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Abstract

Generative Artificial Intelligence (AI) has swiftly
revolutionized the way in which literary studies
operate and analyze texts. Even though Large
Language Models (LLMs) are extremely proficient
at recognizing language patterns, summarizing
stories, and making critical interpretations, they still
lack the experiential knowledge, cultural awareness,
ethical consideration, and contextual awareness that
humans possess as part of their literary
comprehension. Current theoretical approaches such
as hermeneutics, reader-response criticism, and
Digital Humanities focus on either human
interpretive or computational processes alone and do
not provide a framework for how human
intelligence and Artificial Intelligence can work
together in creating literary meanings. Therefore,
the current paper aims to bridge the existing gap
through the development of the concept of
Interpretive Intelligence Theory (IIT).Contrary to
the notion of AI as a replacement for literary
scholarship, IIT envisions Al as an augmentative
interpreter whose function is to supplement the work
of human criticism by means of computational
power and pattern recognition, leaving the crucial
responsibility of evaluating the nuances of a
particular context and its ethics to a human. In
addition to bringing together literary theory, Digital
Humanities, and the study of artificial intelligence in
a single coherent theoretical paradigm, IIT provides
a framework for achieving an open-minded,
contextualized, and academically sound
interpretation of literature. With the development of
an organized methodology for working with Al IIT
provides a wuseful contribution to the current
discussion about interdisciplinary  humanities
research, as well as a theoretical background for Al-
augmented literary criticism and education in the

humanities. Consequently, the paper suggests that
meaningful interpretation of literature is possible
only if the balance is found between the dominant
power of either human or machine intellect.

Keywords: Interpretive Intelligence Theory
(IIT), Human-Al Collaboration, Literary
Interpretation, Digital Humanities, Generative
Artificial  Intelligence, Literary Criticism,
Computational Humanities, Human-Centred Al.

I.  Introduction

Generative Al has brought about a major
transformation in the field of literary study, bringing
into question many of the assumptions that have
been made regarding the act of reading,
interpretation, and criticism over decades past.
Literary criticism has historically been concerned
with human reasoning, cultural knowledge, and
context. Early schools of thought such as Formalism
and New Criticism were concerned with the
independence of the text itself, while more recent
schools of thought, including Reader-Response
criticism, acknowledged the active role of the reader
in constructing the meaning of a text. The rise of
Digital Humanities brought about another
significant transformation in the field of literary
study, where computation is combined with
humanistic inquiry to analyze large corpora of texts
using methods such as distant reading, text mining,
and stylometrics.
In addition to this process of evolution, there have
been recent advances in the realm of Large
Language Models (LLMs), such as generative Al.
LLMs are able to create coherent summaries,
discover thematic patterns, and make critical
readings with amazing linguistic competence.
Nevertheless, in spite of being powerful
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computational devices, Al is not capable of
engaging with literature through its personal
experience, ecthics, emotional awareness, and
cultural knowledge. In this regard, N. Katherine
Hayles notes that digital technology should serve to
enrich and not to destabilize the practices
characteristic to the humanities. In his chance,
Luciano Floridi stresses the information character of
Al and the need for its human responsibility.

This developing relationship amongst
human intelligence and computational capability
exposes a theoretic gap within contemporary literary

computational analysis, but they
occasionallyintellectualize ~ their  collaborative
impending. Responding to this gap, this paper
proposes Interpretive Intelligence Theory (IIT) as a

theoretical ~ framework that places literary
interpretation as a collaborative
techniqueincorporating human cognition,

computational intelligence, cultural context, and
moralreplication. Rather than evaluating Al as an
independent interpretive agent, IIT redefines it as an
augmentative partner that enriches human critical
inquiry while preserving the centrality of human

scholarship.  Existing outlines predominantly
elucidate either human-centredclarification or

judgment in constructing meaningful literary
interpretation.

Reader-
Response
Criticism

Digital
Humanities

Traditional
Criticism

Interpretive
Intelligence
Theory (IIT)

Generative Al

Figure 1. Evolution of Literary Interpretation Towards Interpretive Intelligence Theory

II.  Research Gap and Theoretical
Motivation

The history of literary theory reflects a
constant increase in the range of interpretations, but
all interpretive approaches have emphasized one
specific ~ aspect of  meaning  production.
Hermeneutics as a classic theory of interpretation
emphasizes the dialogue nature of interpretation,
which is based on historical consciousness,
tradition, and individual experience of the
interpreter. Thus, meaning is viewed as a dynamic
interaction between the text and its human
interpreter. Despite the fact that hermeneutics offers
a deep insight into contextual meaning, it is still
limited to the human perspective and does not
consider the computational aspects of textual
interpretation.

