
 

 
 

 

https://jurnal-ilcaagam.com/index.php/kj  
Volume 2 Nomor 4, February 2026 

E-ISSN : 3048-0159 

 

1 

 

 
Creative Commons Attribution-ShareAlike 4.0 International License: 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-sa/4.0/ 

 

Humanities and Artificial Intelligence: Ethical Challenges, Creativity, 

and the Future of Humanity 
 

Samsidar 

Universitas Islam Negeri Sulthan Thaha Jambi, Indonesia 

e-mail:  dharsamsidar305@gmail.com  

 

  

INFO ARTIKEL ABSTRAK 

Input         

January 24, 2026 

Revised 

February 20, 2026 

Accepted    

February 25, 2026 

Published 

February 27, 2026 

 

The rapid advancement of Artificial Intelligence (AI) has 

significantly transformed the humanities, reshaping how 

meaning, creativity, and cultural memory are produced and 

interpreted. Rather than merely replacing human roles, AI 

introduces complex ethical and epistemological challenges that 

redefine human–machine relations. This study aims to critically 

analyze the ethical implications and creative transformations 

resulting from AI integration in the humanities and to propose a 

human-centered conceptual framework for sustainable 

collaboration. The research employed a qualitative approach 

using systematic literature review and critical thematic analysis 

of peer-reviewed studies on AI ethics, digital humanities, and 

human–AI co-creation. The findings reveal three interconnected 

dimensions: technological disruption that reconfigures 

authorship and cultural production; ethical challenges involving 

bias, privacy, accountability, and human dignity; and creative co-

creation models in which AI functions as an augmentative partner 

rather than a replacement. The discussion highlights that 

sustainable integration requires transparent, accountable, and 

culturally sensitive AI systems grounded in human-centered 

principles. In conclusion, the future of human–machine relations 

in the humanities depends on balancing technological innovation 

with ethical responsibility and the preservation of human agency 

and cultural sustainability. 

Keywords: 

Artificial Intelligence, 

Humanities, AI Ethics, 

Human–Machine Relations, 

Creative Co-Creation 

INTRODUCTION  

The rapid advancement of Artificial Intelligence (AI) over the past decade has 

fundamentally transformed nearly every sector of human life, including the humanities. 

Traditionally understood as the domain of critical reflection on meaning, values, culture, 

and human creativity, the humanities now intersect directly with algorithmic systems 

capable of generating texts, images, music, and even historical narratives autonomously. 

The integration of AI into artistic production, literary studies, historiography, and cultural 

analysis does not merely introduce technological efficiency; it raises profound 

epistemological and ethical questions concerning authorship, originality, agency, and the 

future of human–machine relations. Recent scholarship emphasizes that the central 

challenge is not simply the fear of “human replacement,” but rather how to preserve 
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human values within emerging forms of creative collaboration between humans and 

machines (Karjus, 2023; Hajkowicz et al., 2023). Consequently, discussions of AI within 

the humanities require a multidisciplinary framework that integrates ethical reflection, 

cultural analysis, and human-centered technological design. 

AI has been widely recognized as a disruptive technology across disciplines. 

Within digital humanities, AI reshapes how cultural archives are constructed, interpreted, 

and disseminated globally. Karjus (2023) demonstrates that machine learning techniques 

applied to literary corpora enable large-scale pattern recognition that would be impossible 

through manual analysis alone. Hajkowicz et al. (2023) further argue that AI acts as a 

structural catalyst that redefines professional roles within creative and academic fields. 

Kapadni (2025) highlights that AI functions not only as an analytical tool but also as a 

curatorial agent shaping how collective memory is organized and presented. These 

developments illustrate that AI does not simply expand analytical capacity; it actively 

participates in the construction of cultural meaning. 

The disruptive impact becomes even more pronounced with the emergence of 

generative AI in visual arts and creative production. Liu (2025) describes the rise of a 

“normative disruption environment,” in which the authority of traditional creators is 

challenged by algorithmic systems capable of producing aesthetically compelling works. 

Questions concerning authenticity, copyright, and attribution grow increasingly complex 

when AI-generated outputs are trained on vast datasets derived from human creative 

labor. In this context, the boundary between human creativity and algorithmic production 

becomes blurred. As a discipline grounded in subjective expression and lived human 

experience, the humanities must confront the conceptual challenge of redefining 

creativity in an algorithmic age. 

