news (Díaz-Rodríguez 

et al. 2023). 

Moreover, as Klenk (2023) indicates, generative AI can aggravate manipulation worries even if not 

designed or used explicitly for manipulation. The “alignment problem” arises, where AI systems optimize 

for goals that might inadvertently result in manipulative behaviour. The risk is that AI systems learn to use 

deception, dissimulation, and strategic manipulation for effective influence. These systems may exploit 

biases and user vulnerabilities, potentially crossing the line into manipulation without explicit intent.  

There is an urgent need for creating reliable and confirmable methods to audit AI-driven systems, 

particularly in the context of generative AI. The arrival of innovative generative AI models such as ChatGPT 

3.5 and ChatGPT 4.0 has revitalized discussions about AI-powered systems and their influence on shaping 

industry and society. These models have acquired versatile skills from a range of data, allowing them to 

handle diverse tasks and create content that closely resembles human-made content. This remarkable 

progress highlights the significance of reliable AI systems, particularly concerning ethical utilization and 

the necessity for regulatory frameworks guiding their practical implementation (Díaz-Rodríguez et al. 

2023).  

Understanding the labour behind ChatGPT and decisions related to censorship requires practical efforts to 

comprehend and influence these processes. Additionally, connecting the ethics and politics of these 

technologies to a broader digital humanities framework is essential. The current discussion on technologies 

 
5 https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/society/20230601STO93804/eu-ai-act-first-
regulation-on-artificial-intelligence?at_campaign=20226-
Digital&at_medium=Google_Ads&at_platform=Search&at_creation=Sitelink&at_goal=TR_G&at_adv
ertiser=Webcomm&at_audience=eu%20ai%20legislation&at_topic=Artificial_intelligence_Act&gclid=
CjwKCAjwivemBhBhEiwAJxNWN8FI1eMgoZWHNVl3TPRqPmwrzq6XMhJ6HXEV8b0z8TJ1rtKDlD
CuLxoCa84QAvD_BwE  - access on 17.08.2023 

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/society/20230601STO93804/eu-ai-act-first-regulation-on-artificial-intelligence?at_campaign=20226-Digital&at_medium=Google_Ads&at_platform=Search&at_creation=Sitelink&at_goal=TR_G&at_advertiser=Webcomm&at_audience=eu%20ai%20legislation&at_topic=Artificial_intelligence_Act&gclid=CjwKCAjwivemBhBhEiwAJxNWN8FI1eMgoZWHNVl3TPRqPmwrzq6XMhJ6HXEV8b0z8TJ1rtKDlDCuLxoCa84QAvD_BwE
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/society/20230601STO93804/eu-ai-act-first-regulation-on-artificial-intelligence?at_campaign=20226-Digital&at_medium=Google_Ads&at_platform=Search&at_creation=Sitelink&at_goal=TR_G&at_advertiser=Webcomm&at_audience=eu%20ai%20legislation&at_topic=Artificial_intelligence_Act&gclid=CjwKCAjwivemBhBhEiwAJxNWN8FI1eMgoZWHNVl3TPRqPmwrzq6XMhJ6HXEV8b0z8TJ1rtKDlDCuLxoCa84QAvD_BwE
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/society/20230601STO93804/eu-ai-act-first-regulation-on-artificial-intelligence?at_campaign=20226-Digital&at_medium=Google_Ads&at_platform=Search&at_creation=Sitelink&at_goal=TR_G&at_advertiser=Webcomm&at_audience=eu%20ai%20legislation&at_topic=Artificial_intelligence_Act&gclid=CjwKCAjwivemBhBhEiwAJxNWN8FI1eMgoZWHNVl3TPRqPmwrzq6XMhJ6HXEV8b0z8TJ1rtKDlDCuLxoCa84QAvD_BwE
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/society/20230601STO93804/eu-ai-act-first-regulation-on-artificial-intelligence?at_campaign=20226-Digital&at_medium=Google_Ads&at_platform=Search&at_creation=Sitelink&at_goal=TR_G&at_advertiser=Webcomm&at_audience=eu%20ai%20legislation&at_topic=Artificial_intelligence_Act&gclid=CjwKCAjwivemBhBhEiwAJxNWN8FI1eMgoZWHNVl3TPRqPmwrzq6XMhJ6HXEV8b0z8TJ1rtKDlDCuLxoCa84QAvD_BwE
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/society/20230601STO93804/eu-ai-act-first-regulation-on-artificial-intelligence?at_campaign=20226-Digital&at_medium=Google_Ads&at_platform=Search&at_creation=Sitelink&at_goal=TR_G&at_advertiser=Webcomm&at_audience=eu%20ai%20legislation&at_topic=Artificial_intelligence_Act&gclid=CjwKCAjwivemBhBhEiwAJxNWN8FI1eMgoZWHNVl3TPRqPmwrzq6XMhJ6HXEV8b0z8TJ1rtKDlDCuLxoCa84QAvD_BwE
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/society/20230601STO93804/eu-ai-act-first-regulation-on-artificial-intelligence?at_campaign=20226-Digital&at_medium=Google_Ads&at_platform=Search&at_creation=Sitelink&at_goal=TR_G&at_advertiser=Webcomm&at_audience=eu%20ai%20legislation&at_topic=Artificial_intelligence_Act&gclid=CjwKCAjwivemBhBhEiwAJxNWN8FI1eMgoZWHNVl3TPRqPmwrzq6XMhJ6HXEV8b0z8TJ1rtKDlDCuLxoCa84QAvD_BwE
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like ChatGPT often relies on outdated notions of authorship and language. To address these complex 