Reader-response criticism marked another
shift away from the author in the field of literary
studies by suggesting that literary meaning is
constructed through cognitive and emotional
interactions between the reader and the text. This
paradigm gives importance to individual experience
and culture as the primary components of literary
criticism, similarly to other approaches, but retains
the same postulate about the purely human nature of
the process of interpretation. With the emergence of
the concept of Digital Humanities and its new
computational methods of text mining, corpus
linguistics, stylometry, and distant reading, literary
studies have undergone considerable change.

Thanks to these methods, it becomes
possible for the researcher to deal with big corpora
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of texts and discover linguistic patterns not visible
in the process of close reading.

In addition to this, contemporary progress
in generative Artificial Intelligence has expanded
the possibilities of computation even further.
However, even with all these advancements, Al still
falls short of experience, ethics, consciousness, and
culture due to the fact that their interpretations arise
through statistics in language patterns and not

human experiences. Therefore, current literary
theory is devoid of a theoretical approach that brings
together both the cognitive strengths of humans and
the technological advances of AIl. There exist
theories explaining human interpretation and those
explaining the computational aspect of Al
independently; there is no theory of literary
interpretation as a combined effort involving human
critical thinking and computation.

Table 1. Comparative Perspective of Existing Interpretive Approaches

Human Cultural Collaborative
Approach Insight Al Support Context Interpretation
Hermeneutics v X v X
Reader-Response
Criticism v X v X
Digital Humanities Partial v Partial Partial
Interpretive  Intelligence v v v v
Theory (IIT)

Interpretive Intelligence Theory (IIT): A
Conceptual Framework for Human-Al
Collaborative Literary Interpretation

Interpretive Intelligence Theory (IIT)
serves as a theoretical framework that reinterprets
literary interpretation as a collaboration between
human intelligence and artificial intelligence.
Interpretive Intelligence can be described as the
collaborative capability through which meaning is
constructed via the interaction of human cognition,
culture, ethics, and computerized computations. In
contrast to the current methods that focus either on
the capabilities of human intelligence or on
computational  efficiency, the IIT method
understands that literary meaning arises from a
combination of both types of intelligence. It does
not treat artificial intelligence as a substitute for
human critics but acknowledges its necessity in
literary interpretation.

The first element, Human Cognition (HC),
acts as the interpretive basis for the framework.
Interpretation of literary texts relies on the previous
knowledge, professional expertise, critical thinking
ability, and personal involvement of the reader. It is
through human cognition that one is able to perceive
such elements as irony, ambiguity, symbols,
emotional undercurrents, and other meanings
influenced by personal experience and critical
thinking.

In addition to the cognitive perspective,
there is another aspect — Cultural Context (CC). The

literary work is always produced in a certain cultural
and historical context; thus, an interpreter must be
sensitive to developing social values and ideologies
as well as other contextual features. It is due to
cultural knowledge that the reader is capable of
understanding allusions, metaphors, and
intertextuality of the text.

Lastly, the Computational Intelligence (CI)
refers to the analysis capabilities provided by the
generative Al and the Large Language Model. The
capacity of analyzing huge amounts of textual data
thanks to natural language processing, the capacity
of discovering semantic connections, patterns and
retrieving knowledge helps the AI to quickly
process huge amounts of textual data and find
thematic, stylistic and linguistic connections which
can be ignored in case of manual analysis.

Here, computational intelligence does not replace
the traditional practice of literary interpretation, but
serves as its helper and provides additional
perspectives for analysis of literature texts. This is
provided by Ethical Reflection (ER) and makes the
process of interpretation ethical and credible from
academic perspective. Interaction of all these
aspects results in the emergence of Collaborative
Meaning Construction (CM), which is the main
distinctive feature of IIT. This interaction is based
on the validation of Al-based results through human
expertise and includes the constant process of
questioning, improvement and contextual analysis
of these results. In other words, Al-based results
cannot be taken as ultimate conclusions; they
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require additional analysis by scholars using their
human cognition and Al technology together.