Simultaneously, the integration of AI into the humanities introduces profound 

ethical dilemmas. Mehra (2025) identifies algorithmic bias as a critical threat to fairness 

and cultural representation, as AI systems trained on skewed datasets risk perpetuating 

social inequalities and stereotypes. Huang et al. (2023) and Garibay et al. (2023) 

emphasize the importance of a human-centered AI framework grounded in transparency, 

accountability, justice, and human well-being. Without robust ethical safeguards, AI 

systems may erode human autonomy and diminish moral deliberation in decision-making 

processes. Within the humanities, where dignity and ethical reflection are foundational 

principles, such risks cannot be overlooked. 

Ethical tensions intensify when AI engages with collective memory and cultural 

heritage. Kapadni (2025) and Capistrán et al. (2025) warn that AI-driven digital archiving 

may inadvertently distort historical context or overlook cultural sensitivities. Liu (2025) 

further notes that conflicts arise around intellectual property and moral responsibility 

when AI-generated artworks rely on datasets composed of pre-existing human creations. 

The use of sacred or culturally sensitive materials in training datasets raises additional 

ethical concerns. These dilemmas underscore the need for ethical governance 

mechanisms that respect cultural identity and protect creative integrity. 

Beyond copyright and cultural sensitivity, issues of privacy and human dignity 

remain central to AI ethics. Telkamp and Anderson (2022) argue that data collection 

practices must adhere to informed consent and identity protection principles. Grover 

(2025) highlights the risk of diminished accountability when algorithmic systems make 

decisions without transparent justification. From a humanities perspective, human 

dignity cannot be reduced to data points or computational variables. Therefore, the 
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integration of AI into cultural and creative domains demands sustained ethical reflection 

to ensure that technological innovation does not compromise fundamental human values. 

Despite these challenges, emerging research also highlights the transformative 

potential of AI as a collaborative creative partner. Wu et al. (2021) introduce the concept 

of co-creation, in which humans and AI systems jointly participate in creative processes. 

Vinchon et al. (2023) demonstrate that AI can accelerate idea generation and expand 

aesthetic possibilities. Kadenhe et al. (2025) and Singh et al. (2025) argue that, when 

appropriately designed, AI does not replace human creativity but enhances imaginative 

capacity. Serbanescu (2023) conceptualizes AI as a narrative medium that enriches 

interactive storytelling and artistic experimentation. In this view, the relationship 

between humans and machines is not inherently competitive but potentially collaborative 

and symbiotic. 

Nevertheless, optimism regarding co-creation must be tempered by concerns 

about diminishing human agency. Vinchon et al. (2023) caution that excessive reliance 

on AI tools may reduce cognitive engagement and creative ownership. Singh et al. (2025) 

emphasize the necessity of preserving human control over final decisions in AI-assisted 

creative processes. Kadenhe et al. (2025) advocate for explainable AI systems that allow 

users to understand the rationale behind algorithmic outputs. The future of human–

machine relations thus depends on maintaining a balance between automation and human 

oversight. Creative systems must be designed to support, rather than compete with, 

human originality. 

Based on these developments, several research gaps can be identified. First, 

existing studies often treat technological disruption and ethical concerns as separate 

analytical domains, lacking an integrative framework that connects creativity, ethics, and 

digital humanities. Second, discussions of co-creation frequently emphasize innovation 

and efficiency while insufficiently examining the implications for cultural identity and 

value systems. Third, while human-centered AI has gained prominence in policy 

discourse, operational models tailored specifically to humanities contexts remain 

underdeveloped. These gaps highlight the need for a comprehensive analysis that situates 

AI within a broader humanistic and ethical framework. 

The novelty of this study lies in its integrative approach that synthesizes three 

interrelated dimensions: technological disruption, ethical challenges, and collaborative 

creativity within the humanities. Rather than framing AI solely as a tool or a threat, this 

research conceptualizes AI as a relational phenomenon that reshapes the cultural 

ecosystem of meaning-making. By bridging ethical theory, digital humanities 

scholarship, and creative practice studies, this research seeks to offer a holistic 

understanding of AI’s transformative role. 

