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> Before these tools are implemented in practice it is necessary to assess their Coleman Liau Index - 15.3+0.4 (College +2 years)
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from OpenAl) performance in addressing AMD-related patient queries. 22% broken or misdirected links indicate that the answers provided would require
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1"~ American Medical Association and National Institute of Health recommend patient education materials to be

Comp fatinn > Al response between 6-8th grade reading level. (3,4)

60 FAQs > - Questions submitted to CONCLUSIONS:

- Definition ChatGPT-40 | |

- Diagnosis - ChatGPT instructedtoactasa  » ChatGPT-4o provided accurate response to most of the queries posed.

: retina specialist with expertise . . :
- Risk Factors oea ShEt et » Although ChatGPT did not hallucinate any references in our study, many references were broken, were not
_ Treatment/prognosis in simpilfying complex medical
content V easily accessible and were incomplete.
[_L.L" & » ChatGPT generated responses in AMD may be too difficult for patients and public to understand.
O R il '/, . . . . o : .
- . : > Optimizing prompts and training the model in ophthalmology specific materials may enhance its
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Assessment performance.
Readable [ndependent retina specialist: » Further enhancements are required before ChatGPT can be confidently used by clinicians, patients and the
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