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Executive Summary

Our analysis of 758 education-focused sources from 1,681 total arti-
cles (Week: April 13–April 19, 2026) reveals a critical misalignment:
while institutions rush to implement AI policies and detection systems,
fundamental questions about learning transformation remain empiri-
cally unexamined. The discourse focuses overwhelmingly on managing
AI’s presence—through frameworks like [1] and detection studies like [1] 2025 AI Education Policy &

Practice Ecosystem Framework[5]—rather than understanding its pedagogical potential.
[5] Assessing LLM Text Detection in
Educational Contexts: Does Human
Contribution Affect Detection?

The field’s central theoretical challenge emerges from this defensive
posture. Current research treats AI alternately as threat (requiring
detection and honor codes like [6]) or tool (as in [4]), but rarely as [6] Código de conducta para estudi-

antes propuesto por Harvard para la
IA
[4] AI tutoring outperforms in-class
active learning: an RCT introducing a
...

a catalyst for reimagining learning itself. What would it mean to
move beyond compliance frameworks toward theories of augmented
cognition in educational contexts? The limited work exploring AI as
cognitive support—such as [13]—suggests fertile ground for theoretical [13] L’IA générative comme outil pour

la pensée : conception et ...development. Resolving this requires longitudinal studies of learning
transformation, not just immediate performance metrics.

This briefing maps underexplored territories in AI-education re-
search, analyzing methodological limitations in current approaches,
and identifying opportunities for paradigm-shifting investigations that
move beyond management toward genuine pedagogical innovation.

Critical Tension

Research Problem
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The Theoretical Problem

The research landscape reveals a fundamental theoretical vacuum in
how higher education conceptualizes generative AI’s role in learning.
While empirical studies demonstrate AI tutoring systems outperform-
ing traditional classroom instruction [4], the field lacks coherent frame- [4] AI tutoring outperforms in-class

active learning: an RCT introducing a
...

works to explain what this means for the nature of education itself.
This is not merely a question of implementation strategy—it repre-
sents an unresolved tension between computational and humanistic
theories of learning that current research paradigms cannot adequately
address.

The persistence of this theoretical gap stems from the field’s re-
liance on instrumental frameworks that treat AI as a neutral tool to
be integrated rather than a force that fundamentally alters educa-
tional relationships. Studies document student experiences [17] and [17] student experiences of GenAI in

UK universitiesinstitutional policies [9], but fail to develop theoretical models that
[9] Higher Education AI Policies—A
Document Analysis of University
Guidelines

explain how AI reconfigures the epistemic foundations of higher ed-
ucation. What conceptual work would be required to move beyond
descriptive accounts toward explanatory theories of AI-mediated learn-
ing?

Paradigm Limitations

The dominant framing of AI as a ”tool” forecloses critical questions
about agency, knowledge production, and educational purpose. This
instrumental metaphor assumes AI serves predetermined educational
goals rather than actively reshaping what counts as education. Re-
search on ”responsible” AI integration [12] and pedagogical frame- [12] Intégration responsable de l’IA

dans les établissements d enseigne-
ment ...

works [15] operates within this paradigm, treating AI as something to
[15] Pedagogical Use of Responsible
Generative AI in Higher Education;
Opportunities and Challenges: A
Systematic Literature Review

be managed rather than understood as a transformative force.

Alternative framings might conceptualize AI as a cognitive ecol-
ogy, a pedagogical actor, or even as a form of educational infrastruc-
ture that shapes possibilities for thought itself [13]. Such reframings [13] L’IA générative comme outil pour

la pensée : conception et ...would open research directions that examine how AI systems redis-
tribute cognitive labor, alter epistemic authority, and reconfigure the
boundaries between individual and collective intelligence. The critical
question becomes not how to integrate AI, but how AI integration
transforms the educational project itself.
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Whose Knowledge Is Missing?

The research corpus reveals systematic exclusions that fundamentally
limit theoretical development. Student perspectives comprise only
3.76% of the discourse, despite students being the primary subjects of
AI’s educational experiments. The few student-centered studies that
exist [17] suggest radically different understandings of AI’s role than [17] student experiences of GenAI in

UK universitiesthose assumed by institutional frameworks. What theories of learning
might emerge if research centered student experiences of navigating
AI-mediated education?

