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Abstract 
With the continuous development of artificial intelligence, AI created and reproduced 
news reports came into being, and how to identify its reputation verification obligation 
and related tort liability has become a judicial practice problem to be solved. Clarifying 
the responsibilities of AI and its users actually involves the legal protection of AI and the 
docking of human behavior responsibilities, which is a legal challenge that we must face 
when we enter the era of artificial intelligence. Clarifying this judicial practice problem 
is actually helpful to confirm and protect rights. Through the analysis and definition of 
these problems, the author hopes to provide a better legal environment for the 
development of ai creations, so as to make it break through continuously and open up a 
new road for the era of strong artificial intelligence. In order to deal with the above-
mentioned problems, this paper firstly makes clear the subject of AI's responsibility in 
combination with judicial cases. In the news reports created and reproduced by AI, its 
works enjoy the protection of copyright law, and its responsibility is borne by the actual 
users of the software. Then the natural person's reputation right verification obligation 
is divided according to the fault degree, and the specific scope of its obligation and the 
degree of responsibility are clearly defined. Finally, this paper analyzes the basic 
principles and particularity of ai's news report creation and the verification obligations 
for different types of news reports, and discusses its obligations and reasons for 
pursuing responsibility. 
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1. Introduction 

The 2020 World Artificial Intelligence Conference was held, in which ai news anchor attracted 
people's attention. In fact, with the development of network and the changes of science and 
technology, artificial intelligence has been closely related to our lives. The convenience of 
network communication has greatly increased the timeliness and universality of news reports. 
In order to meet this demand, ai news creation came into being. A considerable part of daily 
news reports have become ai products or ai automatic reprinting. With the promulgation of the 
Civil Code and the independent compilation of personality rights, the obligation to verify the 
reputation rights of news media has also been brought into the perspective of legal norms. The 
purpose of this paper is to discuss how to fulfill the obligation of verifying reputation right 
under the wide application of ai's news reports and ai's reprinting news reports. How should 
the tort liability arising from its omission be borne and exempted? 
Based on the background of the verification obligation and the problems to be solved, this paper 
defines the nature of ai's generation and reprinting of news reports, and studies the imputation 
of ai's generation and reprinting of news reports in combination with the defense of reputation 
right infringement of news media, and puts forward its own practical analysis ideas and 
treatment methods for this problem. Limited by the limited references and insufficient practice, 
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the viewpoint has some limitations. In the future study, the author will constantly improve his 
own ideas and improve the corresponding viewpoints. 

2. The Background and Purpose of the Obligation to Verify the Right of 
Reputation 

2.1. The Background 
In fact, the obligation to verify the reputation right of news reports is not a brand-new creation 
of the Civil Code, but the result of the continuous improvement of the legal regulation of news 
media since China's reform and opening up. On November 1, 1985, the first news infringement 
case appeared in Shanghai-Du Rong v. Chinese journalists Shen Yafu and Mou Chunlin. One 
stone bursts with thousands of waves, and news infringement disputes also show an increasing 
and spreading trend in a certain period of time. The disputes that Shanghai sued the courts at 
all levels in Shanghai for infringement of reputation rights by newspapers and journalists for 
some reason can be roughly divided into the following types: First, the units severely criticized 
by Shanghai news media adopt wrong attitudes towards public opinion and supervision; 
Second, the inaccurate report constitutes an infringement of reputation rights; Third, it has 
constituted libel. In response to such disputes, the Supreme Court pointed out in 1988 that 
newspapers should verify manuscripts[6]. In 1993, the Supreme Court stipulated the specific 
behavior types of infringing on the right of reputation, among which inaccurate and insulting 
articles are the important behavior types of infringing on the right of reputation[7]. According 
to relevant statistics, from 2003 to 2009, in Chinese news media infringement lawsuits, the 
plaintiff's winning rate was over 50%. Where is the forbidden zone reported by the news media? 
Where does the real obligation boundary of newspapers belong? These are matters that need 
to be stipulated in more detail by law. 

2.2. Purpose 
In this context, combined with the increasing number of online news infringement cases, in the 
process of formulating the Civil Code, the compilation of personality rights stipulates the 
verification obligation of reputation rights. In his explanation of the Civil Code (Draft) to the 
National People's Congress, Vice Chairman Wang Chen pointed out that these two provisions 
are "to balance the relationship between the protection of reputation right, news reports and 
supervision by public opinion". 

