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      Abstract 

 

 The growing combination of generative AI sys-

tems in creative and communicative processes 

has challenged the traditional lines between hu-

man and machine voices. This review paper ex-

amines how AI-based NLP (natural language pro-

cessing) and text generation technologies are 

changing authorship, creativity and linguistic 

identity. The study focuses on three major re-

search questions:  (1) How do current AI tools re-

shape human linguistic and artistic expression? 

(2) What ethical and epistemological challenges 

emerge from AI-assisted creativity? (3) In what 

ways do human–machine collaborations redefine 

concepts of authorship and authenticity?. This 

paper uses a systematic literature review ap-

proach, combining findings from  recent re-

searchers in linguistics, digital humanities and 

media studies. The review of these studies  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

showed three major trends: the increasing ac-

ceptance of AI as a creative partner rather than a 

tool; growing ethical concerns over authorship, 

bias, and intellectual ownership; and the emer-

gence of hybrid genres combining human and al-

gorithmic voices. The paper concludes that AI-

generated words need a redefinition of creativity 

as a distributed and co-constructed process, 

where agency and authorship are negotiated 

across humans and machine boundaries. The im-

plications for the paper include the need for up-

dated ethical guidelines that should clarify au-

thorship, responsibility, and transparency in AI-

assisted creativity. It also put an emphasis on the 

importance of AI literacy across disciplines, as 

human-machine collaboration is re-defining cre-

ativity into a shared and distributed process.  
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Introduction 

 

The advancements in the field of Artificial Intelli-

gence have introduced the innovative ways in 

which language is produced, interpreted and cir-

culated. Recent developments in NLP (Natural 

Language Processing), specifically large language 

models, capable of generating sleek and smooth 

contextual appropriate and diverse linguistic 

tests have expanded the role of AI. These roles are 

developing beyond computational assistance 

into areas and domains that were at one time re-

garded as pure humanistic like creative writing, 

artistic expression and communication. (Floridi 

and Chiriatti, 2020; Holzner et al., 2025). Conse-

quently, AI systems are not just supporting hu-

man expressions but are participating increas-

ingly in meaning making. 

Previously, writing tools and communication 

were seen as extensions of human intention that 

provided expressions without challenging the 

notion of human authorship. AI generative sys-

tems are trained on a large scale of textual data 

that shows a qualitative shift rather than simpli-

fying the linguistic production. These AI systems 

are generating content, imitating literary styles 

and are combining linguistic patterns. (Bender et 

al., 2021). It is often argued by the scholars that 

this shift marks a transition from AI as a neutral 

instrument to AI as a creative collaborator, that 

prompts the reassessment of how agency and in-

tention are distributed within the creative pro-

cesses (Shneiderman, 2020; Linares-Pellicer et 

al., 2025). 

These given transformations and shifts have in-

creased the debates about authorship, creative-

ness and linguistic identity. Traditional models of 

creativity often emphasize originality, intention-

ality and individual genius and authorship has 

long been rooted in human mind and accounta-

bility. As a result, creative processes are appear-

ing not only as a singular human act but also as a 

co-constructed process that emerges from hu-

man-machine interaction (Devis et al., 2015). 

In this light, this review papers aims to examine 

the evolving relationship between AI and human 

intelligence regarding creativity and use of lan-

guage styles. The research is systematic review in 

nature and the study blends research from lin-

guistics, digital humanities, media studies, and AI 

ethics to answer research questions: (1) How do 

current AI tools reshape human linguistic and ar-

tistic expression? (2) What ethical and epistemo-

logical challenges emerge from AI-assisted crea-

tivity? (3) In what ways do human–machine col-

laborations redefine concepts of authorship and 

authenticity? 

After observing main trends and analytical 

frameworks, this paper argues that generative AI 

reflects a transition from tool based assistance to 

more collaborated and co-authored expression. It 

argues that in the era of AI creativity should be 

seen as a collaborative process and it calls for 

stronger ethical frameworks across different dis-

ciplines (Holzner et al., 2025; Linares-Pellicer et 

al., 2025).  

 

Methodology 

 

This research article uses literature review meth-

ods that are systematic in nature and answers 

how generative artificial intelligence recreates 

human authority, style of language and creative-

ness. In order to provide clear, rigorous and re-

producible research from multiple disciplines, a 

systematic review approach is used. Given the 

conceptual and ethical nature of research ques-

tions, this review focuses on qualitative and the-

oretical patterns rather than statistical meta-

analysis. The review integrates research from lin-

guistics, digital humanities, and media studies,  

and AI ethics, that reflects the interdisciplinary 

nature of AI-mediated creative processes.  
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Results and Discussion 

 

The analysis revealed major trends that collec-

tively address the study’s research questions and 

demonstrate a shift toward understanding AI-

mediated expression as a distributed and co-con-

structed process.  

 

 

From Tool to Creative Partner: Redefining Creativ-

ity 

 Among the reviewed studies, a consistent finding 

is the re-conceptualization of AI from a functional 

tool to a creative partner. AI systems not only as-

sist with linguistic tasks but actively contribute to 

ideation, stylistic variation, and narrative devel-

opment. Research in the computational depart-

ment and human interaction with computers has 

created outcomes emerging from interaction of 

humans with AI systems. (Devis et al., 2017) 

These findings suggest a theoretical shift away 

from human-centric models of creativity to col-

laborative frameworks in which work is shared. 