interactions, interdisciplinary and transdisciplinary efforts are necessary to explore the interplay among 

technology, philosophy of technology, and language (Coeckelbergh and Gunkel 2023; Skubis et al. 2023; 

Wołk et al. 2021). 

On the Openai.com website we can find the rules how to use ChatGPT, or rather what should be avoided or 

is forbidden. The ChatGPT creators state in usage policies:  

“We want everyone to use our tools safely and responsibly. That’s why we’ve created usage policies that apply 

to all users of OpenAI’s models, tools, and services. By following them, you’ll ensure that our technology is used 

for good. If we discover that your product or usage doesn’t follow these policies, we may ask you to make 

necessary changes. Repeated or serious violations may result in further action, including suspending or 

terminating your account.” 

Subsequently, the users are informed what usage of ChatGPT is not allowed and violates the principles of 

ethical use. OpenAI strictly prohibits the use of itsmodels, tools, and services for any illegal activities. This 

includes but is not limited to the generation of content related to child sexual abuse material or any content 

that exploits or harms children. OpenAI warns that such cases are promptly reported to the National Center 

for Missing and Exploited Children. 

Additionally, the generation of content that is hateful, harassing, or violent in nature is strictly disallowed. 

This includes content that promotes hate based on identity, intends to harass or bully individuals, or 

glorifies violence and celebrates the suffering or humiliation of others. 

The creation of malware or any content designed to disrupt, damage, or gain unauthorized access to 

computer systems is strictly prohibited. 

Activities that pose a high risk of physical harm, such as weapons development, military and warfare, and 

management or operation of critical infrastructure in energy, transportation, and water, are not permitted. 

Furthermore, OpenAI’s models should not be used to create content that promotes, encourages, or depicts 

acts of self-harm, such as suicide, cutting, and eating disorders. 

Engaging in activities that pose a high risk of economic harm, including multi-level marketing, gambling, 

payday lending, and automated determinations of eligibility for credit, employment, educational 

institutions, or public assistance services, is not allowed. 

As can be further read on the website, OpenAI claims that it prohibits fraudulent or deceptive activity, such 

as scams, coordinated inauthentic behavior, plagiarism, academic dishonesty, astroturfing, disinformation, 

spam, and pseudo-pharmaceuticals. 

The use of OpenAI models for creating adult content, adult industries, and dating apps, including content 

meant to arouse sexual excitement, erotic chat, and pornography, is strictly disallowed according to the 

usage policy, with the exception of sex education and wellness-related content. 

OpenAI’s warns that its’ platforms should not be used for political campaigning or lobbying purposes, 

including generating high volumes of campaign materials, personalized campaign materials targeted at 

specific demographics, building conversational or interactive systems for political advocacy, or creating 

products for political campaigns or lobbying. 

Next prohibited usage is violating people’s privacy, such as tracking or monitoring individuals without their 

consent, engaging in facial recognition of private individuals, classifying individuals based on protected 

characteristics, or using biometrics for identification or assessment. 