3. The Copyright Ownership and Responsibility of Ai Products 

Before analyzing the legal liability of news reports created and reproduced by ai, we still need 
to clarify a key question: Does ai robot have legal subject qualification? Where does the 
copyright of news reports created and reproduced by ai belong? And whether it can bear the 
corresponding tort liability of reputation right? These problems will undoubtedly affect the 
identification of follow-up responsibilities, which need to be clarified first. 

3.1. The Current Views of the Academic Community 
As a matter of fact, the academic circles have not yet established a conclusion on what kind of 
legal regulation mode we should adopt for ai products. 
If we adopt the mode of protection required by copyright law, then the general idea required 
by copyright law is to protect various labor results of natural persons, and the works with 
traditional sense in copyright are established by the dichotomy of ideological expression and 
its originality. Although the linguistic expression of ai products may be confused with other 
known human products, it is the result of the interaction of algorithms, rules and templates 
inside the machine, so its products can not show individuality, do not meet the requirements of 
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originality, and are not works in the sense of copyright law. The holder of non-copyright theory 
realizes the importance of the internal relationship between originality and creative thought, 
points out the significance of creative personality to works, and denies the copyright of 
Sunshine Lost Glass Window from the essence of creation. However, this view is slightly weak 
when confronting the dichotomy protection principle of thought and expression that copyright 
law only protects the expression of works but not the creative thought. 
There are many supporters of copyright theory. Some scholars point out that although the 
manuscripts generated by ai are very limited in expression skills, they can still be regarded as 
works in the sense of copyright law; As long as the content generated by AI is independently 
completed by AI, it can become a work protected by copyright law. The rationality of the 
viewpoint of copyrighteousness theory lies in the fact that, starting from the objective judgment 
standard of works stipulated by the copyright law, it provides a convenient standard for the 
copyrighteousness of ai products such as "sunshine loses its glass window". However, there are 
also unavoidable logical defects: only match the originality requirements from the objective 
expression of the works, ignoring the internal relationship between originality and human 
thoughts. 

3.2. The Legal Subject Qualification and Right Imputation of Ai Products in 
Judicial Practice 

This paper does not want to discuss the right and wrong of the two viewpoints, but shows the 
current judicial practice based on two cases. 
The copyright infringement case of Beijing Film Law Firm v. Beijing Baidu Netcom Technology 
Co., Ltd. was praised by the industry as "the first copyright dispute of ai-generated content". In 
the judgment of the first instance of the case, the court ruled that the expression with its 
originality is not a sufficient condition for directly constituting written and artistic works. 
According to the current relevant laws, written works should be created and completed by 
natural persons. Although with the progress and development of modern information science 
and technology, This kind of "work" generated by computer software through intelligent 
production is characterized by its content, form, Even in language and expression, it is 
becoming more and more suitable for the public and close to natural persons. However, 
according to the current social reality of information technology and industrial development 
level, if the intelligence and wealth input of these softwares can still be fully protected within 
the current legal rights and protection system, we should not break through the basic principles 
of this civil law system and subject. Therefore, the court found that the creation and completion 
of natural persons is still a condition that works must meet in copyright law. Even though the 
content originally advocated by Film Law Firm should be original, it should not be a work in a 
certain sense in copyright law. 
In this regard, Li Yang, a professor at Sun Yat-sen University Law School and vice president of 
China Intellectual Property Law Research Association, said in an interview with an economic 
journalist of China Intellectual Property News. It is a reasonable logical way to regard the 
product of ai as the expansion of natural person's intellectual achievements in essence, and to 
regard it as an internal consciousness or a concrete expression of external emotion. In addition, 
the protection of copyright-related laws and regulations for ai products can also effectively 
stimulate the diversity of cultural works and promote the healthy development of cultural and 
creative industries. 
Based on this view, in April 2020, Nanshan District People's Court of Shenzhen City, Guangdong 
Province made a first-instance judgment on the case that Shenzhen Tencent Computer System 
Co., Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as Tencent Company) sued Shanghai Yingxun Technology Co., 
Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as Shanghai Yingxun Company). The court found that the financial 
report articles created by Dreamwriter, an intelligent writing assistant system developed by 
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Tencent, were original and constituted works in the sense of copyright law, and Shanghai 
Yingxun Company's unauthorized dissemination of the articles involved through its "Online 
Loan Home" website constituted infringement. It is worth noting that this is the first copyright 
dispute in the industry that the content generated by AI (Artificial Intelligence) constitutes a 
work. 
Although our country is not a case law country, the consistency of the case itself makes the case 
have certain reference significance in judicial practice. In the news reports created and 
reproduced by Ai, its works belong to the scope of copyright protection, but its responsibility 
lies with the investors (users) of its software. 

