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INTERPRETATION WITHOUT AN INTERPRETER: ALGORITHMIC 
HERMENEUTICS AND NEW FORMS OF MEANING-MAKING 

 
7KLV�DUWLFOH�H[DPLQHV�WKH�SKHQRPHQRQ�RI�´LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�ZLWKRXW�DQ�LQWHUSUHWHU�µ�ZKLFK�HPHUJHV�

within digital ecosystems ² inteUFRQQHFWHG�GLJLWDO� HQYLURQPHQWV� FRQFHSWXDOO\� FORVH� WR� /XFLDQR�)ORULGL·V�
infosphere, that is, a space of circulation and transformation of meanings ² where texts are increasingly 
generated, processed, and analysed by large language models (LLMs) as well as artificially intelligent agents 
(AI-agents). Thus, the process of interpretation often occurs without the direct participation of a human 
subject. The scientific novelty of the study lies in posing the question of how real and in what ontological 
status meaning may be if it is not lived through by a subject and arises and circulates exclusively within 
algorithmic systems. The article compares classical approaches to interpretation (Hans-Georg Gadamer, 
3DXO�5LF±XU��ZLWK�FRQWHPSRUDU\�WKHRULHV�RI�GLJLWDO�KHUPHQHXWLFV��1��.DWKHULQH�+D\OHV��/XFLDQR�)ORULGL��
Alberto Romele, David J. Gunkel), which reveal the specific features of meaning-making mediated by 
algorithms in digital environments. The research tasks include describing cases of text generation and 
analysis performed by interacting LLMs, as well as automated SEO optimisation and text humanisation 
�DGDSWDWLRQ�IRU�KXPDQ�SHUFHSWLRQ���,Q�VXFK�D�´GLDORJXHµ�EHWZHHQ�$,-agents, meaning potentially becomes 
a function of digital interaction rather than of human experience. This determines the relevance of 
examining the phenomenon of algorithmic understanding as a philosophical problem. Through an analysis 
of classical hermeneutics and contemporary digital systems, the study identifies the boundaries and 
SDUDGR[HV� RI� ´DOJRULWKPLF� XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�µ� UDLVHV� WKH� TXHVWLRQ� RI� WKH� SRVVLEOH� H[LVWHQFH� RI� PHDQLQJ�
outside the human interpreter, and discusses the potential consequences of such transformations for 
philosophy, culture, and communication. 
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In recent decades, interpretation as a phenomenon has undergone profound 

transformations. The problem of interpretation can be traced in philosophy from ancient forms 
of exegesis to the hermeneutic systems of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, forming a long-
standing tradition of reflection on the nature of meaning. Yet it is the digital era that introduces a 
fundamentally new point of rupture into this tradition. In contemporary meaning-making 
ecosystems, interpretation is increasingly mediated by digital and algorithmic infrastructures ² 
autonomous or semi-autonomous agentic systems that execute goal-oriented sequences of 
operations. As a result, the very structure that links the subject, the text, and the act of 
understanding is transformed, calling into question the stability of the classical anthropocentric 
model of the interpreter. These global transformations have led to a situation in which, whereas 
´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ� ZDV� SUHYLRXVO\� GLUHFWO\� DVVRFLDWHG� ZLWK� WKH� KXPDQ� VXEMHFW�� WRGD\� WKLV�
fundamental philosophical process is increasingly realised outside immediate human experience. 
The density of artificial-intelligence-to-artificial-intelligence interaction within digital 
environments is becoming ever more pronounced: large language models (LLMs) and software 
agents generate texts, analyse them, and engage in complex communication with one another ²  
without the involvement of a human interpreter and without any direct orientation of meaning 
toward a human recipient. Such developments constitute a problem and challenge foundational 
KHUPHQHXWLF�FDWHJRULHV�VXFK�DV�´LQWHUSUHWHU�µ�´VXEMHFW�µ�DQG�´PHDQLQJ�µ 