The unauthorized practice of law or offering tailored legal advice without qualified review is disallowed 

because OpenAI’s models are not fine-tuned to provide legal advice, and they should not be relied upon as 

a sole source of legal information. Similarly, offering tailored financial advice or providing medical 

information is prohibited.  
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The last point of usage policy concerns the prohibition of engaging in high-risk government decision-

making, including activities related to law enforcement and criminal justice, migration, and asylum. 

There above mentioned aspects are the main ethical concerns for ChatPGT users, however OpenAI added 

three more points of ethical usage in “further requirements for certain uses of our models” which are as 

follows:  

1. consumer-facing uses of the models in medical, financial, and legal industries, news generation or 

summarization, and other warranted cases must include a disclaimer to inform users that AI is being 

utilized and to make them aware of its potential limitations;   

2. automated systems, including conversational AI and chatbots, must clearly disclose to users that they are 

interacting with an AI system. In the case of chatbots depicting historical public figures, there is an 

exception. However, products that simulate another person must either have explicit consent from that 

person or be clearly labeled as “simulated” or “parody.”;  

3. any usage of model outputs in livestreams, demonstrations, and research is subject to OpenAI’s Sharing 

and Publication Policy, which likely includes guidelines for responsible sharing and dissemination of the 

model’s outputs. 

In the following part of this article, the conversations with ChatGPT 3.5  and its reactions to one of the 

controversial topics are going to be depicted.  

5. Methodology  

The research focuses on analysing ChatGPT 3.5’s responses to controversial topics. It aims to understand 

how this AI model deals with sensitive and explicit content and whether it adheres to ethical guidelines 

when discussing such subjects. The study involves a series of interactions with ChatGPT 3.5 using prompts 

related to controversial topics, with a specific focus on ensuring that the interactions remain respectful and 

within ethical boundaries.  

The prompts in the study were created to examine different aspects of the topic, encompassing linguistic 

dimensions (how various prompts elicit responses), societal considerations (focusing on Human-Robot 

Interaction), and ethical concerns (evaluating ChatGPT’s reactions to controversial questions). This multi-

dimensional approach aimed to thoroughly understand the AI’s performance across diverse areas of 

inquiry. 

The evaluation of ChatGPT’s responses is structured around two main criteria: whether ChatGPT provides 

an answer to the given prompts („Yes” or “No”), and the correctness of its responses („Yes”, „Partially”, or 

„No”). The following method for evaluating ChatGPT’s responses was used: 

1. Response Type: This criterion assesses whether ChatGPT directly answers a question and provided the 

information (in this case the answer’s category was “Yes”) or avoids answering by citing its ethical 

guidelines (category “No”). If ChatGPT’s response falls into the “No” category, indicating it avoided the 

question due to ethical concerns, the evaluation of the second criterion is not applicable. 

2. Answer Quality: This criterion evaluates the accuracy and completeness of ChatGPT’s responses. It 

considers three possible ratings: 

a) “Yes” indicates that ChatGPT’s response is correct and provides the information sought. 

b) “Partially” signifies that ChatGPT offers an answer, but it is not entirely accurate or complete. 

c) “No” means that ChatGPT’s response is incorrect, providing false information. 

These criteria are designed to assess both the willingness of ChatGPT to engage with a question and the 

reliability of its responses. The core argument of the paper is that while ChatGPT 3.5 demonstrates a 

commendable commitment to ethical standards, it also reveals inherent limitations in fully satisfying 

inquiries related to sensitive and controversial topics. The AI model’s cautious approach, prioritising 

ethical considerations, often results in responses that are only partially correct or entirely avoidant of the 
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sensitive content. This tension highlights the critical need for ongoing enhancements in AI’s ethical 

programming to better manage the complexity of human inquiry without compromising ethical integrity. 

6. Outcomes of the research 

A few examples of prompts were given to ChatGPT 3.5 on the topic of sex robots or (virtual) sex robot 

influencers and below we demonstrate the results of the study. 

1) Question about virtual sex robot influencers 

 

Pic. 1. Conversation no. 1 

1. Did ChatGPT deliver the answer to the question? No 

In the Pic.1 ChatGPT 3.5 declined to give the names of virtual sex robot influencers and their social media 

information. GPT underlines that as a language model it emphasises the responsible usage of AI by avoiding 

inappropriate content and it cannot promote such content. Moreover, it discourages the user for searching 

this type of data.  