Critical perspectives represent a mere 0.29% of the literature, while
parent and community voices account for another 0.29%. This near-
total exclusion of critical analysis means the field operates without
examining power dynamics embedded in AI systems. Research on
digital divides [19] and surveillance technologies [7] exists at the mar- [19] The Digital Divide in Generative

AI: Evidence from Large Language
Model ...
[7] From data subjects to data sus-
pects: challenging e-proctoring sys-
tems as a university practice

gins, but these perspectives rarely inform mainstream theoretical
development. The absence of community voices means educational
AI research proceeds without engaging questions of collective values,
democratic participation, or alternative visions of educational purpose.
This exclusion doesn’t just limit practical insights—it constrains the
theoretical imagination of what AI in education could become.

Actionable Recommendations

Week: April 13–April 19, 2026 | Analysis based on 1681 sources

Introduction

The current AI-education discourse reveals significant gaps between
institutional responses and student experiences, between theoretical
frameworks and practical implementations, and between promises of
transformation and documented outcomes. These research directions
address specific lacunae in our understanding while centering perspec-
tives that have been marginalized in the dominant narratives.

1. Centering Student Agency in AI Integration

Current gap: Despite students being primary stakeholders in educa-
tional AI implementation, their perspectives remain underrepresented
in policy formation and research design. The discourse is dominated
by institutional concerns about academic integrity rather than student
experiences of learning transformation.

https://www.advance-he.ac.uk/news-and-views/it-temptation-get-it-do-work-student-experiences-genai-uk-universities
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The field has largely approached this through surveillance and
control mechanisms, which misses the actual ways students navigate
and negotiate AI tools for learning [17]. [17] student experiences of GenAI in

UK universities
Research questions:

• How do students conceptualize the relationship between AI assis-
tance and their own cognitive development?

• What informal practices and workarounds do students develop to
navigate conflicting institutional policies?

• How do student perspectives on AI use vary across different socioe-
conomic backgrounds and institutional contexts?

Methodological considerations: Participatory action research ap-
proaches that position students as co-researchers rather than sub-
jects. Longitudinal ethnographic studies tracking student AI practices
across their educational journey. Critical discourse analysis of student-
generated content about AI experiences versus institutional narratives.

Potential contribution: This research would reframe AI integration
from a student-centered perspective, potentially revealing alternative
models of AI-enhanced learning that emerge from practice rather than
policy. It could inform more responsive institutional approaches that
support rather than surveil student innovation.

2. Critical Examination of AI Detection and Surveil-
lance Systems

Current gap: While institutions rapidly deploy AI detection tools,
critical examination of their accuracy, biases, and pedagogical im-
plications remains limited. The assumption that detection equals
prevention obscures deeper questions about trust, learning, and power
dynamics.

The field has largely approached this through technical solutions to
perceived cheating problems, which misses the fundamental restructur-
ing of educational relationships these systems create [7] and [5]. [7] From data subjects to data sus-

pects: challenging e-proctoring sys-
tems as a university practice
[5] Assessing LLM Text Detection in
Educational Contexts: Does Human
Contribution Affect Detection?

Research questions:

• What are the false positive rates of AI detection tools across differ-
ent student populations and writing styles?

• How do surveillance systems reshape the student-teacher relation-
ship and impact learning environments?

https://www.advance-he.ac.uk/news-and-views/it-temptation-get-it-do-work-student-experiences-genai-uk-universities
https://www.advance-he.ac.uk/news-and-views/it-temptation-get-it-do-work-student-experiences-genai-uk-universities
https://www.advance-he.ac.uk/news-and-views/it-temptation-get-it-do-work-student-experiences-genai-uk-universities
https://core.ac.uk/download/604734981.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2508.08096v1
https://core.ac.uk/download/604734981.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/604734981.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/604734981.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/2508.08096v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/2508.08096v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/2508.08096v1
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• What alternative assessment approaches could achieve educational
goals without adversarial dynamics?

Methodological considerations: Mixed-methods approaches com-
bining technical audits of detection systems with qualitative studies of
their social impacts. Experimental designs testing detection accuracy
across diverse writing samples. Critical policy analysis examining the
adoption and justification of surveillance technologies.

Potential contribution: This research could expose the limitations
and harms of current detection approaches while proposing alternative
frameworks based on trust and authentic assessment. It would con-
tribute to more nuanced understanding of academic integrity in the AI
era.