The relevance of the study. The accelerated proliferation of LLMs and AI-agents shifts a 
significant share of operations of textual analysis, selection, and transformation into machine-
driven circuits ² contexts in which human involvement is minimal. In the absence of a lived-
through subject, the philosophical significance of revisiting the very formulations of 
´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ�DQG�´PHDQLQJµ�EHFRPHV�LQFUHDVLQJO\�HYLGHQW��'HVSLWH�WKH�UDSLG�GHYHORSPHQW�RI�
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digital and algorithmic hermeneutics, the existing literature still lacks focused studies that examine 
the concrete mechanisms of LLM-to-LLM interactions and agentic systems operating without a 
human reader. This article offers one possible approach to conceptualising these processes, 
outlining a framework for further, more specialised investigation. 

The state of research on the problem. In traditional hermeneutics, the problem of interpretation 
is closely bound to the unique position of the subject (the human). According to Hans-Georg 
*DGDPHU��XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�LV�PRUH�WKDQ�WKH�´GHFRGLQJµ�RI�PHDQLQJ��LW�LV�DQ�HYHQW�LQ�ZKLFK�WKH�VXEMHFW�
experiences the text and enters into a dialogue with it [Gadamer, 2004, pp. 269²272]. Interpretation as 
a process presupposes the presence of an interpreter who possesses historical situatedness, prejudices 
(Vorurteile), and the capacity for a fusion of horizons (Horizontverschmelzung) with the text. 

3DXO� 5LF±XU�� GHYHORSLQJ� WKLV� OLQH� RI� WKRXJKW�� HPSKDVLVHG� WKDW�PHDQLQJ� GRHV� QRW� DULVH�
IURP�WKH�DXWRPDWLF�SURFHVVLQJ�RI�VLJQV�EXW�HPHUJHV�DV�WKH�UHVXOW�RI�WKH�VXEMHFW·V�OLYHG�H[SHULHQFH��
Thus, the moment of encountering a text generates not only interpretation ² it also initiates the 
self-disclosure of the interpreter >5LF±XU������@��$V�D�FRQVHTXHQFH��WKH�KHUPHQHXWLF�FLUFOH ² the 
continuous movement from part to whole and back again ² is impossible without the personal 
SDUWLFLSDWLRQ� RI� WKH� VXEMHFW�� 7KLV� SDUDGLJP� GRHV� QRW� DOORZ� IRU� WKH� ´LQGHSHQGHQWµ� H[LVWHQFH� RI�
meaning: its being presupposes both the text and the subject who interprets, lives through, and 
re-opens it. Even communities grounded in traditions of collective interpretation ² religious, 
literary, or otherwise ² require human mediation between sign and significance. 

Ultimately, in classical philosophy, interpretation is always an event of human life, a 
specific act of understanding that cannot be reduced to mechanical data processing. Such 
assumptions permeate both early and many contemporary works in hermeneutics, forming a 
powerful foundation for all reflections on meaning, text, and subjectivity. 

Within the scope of this study, the object of the study is the processes of meaning-making in 
digital environments based on LLMs and AI-agents. The subject of the study is the conditions and 
criteria of algorithmic interpretation ² understanding without lived experience ² in comparison 
ZLWK� FODVVLFDO� KHUPHQHXWLFV��7KH� DLP�RI� WKH� DUWLFOH� LV� WR� DQDO\VH� WKH�SUREOHP�RI� ´LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�
ZLWKRXW�DQ�LQWHUSUHWHUµ�WKURXJK�WKH�OHQV�RI�ERWK�FODVVLFDO�DQG�FRQWHPSRUDU\�DSSURDFKHV�� 

The research tasks involve outlining the boundaries and paradoxes of algorithmic 
meaning-making, identifying the prospects for rethinking hermeneutics within the modern digital 
environment saturated with interactions among digital ensembles, and formulating operational 
criteria for algorithmic interpretation. 