So, this approach may be schematically represented
as:

[mathbf{II=HC+CI+CC+ER+CM}]

Wherein HC stands for Human Cognition, CI is
Computational Intelligence, CC is Cultural Context,
ER means FEthical Reflection, and CM is

Collaborative Meaning Constructions.This equation
is not really an equation in mathematics; rather, it is
merely meant to be a diagram showing that
interpretive intelligence is derived from the
synthesis of the four interrelated dimensions. All
together, IIT provides a technology-inspired
humanistic approach to literary studies through
interpretation.

Figure 2. Conceptual Framework of Interpretive Intelligence Theory (IIT)

Human Cognition (HC)
A

Ethical Reflection (ER) d—— IIT —W» Computational Intelligence (CI)

v
Collaborative Meaning Construction (CM)
A

Cultural Context (CC)
Conceptual Expression
II=HC+CI+CC+ER+CM
Where:
e Il =Interpretive Intelligence
HC = Human Cognition
CI = Computational Intelligence
CC = Cultural Context
ER = Ethical Reflection
CM = Collaborative Meaning Construction

Explanation: The formula mentioned above is a
concept-based formula explaining the
interconnectedness of the five dimensions of
Interpretive  Intelligence Theory and not a
mathematical equation. This is an example of how
literary interpretation is created using the joint
efforts of human intelligence and artificial
intelligence..

IV.  Implications and Future Directions

Interpretive Intelligence Theory (IIT), on
the other hand, is a pragmatic way of integrating
generative Al in literary criticism, without
undermining the significance of the human
interpretation process in the field. The significance
of IIT does not lie in any attempt to undermine the
traditional literary theory, but rather to improve it
through Al and human intelligence.

IIT applied in the study of literature goes
along well with close reading in the sense that the
Al approach is accompanied by human

interpretation. The reason is that while Al is capable
of identifying thematic, stylistic and semantic
connections easily in large corpora of texts, humans
are supposed to interpret such findings through
critical thinking and emotion. In the realm of Digital
Humanities, IIT becomes a conceptual link between
computation and hermeneutics. With digital
technologies providing the possibility for widening
the scope of literary studies through text mining and
pattern recognition, meaningful interpretation has
remained an area of human skills. Through the
combination of computational and hermeneutic
approaches, IIT allows creating a healthy balance in
interdisciplinarity.

In the discipline of humanities, the
framework supports an ethical use of Al-enabled
learning without any harm done to critical thinking,
ethical reasoning, and cultural awareness. Instead of
encouraging dependency on the answers provided
by machine learning, the framework supports
analytical engagement, where students are
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encouraged to scrutinize, refute, and refine
computer-generated insights through analysis.

The future directions of the research in
relation to the framework would include its
validation through empirical testing. This can be

done through classroom testing of the traditional
approach of literary interpretation against the one
based on Al, analysis of the human criticism against
machine-generated criticism, and application of the
explainable Al

Figure 3. Application Domains of Interpretive Intelligence Theory (Optional)

Literary Research

Digital Humanities — Interpretive Intelligence Theory — AlI-Assisted Learning

Cultural Heritage

Figure 3.Hub-and-spoke representation illustrating the interdisciplinary application of Interpretive Intelligence
Theory across literary research, Digital Humanities, Al-assisted learning, and cultural heritage preservation.

V.  Conclusion

IIT revisits the concept of literary criticism
by bringing artificial intelligence into the framework
of a partner, rather than as a substitute for human
criticism. While artificial intelligence is endowed
with impressive capacities for text analysis,
semantics, and information retrieval, literary
criticism remains a matter that relies on human
intellect, culture, ethics, and context. On the other
hand, artificial intelligence should not be seen solely
as a computational device but as a device that
broadens the scope of analysis, yet one that is open
to human scrutiny.

The incorporation of human thinking,
computational intelligence, culture, ethics, and
meaning-making provides a conceptual ground for
the interdisciplinary study of literature and Artificial
Intelligence in the context of Digital Humanities
through IIT. It allows for the creation of a model of
human-AI collaboration that supports interpretation
without losing the intellectual values of the
humanities.

With increasing embedding of generative
Al into the sphere of humanities research, the
question is no longer about the possibility of
interpretation by Al, but rather about collaboration
between human and machine intelligence in
producing interpretations that will be
contextualized, ethically driven, and critically
valuable. Here comes the place of application of IIT
for the future of literary studies..
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