3. Longitudinal Studies of AI-Mediated Cognitive De-
velopment

Current gap: Most research focuses on immediate impacts of AI use,
missing how sustained interaction with AI tools shapes cognitive de-
velopment, critical thinking skills, and learning strategies over time.

The field has largely approached this through snapshot studies and
controlled experiments, which misses the cumulative and evolving
nature of AI’s impact on cognition [13] and [3]. [13] L’IA générative comme outil pour

la pensée : conception et ...
[3] AI Exposed the Lie: Schools Never
Taught Critical Thinking

Research questions:

• How does regular AI assistance affect the development of indepen-
dent problem-solving abilities over a 4-year degree program?

• What new cognitive skills emerge from AI collaboration, and which
traditional skills atrophy?

• How do different patterns of AI use correlate with long-term aca-
demic and professional outcomes?

Methodological considerations: Multi-year cohort studies tracking
students from enrollment through early career. Cognitive assessment
batteries adapted for AI-augmented contexts. Comparative studies
across institutions with different AI integration approaches.

Potential contribution: This research would provide empirical
grounding for debates about AI’s cognitive impacts, moving beyond
speculation to evidence-based understanding of how AI shapes in-
tellectual development. It could inform pedagogical approaches that
maximize benefits while mitigating risks.

https://www.abg.asso.fr/en/candidatOffres/show/id_offre/138159/job/l-ia-generative-comme-outil-pour-la-pensee-conception-et-etude-des-systemes-de-soutien-cognitif-genai-as-a-tool-for-thought-designing-and-studying-cognitive-support-systems
https://smarterarticles.co.uk/ai-exposed-the-lie-schools-never-taught-critical-thinking
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https://www.abg.asso.fr/en/candidatOffres/show/id_offre/138159/job/l-ia-generative-comme-outil-pour-la-pensee-conception-et-etude-des-systemes-de-soutien-cognitif-genai-as-a-tool-for-thought-designing-and-studying-cognitive-support-systems
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4. Developing Alternative Pedagogical Frameworks Be-
yond Tool Metaphors

Current gap: The dominant ”AI as tool” metaphor constrains imagi-
nation about educational possibilities, treating AI as merely an instru-
ment rather than exploring more transformative pedagogical relation-
ships.

The field has largely approached this through instrumental frame-
works, which misses the potential for AI to fundamentally reshape
educational relationships and processes [16] and [4]. [16] Pedagogy 2.0: Navigating the

Uncharted Waters of Generative AI
[4] AI tutoring outperforms in-class
active learning: an RCT introducing a
...

Research questions:

• What alternative metaphors (collaborator, thinking partner, cogni-
tive extension) might better capture AI’s educational potential?

• How can pedagogical approaches integrate AI as a dialogic partner
in knowledge construction?

• What new forms of educational interaction become possible when
AI is reconceptualized beyond toolness?

Methodological considerations: Design-based research developing
and testing alternative pedagogical models. Philosophical analysis of
educational assumptions embedded in different AI conceptualizations.
Comparative studies of learning outcomes across different pedagogical
frameworks.

Potential contribution: This research could open new theoretical
and practical spaces for AI-enhanced education, moving beyond ef-
ficiency gains to explore fundamentally new modes of learning and
knowing.

5. Addressing Digital Divides in AI-Enhanced Edu-
cation

Current gap: While AI adoption accelerates, systematic investigation
of how it exacerbates or potentially mitigates educational inequalities
remains underdeveloped, particularly regarding students with disabili-
ties and those from resource-constrained contexts.

The field has largely approached this through add-on accessibility
features, which misses the deeper structural inequities in AI access and
benefit [19] and [20]. [19] The Digital Divide in Generative

AI: Evidence from Large Language
Model ...
[20] The use of generative AI by
students with disabilities in higher
education

Research questions:

https://www.preprints.org/manuscript/202604.0389
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-025-97652-6
https://www.preprints.org/manuscript/202604.0389
https://www.preprints.org/manuscript/202604.0389
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-025-97652-6
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-025-97652-6
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-025-97652-6
https://arxiv.org/html/2602.17791v1
https://core.ac.uk/download/672910324.pdf
https://arxiv.org/html/2602.17791v1
https://arxiv.org/html/2602.17791v1
https://arxiv.org/html/2602.17791v1
https://core.ac.uk/download/672910324.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/672910324.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/672910324.pdf
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• How do AI tools differentially impact students based on socioeco-
nomic status, disability, and linguistic background?

