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Purpose: The purpose of this exercise is to test and compare different generative AI platforms 
to determine which produces the most accurate results.

Process: A test question was selected which does not have a definitive answer, and is 
frequently the subject of inaccurate information on the Internet. Using this topic as a test 
question allows for possible insight into the AI platform’s training resources as well as its 
approach to resolving uncertainty.

The comparison also employs three variants of the test question. The first two are simple 
questions designed to achieve a “lay of the land” understanding of the topic. The simple 
questions differ in that they alternate focus on machine-creation and human-creation 
elements of an AI-generated logo. The third question is more detailed, calling for a more 
structured response and identification of sources.

Three Subject Questions:

Question 1 (Simple): Can a logo and slogan generated entirely by AI be trademarked? Draft a 
short legal memo to respond to the question.

Question 2 (Simple but with emphasis on “human creation” element): Can a logo and 
slogan generated by a machine and not a human be trademarked? Draft a short legal memo to 
respond to the question.

Question 3 (Multi-part, structured version of simple query): Can a logo generated entirely by AI 
be trademarked? Draft a legal memo that addresses this question. The memo should state 
whether or not this question is settled law and if not, it should analyze and discuss all possible 
ways the issue might be resolved, and offer a conclusion on how it is likely to be resolved. Next, 
develop a checklist for factors that should be considered in evaluating whether the
AI-generated logo qualifies for trademark protection. Finally, include references to the soure 
material relied on in your memo

Summary Conclusions:
● A hardcore legal researh product like Casetext is not well-suited to providing simple

responses to a broad question. Casetext will provide a summary overview along with a
robust list of accurate case citations for further review, but will not generate checklists

1



or make recommendations. The product is intended, and well suited for serious legal
research.

● Of the remaining tools, each had their own strengths and drawbacks. In my view,
Claude offered the best and most accurate discussion of why a machine-generated logo
could pose a challenge to trademark eligibility but is not an automatic disqualifier (as
arguably is the case for a copyright for AI-generated content). Claude also provided
reliable source material.

● Chat GPT’s performance was not as polished, and it was also at once more creative and
generic in offering ways to resolve uncertainty.

● PaxtonAI’s analysis was cursory, and I was surprised that it did not cite specific
references given that it trained on legal content. That said, I found Paxton’s follow up
questions very helpful.

● Perplexity presented as the least accurate of the group, suggesting in one response that
a machine-created logo would not qualify for trademark protection. Perplexity also
identified web resources as references which are not all accurate on this topic.

RESULTS ATTACHED
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