These systematic reviews indicate that AI-en-

hanced is most effective when humans retain 

control, which reinforces the view that AI extends 

human creativity rather than AI replaces human 

creativity. (Holzner et al., 2025). This challenges 

the traditional assumption that creativity is only 

a human trait.  

Empirical studies further demonstrate that gen-

erative AI can support early-stage creative pro-

cesses by offering alternative perspectives and 

expanding the space of possible ideas. For exam-

ple, Chen et al. (2025) show that generative mod-

els play a significant role in conceptual design by 

assisting humans in redesigning problems and 

generating new directions in designs. Similarly, 

Rafner et al. (2023) argued that creativity in the 

era of AI is best understood as a hybrid cognitive 

process, where human judgement and machine-

generated suggestions interact dynamically.  

These perspectives support a deconstruction of 

creativity as a distributed process and rather 

than attributing creative agency solely to either 

humans and machines, the work shows the inter-

action, iteration and co-construction.  

The literature demonstrates that generative AI 

has a vital impact on linguistics and artistic ex-

pression. Studies report that AI-generated text 

can replicate various range of genres, registers 

and stylistic conventions, and it often archives 

the levels of fluency that can be compared to hu-

man-authored texts (Floridi and Chiriatti, 2020) 

This capacity has seen increased integration of AI 

into creative writing, journalism, academic com-

munication, and digital media.  

However, the findings also highlight tensions be-

tween innovative methods and how to standard-

ize them. Various studies warn that AI-generated 

language tends to reproduce dominant linguistic 

patterns that are embedded in training data, 

which can lead to stylistic homogenization and 

reduction in linguistic diversity. (Bender et al., 

2021).  

 

Ethical Concerns: Authorship, Bias, and Responsi-

bility 

Along with the growing acceptance of AI as a cre-

ative collaborator, ethical concerns emerge as a 

dominant theme in the  literature. One of the 

most important challenges is authorship and re-

sponsibility in creative work that is assisted by 

AI. The literature examining perceptions of AI-

generated writing  revealed significant uncer-

tainty regarding the issue whether AI can or 

should be considered an author, and how the re-

sponsibility for content should be assigned (For-

mosa et al., 2025)  

Systematic reviews further highlight the ethical 

risks associated with bias and representational 

harm in generative AI systems. Afreen et al. 

(2025) demonstrate that generative models often 

reproduce social, cultural, and linguistic biases 

that are embedded in their training data, raising 

concerns about fairness in the outputs produced 

by AI.  

In educational and creative contexts, transpar-

ency has emerged as a key principle. A hybrid sys-

tematic review by Arar et al. (2025) emphasizes 
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the need for clear exposure  of the AI environ-

ment in research and writing to maintain trust, 

accountability and research integrity.  

 

Emergence of Hybrid Genres and Co-Constructed 

Expression 

A third most significant trend observed in the re-

view is the development of hybrid creative forms 

that blend human and AI voices. Research in cre-

ative and professional work shows that AI is now 

a regular part of files like literature, design, and 

the arts. The new generated genres are difficult to 

distinguish as human authored or machine au-

thored (Tsao et al., 2025) 

These hybrid forms after development questions 

the standards of originality and authenticity. As 

the line between human and machine voicing has 

become unclear and blurred, creativity is now 

seen as a mixture of technology, culture, and in-

stitutional contexts rather than an individual act. 

 

Synthesis: Creativity as a Distributed and Co-Con-

structed Process 

The review studies, when blended together, show 

that algorithmic expression requires the basic re-

considering of creativity, authorship, and agency. 

AI does not replace human mind and creativity; 

instead it has given us the collaboration between 

humans and machines. This point of view is sup-

ported by the range of  empirical studies, system-

atic reviews, and conceptual analysis. These stud-

ies in the collection highlight collaboration, nego-

tiation, and shared responsibility. 

The significance of this interpretation is both 

practical and theoretical. Practically ethical ap-

proaches and institutional policies are required 

on urgent bases. These policies clarify author-

ship, responsibility, and transparency in a work 

created by AI. From a theoretic perspective, the 

creative process should be considered a shared 

process among humans and machines.  

 

Conclusion 

 

This review which is systematic in nature ob-

serves the role of generative AI in creative and 

linguistic practices. It also considers the aspect of 

human-machine co-working. It considers how 

this collaboration redefines creativity, author-

ship, and ethical responsibility. The findings 

clearly show a change in scholar’s perception of 

creativity. Creativity is now seen as a shared pro-

cess rather than as human capability and it is 

molded by the interaction of humans with ma-

chines. 

At the same time, the review also demonstrates 

continuous ethical and epistemological issues. In 

the legal and in 

stitutional frameworks, the questions of author-

ship, intellectual ownership, and accountability 

are still unsolved. The major significance of hu-

man-AI cooperation is represented by the devel-

opment of hybrid creative genres. As the collabo-

ration between human and machine are inter-

twining frequently, the traditional distinctions 

like author and tool, originality and derivation no 

longer fully hold up. This shift highlights the need 

for updated views about creativity as thoughtful, 

rational, process-oriented and shaped by wider 

socio-technical systems. 

On the whole, the review article suggests that gen 

AI does not reduce human creativity but it re-

shapes it into something more collaborative and 

negotiated. Future research should focus more on 

empirical studies. These studies should include 

the creative process, how the audience reacts to 

it and how various cultures engage with these 

changes in order to understand how human intel-

ligence and creativity are evolving in this increas-

ingly algorithmic world.  
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