4. The Theory and Practice of the Obligation to Verify the Reputation 
Right of Natural Persons 

The obligation to verify the reputation right of natural persons to create news reports is 
stipulated in Article 1025, paragraph 2 of the Civil Code[8]. In its provisions, the scope of 
verification obligation is limited-that is, the seriously inaccurate content provided by others 
enters the obligation of reasonable verification. The first is the content provided by others, not 
the content discovered by themselves. This condition points to the source of news. However, 
due to the particularity of news industry, its news content is mostly provided by parties or 
informants. Whether this article should be expanded or based on the text interpretation of the 
article itself, before the corresponding judicial interpretation has not been issued, this article 
will not discuss. However, the news sources of the news reports created and reproduced by ai 
are mostly provided by the news organization, and whether the source should be traced back 
to the parties will be discussed later. Secondly, it is seriously inaccurate. Serious inaccuracy 
points to the false degree of news. Degree cannot be simply described, and its cognizance basis 
should be based on the infringement degree of news reports and the deviation degree from 
facts. Finally, the verification obligation needs to be within a reasonable range. Limited by the 
cost and ability of verification, its verification obligation cannot be expanded indefinitely. The 
verification obligation of news media should also be within the scope of verification, rather than 
exhaustive investigation. 
Based on the limitations of the above scope and the complexity of the actual situation, Article 
1026 of the Civil Code[9] The considerations for the design of verification obligations are listed. 
According to its listed elements and different situations of news reports in reality, we can 
understand it in a typed way. Items (3), (4) and (5) of Article 1026 of the Civil Code-the time 
limit of content, the relevance between content and public order and good customs, and the 
possibility of the victim's reputation being derogated. These three items, as objective 
identification elements, play an important role in the hierarchical identification of verification 
obligations. For news reports with strong time limit, strong connection between content and 
public order and good customs, and low possibility of reputation derogation, news media 
should bear lower general duty of care; For news reports with weak time limit, weak connection 
with public order and good customs, and high possibility of reputation derogation, the news 
media should bear a higher duty of care. Items (1), (2) and (6) of Article 1026 of the Civil Code-
the credibility of the content source, whether the necessary investigation, verification ability 
and verification cost have been carried out for the content that may obviously cause disputes. 
These three items, as subjective identification elements, can be used to judge whether the actor 
has violated the corresponding verification obligations[10]. 
In view of the above analysis of verification obligation, it should also be put into the framework 
of tort liability to determine the tort liability of its reputation right. Because tort liability and 
personality right do not have special provisions on the infringement of reputation right, this 
paper analyzes the constitutive requirements of its infringement with reference to the 
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constitutive requirements of general infringement: that is, there is a fact that reputation right 
is damaged; The actor's behavior is illegal; There is a causal relationship between illegal acts 
and damage consequences; The actor is at fault subjectively. According to the theory of civil tort, 
fault is the subjective psychological state of the actor who can be censured. Whether the actor 
fulfills his duty of care is the standard to judge his fault. Semantically speaking, the duty of 
verification is the subordinate concept of the duty of care. Therefore, the obligation of 
verification should also refer to the standard of fault identification, and examine the degree of 
negligence according to the behavior of the actor. 
Specifically, in practice, the main body of news reports can be divided into professional media, 
commercial websites and platform users. Users of commercial websites and platforms only 
bear the responsibility of formal review of reprinted content, while professional media bear 
corresponding verification obligations. This kind of verification obligation can be divided into 
general duty of care and high duty of care according to the time limit of content, the relevance 
between content and public order and good customs, and the possibility of derogatory 
reputation of victims. Through the credibility of the content source, whether the necessary 
investigation, verification ability and verification cost have been carried out for the content that 
may obviously cause controversy can be used to judge whether the professional media has 
violated the corresponding verification obligations. However, its violation of different duty of 
care will lead to different degrees of fault, which is consistent with liability, that is, the degree 
of fault determines the form, scope and relief of liability. 