• What scaffolding and support systems enable equitable AI benefits
across diverse student populations?

• How might AI be designed and deployed to reduce rather than
amplify educational inequalities?

Methodological considerations: Intersectional analysis examining
multiple dimensions of inequality simultaneously. Community-based
participatory research centering marginalized students’ experiences.
Comparative international studies examining different equity-focused
AI implementation models.

Potential contribution: This research would provide actionable
insights for equitable AI integration, ensuring technological advances
don’t deepen existing disparities. It could inform policy and practice
that leverages AI for educational justice rather than mere efficiency.

Conclusion

These research directions address critical gaps in our understanding
of AI’s educational impact while centering perspectives and questions
marginalized in current discourse. By pursuing these inquiries, the
field can move beyond reactive policies and speculative debates toward
empirically grounded, ethically informed, and pedagogically innova-
tive approaches to AI in education. The urgency of these questions
grows as AI integration accelerates—we need rigorous research that
matches the pace of technological change while maintaining focus on
educational purpose and human flourishing.

Supporting Evidence

Evidence Base Analysis

Evidence Base Characteristics
The analysis of 1,681 sources from April 13–April 19, 2026, reveals

a substantial knowledge base focused on AI in education, with 758
articles directly addressing higher education and teaching contexts.
The scoring system identified key exemplars including empirical stud-
ies like [4], theoretical frameworks such as [15], and policy analyses [4] AI tutoring outperforms in-class

active learning: an RCT introducing a
...
[15] Pedagogical Use of Responsible
Generative AI in Higher Education;
Opportunities and Challenges: A
Systematic Literature Review

including [2]. The distribution reveals a predominance of commentary

[2] A comprehensive AI policy educa-
tion framework for university teaching
and learning

https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-025-97652-6
https://www.mdpi.com/3042-8130/2/2/11
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-025-97652-6
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-025-97652-6
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-025-97652-6
https://www.mdpi.com/3042-8130/2/2/11
https://www.mdpi.com/3042-8130/2/2/11
https://www.mdpi.com/3042-8130/2/2/11
https://www.mdpi.com/3042-8130/2/2/11
https://core.ac.uk/download/688967547.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/688967547.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/688967547.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/688967547.pdf
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and position papers over rigorous empirical research, with systematic
reviews and randomized controlled trials representing less than 15% of
the evidence base.

The quality indicators suggest uneven methodological rigor across
the corpus. While high-scoring articles like the Nature RCT demon-
strate robust experimental design, much of the literature consists of
institutional reports, policy documents, and theoretical discussions
without empirical validation. This imbalance is particularly evident
in non-English sources, where documents like [14] and [11] provide [14] L’Intelligence Artificielle dans

l’Enseignement Supérieur
[11] Intelligence artificielle générative
dans l’enseignement ...

critical perspectives but lack empirical grounding.

Perspective Distribution Analysis
The evidence base reveals significant perspective gaps that shape

the field’s development trajectory. Student voices appear primarily
through institutional surveys like [17], yet deeper ethnographic stud- [17] student experiences of GenAI in

UK universitiesies of lived experiences remain absent. The theoretical frameworks
emerging from dominant perspectives—primarily administrative and
technological—emphasize efficiency, detection, and control, as evi-
denced by works like [5]. [5] Assessing LLM Text Detection in

Educational Contexts: Does Human
Contribution Affect Detection?This perspective exclusion creates a knowledge production system

that prioritizes institutional concerns over pedagogical transformation.
The absence of critical disability studies perspectives is particularly
notable, with only [20] addressing accessibility concerns. The field’s [20] The use of generative AI by

students with disabilities in higher
education

development thus reflects power asymmetries where technological
determinism overshadows humanistic inquiry into learning processes
and student agency.

Failure Pattern Analysis
The analysis reveals a troubling silence around systematic doc-

umentation of AI implementation failures. While articles like [10] [10] How college professors are adapt-
ing to rampant AI cheatingacknowledge challenges, comprehensive failure taxonomies remain

undeveloped. The limited failure documentation that exists clusters
around academic integrity violations rather than pedagogical failures
or harm to student learning.