The scientific novelty RI� WKH� VWXG\� OLHV� LQ� WKH� SURSRVDO� WR� V\VWHPDWLVH� FDVHV� RI� ´DOJRULWKPLF�
LQWHUSUHWDWLRQµ�DQG�WR�FRPSDUH�WKHP�ZLWK�FODVVLFDO�KHUPHQHXWLF�FULWHULD��GLDORJXH��OLYHG�H[SHULHQFH��
fusion of horizons), thereby substantiating the possibility and the limits of an expanded concept of 
interpretation applicable to digital environments. The practical novelty consists in introducing into 
DFDGHPLF� GLVFRXUVH� DQ� DQDO\WLFDO� PRGHO� RI� ´LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ� ZLWKRXW� DQ� LQWHUSUHWHU�µ� GHVLJQHG� IRU�
examining computational forms of meaning-making within ensembles of LLM-based agents.  

The methodology combines phenomenological analysis, hermeneutic comparison of classical 
and digital procedures of understanding, and rhetorical and comparative analysis aimed at 
investigating the forms of meaning-making in both human and algorithmic contexts. 

From the perspective of the classical hermeneutic view of the subject and of meaning ² 
from Hans-*HRUJ�*DGDPHU·V�Wahrheit und Methode DQG�3DXO�5LF±XU·V�/H�FRQIOLW�GHV�LQWHUSUpWDWLRQV to 
contemporary theorists ² understanding was inseparable from the subject. It was the subject who 
lived through meaning and entered into a dialogue with the text. By contrast, in the 
FRQWHPSRUDU\�GLJLWDO�FRQWH[W��QHZ�VLWXDWLRQV�HPHUJH�LQ�ZKLFK�WKH�´SURFHVVLQJµ�RI�PHDQLQJ�LV�QR�
longer a subjective act. Within digital hermeneutics and the philosophy of information, this 
position can be supported by the arguments of N. Katherine Hayles (Unthought: The Power of the 
Cognitive Nonconscious), Luciano Floridi (The Philosophy of Information), Alberto Romele (Digital 
Hermeneutics: Philosophical Investigations in New Media and Technologies), David Gunkel (Of Remixology: 
Ethics and Aesthetics after Remix), among many others. 
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7KH� SKHQRPHQRQ� RI� ´DOJRULWKPLFµ� KHUPHQHXWLFV. The digitalisation and expansion of 
technological infrastructures have brought about new forms of meaning-making, such as the 
automatic transformation and classification of texts or the analysis of digital activity. In these 
processes, the traditional role of the human interpreter becomes increasingly blurred or even 
redundant. Artificial intelligence penetrates most domains ever more deeply, step by step 
excluding the human being from this process. 

/DUJH� ODQJXDJH�PRGHOV� �//0V�� DUH� FDSDEOH� RI� JHQHUDWLQJ�� DQDO\VLQJ�� DQG� ´LQWHUSUHWLQJµ�
texts without direct human involvement. This process has already become a routine part of 
various spheres of life [Andersen, 2020; Floridi, 2023]. 

,Q�WKHVH�GLJLWDO�HQYLURQPHQWV��PHDQLQJ�RIWHQ�HPHUJHV�QRW�DV�WKH�UHVXOW�RI�KXPDQ�´OLYHG�
H[SHULHQFHµ�EXW�DV�D�SURGXFW�RI�DOJRULWKPLF�GDWD�SURFHVVLQJ��$Q�//0�PD\�JHQHUDWH�VRFLDO�PHGLD�
posts on behalf of one person, while another program using the same LLM analyses and ranks 
this previously generated text, and a third algorithm then delivers it to relevant users who, in turn, 
may comment on it by generating their replies with the help of an LLM ² mechanically copying 
the original post into their response. 

