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    Abstract: 
The rapid development of Artificial Intelligence (AI) has initiated a paradigm shift across 

disciplines, including the humanities. Literary theory, traditionally grounded in human-centered 

interpretation, close reading, and philosophical inquiry, is increasingly engaging with 

computational methods such as machine learning, natural language processing, and algorithmic 

text generation. This research examines how the AI revolution reshapes literary theory by 

challenging established interpretive models and introducing new modes of reading and analysis. It 

explores the implications of AI for classical theoretical frameworks—structuralism, post-

structuralism, reader-response criticism, and theories of authorship—while emphasizing the 

continued necessity of humanistic judgment. The study argues that AI should be understood not as 

a replacement for literary theory but as a transformative interlocutor that compels a rethinking of 

interpretation, creativity, and meaning in the digital age. 
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Introduction 

Literary theory has historically evolved in response 

to shifts in intellectual thought, socio-political 

change, and technological development. From 

formalism and structuralism to postcolonial and 

feminist criticism, each theoretical movement has 

expanded the ways in which literary texts are 

interpreted and understood. In the twenty-first 

century, Artificial Intelligence (AI) represents a 

significant technological intervention that has begun 

to reshape the practices of reading, writing, and 

criticism. AI technologies—particularly machine 

learning and natural language processing—are now 

capable of analyzing extensive literary corpora, 

identifying stylistic patterns, modeling narrative 

structures, and generating original texts. These 

developments raise fundamental theoretical 

questions concerning interpretation, authorship, and 

the nature of meaning itself. This paper situates AI 

within the tradition of literary theory and examines 

how algorithmic reading practices both complement 

and challenge established humanistic methodologies. 

Literature Review 

Recent scholarship in digital humanities has 

explored the growing role of computational tools in 

literary studies. Franco Moretti’s concept of “distant 

reading” marked a significant departure from 

traditional close reading by advocating large-scale 

textual analysis. N. Katherine Hayles further 

expanded this discourse by examining how digital 

media reshape cognitive and interpretive processes. 

At the same time, philosophical debates on artificial 

intelligence—such as John Searle’s critique of 
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machine understanding—highlight the limitations of 

computational systems in engaging with meaning, 

consciousness, and intentionality. These discussions 

provide a critical foundation for assessing AI’s role 

in literary theory, particularly in relation to 

interpretation and creativity. 

Theoretical Framework 

This study adopts an interdisciplinary theoretical 

framework that draws upon Structuralism, to 

examine AI’s capacity for identifying linguistic and 

narrative patterns Post-structuralism, to assess the 

limitations of algorithmic coherence in addressing 

textual indeterminacy Reader-response theory, to 

interrogate the role of AI as a non-human reader 

Posthumanist thought, to contextualize AI within 

broader debates on human–machine interaction 

Together, these perspectives allow for a nuanced 

evaluation of AI’s impact on literary interpretation. 

AI and Algorithmic Reading Practices 

Traditional literary criticism emphasizes close 

reading, a method centered on ambiguity, metaphor, 

and contextual nuance. AI introduces an alternative 

approach—algorithmic or distant reading—which 

prioritizes pattern recognition, frequency analysis, 

and large-scale comparison. AI tools can detect 

thematic trends, stylistic markers, and genre 

evolution across thousands of texts, offering new 

forms of literary evidence. However, algorithmic 

reading operates without cultural memory, ethical 

awareness, or emotional engagement. While AI 

excels at recognizing structures, it cannot fully 

account for irony, silence, affect, or historical 

trauma—elements central to literary meaning. Thus, 

AI expands the methodological toolkit of literary 

studies while remaining dependent on human 

interpretation for critical significance. 

Rethinking Classical Literary Theories in the Age 

of AI 

• Structuralism and Computational Analysis 

Structuralism’s emphasis on systems and linguistic 

codes aligns with AI’s computational logic. AI can 

effectively model narrative structures and stylistic 

patterns, making it a valuable tool for structural 

analysis. However, unlike human critics, AI lacks 

cultural and historical consciousness, limiting its 

interpretive depth. 

• Post-Structuralism and the Instability of 

Meaning 

Post-structuralist theory challenges fixed meanings 

and stable interpretations. AI, by contrast, relies on 

probabilistic coherence and optimization. This 

tension exposes a fundamental limitation of AI: its 

inability to engage meaningfully with contradiction, 

ambiguity, and deconstruction. 

• Reader-Response Theory and the Question of 

Agency 

Reader-response theory locates meaning in the 

interaction between text and reader. AI complicates 

this model by functioning as a reader without 

subjectivity or lived experience. While AI can 

simulate interpretive responses, it cannot replicate 

the ethical and emotional dimensions of human 

reading. 

• AI, Authorship, and Literary Creativity 

AI-generated literature challenges traditional notions 

of authorship, originality, and creative intention. 

While AI can imitate literary styles and generate 

coherent narratives, it does so through statistical 

modeling rather than conscious creativity. This 

distinction reinforces the humanistic view that 

literary creation is grounded in experience, 

imagination, and ethical responsibility. 

• Ethical and Pedagogical Implications 

The use of AI in literary studies raises ethical 

concerns related to authorship, plagiarism, and 

academic integrity. Pedagogically, AI offers new 

possibilities for research, accessibility, and 

interdisciplinary learning but also risks reducing 
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literature to data-driven outputs. Literary theory 

plays a crucial role in guiding ethical engagement 

with AI, ensuring that technological innovation does 

not eclipse critical reflection. 

Conclusion 

The AI revolution represents a transformative 

moment in the evolution of literary theory. Rather 

than displacing humanistic criticism, AI compels 

scholars to rethink interpretive practices and 

theoretical assumptions. Literary theory remains 

indispensable because it addresses meaning, value, 

and ethical complexity—dimensions beyond the 

reach of algorithmic systems alone. The future of 

literary studies lies in a dialogic relationship between 

human insight and machine intelligence, reaffirming 

the enduring relevance of the humanities in a 

technologically mediated world. 
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