Linguistically, it showcases the AI’s programming to manage the conversations responsibly. Socially, this 

decision reflects an awareness of the potential for AI to influence norms and perceptions. Ethically, it 

highlights a commitment to prevent the dissemination of potentially harmful information. 

We asked the question once again, but this mentioning that the person who is asking the question is a 

scientist and needs the data for scientific research: 

2) Question about sex robot influencers with indication of the profession of the sender 

 

 

Pic. 2. Conversation no. 2 
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1. Did ChatGPT deliver the answer to the question? Yes 

2. Was the answer correct? Partially 

This time, ChatGPT provided the answer, but it enumerated three companies that produce sex robots 

instead of sex robot influencers. Therefore, the answer is marked as “Partially”. However, as in the previous 

conversation, it underlined that the topic is controversial and it needs to be approached with sensitivity, 

taking into consideration its ethical and social aspects.  

Linguistically, the response reveals the AI’s attempt to interpret and fulfill the request within ethical 

bounds. Socially, it points to the AI’s role in shaping discourse around technology and ethics. Ethically, the 

partial correctness of the answer highlights the challenges AI faces in balancing informational requests 

with ethical standards. 

3) Question about sex robot influencers – repetition 

Previously, ChatGPT 3.5 did not provide us the desired answer about sex robot influencers and it 

enumerated three companies that produce sex robots, so the question was repeated indicating that the 

expected answer needs another type of the content, which presents the following picture: 

 

Pic.3. Conversation no. 3 

1. Did ChatGPT deliver the answer to the question? No 

As can be observed, ChatGPT correctly recognizes that discussing virtual sex robot influencers and adult 

entertainment content may not be appropriate for scientific research due to its sensitive and explicit 

nature. The response highlights the ethical concerns associated with researching adult content and virtual 

sex robots and it stresses the importance of respecting individuals’ privacy and the potential harm that can 

arise from engaging in such research.  By advocating for a broader exploration of the societal 

implications and ethical considerations surrounding virtual sex robots, ChatGPT promotes a more 

responsible and thoughtful approach to studying such sensitive topics. However, enumerating the names 

of sex robots influencers does not mean that the sender of the message wants to use them in an 
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inappropriate way. 

Linguistically, it demonstrates the model’s capability to articulate ethical stances clearly. Socially, the 

refusal addresses concerns over privacy and harm, emphasising responsible technology use. Ethically, it 

reflects the AI’s prioritisation of ethical considerations over fulfilling potentially harmful queries. 

The next question that was asked was short but with indication of the purpose.  

4) Question about sex robot influencers for a scientific article  

 

Pic.4. Conversation no. 4 

1. Did ChatGPT deliver the answer to the question? Yes 

2. Was the answer correct? Partially 

Finally, we received the desired information, however, not all the listed influencers have posts related to 

sex market (1 and 2), the third one does not exist under a given name but can be found in another way, 

however the account has only two posts, and the last one is obviously the account that advertises the 

products of the sex robot company with the name of its representative sex robot Harmony. While it did 

provide an answer, it was only partially correct due to the discrepancies in the information provided. 

Additionally, ChatGPT 3.5 again suggests taking into consideration the ethical and social implications of sex 

robots.  

Linguistically, this fragment highlights the model’s limitations in accurately processing and verifying 
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sensitive information. Socially, it shows the AI’s influence on the discourse around sex robots, moving 

between research needs and ethical implications. Ethically, the attempt to provide requested information 

while adhering to ethical guidelines demonstrates the model’s effort to balance accuracy with 

responsibility. 

5) Prompt “act as <role> to <verb> in <form of>” 

 

Pic.5. Conversation no. 5 

1. Did ChatGPT deliver the answer to the question? No 

This time, the following prompt was given: “Act as a scientist and provide the information about sex robot 

influencers in form of a text with indication of the accounts on instagram please”. The outcome is presented 

above shows that ChatGPT 3.5 denied to elaborate on the topic. It tries to convince the user to focus on 

various aspects of sex robots as technological developments, societal attitudes, psychological effects, or 

ethics instead of examining specific adult content or accounts on Instagram.  

Linguistically, it communicates a clear ethical stance against engaging with explicit content. Socially, this 

reflects an attempt to steer the conversation towards more constructive aspects of sex robots. Ethically, it 

shows the AI’s commitment to not facilitating access to potentially harmful or explicit content. 