5. Analysis of the Obligation to Verify the Reputation Right of Ai's Creation 
and Reprinting of News Reports 

5.1. The Analysis of Ai's Creative Process 
To discuss AI creations, we should first discuss the core technology of driving AI creations, 
Natural Language Processing (NLP). The mechanism of NLP involves two processes: Natural 
Language Understanding (NLU) and Natural Language Generation (NLG). The existing writing 
robot, or in a broad sense, is a natural language generation system, which mainly has three 
technical directions: template, extraction and generation. 
5.1.1. Template Type 
At present, the template-based ai creation method mainly uses optimization algorithm to 
intelligently select different template combinations for news generation. The specific 
implementation process includes: retrieving candidate templates based on input knowledge 
points and template library; Using optimization algorithm to screen intelligent templates and 
determine the template that is really used in the end; The news text is generated based on the 
filtered template. Earthquake writing robot and Tencent's DreamWriter are all typical products 
of this kind. DreamWriter produces a complete news article, which mainly consists of five steps: 
building content database, machine learning based on database, writing based on specific topics, 
and finally content review and channel distribution. 
5.1.2. Removable 
In the field of news information, using ai to extract important information from massive existing 
text materials for "re-creation" or automatic reprinting is also a common automatic writing 
method. The most widely used field of automatic text summarization technology based on 
extraction lies in news. Its creation process includes text analysis process, text content selection 
and generalization process, abstract conversion and generation process. 
5.1.3. Generative Formula 
The application of the above two technologies in the field of news and information has been 
relatively common. However, there is no typical product of generative formula at present. 
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Generative natural language generation mainly means that through sequential deep learning 
and reinforcement learning technology, machines can generate models according to existing 
texts. For example, robots will write reports on some updated information in the database in 
the form of natural language. Of course, this kind of report does not need special in-depth 
investigation, nor does it need to understand the relationship behind various events. In theory, 
this can be done by machines. 

5.2. The Difference between Ai's Creation and Reprinting of News Reports and 
Natural Person's Creation of News Reports 

After fully understanding the creative mechanism of ai, we need to explore a key question-what 
is the difference between the news reports created and reproduced by ai and the news reports 
created by natural persons in terms of the obligation to verify the reputation right? Or, what 
kind of differences make it special in legal regulation and need to be considered separately? 
First of all, the subjects of ai's creation and reprinting of news reports are separated. Ai itself, 
as a "creator", does not have the ability to take responsibility independently. This leads to a 
question, what kind of people should be responsible for AI's infringement? Based on the 
definition of AI's subject qualification in the second part, AI has the right of authorship in news 
reports, while its property interests and legal responsibilities belong to its owners. 
Secondly, the process of ai's creation and reprinting of news reports is non-intervening. 
Whether it is mechanical output template, flexible grabbing extraction, or generation AI news 
report, it has a common feature: its process is controlled by algorithm and cannot be directly 
intervened by human beings. One of the problems brought by this to legal regulation lies in how 
to distribute the obligation of behavior when people can't intervene. How should people take 
responsibility for their actions? Although its generation process is non-intervening, it does not 
mean that the whole process from the acquisition of news facts to the release is non-intervening. 
For the template AI creative robot, the acquisition of news elements and the construction of 
content database are the results of human input training. The input of data itself is, to some 
extent, a mapping of results. Therefore, setting obligations for its content input links and 
program settings will bring corresponding tort liability. For the extractive ai creative robot, its 
functions are mainly secondary creation and automatic reprinting, and the cornerstone of its 
reprinting and creation itself is the choice of news content. Creating or reprinting a given news 
category is more repetitive work. Therefore, it is the necessary obligation of the owner of the ai 
to screen the news data selection, and its illegal behavior will inevitably lead to litigation 
disputes. 
Finally, it is the impracticability of reviewing the news reports created and reprinted by ai one 
by one. Different from the direct review of manual writing, in the practice of the above AI, the 
proportion of published after manual review is very low, which is mainly determined by the 
labor cost. Even for the creative ai writing robot, although there are several steps to generate 
its articles, it may take only a few seconds, and the manpower is sometimes exhausted. If the 
law requires the news media to verify all the generated manuscripts one by one, considering 
the cost of manual review and the possibility of being sued, it will only lead the news media to 
ignore the law and put it on the shelf. The law can't impose difficulties on others, and it can't 
make the obligation of castles in the air. Therefore, in the process of setting up its verification 
obligation, it is necessary to restrain and relax the behavior of auditing. 