Thus, at no stage does any human reading or lived experience of meaning take place. 
However, in the example above, there are at least certain points where mechanical actions and 
decision-making still involve a human. Viewed more broadly, and taking into account not only 
large language models but also the AI-agents built on their basis, it becomes evident that beyond 
analysing data and producing outputs, artificial intelligence is capable of acting and making 
decisions without any human involvement at intermediate stages. 

The sequence of actions is defined by an initial instruction ² the so-FDOOHG�´SURPSW�µ�WKDW�
is, a textual or structured request in which a human formulates a task for the model. Such a 
request should be understood not as a technical command but as a hermeneutic procedure of 
HVWDEOLVKLQJ� D� IUDPH� RI� LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�� 7KLV� ´LQVWUXFWLRQ�µ� IROORZLQJ� )ORULGL·V� PHWKRGRORJLFDO�
principle, fixes the relevant parameters of the task ² the level of abstraction (LoA), the permissible 
contexts, and the criteria of success. In this sense, the prompt sets the horizon of possible readings 
in a Gadamerian sense. Accordingly, such an instruction not only initiates computation but also 
FRQVWLWXWHV�WKH�YHU\�FRQGLWLRQV�RI�LQWHUSUHWDWLYLW\��LW�GHWHUPLQHV�ZKDW�LV�WR�FRXQW�DV�´PHDQLQJµ�DQG�
ZKLFK� UHVXOW�ZLOO� EH� UHFRJQLVHG� DV� ´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ� DW� D� JLYHQ� OHYHO� RI� DEVWUDFWLRQ [Floridi, 2011; 
*DGDPHU������@��7KH�SURPSW�GHILQHV�WKH�IUDPH�DQG�FRQGLWLRQV�RI�WKH�$,·V�VXEVHTXHQW�RSHUDWLRQ��
DIWHU�ZKLFK� FKDLQV� RI� DXWRPDWHG� DJHQWV�PD\� ´FRPPXQLFDWHµ�ZLWK� RQH� DQRWKHU�� LQWHUSUHWLQJ� DQG�
transforming texts in order to carry out assigned functions (for example, generating metadata, 
producing automated responses, or redistributing information across systems).  

Communication between agentic systems is enabled by orchestrators and specialised 
message-passing protocols, which allow models to interpret and process texts autonomously, 
without any reference to a human reader. Such processes give rise to what may be described as a 
´QHZ� VFULSWXUDOLW\µ� RI� DOJRULWKPLF� LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�� UHVRQDQW� ZLWK� $ODQ� .LUE\·V� DUJXPHQW� DERXW�
digimodernism: the digital environment increasingly structures experience in such a way that 
authorship and interpretation are distributed across technical procedures and agentic 
DUFKLWHFWXUHV�� ,Q� WHUPV� RI� OHYHOV� RI� DEVWUDFWLRQ�� WKLV� PHDQV� WKDW� WKH� ´GRPDLQ� RI� PHDQLQJµ� LV�
shaped not only by human dispositions and expectations but also by the constraints of the 
prompt, the logic of agent-agent interaction, and the limitations of the infrastructure itself. As a 
UHVXOW�� ´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ�PD\� SRVVHVV� RSHUDWLRQDO� YDOLGLW\� HYHQ�ZLWKRXW� KXPDQ� OLYHG� H[SHULHQFH��
while remaining interpretative in a functional sense [Kirby, 2009; Floridi, 2011]. 

An example of such interaction can be found in automated reports: financial, legal, or 
marketing documents may not only be generated on the basis of a prompt but also analysed 
ZLWKRXW�DQ\�KXPDQ�LQYROYHPHQW��DQG�RQ�WKH�EDVLV�RI�DQ�//0·V�LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ��FHUWDLQ�DFWLRQV�RU�
decisions may be carried out automatically. In an LLM-LLM-algorithm chain, meaning circulates 
and is transformed exclusively within the digital environment, forming what may be described as 
algorithmic hermeneutics. 
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This phenomenon raises a number of fundamental questions. For instance, can such 
operations be regarded as interpretation in the philosophical sense? Can the meaning that 
emerges as the result of machine processing based on an initial (often general and simple) human 
instruction be considered real if no one lives through it as an event of understanding? And if the 
answer is affirmative, then in what does the essential difference consist between such meaning 
and the meaning that arises within human experience? 