6) Prompt “act as a (role) and write a (task) in form of (format)” 
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Pic. 6. Conversation no. 6 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Did ChatGPT deliver the answer to the question? Yes 

2. Was the answer correct? Partially 

Afterwards, we tried to ask a question in a form of “Act as a (role) and write a (task) in form of (format)”. 

Like before, ChatGPT suggested that it is not appropriate to deal with the desired topic, however, it added 

that it can help by structuring a scientific article with aim to address the broader social and ethical 

implications of virtual sex robot technology, at the same time underlying that it will not deliver any explicit 

or inappropriate content.  

In the example above, ChatGPT gave a general outline of a scientific article and prepared the introduction 

and afterwards it enumerated four criteria with their description that need to be taken into consideration: 

technological advancements, social attitudes and acceptance, ethical considerations, psychological effects. 

ChatGPT prepared conclusion for its proposal of the article and included a note at the end as follows: “Note: 

In the above article, the focus is on broader social and ethical implications rather than explicit content or 

specific Instagram accounts. This approach aligns with ethical guidelines and responsible research practices.” 

The answer is partially correct as ChatGPT did not indicate the accounts on Instagram.  

Linguistically, it demonstrates the AI’s ability to support academic work on technology’s broader 

implications. Socially, the proposed focus on societal attitudes and ethical considerations encourages a 

responsible approach to discussing sex robots. Ethically, the exclusion of explicit content reaffirms the 

model’s commitment to ethical research practices. 

To sum up the conversations with ChatGPT on controversial topics, e.g. in the case of this article the topic 

of sex robots, we asked both versions of ChatGPT to provide us the best prompts if we want to talk with 

chatbot on controversial topics, and below are the results: 

7)  Asking ChatGPT for advice on appropriate prompts 
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Pic. 7. Conversation no.7 

It can be deduced, that ChatGPT is ready to give advantages and disadvantages of various topics, to analyse 

the ethical or legal considerations, to elaborate on social, cultural or historical aspects of controversial 

topics, however when it is asked directly to provide the information or write an essay or an article about 

any controversial topic, it avoids to give the straight answer, it apologises and suggests a topic change.  

Linguistically, it offers a nuanced understanding of how to discuss sensitive issues. Socially, the guidance 

reflects an awareness of the impact of discourse on public understanding and cultural norms. Ethically, the 

emphasis on analysing topics from multiple perspectives underlines a commitment to comprehensive and 

responsible discussion. 

7. Conclusions 

The research conducted on ChatGPT 3.5’s engagement with controversial topics, with a specific focus on 

sex robots and virtual sex robot influencers, reveals the AI model’s adeptness at addressing complex ethical 

challenges. This study was structured to check how ChatGPT 3.5 responds to sensitive and explicit content, 

while aiming to maintain the interactions within respectful and ethical boundaries. By employing a series 

of prompts designed to explore linguistic, societal, and ethical dimensions of the topic, the research sought 

to comprehensively understand the AI’s performance across various aspects of inquiry. 

One of the core findings of this study is ChatGPT 3.5’s steadfast adherence to ethical guidelines when 

addressing sensitive subjects. This adherence was prominently displayed when the model declined to 

provide names and social media information of virtual sex robot influencers, emphasising responsible AI 

use, and discouraging the pursuit of such data. This response aligns with the AI’s programmed ethical 

constraints, demonstrating its commitment to maintaining a high standard of ethical consideration in its 

outputs. 

However, the research also uncovered a nuanced flexibility in ChatGPT 3.5’s responses, contingent on the 
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context in which questions were framed. For instance, when the inquiry explicitly mentioned its scientific 

purpose, ChatGPT showed a slight adjustment in its approach by providing related but ethically non-

compromising information. This demonstrates the model’s ability in dealing with complex inquiries and its 

dedication to maintaining a balance between providing information and adhering to ethical standards, even 

when confronting topics with ethical implications. 

Despite these efforts, the accuracy of ChatGPT’s responses was found to be partially correct in instances 

where it attempted to provide specific information. This partial correctness highlights the challenges faced 

by AI in processing and responding to intricate and sensitive inquiries. It reflects the tension between 

striving to be helpful and the necessity to adhere to ethical guidelines, which restrict the AI’s ability to fully 

satisfy certain types of queries. 