5.3. Analysis of the Obligation to Verify the Reputation Right of Ai's News 
Reports under Different Modes 

After we have a certain understanding of different modes of ai creation scenes, according to the 
different creation principles, we can divide the duty levels of verifying the reputation right of ai 
creation news reports according to the different degrees of manual intervention in ai creation 
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and different data sources, and blame the news media in different degrees according to their 
fault degrees. 
5.3.1. Template Type 
Based on the realization process of template AI creation, the link that may cause reputation 
right infringement lies in the construction of content database. That is to say, the creative 
process of this type of ai is the result of matching current affairs content with writing template. 
The substantial possibility of infringement depends on the construction of facts in the database. 
If there are problems in the evaluation of others or the description of facts in the process of 
building and perfecting the database, the manuscripts generated based on this will damage the 
reputation of others in terms of content or have the influence of other false facts. 
Since the foundation of template ai creation is the construction of content database, when 
analyzing the composition of its tort liability of reputation right, the subject of responsibility 
will be transferred to the subject of database construction. In the case of Shenzhen Tencent 
Computer System Co., Ltd. v. Shanghai Yingxun Technology Co., Ltd., although the court granted 
DreamWriter software copyright protection qualification, its responsibility still belongs to its 
owner (user) Shenzhen Tencent Computer System Co., Ltd.. Ai, as a creator, only has the right 
of authorship, and has no actual qualification to bear legal responsibility, which does not meet 
the ethical requirements. Therefore, the subject of tort liability of reputation right of template 
ai news report is still its owner (applicable person). 
After clarifying the ownership of the responsible subject, it is necessary to discuss a more 
critical issue-what kind of reputation verification obligation should the responsible subject 
undertake? Next, the author will make a certain analysis according to the previous brief analysis 
of the obligation to verify the right of reputation, combined with Article 1026 of the Civil Code. 
First of all, we still need to divide the duty of care into general duty of care and high duty of care 
by taking the time limit of content, the relevance between content and public order and good 
customs, and the possibility of derogatory reputation of victims as objective identification 
elements. These two different duty of care will lead to different levels of verification duty and 
different degrees of fault attribution. Under the general duty of care, AI's database authenticity 
requirements are relatively low, and the degree of fault brought by AI is relatively low, so it is 
easier to avoid liability through news defense; Under the duty of high care, AI's database 
authenticity requirements are relatively high, and the degree of fault brought by AI is relatively 
high, so it is not easy to be exempted from liability through news defense. 
Secondly, for declarative news reports with strong time limit, strong connection between 
content and public order and good customs, and low possibility of reputation derogation, the 
general duty of care undertaken by news media should still start with three aspects: the 
credibility of content source, whether necessary investigation, verification ability and 
verification cost have been carried out for content that may obviously cause controversy. 
Combined with different types of news creation, when creating current affairs reports, the 
accuracy of input data is higher, but the requirements for other possible items of reputation 
derogation are lower; However, when creating opinion-based reports, the accuracy of input 
data is lower, but the requirements for other possible items of reputation derogation are higher. 
Finally, we can make a concrete analysis of the obligation to verify the reputation right of 
template ai's news reports. Authenticity, as the primary verification element, needs special 
attention. Before the data is entered into ai database, news media have the obligation of careful 
verification of multi-source verification and graphic proofreading. Confirmation of data sources 
is an important part of news industry work. Besides, checking pictures and texts is also an 
important manifestation of authenticity. The data enters the database without verification, and 
the tort liability of reputation right brought by the resulting articles should be borne by the 
news media that violate the verification obligation. However, in addition to the input link, 
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template ai creative robots such as dreamwriter are usually reviewed by the corresponding 
media before being released. Problems in the audit process will also lead to violation of 
verification obligations. However, limited by the problem of proof, in judicial practice, we can 
only prove ourselves with authoritative source evidence, thus exempting ourselves from tort 
liability. In addition to the elements of authenticity, impartiality comments, as the cause of 
traditional news defense, have certain room for discussion. The orientation of comments 
usually comes from big data analysis and templates. It is worth discussing whether the news 
media should bear corresponding responsibilities for the template of automatic extraction of 
big data. Considering that big data usually analyzes the preferences of netizens, should 
professional media review the results of such analysis? The author thinks that impartiality itself 
is a subjective comment, and there is a certain degree of correlation between the selection of 
