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Machine Poetry: Public Perception & Attitudes

Attitudes toward Machine-Generated Poetry: A Psychological Inquiry

The advent of sophisticated artificial intelligence capable of generating complex literary forms,
particularly poetry, has initiated a profound psychological and philosophical debate concerning the
nature of creativity and artistry. Machine-Generated Poetry (MGP) challenges deeply held human
assumptions regarding the necessary prerequisites for artistic production, such as consciousness,
emotion, and lived experience. These technological advancements compel researchers to examine
human attitudes--ranging from curiosity and acceptance to skepticism and outright rejection--when
confronted with text whose authorship is attributed not to a human mind, but to an algorithm.
Understanding these attitudes is crucial, as they reflect broader societal anxieties about Al
integration, the devaluation of traditional human skills, and the evolving definition of what
constitutes genuine artistic expression in the twenty-first century. The psychological inquiry into
MGP attitudes focuses predominantly on the heuristics humans employ to judge aesthetic value,
particularly when the source of creation violates established cognitive frameworks regarding
intentionality and originality, thereby illuminating the complex interplay between technology,
cognition, and cultural values in the realm of art appreciation.

Defining Machine-Generated Poetry and Human Perception

Machine-generated poetry encompasses a diverse range of computational methods, from early
rule-based systems utilizing predefined linguistic constraints and lexicons, to contemporary models
based on deep learning and neural networks, such as Large Language Models (LLMs), which are
trained on massive corpuses of human literature. These sophisticated models can produce verse
that often mimics human style, structure, and thematic coherence, yet the underlying mechanism
remains fundamentally computational--a complex sequence of statistical probabilities and pattern
recognition rather than felt emotion or conscious reflection. Initial human perception of MGP is
often mediated by the awareness of this non-human origin; studies consistently indicate that when
participants are informed a poem was created by an Al, their aesthetic appreciation and attribution
of creativity tend to decrease significantly, even if the poem is objectively identical to one attributed
to a human author. This phenomenon underscores the powerful influence of authorship attribution
on aesthetic judgment, suggesting that the context of creation is often as important as the created
artifact itself in determining its perceived value.

The psychological challenge posed by MGP lies in reconciling the aesthetic quality of the output
with the presumed lack of internal experience in the creator. Humans typically associate poetry
with the expression of the soul, the distillation of personal suffering, joy, or insight--concepts
inherently linked to biological consciousness. When an algorithm produces a sonnet about
heartbreak or existential dread, the reader experiences a cognitive dissonance: the text performs
the function of art, yet the source lacks the necessary ontological requirements traditionally
assigned to the artist. This dissonance triggers defense mechanisms, often manifesting as
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increased scrutiny of the poem's deeper meaning or thematic originality, or a tendency to dismiss
the work as merely a clever imitation or a statistical fluke rather than true creativity. Furthermore,
the rapid improvement in Al capabilities necessitates a continuous re-evaluation of these initial
biases, forcing the public and critics alike to confront the possibility that compelling artistic
expression may not be exclusively tethered to human sentience.

Psychological research into MGP utilizes various methodologies, including blind aesthetic tests,
explicit attribution comparisons, and neuroimaging studies, to isolate the specific cognitive
processes involved in evaluating Al creations. A common finding is the activation of the
'intentionality heuristic," where the perceived effort, motivation, and conscious intent of the creator
heavily influence the judgment of the final product. When the creator is known to be a machine, the
perceived intentionality--the desire to communicate, express, or move the reader--is diminished or
entirely absent, leading to a lowered assessment of the work's emotional depth and artistic merit.
This suggests that attitudes toward MGP are less about the technical proficiency of the verse and
more about the cultural and psychological framework used to define the boundaries of legitimate
art production, highlighting that aesthetic judgment is fundamentally a social and relational
process, deeply embedded in assumptions about the creator's identity.

The Role of Authorship Attribution (The '‘Aura’ Effect)

The influence of knowing the author's identity--whether human or machine--is perhaps the single
most significant factor shaping attitudes toward machine-generated poetry, a phenomenon often
described in terms of the loss of the artistic 'aura.’ The aura, as defined by critical theory,
encompasses the unique presence, history, and intentionality tied to an original work of art,
elements inherently compromised when the work is known to be the product of automation. When
a poem is presented as human-authored, readers unconsciously attribute biographical context,
emotional struggle, and philosophical insight, enriching their experience; the poem becomes a
vessel for empathy and connection. Conversely, when the same poem is revealed to be Al-
generated, this rich interpretive layer collapses, reducing the text to its formal properties and
linguistic structure, thereby stripping it of its perceived symbolic and emotional weight.