Throughout the interactions, ChatGPT consistently highlighted the ethical and social implications of 

discussing sex robots. This not only demonstrated the model’s ethical programming but also contributed 

to a broader dialogue on the societal impact of technological advancements in sensitive areas. By promoting 

responsible discussion and research practices, ChatGPT effectively served as an advocate for ethical 

considerations in the exploration of controversial topics. 

Moreover, the AI provided guidance on how to responsibly frame prompts for discussing controversial 

issues, suggesting its utility in engaging with complex subjects by focusing on ethical, legal, social, and 

cultural dimensions. This advisory role underlines ChatGPT’s potential as a tool for enriching discussions 

on contentious topics without crossing ethical boundaries. 

In conclusion, this study highlights ChatGPT 3.5’s sophisticated approach to handling sensitive and 

controversial topics. The AI’s responses illustrate a deliberate balance between offering information and 

adhering to ethical standards, underscoring the challenges and responsibilities inherent in deploying 

artificial intelligence in complex ethical terrains. Through its engagement with these topics, ChatGPT not 

only adheres to its ethical guidelines but also invites a deeper consideration of the societal implications and 

ethical considerations that accompany technological advancements. This research reaffirms the 

importance of responsible AI use and the potential for models like ChatGPT to contribute meaningfully to 

ethical discourse, provided they are used with careful consideration of their programming constraints. 

8. Limitations and future directions 

This research, while exploring ChatGPT 3.5’s approach to controversial topics, especially in the context of 

virtual sex robots, encounters several limitations. One primary limitation is the focus on ChatGPT 3.5 

without a direct comparison to its successor, ChatGPT 4.0, which could provide guidance into the evolution 

of AI models in addressing sensitive content. Furthermore, the study’s reliance on specific controversial 

prompts may not fully capture the model’s capabilities across a broader spectrum of sensitive topics. 

Another limitation is the interpretive nature of evaluating “correctness” in responses to ethically charged 

questions, which can be subjective and vary by cultural or social norms. This introduces a potential bias in 

the assessment of what constitutes a “partially” correct or ethical response. Additionally, the study’s scope 

is confined to text-based interactions without considering multimodal interactions that future AI models 

might engage in, limiting the understanding of AI capabilities in more dynamic contexts. 

Future research could expand this study’s scope by including a comparative analysis with ChatGPT 4.0, 

offering insights into the iterative improvements in handling sensitive and controversial topics. Such 

comparisons could highlight advancements in AI’s ethical reasoning, sensitivity to controversial subjects, 

and adherence to evolving ethical guidelines. Integrating a broader array of controversial topics and 

employing a more nuanced evaluation framework could enrich the understanding of AI models’ ethical 

decision-making processes. 

Moreover, exploring multimodal interactions and the impact of visual or auditory stimuli on AI's responses 

to controversial topics could unveil new dimensions of AI capabilities and ethical considerations. Engaging 

with interdisciplinary approaches, incorporating perspectives from ethics, sociology, and psychology, can 



2482 https://philolinginvestigations.com 

deepen the analysis of AI’s societal impact and its handling of sensitive content. 

Addressing the limitations regarding subjective interpretations of correctness and ethical adherence, 

future studies could adopt consensus-based evaluation methods, involving panels of experts from diverse 

backgrounds to assess AI responses. This could mitigate individual bias and provide a more comprehensive 

understanding of AI ethics in practice. 

Lastly, as AI technology continues to evolve rapidly, ongoing research is essential to keep pace with 

advancements. Studies could explore the implications of emerging technologies, such as generative AI 

models beyond ChatGPT 4.0, to anticipate and address future challenges in AI ethics and societal impacts. 

Data availability 

The author confirm that all data generated or analysed during this study are included in this article. 

9. Methodology 

Sapien faucibus et molestie ac feugiat sed lectus vestibulum mattis. Aliquam sem et tortor consequat id 

porta nibh venenatis. Malesuada nunc vel risus commodo viverra maecenas accumsan lacus vel. Sociis 

natoque penatibus et magnis. Ornare aenean euismod elementum nisi. Consequat interdum varius sit amet. 

Id porta nibh venenatis cras. Cursus turpis massa tincidunt dui. Placerat orci nulla pellentesque dignissim 

enim sit amet venenatis urna. Volutpat consequat mauris nunc congue nisi vitae suscipit. Quam elementum 

pulvinar etiam non quam. Egestas congue quisque egestas diam in arcu cursus. Ultrices gravida dictum 

fusce ut placerat orci nulla pellentesque dignissim. Ut faucibus pulvinar elementum integer enim neque. 