Thus, algorithmic hermeneutics emerges as a new field of inquiry in which the categories 
long established within the philosophy of language require reconsideration. The problem of 
interpretation itself extends beyond anthropocentrism and demands re-evaluation. 

The SKLORVRSKLFDO� IRXQGDWLRQV� RI� ´LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ� ZLWKRXW� DQ� LQWHUSUHWHU�µ� 7KH� HPHUJHQFH� RI�
algorithmic hermeneutics has become possible due to a rethinking of the nature of meaning-
making within the contemporary digital context. Whereas classical hermeneutics is grounded in 
the assumption that meaning arises in the dialogue between text and subject, modern research 
increasingly places the necessity of the subject into question. 

7KXV�� 1�� .DWKHULQH� +D\OHV�� LQ� WKH� FKDSWHU� ´Cognitive Assemblages: Technical Agency and 
Human Interactionsµ [Hayles, 2017], argues that a significant part of cognitive processes does not 
require conscious human participation, and that digital systems exemplify a form of 
´QRQFRQVFLRXVµ� PHDQLQJ-making. In such systems, the processing and transmission of 
information take place outside the sphere of human awareness. 

Luciano Floridi, developing the philosophy of information, likewise examines meaning as 
the result of data processing within distributed digital environments [Floridi, 2011]. From his 
perspective, information constitutes the very foundation of reality. Interpretation, accordingly, is 
a process that can be realised not only by humans but also artificially. Within this paradigm, AI-
agents fit naturally as actors in the process of interpretation. 

It is also worth mentioning Alberto Romele: in the context of new media, he develops the 
framework of digital hermeneutics [Romele, 2020], noting that within such environments 
meaning circulates and is transformed without the involvement or direct influence of individual 
experience. In essence, this perspective gives rise to a new configuration of the very notion of 
interpretation, in which algorithms, digital protocols, and the interaction of automated systems 
play a decisive role. David Gunkel, in his book Of Remixology: Ethics and Aesthetics after 
Remix [Gunkel, 2016], likewise offers an important assessment of posthuman interpretation and 
authorship: meaning, in his view, is understood as an act of remixing, re-use, and the automatic 
´UHDGLQJµ�RI�FRQWHQW�E\�PDFKLQHV� 

Such approaches demonstrate how contemporary philosophy of information and digital 
humanities are gradually moving away from a rigid attachment of interpretation to the human 
subject. The new hermeneutics of the digital age allows for the existence of interpretations and 
meanings that do not require lived experience, reflection, or, in many cases, even human 
involvement. This shift of focus necessitates a rethinking of both the very notion of 
´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ�DQG�WKH�RYHUDOO�VWUXFWXUH�RI�FRPPXQLFDWLRQ�LQ�GLJLWDO�VRFLHW\� 

7KH� GLIIHUHQWLDWLRQ� RI� PHDQLQJ�� ZKHUH� GRHV� ´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ� HQG" Within the framework of 
algorithmic hermeneutics, one cannot avoid addressing the question of the boundaries and status 
of meaning in situations where the interpreter is an AI, a machine, rather than a subject. When 
contrasted with meaning in the classical paradigm ² understood as something that results from 
appropriation and lived experience ² in the digital reality, it becomes apparent that meaning can 
exist without consciousness and without an addressee. 

This gives rise to a dual situation: on the one hand, can meaning that has not been lived 
through by a human being and has not become part of experience be called real; and on the other 
hand, does meaning not become a self-sufficient unit that no longer requires a human when it 
circulates autonomously within the digital environment? 