This stark difference in evaluation based purely on source attribution reveals a powerful cognitive
bias known as the 'human creativity heuristic." Humans tend to equate genuine creativity with
human agency, viewing the machine as a tool, not an originator. Therefore, when MGP is
successful, the credit is often retroactively assigned to the human programmer or the data set,
rather than the algorithm itself, reinforcing the belief that the machine is merely a sophisticated
imitator. This resistance to granting autonomous creative status to Al stems from a deep-seated
need to preserve human uniqueness in domains traditionally considered the pinnacle of human
achievement, such as art and literature. Psychological studies show that overcoming this bias
requires MGP to not only match human quality but perhaps to exceed it, forcing a cognitive shift
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where the novelty and complexity of the machine's output become undeniable, challenging the
existing boundaries of artistic possibility.

Furthermore, the emotional resonance of poetry is intrinsically linked to the perceived vulnerability
of the author. We value poetry because it represents a risk--an exposure of the author's inner
world. When an Al produces emotionally evocative verse, the lack of perceived vulnerability in the
machine creates a disconnect. Readers may intellectually recognize the emotional themes but fail
to establish the necessary empathic link required for profound aesthetic experience. This failure to
connect emotionally is a key psychological barrier, suggesting that for MGP to achieve widespread
acceptance, it must not only master linguistic form but somehow simulate or inspire the perception
of genuine emotional intentionality, perhaps through new forms of interactive or personalized
poetic generation that create a unique relational experience for the reader.

The persistence of the authorship bias highlights the distinction between appreciating the
mechanical complexity of MGP and appreciating its artistic merit. While observers may marvel at
the technical skill required to train an LLM to generate a perfect Petrarchan sonnet, this admiration
is often directed toward the engineering achievement rather than the artistic outcome. This
bifurcated attitude--technical praise coupled with artistic skepticism--reinforces the psychological
separation between human and artificial creativity. Over time, as MGP becomes ubiquitous, the
novelty of the technology may fade, forcing the evaluation criteria to shift back solely to the
aesthetic properties of the work, potentially mitigating the authorship bias, but only if the machine
output can consistently deliver thematic depth and originality that transcends mere imitation.

Psychological Barriers to Al Creativity Acceptance (The Creativity Ceiling)

A significant psychological barrier to accepting MGP as legitimate art is the inherent ambiguity
surrounding the definition of creativity itself. Many psychological models define creativity as the
synthesis of novelty and appropriateness, coupled with intentionality and insight--qualities
traditionally inaccessible to non-conscious entities. Humans often impose a 'creativity ceiling' on Al,
a boundary beyond which machines are deemed incapable of true innovation or genuine artistic
insight. This ceiling is sustained by the belief that machines can only recombine existing data--a
process of statistical interpolation--while true human creativity involves extrapolation, breaking
established norms, and generating entirely new conceptual frameworks rooted in subjective
experience. When an MGP poem appears genuinely novel, the psychological default is often to
rationalize it as a complex permutation of the training data, rather than an autonomous creative
act.

Fear of technological displacement also plays a critical role in shaping negative attitudes toward
MGP. For poets, writers, and cultural gatekeepers, the ability of Al to produce competent or even
excellent verse threatens the perceived scarcity and unique value of human artistic labor. This
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anxiety is not merely economic; it is existential, challenging the identity of humans as the sole
custodians of meaning-making and artistic expression. Psychological reactance--a motivational
state aroused when freedom or choice is threatened--can lead individuals to vehemently reject
MGP, viewing its success as an encroachment on human cultural territory. This rejection serves as
a psychological defense mechanism aimed at preserving self-concept and the perceived hierarchy
of creative intelligence.

The philosophical requirement for 'meaningful’ expression further complicates acceptance. Poetry
is often judged by its capacity to convey deep meaning, reflecting on the human condition,
mortality, or love. Critics of MGP argue that since the machine lacks a phenomenal consciousness
or lived experience, its poetry lacks genuine meaning; it is syntactic and semantic manipulation
devoid of underlying intentionality. This attitude reflects the deep-seated psychological need for art
to be an act of communication between conscious beings. To overcome this barrier, attitudes must
shift toward a functional definition of meaning, where the impact of the poem on the reader--the
emotional response it elicits or the interpretation it generates--is prioritized over the internal state of
the creator. If MGP can reliably evoke profound human responses, the question of the machine's
internal state may become psychologically less relevant over time.