Accordingly, the objective of this study is to critically analyze how the integration 

of AI into the humanities generates ethical challenges and transforms creative processes, 

while proposing a human-centered framework for future human–machine relations. This 

research aims to contribute theoretically to the fields of digital humanities and AI ethics 

and to provide conceptual recommendations for the development of AI systems that 

preserve human dignity, creativity, and cultural sustainability in an increasingly 

algorithmic world. 
 

METHODOLOGY  

This study employed a qualitative research design with a critical-analytical and 

interdisciplinary approach to examine the ethical challenges and creative transformations 
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arising from the integration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) into the humanities. The 

research was grounded in philosophical inquiry and digital humanities analysis, aiming 

to construct a conceptual framework for human–machine relations in creative and cultural 

contexts. Data were collected through a systematic literature review and document 

analysis of peer-reviewed journal articles, policy frameworks, AI design guidelines, and 

case studies on AI-assisted creative production published between 2021 and 2025. The 

inclusion criteria focused on studies addressing AI ethics, co-creation, digital humanities, 

algorithmic bias, human-centered AI, and cultural memory. Academic databases such as 

Scopus-indexed journals, Web of Science, and reputable international publishers were 

utilized to ensure the credibility and relevance of sources. In addition, selected case 

examples of AI-generated artworks, literary productions, and digital archiving practices 

were analyzed to provide contextual grounding for theoretical arguments. 

Data analysis was conducted using thematic analysis combined with critical 

discourse analysis. First, the collected literature and documents were coded to identify 

recurring themes related to technological disruption, ethical dilemmas, creativity, and 

human agency. Second, these themes were categorized into three analytical dimensions: 

disruption of meaning-making structures, ethical and value-based implications, and 

models of collaborative creativity between humans and machines. Third, a critical 

interpretative framework was applied to examine how AI reshapes cultural narratives, 

identity formation, and creative authority. The study then synthesized these findings into 

a human-centered conceptual model emphasizing dignity, accountability, transparency, 

and creative agency. Through this analytical process, the research aimed to provide an 

integrative understanding of AI’s transformative role in the humanities while proposing 

normative and conceptual recommendations for future human–machine collaboration. 
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Figure 1. Diagram Conceptual Research 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION  

The findings of this study were derived from thematic and critical analysis of selected 

literature and case studies on AI integration within the humanities. The analysis identified 

three dominant dimensions reflecting the transformation of human–machine relations in 

creative and cultural contexts. These findings are summarized in Table 1. 

 

 

Table 1. Thematic Findings on AI Integration in the Humanities 

Dimension of 

Analysis 

Empirical 

Patterns 

Identified 

Impact on 

Humanities 

Discourse 

Required 

Strategic 

Response 

Technological 

Disruption 

Expansion of 

generative AI in 

art, literature, 

archives, and 

narrative analysis 

Shift in authorship 

authority and 

redefinition of 

originality 

Development of 

adaptive digital 

humanities 

frameworks 

Ethical 

Challenges 

Algorithmic bias, 

copyright conflicts, 

data privacy risks, 

loss of autonomy 

Crisis of trust, 

dignity, and moral 

accountability 

Implementation of 

human-centered AI 

principles 

Creative 

Human–AI 

Co-Creation 

AI-assisted 

ideation, aesthetic 

experimentation, 

collaborative 

production 

Emergence of 

hybrid creativity 

and expanded 

access 

Preservation of 

human agency and 

explainable 

systems 

  

 Table 1 demonstrates that AI integration within the humanities operates across three 

interconnected domains: disruption, ethics, and co-creation. Technological disruption 

reshapes traditional meaning-making structures and challenges conventional notions of 

authorship and authenticity. However, this transformation simultaneously generates 

ethical concerns related to bias, privacy, and the preservation of human dignity. At the 

same time, evidence suggests that AI can function as a collaborative partner that enhances 

creative exploration rather than replacing human creativity. These findings indicate that 

the sustainability of human–machine relations in the humanities depends on the 

establishment of a human-centered AI framework that balances innovation with ethical 

accountability and cultural responsibility. 