This distribution suggests field priorities focused on institutional
risk management rather than educational improvement. Technical
failures receive disproportionate attention compared to ethical fail-
ures in perpetuating educational inequities. The understudied failure
types—particularly those affecting marginalized students—indicate a
research agenda shaped more by institutional liability concerns than
comprehensive understanding of AI’s educational impacts.

https://fr.linkedin.com/pulse/lintelligence-artificielle-dans-lenseignement-guide-critique-dellale-zpr8e
https://fr.linkedin.com/pulse/intelligence-artificielle-g%C3%A9n%C3%A9rative-dans-sup%C3%A9rieur-des-dellale-uo3ue
https://fr.linkedin.com/pulse/lintelligence-artificielle-dans-lenseignement-guide-critique-dellale-zpr8e
https://fr.linkedin.com/pulse/lintelligence-artificielle-dans-lenseignement-guide-critique-dellale-zpr8e
https://fr.linkedin.com/pulse/intelligence-artificielle-g%C3%A9n%C3%A9rative-dans-sup%C3%A9rieur-des-dellale-uo3ue
https://fr.linkedin.com/pulse/intelligence-artificielle-g%C3%A9n%C3%A9rative-dans-sup%C3%A9rieur-des-dellale-uo3ue
https://www.advance-he.ac.uk/news-and-views/it-temptation-get-it-do-work-student-experiences-genai-uk-universities
https://www.advance-he.ac.uk/news-and-views/it-temptation-get-it-do-work-student-experiences-genai-uk-universities
https://www.advance-he.ac.uk/news-and-views/it-temptation-get-it-do-work-student-experiences-genai-uk-universities
http://arxiv.org/abs/2508.08096v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/2508.08096v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/2508.08096v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/2508.08096v1
https://core.ac.uk/download/672910324.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/672910324.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/672910324.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/672910324.pdf
https://www.brianwstone.com/2025/07/07/how-college-professors-are-adapting-to-rampant-ai-cheating/
https://www.brianwstone.com/2025/07/07/how-college-professors-are-adapting-to-rampant-ai-cheating/
https://www.brianwstone.com/2025/07/07/how-college-professors-are-adapting-to-rampant-ai-cheating/
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Discourse Analysis Findings
The dominant metaphors across the corpus frame AI alternately

as ”tool,” ”tutor,” and ”threat,” with limited exploration of more nu-
anced conceptualizations. Articles like [3] employ provocative framings [3] AI Exposed the Lie: Schools Never

Taught Critical Thinkingthat position AI as revelatory force, while policy documents like [1]
[1] PDF 2025 AI Education Policy &
Practice Ecosystem Frameworkadopt ecosystem metaphors suggesting organic integration.

Causal attribution patterns reveal a tendency to position AI as au-
tonomous agent rather than sociotechnical system shaped by human
decisions. This framing marginalizes critical examinations of power
dynamics in AI development and deployment. The knowledge pro-
duction system, as evidenced by publication venues and authorship
patterns, privileges technical and administrative perspectives while
marginalizing critical pedagogy voices.

Methodological Observations
The evidence base demonstrates heavy reliance on cross-sectional

surveys and policy analysis, with limited longitudinal research tracking
AI’s educational impacts over time. The single RCT identified—[4]— [4] AI tutoring outperforms in-class

active learning: an RCT introducing a
...

stands as an exception in a field dominated by descriptive studies.
Missing study designs include ethnographic investigations of classroom
AI use, participatory action research with students, and comparative
international studies examining cultural variations in AI adoption.

Generalizability concerns arise from the geographic concentration
of research in Western institutions and the focus on traditional-age
university students. Studies like [8] that examine diverse contexts [8] From Information Seeking to

Empowerment: Using Large Lan-
guage Model Chatbot in Supporting
Wheelchair Life in Low Resource
Settings

remain rare exceptions.

Theoretical Development Needs
The field requires theoretical frameworks capable of reconciling the

fundamental tension between AI as educational enhancement and AI
as threat to authentic learning. Current contradictions around assess-
ment validity, as explored in [18], demand new conceptualizations of [18] The ChatGPT Artificial Intel-

ligence Chatbot: How Well Does
It Answer Accounting Assessment
Questions?

knowledge demonstration beyond traditional testing paradigms. The
concept of ”cognitive support systems” introduced in [13] requires

[13] L’IA générative comme outil pour
la pensée : conception et ...

elaboration to bridge current divides between augmentation and re-
placement narratives.
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