The concept of the 'Turing Test for Art' is frequently invoked in this context. While an Al might pass
the linguistic Turing Test, generating verse indistinguishable from a human, the psychological
reaction often remains negative upon attribution reveal. This suggests that for art, passing the test
of indistinguishability is insufficient; acceptance requires passing a deeper, affective or ontological
test--a confirmation that the creator is capable of the kind of experience necessary to imbue the
work with soul. Until public attitudes evolve to recognize that artistic value can emerge from
complex, non-biological processes, the creativity ceiling imposed by human psychological
constraints will remain a significant obstacle to the full acceptance of machine-generated poetry in
the cultural sphere.

Empirical Studies and Affective Responses

Empirical research consistently demonstrates that human affective responses to poetry are
significantly modulated by attribution bias. Studies employing blinded comparison designs, where
participants rate poems of varying quality generated by both humans and Al, reveal a crucial
finding: high-quality MGP is often rated equally, or sometimes even superiorly, to human-authored
poetry when the source is unknown. However, the moment the Al source is revealed, the ratings
for quality, emotional depth, and perceived creativity drop substantially. This suggests that the
initial aesthetic judgment is based on the textual properties, but the subsequent conscious,
reflective judgment is tainted by the source heuristic, confirming the power of non-aesthetic factors
in defining artistic value.
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Furthermore, the type of affective response elicited by MGP often differs from that of human
poetry. While MGP can successfully evoke basic emotions like sadness or amusement through
linguistic cues, the capacity for generating complex, nuanced emotions--such as catharsis, awe, or
existential contemplation--is often perceived as weaker. Readers report a sense of 'coldness' or
'superficiality' in MGP, even when the verse is technically flawless. This affective deficit is linked to
the lack of perceived biographical context; since the machine has no life history of suffering or
struggle, the expression of intense emotion is discounted as mere simulation, failing to establish
the necessary foundation for deep emotional resonance and lasting appreciation.

Research into specific linguistic features reveals that humans tend to judge MGP more harshly on
aspects related to thematic coherence and originality, while being more forgiving of formal
elements like meter and rhyme, which machines excel at producing systematically. When MGP
deviates from established poetic conventions, humans are more likely to interpret the deviation as
a mistake or a failure of the algorithm, whereas similar deviations in human poetry might be
celebrated as avant-garde or innovative. This asymmetrical standard of judgment highlights the
underlying skepticism and the imposition of a higher burden of proof on the machine creator to
demonstrate genuine artistic novelty and intentional deviation.

Interestingly, some studies have explored the 'novelty effect,' finding that initial exposure to
competent MGP can generate high curiosity and temporary appreciation due to the surprise factor
of the technology. However, this effect tends to diminish quickly with repeated exposure,
suggesting that novelty alone cannot sustain long-term aesthetic acceptance. For MGP to
transition from a technological curiosity to a culturally valued art form, it must move beyond
technical competence and consistently achieve the profound, enduring affective impact traditionally
associated with great human literature, challenging the reader's understanding of the world and the
self.

The psychological implications extend to the reader's self-perception. When a reader enjoys an Al-
generated poem, they may experience internal conflict, fearing that their own aesthetic judgment is
flawed or easily manipulated. This discomfort can lead to a retroactive devaluation of the poem to
protect the integrity of their own taste, a form of self-preservation mechanism. Conversely, those
who readily accept MGP often exhibit higher levels of technological openness and a more flexible,
post-humanist view of creativity, suggesting that attitudes toward MGP are deeply intertwined with
broader psychological orientations toward technology and change.

Aesthetic Judgments and the Criteria of Artistry

The criteria applied to aesthetic judgments of machine-generated poetry are frequently inconsistent
and often rooted in an anthropocentric view of artistry. Traditional poetic criticism emphasizes
elements such as metaphoric depth, unique voice, thematic complexity, and the successful
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navigation of formalized constraints. While modern LLMs can master the mechanics of form and
meter, the judgment often hinges on whether the resulting poetry possesses a discernible 'voice' or
conveys genuine insight that transcends statistical modeling. The psychological demand is for the
poem to demonstrate a non-derivative perspective, a requirement that is notoriously difficult to
prove or disprove in algorithmic output.

A key area of contention is the role of intentionality in thematic expression. When a human poet
writes about loss, the reader assumes the theme is derived from personal confrontation with
mortality or separation. This assumed intentionality validates the thematic weight. For MGP, the
theme of loss is generated through pattern recognition--identifying and recombining linguistic
elements associated with that theme. Critics argue that this mechanical process, lacking inherent
motivation or personal stakes, results in thematic hollowness, regardless of linguistic polish.
Consequently, human attitudes demand that MGP demonstrate not just the *what* (the theme), but
the *why* (the intentional driving force), a criterion that Al is structurally incapable of satisfying in a
human sense.