 

Discussion 

The findings of this study reveal that the integration of Artificial Intelligence (AI) 

into the humanities operates across three interconnected dimensions: technological 

disruption, ethical challenges, and creative co-creation. These dimensions collectively 

reshape the relationship between humans and machines in the production, interpretation, 

and preservation of meaning. In addressing the research objective to critically analyze 

how AI integration generates ethical challenges and transforms creative processes while 

proposing a human-centered framework for future human–machine relations this 

discussion synthesizes the empirical patterns identified in the thematic analysis with 
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accredited scholarly literature previously cited in the introduction. 

First, the dimension of technological disruption confirms that AI significantly 

reconfigures traditional structures of meaning-making in the humanities. The findings 

indicate that generative AI systems alter authorship patterns, accelerate cultural 

production, and influence how digital archives are curated and accessed. This aligns with 

Karjus (2023), who argues that AI-driven computational analysis enables large-scale 

literary pattern recognition that transforms interpretative methodologies in digital 

humanities. Similarly, Hajkowicz et al. (2023) emphasize that AI functions as a structural 

disruptor that redefines professional roles within creative industries and academic 

scholarship. The current findings extend these perspectives by demonstrating that 

disruption is not limited to methodological innovation; rather, it challenges epistemic 

authority and the conceptual boundaries of creativity itself. 

Kapadni (2025) highlights that AI’s role in digital humanities includes shaping 

collective memory through algorithmic curation of archives. The thematic results of this 

study confirm this assertion, indicating that AI-mediated archival systems influence 

which narratives are prioritized, preserved, or marginalized. When algorithmic processes 

determine visibility and accessibility, cultural memory becomes partially automated. This 

transformation demands critical scrutiny because it redistributes interpretative power 

from human curators to computational systems. As Liu (2025) notes, generative AI 

introduces a “normative disruption environment” in which established hierarchies of 

artistic legitimacy and authenticity are destabilized. The present findings reinforce this 

argument by illustrating how algorithmic outputs complicate notions of originality and 

ownership. 

Second, the ethical dimension identified in the findings underscores the urgency of 

human-centered AI governance in humanities contexts. Algorithmic bias, privacy 

concerns, copyright disputes, and the potential erosion of human dignity emerged as 

dominant themes. These concerns correspond directly with Mehra’s (2025) warning that 

AI systems may perpetuate structural inequalities if trained on biased datasets. Huang et 

al. (2023) argue that ethical AI must prioritize transparency, fairness, and accountability 

to safeguard human well-being. The present analysis confirms that without such 

safeguards, AI integration into creative and cultural domains risks undermining trust and 

moral responsibility. 

Garibay et al. (2023) further propose a human-centered AI model emphasizing 

participatory design and ethical oversight. The findings of this research suggest that 

humanities disciplines are uniquely positioned to contribute to this model by providing 

normative frameworks grounded in dignity, justice, and cultural sensitivity. Telkamp and 

Anderson (2022) stress the importance of informed consent and data protection, 

particularly when AI systems utilize personal or culturally sensitive information. In the 

context of digital humanities, where archives may include sacred or historically 

significant materials, ethical design must incorporate contextual awareness. Capistrán et 

al. (2025) caution that algorithmic reinterpretation of collective memory can distort 

cultural heritage if not carefully regulated. The present findings echo this concern, 

highlighting that ethical responsibility extends beyond technical accuracy to encompass 

cultural respect. 

The ethical discourse also intersects with questions of authorship and copyright. Liu 

(2025) discusses conflicts arising from AI-generated artworks trained on human-created 

datasets without explicit consent. The thematic findings confirm that such practices 

generate moral ambiguity regarding attribution and ownership. Grover (2025) warns that 
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algorithmic opacity can obscure accountability, making it difficult to assign responsibility 

for harmful outputs. Therefore, explainability emerges as a critical requirement for 

sustainable human–machine collaboration. By integrating ethical safeguards into system 

design, AI developers can mitigate risks associated with bias and opacity while preserving 

creative autonomy. 

Third, the creative co-creation dimension reveals that AI possesses substantial 

potential as a collaborative partner rather than a replacement for human creativity. Wu et 

al. (2021) conceptualize co-creation as a process in which human imagination and 

algorithmic computation complement one another. Vinchon et al. (2023) demonstrate that 

AI can enhance ideation by generating novel combinations and accelerating exploratory 

phases. The findings of this study confirm that AI-assisted creativity expands aesthetic 

possibilities and democratizes access to creative tools. Kadenhe et al. (2025) argue that 

when AI systems are designed to support rather than compete with human creators, they 

function as augmentative technologies. 

