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Abstract

Artificial Intelligence (Al) is a computer program designed to simulate
human intelligence such as learning, reasoning, problem-solving and decision-making.
Artificial Intellicence has widely been used in many human activities. More
particularly, Generative Al has been used to create new content, inventions or
technologies. However, an issue arises whether Generative Al can be an inventor
under patent law. This issue has been addressed by courts in many countries.
This issue does not exist in Thailand yet. It is necessary for analyzing or
addressing this issue. The purpose of this research is to determine whether
Generative Al can be an inventor under the Patent Act B.E. 2522 (1979).
This research method relies on qualitative research. It gathers information
from books, articles, reports, news, regulations and judgments. Eventually,
this research found that Generative Al may not be an inventor under the

Patent Act B.E. 2522 (1979).
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