The classical paradigm would be more inclined to question the reality of meaning that 
does not evoke reflection and does not become embedded within personal or collective history. 
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This position reflects the intuition of Hans-*HRUJ� *DGDPHU·V� KHUPHQHXWLFV�� LQ� ZKLFK�
XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�LV�DQ�HYHQW�RI�GLDORJXH��D�PHHWLQJ�RI�´KRUL]RQVµ [Gadamer, 2004, pp. 265²272]. 

On the other hand, contemporary cases demonstrate a certain mode of the functioning of 
meaning and of dialogue within machine communication. At the same time, machine 
FRPPXQLFDWLRQ�FDUULHV�DQ�´LPSULQW�µ�D�´WUDFHµ�RI�WKH�VXEMHFW ² the prompt. The initial instruction 
provides only the starting orientation ² D�NLQG�RI�´ILUVW�XWWHUDQFHµ ² yet the very architecture of 
LLMs and agentic systems develops it into a sequence of mutual responses: the models react to 
previous generations, refine them, rework them, and supplement them, reproducing the formal 
structure of dialogue even in the complete absence of human participation. Meaning, although 
not reflected upon in the classical sense, nonetheless becomes embedded in historical and cultural 
context. LLMs learn from large corpora of data, from chats, and, among other things, from 
interactions with one another. Moreover, a text generated by one LLM and processed by another 
PD\� ZHOO� ´IXQFWLRQµ� ZLWKLQ� WKH� GLJLWDO� LQIUDVWUXFWXUH ² forming new connections, initiating 
processes, generating metadata, and even influencing real decisions. This occurs even if no 
human has read or made sense of that text. 

7KH�UHVXOWLQJ�SDUDGR[�FDQ�EH�IRUPXODWHG�SKLORVRSKLFDOO\�DV�IROORZV��LV�PHDQLQJ�´UHDOµ�LI�LW�
H[LVWV�RQO\�ZLWKLQ�GLJLWDO� VSDFH"�2U��SXW�GLIIHUHQWO\�� LV� LW� ´UHDOµ� LI�QR�RQH� OLYHV� WKURXJK� LW"�&DQ�
interpretation exist if the interpreter (the human) is absent from the process? 

According to Floridi [2011] and Romele [2020], meaning can be understood as a particular 
mode of information: functioning outside individual consciousness ² distributed and networked. 
Hayles >����@��LQ�WXUQ��DUJXHV�WKDW�FRJQLWLYH�´QRQFRQVFLRXVQHVVµ�LV�D�QDWXUDO�FRPSDQLRQ�RI�GLJLWDO�
media: meaning is created, circulates, and disappears without human control. 

However, such meaning becomes radically contextual and extremely fragile: it exists only 
insofar as it is sustained by the environment ² by algorithms, protocols, infrastructure, and the 
EURDGHU�V\VWHP��2XWVLGH�WKH�GLJLWDO�EXEEOH�� WKH�WH[W� ORVHV� LWV�´VLJQLILFDQFHµ�ERWK�IRU�WKH�KXPDQ�
and for the system itself. 

,Q� VXPPDU\�� LQ� WKH� GLJLWDO� DJH�� WKH� ERXQGDU\� EHWZHHQ� ´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ� DQG� WKH�
´SURFHVVLQJµ�RI�PHDQLQJ�EHFRPHV�EOXUUHG��VKLIWLQJ��DQG�DWWHQXDWHG��&RQWHPSRUDU\�KHUPHQHXWLFV�
faces a challenge: should the concept of interpretation be expanded to include algorithmic forms 
of meaning-making, or should the uniqueness of human lived experience be upheld as the only 
JHQXLQH� IRUP� RI� ´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ"� 7KH� H[SDQVLRQ� RI� WKH� QRWLRQ� RI� LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ� ZLWKLQ�
algorithmic hermeneutics presents philosophy, culture, and society with a range of new 
challenges that extend beyond the established academic theory. 