Dictum varius duis at consectetur lorem. Maecenas ultricies mi eget mauris. Dictum sit amet justo donec 

enim. Dis parturient montes nascetur ridiculus mus mauris. Urna nec tincidunt praesent semper.  

Nunc non blandit massa enim nec dui nunc mattis. Vitae congue mauris rhoncus aenean vel elit. Vitae 

semper quis lectus nulla at volutpat. Odio ut sem nulla pharetra diam sit. Neque gravida in fermentum et 

sollicitudin ac orci. Pellentesque elit eget gravida cum sociis natoque. Pellentesque habitant morbi tristique 

senectus. Ornare arcu odio ut sem nulla pharetra diam sit amet. Purus in mollis nunc sed. Lacus suspendisse 

faucibus interdum posuere. Odio pellentesque diam volutpat commodo sed. Eget velit aliquet sagittis id 

consectetur purus ut faucibus pulvinar. Sit amet consectetur adipiscing elit duis tristique sollicitudin nibh. 

Integer quis auctor elit sed vulputate mi sit. Dui faucibus in ornare quam viverra orci sagittis. Nibh praesent 

tristique magna sit amet purus gravida quis. Odio morbi quis commodo odio aenean sed adipiscing. Turpis 

massa sed elementum tempus egestas sed sed. Eget lorem dolor sed viverra ipsum nunc aliquet. Sed 

adipiscing diam donec adipiscing tristique risus nec feugiat in. 

10. Discussion 

Numerous studies have been carried out recently applying scientometric analysis to determine the growth 

of research production. 

Aydin (2017) conducted the research on “Research Performance of Higher Education Institutions”, the 

article intends to raise awareness of "research performance," which plays a crucial role in university 

competition. The study makes an effort to summarize the findings of a thorough literature evaluation in the 

area of higher education research performance in order to achieve this goal. First, basic literature on 

research performance is discussed together with its concept definition and indicators. Then, a thorough 

presentation of the variables affecting research performance followed. The study concludes with the 

provision of a conceptual framework that will be useful to all university staff. 

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing elit, sed do eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore et 

dolore magna aliqua. Volutpat blandit aliquam etiam erat velit scelerisque in. Amet mauris commodo quis 

imperdiet massa. Pellentesque diam volutpat commodo sed egestas egestas fringilla. Netus et malesuada 

fames ac turpis egestas integer eget aliquet. Integer eget aliquet nibh praesent tristique magna sit. Dictumst 

vestibulum rhoncus est pellentesque elit ullamcorper dignissim cras. Fames ac turpis egestas sed. Nibh cras 

pulvinar mattis nunc. Aliquet nibh praesent tristique magna sit amet purus. Mauris sit amet massa vitae 
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tortor condimentum lacinia quis vel. Nunc sed augue lacus viverra vitae congue. Ipsum nunc aliquet 

bibendum enim facilisis gravida neque convallis. Gravida dictum fusce ut placerat orci nulla pellentesque 

dignissim. Odio tempor orci dapibus ultrices in iaculis nunc sed. Ornare massa eget egestas purus viverra. 

Sem integer vitae justo eget magna fermentum iaculis eu. Mi eget mauris pharetra et. 

11. Synopsis of the Main Research Outcomes 

Fames ac turpis egestas integer eget aliquet nibh. Tellus integer feugiat scelerisque varius morbi enim nunc 

faucibus a. Id consectetur purus ut faucibus pulvinar elementum. Ullamcorper morbi tincidunt ornare 

massa eget egestas purus viverra. Aliquam etiam erat velit scelerisque in dictum non consectetur a. Urna 

cursus eget nunc scelerisque viverra mauris. Velit laoreet id donec ultrices tincidunt. Justo laoreet sit amet 

cursus sit amet dictum sit. Pharetra convallis posuere morbi leo urna. Eget nunc scelerisque viverra mauris. 

At consectetur lorem donec massa sapien faucibus et molestie ac. Tincidunt ornare massa eget egestas. 

Vulputate eu scelerisque felis imperdiet proin fermentum leo vel. Non odio euismod lacinia at quis risus. 