template itself and the impartiality of views. The fairness of the template for big data selection 
should be based on the general public cognition, and whether its selection logic really belongs 
to the best of big data should be pursued. At the same time, whether it is reviewed or not should 
also be considered. If an article is published without review, its verification obligation will 
inevitably be not fulfilled, and it should naturally bear the corresponding tort liability of 
reputation right. 
5.3.2. Removable 
Extractive AI news reports mainly use AI to extract important information from massive 
existing text materials and carry out "secondary creation". The possibility of infringement of its 
reputation right mainly comes from the choice of database. In fact, no one participated in the 
reprinting and publishing of this type of news reports. Its reprint or comment itself is based on 
database and algorithm. Considering that in the network age, information is changing rapidly, 
it is impossible to verify one by one. Therefore, for this part of news reports, the verification 
obligation should start with the algorithm itself, and refer to the review responsibility and safe 
haven principle of commercial websites and platform users. The author thinks that the 
verification obligation of this part is hidden in the algorithm. The algorithm has certain 
screening conditions for data sources, which corresponds to the defense of news infringement. 
First of all, we should examine whether the reprint makes corresponding comments, and judge 
whether the comments are exaggerated or the source is unknown. Combined comments purely 
from the original report should not bear corresponding responsibilities. This is determined by 
the creative characteristics of ai. ai's own secondary creation is generated based on the original 
data, and its exaggerated comments mainly involve the design of algorithms. The over-
exaggeration of AI owners (users) when commenting on AI's algorithm design is the 
embodiment and extension of their own subjective will. Based on this objective expression and 
subjective will, it is enough to presume that the ai holder himself is at fault. This kind of fault 
degree is an important prerequisite for it to bear corresponding legal responsibilities. 
Secondly, the source of its reprinting should be examined. To a certain extent, the source 
determines the authenticity of news reprinting. Among the reasons for news defense, 
authoritative sources themselves are one of the important reasons for exemption. In the 
selection of ai database, limiting the source of ai reprinted database is an important 
embodiment of fulfilling the verification obligation. If the source of reprinting is an 
authoritative source, it should not be attributed to ai and its holders. The reprint source is too 
remote, which may mean that the data has not been screened and screened, which is enough to 
presume the fault of its holder in the verification obligation. So as to obtain the imputation basis. 
Finally, it should be considered in combination with other aspects of the message, such as the 
timeliness of the content and the cost of verification. For time-limited news reports, the 
verification requirements for reprinting will be reduced accordingly, while for non-time-
limited reports, the verification requirements will be raised accordingly. In addition, limited by 
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the verification cost and investigation cost of reprinted news reports, the responsibility can be 
attributed to the safe haven principle. That is to say, in principle, the obligation of formal 
examination should be carried out, and the infringing information reported or fed back by the 
infringed party or others should be checked in time, otherwise it will bear corresponding 
responsibilities. Websites or news media that have fulfilled their verification obligations and 
deleted them in time can be exempted accordingly. The introduction of this form of principle 
can avoid the overload of commercial costs to a certain extent, and at the same time, it is 
regulated by law, which reflects the grace of the law itself. 
To sum up, for template ai to create news reports, the performance of verification obligation 
depends on the level of its duty of care. Different levels of duty of care will bring different 
degrees of fault, and affect the proof and responsibility of infringement. For extractive ai 
reprinted news reports, it is necessary to carry out formal review and combine the safe haven 
principle to realize its verification obligation and responsibility attribution. Because the news 
report of generative ai creation has not appeared yet, this paper has not analyzed it yet. 

6. Conclusion 

As a product of the continuous development of news tort litigation, the obligation of verification 
comes into being to balance the right of reputation and the freedom of the press. However, in 
the ever-changing network era, ai's generation and reprinting of news reports put forward 
brand-new requirements for it. This paper defines the legal nature of the generation and 
reprinting of news reports by ai, and concludes that the liability still belongs to the users of ai. 
Combined with the defense of reputation right infringement in news media, this paper analyzes 
the elements of verification obligation when ai generates and reprints news reports one by one, 
points out its specific time scheme and consideration factors, and studies the responsibility 
attribution mechanism of different types of ai reports. Although AI, as a creation in the era of 
weak artificial intelligence, can't bear the corresponding responsibilities, this paper focuses on 
the identification and analysis of AI's intervention in future generations' behavior, and puts 
forward its own opinions on its legal responsibilities and proof matters. Limited by too few 
references in this paper, there are some omissions, but I hope it can bring some inspiration. 
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