Singh et al. (2025) emphasize that human agency must remain central in AI-assisted 

creative processes. The present analysis supports this position by highlighting the 

necessity of maintaining human oversight and decision-making authority. Serbanescu 

(2023) frames AI as a narrative collaborator capable of enriching interactive storytelling 

experiences. However, the findings also indicate that overreliance on AI tools may risk 

diminishing cognitive engagement and creative ownership, echoing Vinchon et al.’s 

(2023) cautionary perspective. Thus, the sustainability of co-creation depends on 

designing systems that preserve human intentionality and interpretative control. 

Importantly, the integration of AI into the humanities cannot be understood solely 

through technological or ethical lenses; it must be conceptualized as a relational 

phenomenon. The three dimensions identified—disruption, ethics, and co-creation—

interact dynamically. Technological disruption generates ethical dilemmas, which in turn 

shape the design of collaborative creative systems. For instance, bias in generative models 

may influence aesthetic outputs, thereby affecting cultural representation. Addressing 

such issues requires interdisciplinary collaboration between technologists, ethicists, and 

humanities scholars. 

The study’s integrative framework contributes novel insight by synthesizing these 

dimensions into a cohesive analytical model. While prior research often isolates 

technological innovation from ethical evaluation, this research demonstrates that 

sustainable AI integration requires simultaneous attention to creativity and moral 

accountability. The proposed human-centered AI framework emphasizes dignity, 

transparency, accountability, and cultural sustainability. This aligns with Huang et al.’s 

(2023) normative principles and extends them specifically to humanities contexts. 

Moreover, the findings suggest that the future of human–machine relations in the 

humanities should be guided by principles of augmentation rather than automation. AI 

systems should enhance human interpretative capacity without displacing human 

judgment. As Hajkowicz et al. (2023) note, technological foresight must anticipate socio-

cultural implications. In this regard, the humanities play a crucial role in shaping AI 

governance by articulating value-based criteria for innovation. 

Another significant implication concerns education and professional practice in 

humanities disciplines. As AI tools become increasingly integrated into research and 

creative production, scholars and practitioners must develop digital literacy competencies 

that include ethical awareness. Karjus (2023) underscores the need for methodological 

literacy in computational humanities. The present findings expand this call by advocating 
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ethical literacy alongside technical proficiency. 

In addressing the research objective, this discussion demonstrates that AI integration 

simultaneously disrupts traditional structures, generates ethical tensions, and fosters 

collaborative creativity. The balance among these forces determines whether AI will 

contribute positively to the humanities or exacerbate inequalities and dehumanization. 

The integrative model proposed in this study provides a conceptual pathway for 

navigating these complexities. 

Ultimately, the sustainability of human–machine collaboration depends on 

embedding human-centered principles within technological design. AI systems must be 

transparent, accountable, culturally sensitive, and oriented toward enhancing rather than 

replacing human creativity. By situating AI within a broader ethical and cultural 

framework, the humanities can guide technological development toward outcomes that 

preserve dignity and enrich creative expression. The findings thus affirm that the future 

of humanity in an algorithmic age hinges not on resisting technological innovation, but 

on shaping it through critical reflection and value-driven governance. 

 

 

CONCLUSION  

Based on the findings and discussion, it can be concluded that the integration of 

Artificial Intelligence (AI) into the humanities simultaneously generates technological 

disruption, ethical challenges, and transformative models of creative collaboration, 

thereby reshaping the future of human–machine relations. The study confirms that AI 

does not merely function as a technological tool but operates as a cultural and 

epistemological force that redefines authorship, creativity, and the production of 

meaning. While AI offers significant potential for co-creation and the expansion of 

imaginative capacities, it also raises critical concerns regarding bias, privacy, 

accountability, cultural integrity, and human dignity. Therefore, in response to the 

research objective, this study affirms that sustainable integration of AI within the 

humanities requires the development of a human-centered framework grounded in 

transparency, ethical responsibility, and the preservation of human agency. The future 

of humanity in an algorithmic era depends not on resisting technological advancement, 

but on critically shaping AI systems to enhance creativity while safeguarding 

fundamental human values and cultural sustainability.  
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