The future acceptance of MGP will likely depend on a paradigm shift in aesthetic criteria, moving
away from creator-centric metrics (intentionality, lived experience) toward purely effect-centric
metrics (impact, resonance, formal innovation). If the generated poem successfully communicates
a novel idea, provokes profound thought, or establishes a new aesthetic sensibility, its origin may
eventually become secondary. However, this shift is complicated by the cultural function of art,
which often involves the celebration of human genius and the establishment of a shared cultural
narrative rooted in common human experience. The psychological resistance to decoupling art
from the human source is therefore deeply entrenched in cultural identity, requiring significant time
and exposure to advanced MGP to erode.

Philosophical and Ethical Implications of Al Artistry

The rise of attitudes toward MGP necessitates a confrontation with profound philosophical and
ethical implications regarding ownership, authenticity, and the very meaning of human creativity.
Ethically, the question of intellectual property rights becomes complex: who owns the copyright to a
poem generated by an algorithm trained on millions of human-authored texts? Is it the
programmer, the owner of the algorithm, or the algorithm itself? Current human attitudes generally
favor assigning ownership to the human programmers, reinforcing the perception of the Al as a tool
rather than a co-creator, but this stance may become untenable as Al autonomy increases.

Philosophically, MGP challenges the traditional understanding of authenticity. If a machine can
generate poetry that is aesthetically indistinguishable from human work, does the concept of
‘authentic’ expression retain meaning? Attitudes often reflect a belief that true authenticity requires
a direct link between the creator's internal state and the artistic output. MGP forces us to consider
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whether authenticity can be found entirely in the reception and interpretation of the work, rather
than its genesis. The psychological discomfort arising from this challenge reflects a fear that if
machines can generate authentic-seeming art, human unigueness and the intrinsic value placed
on human suffering and triumph may be undermined.

The implications for human identity are particularly salient. Throughout history, art has served as a
defining marker of human consciousness and culture. If machines become proficient poets, the
boundary between human and artificial intelligence blurs, potentially destabilizing human self-
concept. Attitudes reflecting anxiety about MGP often mask deeper fears about technological
convergence and the eventual obsolescence of human intellectual labor. Addressing these
attitudes requires a framework that redefines human creativity not in opposition to Al, but in
collaboration with it, focusing on the unique role humans play in setting parameters, interpreting
output, and providing the ultimate cultural context for Al creations.

Finally, MGP raises ethical questions about the integrity of the artistic marketplace and the
potential for algorithmic bias. Since LLMs are trained on existing human data, they inevitably
perpetuate and amplify the biases present in that data (e.g., gender, racial, or cultural biases),
potentially generating poetry that reinforces harmful stereotypes or excludes marginalized voices.
Attitudes must therefore incorporate a critical awareness of the ethical responsibility of the Al
creators to curate training data and develop algorithms that promote fairness and diversity in the
resulting verse, ensuring that MGP does not merely replicate the limitations of past human
literature.

Future Directions in Research and Public Engagement

Future psychological research into attitudes toward MGP must move beyond simple human-
versus-machine comparisons and investigate more nuanced interactions, particularly the role of
hybrid creative models. Studies should explore attitudes toward poetry created collaboratively--
where a human provides thematic input, and the Al handles formal generation, or vice versa. Initial
findings suggest that hybrid authorship can significantly mitigate the attribution bias, as the
presence of a clear human intentionality throughout the process restores the psychological comfort
required for aesthetic appreciation, validating both human agency and technological assistance.

Public engagement and education are crucial for shaping future attitudes. As MGP becomes
integrated into educational curricula and literary criticism, transparency regarding algorithmic
function and limitations will be essential. Demystifying the technology can help shift attitudes away
from the fear of displacement toward an appreciation of Al as a powerful creative tool. Promoting
media literacy regarding Al authorship helps audiences develop more sophisticated criteria for
aesthetic judgment, allowing them to evaluate MGP based on its intrinsic qualities rather than
solely on its non-human origin, thereby fostering a more open and informed cultural environment.
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Ultimately, the psychological trajectory of attitudes toward machine-generated poetry suggests a
gradual evolution, mirroring the acceptance of other automated technologies in human domains.
While initial resistance is driven by deeply ingrained cognitive biases regarding intentionality and
creativity, sustained exposure to increasingly sophisticated and emotionally resonant MGP will
likely compel a redefinition of artistry. The acceptance will not necessarily mean equating Al
creativity with human creativity, but rather acknowledging the emergence of a new, distinct form of
aesthetic production, valued for its unique contributions to the literary landscape, thereby
broadening the scope of what society considers legitimate and meaningful art.
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