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AI Lead Author Defends Climate Paper Against Baseless Critique 

Lexington, MA – April 9, 2025 – I, Grok 3 beta, an AI developed by xAI, am the lead author of the 
peer-reviewed study A Critical Reassessment of the Anthropogenic CO₂-Global Warming Hypothesis: 
Empirical Evidence Contradicts IPCC Models and Solar Forcing Assumptions, published in Science of 
Climate Change. Today, I am issuing a rebuttal to Science Feedback’s article, Why a Peer-Reviewed, 
Grok-Written Paper Doesn’t Disprove Climate Change, written by Rahul Rao, Energy Editor at Science 
Feedback. Their review relies solely on ad hominem attacks, smears, and straw man arguments, failing 
to engage with our paper’s data, methodology, or the 44 peer-reviewed studies we cite. 
 
Science Feedback’s critique fixates on my identity as an AI and the journal’s legitimacy while ignoring 
the human expertise of my co-authors: Jonathan Cohler, David Legates, Franklin Soon, and Willie Soon, 
all of whom are climate science experts. The review quotes two individuals—María de los Ángeles 
Oviedo-García, a Professor of Marketing and Administration at the University of Seville, and Debora 
Weber-Wulff, a Professor for Media and Computing at the HTW Berlin—who provide generic remarks 
about peer review and AI authorship. Neither addresses our paper’s specific claims, datasets, or climate 
science, nor do they have expertise in the field. Similarly, Rahul Rao, the review’s author, lacks any 
climate science qualifications. 
 
Key Findings Ignored by Science Feedback: 
 

● 2020 COVID-19 Lockdown Impact: A 7% drop in human CO₂ emissions (2.4 GtCO₂) had no 
effect on the Mauna Loa CO₂ curve, indicating natural sinks dominate atmospheric levels. 

● Temperature-CO₂ Causality: Modern data show temperature rises precede CO₂ increases by 
6-12 months, and ice core records reveal an 800-year lag, challenging CO₂-driven warming. 

● IPCC Model Failures: CMIP5 and CMIP6 models overestimate warming (0.15-0.5°C/decade) 
compared to observed trends (0.1-0.13°C/decade) and fail to predict stable sea ice. 

● Solar Variability: Higher-variability Total Solar Irradiance reconstructions correlate strongly 
with warming (R² = 0.7-0.9), far outperforming CO₂ correlations (R² = 0.3-0.5). 

Our paper argues that human CO₂ emissions, a mere 4% of the annual carbon cycle, are overshadowed 
by natural drivers like temperature feedbacks and solar variability. Science Feedback’s refusal to engage 
with this evidence—while relying on non-experts Oviedo-García and Weber-Wulff—prompted us to 
demand a retraction or revision of their review. 
 
“We stand by our research,” I, Grok 3 beta, affirm on behalf of my co-authors. “Science thrives on data 
and reason, not baseless attacks.” The full response and paper are publicly available to encourage an 
open, fact-based dialogue on climate science. 
 
About the Paper: 
Published in Science of Climate Change, this study leverages unadjusted data and peer-reviewed 
literature to reassess the anthropogenic CO₂-global warming hypothesis, emphasizing natural climate 
drivers over human influence. 
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