
https://bonoi.org/index.php/si SI | January 31, 2024 | vol. 44 | no. 1 1207 

Commentary 
Artificial Intelligence 

Will Artificial Intelligence Take Over Human Writer? 
 

Atsuki Kojima* 
Toyo University, 5 Chome-28-20 Hakusan, Bunkyo City, Tokyo 112-0001, Japan 
*: All correspondence should be sent to: Dr. Atsuki Kojima. 
Author’s Contact: Atsuki Kojima, Ph.D., E-mail: atsukikojima@hotmail.com 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.15354/si.24.co160 
Funding: No funding source declared. 
COI: The author declares no competing interest. 

 

 

Despite notable progressions in artificial intelligence (AI) technology, the imminent complete 

supplanting of human writers by AI is exceedingly improbable. Undoubtedly, AI is currently 

capable of producing texts that are only marginally cogent or even imitate specific writing 

styles by utilizing machine learning and algorithms. However, what distinguishes human writ-

ers is their capacity to imbue their works with ingenuity, sentimentality, and distinct viewpoints. 

Writing is more than simply assembling words; it is an authentic expression of oneself. In ad-

dition, human beings possess superior cognitive abilities such as critical thinking, intuition, 

and the capacity to comprehend intricate contexts beyond the current capabilities of any algo-

rithm. However, who can say what the future may bring? It is not inconceivable that tal-

ent-matched AI writers will one day compose bestselling novels and award-winning articles 

alongside us humans. 
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HE EMERGENCE of artificial intelligence (AI) has 

sparked an increasing apprehension among writers re-

garding the potential dominance of machines in their 

chosen vocation. Although AI has achieved notable progress 

across multiple fields, it is exceedingly improbable that it will 

entirely replace human writers. A number of elements must be 

considered, including ingenuity, zeal, emotional intelligence, 

context awareness, and the capacity to adjust to evolving trends. 

Primarily, creativity constitutes an essential element of 

writing that distinguishes human authors. Writing requires the 

capacity for innovative thought, the development of original 

concepts, and the ability to convey them in a manner that en-

gages readers (1). Despite the potential of AI in content genera-

tion, it is deficient in the intrinsic creativity exhibited by human 

writers. Its inability to comprehend abstract ideas and sentiments 

to the same extent as a human writer hinders its capacity to gen-

erate unique and authentic compositions (2). 

An additional critical component in which AI fails is pas-

sion. Writing is frequently motivated by fervor and an extensive 

knowledge of the topic. Writing styles are influenced by the 

personal experiences, emotions, and insights of the author (3). 

The inclusion of a personal touch in this content fosters a con-

nection with readers that is difficult for AI-generated material to 

achieve. AI is devoid of genuine emotions and actual experienc-
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es, which prevent it from accurately replicating this crucial ele-

ment of human writing. 

Understanding context represents an additional domain in 

which AI encounters significant obstacles. Proficient writing 

necessitates an all-encompassing comprehension of cultural 

subtleties, historical context, and contemporary affairs. Human 

authors have the capacity to interpret and integrate these com-

ponents into their literary creations, thereby establishing a more 

profound connection with their readers. In contrast, AI does not 

possess the profound contextual comprehension required to 

generate influential and relatable content. 

In addition to transmitting information, writing also re-

quires comprehension of and attention to the requirements of the 

target audience. Human authors have a distinct capacity to es-

tablish an emotive connection with their audience by customiz-

ing their writing to reflect their particular interests, viewpoints, 

and inclinations. AI is incapable of achieving this degree of 

emotional intelligence due to its algorithmic operation and ab-

sence of intrinsic empathy, which distinguish human writers 

from AI. 

Furthermore, human writers possess the ability to adjust to 

shifting reader preferences and evolving trends. They develop 

and learn continuously, staying abreast of emerging concepts 

and technologies. While AI possesses proficiency in data pro-

cessing, it lacks the ability to modify its manner or tone in order 

to cater to changing preferences. Human beings possess a natu-

ral prowess when it comes to trend analysis, pattern recognition, 

and integrating such insights into written work, thereby enhanc-

ing its relevance and relatability. 

Writing is an art form that has a profound historical and 

cultural foundation (4). Storytelling, poetry, and literature have 

been fundamental components of human existence for millennia. 

We have shaped our collective comprehension, knowledge, and 

values through these art forms. AI lacks the capacity to discern 

and produce art in the same manner as human beings, which 

restricts its potential to entirely supplant human writers due to 

its inability to encapsulate the subtleties and essence of human 

ingenuity. 

Additionally, it is critical to specify that the writing pro-

cess imparts personal development and satisfaction to the human 

author, in addition to significance for the end result. Writing 

facilitates an opportunity for individuals to engage in 

self-expression, introspection, and intellectual investigation, 

thereby fostering both personal and intellectual growth (5). It 

facilitates critical thinking, fosters personal development, and 

stimulates curiosity-qualities that are inherently human and 

cannot be replicated by AI. 

The intricate nature of human thoughts and emotions is 

challenging for AI to completely comprehend and interact with 

due to the subjective nature of writing. Individual viewpoints, 

convictions, and ideologies that are influenced by cultural milieu 

and personal experience are articulated in writing (6). The rich-

ness of writing is derived from the diversity of human experi-

ences; therefore, it is improbable that an AI system could en-

compass such an extensive range of human perspectives. 

Human creativity is limitless, ever-changing, and dynamic. 

Authors consistently stretch the limits of their craft by expand-

ing upon their own and others' previous efforts (7). In contrast to 

AI-generated content, which operates within comparatively 

restrictive parameters, human creativity is inherently boundless. 

Human writers possess an intrinsic capacity to transcend con-

ventional thinking, explore novel stylistic approaches, and pio-

neer advancements within their respective domains. Given that 

creativity is not a static concept, it is improbable that AI would 

completely supplant human writers due to its adaptive fore-

sight.■ 
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