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Abstract

Artificial intelligence is becoming increasingly prevalent in social science research, raising critical questions
about its role as a complement or substitute for human raters or judges. While Al-based judgments offer new
possibilities, their validity and comparability to human judgments still need to undergo careful examination.
This talk presents a framework for evaluating Al as raters or judges, emphasizing the need for assessments
that go beyond simple ‘accuracy’ (often measured as correlation with some criterion). First, I will introduce
several psychometric methods to compare Al and human judgments systematically. Second, I will present
an extension of the Brunswikian Lens model that enables the examination of which textual or visual cues
(units of information) are used by humans versus Al in forming judgments. Drawing on empirical examples
of text- and image-based evaluations, I will demonstrate how these methods reveal meaningful differences in
how judgments are made. Ultimately, I argue that integrating Al into social science research requires at least
the same level of methodological rigor as human-based evaluations, ensuring that Al-driven assessments are
both valid and reliable.
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