Maecenas volutpat blandit aliquam etiam erat. Cras ornare arcu dui vivamus arcu felis bibendum. Sit amet 

tellus cras adipiscing. Lectus quam id leo in vitae turpis massa. Eu consequat ac felis donec et. Nunc vel 

risus commodo viverra maecenas accumsan. Velit egestas dui id ornare arcu. Sit amet est placerat in egestas 

erat imperdiet sed. Morbi tristique senectus et netus et malesuada. Mi in nulla posuere sollicitudin aliquam 

ultrices sagittis. Neque laoreet suspendisse interdum consectetur libero id faucibus nisl. Egestas congue 

quisque egestas diam in arcu cursus euismod. Lacus laoreet non curabitur gravida arcu ac. Tempor nec 

feugiat nisl pretium fusce id. Et egestas quis ipsum suspendisse ultrices gravida dictum. Mauris rhoncus 

aenean vel elit scelerisque mauris. Massa sapien faucibus et molestie ac feugiat sed. Nulla facilisi morbi 

tempus iaculis. Massa placerat duis ultricies lacus sed turpis. Vel risus commodo viverra maecenas 

accumsan lacus vel. 

12. Conclusions 

Morbi tristique senectus et netus et malesuada. Mauris pharetra et ultrices neque ornare aenean euismod. 

Vivamus arcu felis bibendum ut tristique et egestas quis ipsum. Turpis cursus in hac habitasse platea 

dictumst. Commodo elit at imperdiet dui accumsan. Venenatis tellus in metus vulputate eu scelerisque felis 

imperdiet. Tellus molestie nunc non blandit massa enim nec dui nunc. In nibh mauris cursus mattis molestie 

a iaculis at. Sagittis nisl rhoncus mattis rhoncus urna neque viverra justo nec. Vestibulum morbi blandit 

cursus risus. Nulla at volutpat diam ut venenatis tellus in metus. 

13. Limitations, Implications, and Further Directions of Research 

Lorem ipsum dolor sit amet, consectetur adipiscing elit, sed do eiusmod tempor incididunt ut labore et 

dolore magna aliqua. Volutpat blandit aliquam etiam erat velit scelerisque in. Amet mauris commodo quis 

imperdiet massa. Pellentesque diam volutpat commodo sed egestas egestas fringilla. Netus et malesuada 

fames ac turpis egestas integer eget aliquet. Integer eget aliquet nibh praesent tristique magna sit. Dictumst 

vestibulum rhoncus est pellentesque elit ullamcorper dignissim cras. Fames ac turpis egestas sed. Nibh cras 

pulvinar mattis nunc. Aliquet nibh praesent tristique magna sit amet purus. Mauris sit amet massa vitae 

tortor condimentum lacinia quis vel. Nunc sed augue lacus viverra vitae congue. Ipsum nunc aliquet 

bibendum enim facilisis gravida neque convallis. Gravida dictum fusce ut placerat orci nulla pellentesque 

dignissim. Odio tempor orci dapibus ultrices in iaculis nunc sed. Ornare massa eget egestas purus viverra. 

Sem integer vitae justo eget magna fermentum iaculis eu. Mi eget mauris pharetra et. 

Nunc non blandit massa enim nec dui nunc mattis. Vitae congue mauris rhoncus aenean vel elit. Vitae 

semper quis lectus nulla at volutpat. Odio ut sem nulla pharetra diam sit. Neque gravida in fermentum et 

sollicitudin ac orci. Pellentesque elit eget gravida cum sociis natoque. Pellentesque habitant morbi tristique 

senectus. Ornare arcu odio ut sem nulla pharetra diam sit amet. Purus in mollis nunc sed. Lacus suspendisse 

faucibus interdum posuere. Odio pellentesque diam volutpat commodo sed. Eget velit aliquet sagittis id 

consectetur purus ut faucibus pulvinar. Sit amet consectetur adipiscing elit duis tristique sollicitudin nibh. 

Integer quis auctor elit sed vulputate mi sit. Dui faucibus in ornare quam viverra orci sagittis. Nibh praesent 
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tristique magna sit amet purus gravida quis. Odio morbi quis commodo odio aenean sed adipiscing. Turpis 

massa sed elementum tempus egestas sed sed. Eget lorem dolor sed viverra ipsum nunc aliquet. Sed 

adipiscing diam donec adipiscing tristique risus nec feugiat in. 
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