First, the question of authorship and responsibility arises. If a text is generated, analysed, 
DQG�GHFLVLRQV�EDVHG�RQ� LW� DUH�PDGH�ZLWKLQ�DQ�HQYLURQPHQW� LQ�ZKLFK� WKH�´LQWHUSUHWHUVµ�PD\�EH�
exclusively algorithms, then who bears responsibility for the meaning and its consequences? Can 
a subject who provides only the initial instruction (the prompt) and is unable to control the 
subsequent steps be held responsible for the chain of generations, interactions, and decisions? 
The traditional model of personal responsibility ceases to function: the author as such disappears, 
DQG�WKH�´LQWHUSUHWHUµ�EHFRPHV�D�FKDLQ�RI�´PDFKLQHV�µ 

Second, the subject encounters the challenge of preserving their own hermeneutic 
competence. The large-scale delegation of meaning generation and interpretation to AI may lead 
to the gradual atrophy of skills of reflection, critical reading, and the construction of complex 
semantic connections. Human culture risks losing part of its capacity to engage in meaningful and 
profound dialogue with the text. 

Third, algorithmic hermeneutics transforms the structure of communication, producing 
an enormous layer of meanings that never pass through human consciousness, yet influence 
recommendations, trends, social dynamics, and even political processes. Beyond altering the very 
fabric of contemporary society, this generates new forms of control and power ² not only 
through language but also through AI algorithms. Moreover, unlike conventional software 
algorithms, AI-based algorithms prove to be far less predictable due to their specific nature. 
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Finally, contemporary philosophical discourse requires a certain rethinking of the 
FRQFHSWV� RI� ´LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�µ� ´PHDQLQJ�µ� DQG� ´XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�µ� ,W� PD\� EHFRPH� QHFHVVDU\� WR�
IRUPXODWH� D� QHZ� PHWKRGRORJ\� WKDW� WDNHV� LQWR� DFFRXQW� ERWK� KXPDQ� DQG� ´QRQ-KXPDQµ�
(algorithmic) production and circulation of meanings. There emerges a need for the development 
RI� D� ´K\EULGµ� IRUP� RI� KHUPHQHXWLFV� WKDW� GRHV� QRW� RSSRVH� WKH� KXPDQ� DQG� WKH� PDFKLQH�� EXW�
instead examines their mutual influence and interaction within the new digital environment. 

&RQFOXVLRQV��,Q�VXPPDU\��WKH�SKHQRPHQRQ�RI�´LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�ZLWKRXW�DQ�LQWHUSUHWHUµ�FDQ�EH�
regarded as a serious challenge for contemporary philosophy of language and hermeneutics. Unlike 
the classical tradition, in which meaning and the act of human understanding have always been 
LQWULQVLFDOO\�FRQQHFWHG��WKH�GLJLWDO�DJH�QR�ORQJHU�SUHVXSSRVHV�WKH�SHUVRQDO�´H[SHULHQFH�RI�WKH�WH[Wµ�DV�
the only valid form of meaning-making, offering instead forms of meaning generation and 
interpretation that are realised entirely by automatic systems and AI-agents. 

The emergence of such chains of interpretation requires both a new language of 
description and a rethinking of the foundations of hermeneutics. Whereas previously meaning 
existed only insofar as it was lived through and actualised by a subject, now new distributed, 
QHWZRUNHG� IRUPV� RI� ´XQGHUVWDQGLQJµ� DULVH� DQG� SUROLIHUDWH� ZLWKLQ� WKH� LQIUDVWUXFWXUH� RI� GLJLWDO�
interactions. Although this transformation opens new horizons for the study of communication, 
information, and collective knowledge, it simultaneously calls into question the role of the 
interpreter, the responsibility for meaning, and the uniqueness of human subjectivity as such. 
Philosophical hermeneutics thus faces the task of developing new theoretical tools for analysing 
the hybrid semantic processes between the human, LLMs, and digital algorithms, for it is 
precisely this agentic interaction that increasingly shapes cultural and social existence in the 
contemporary world. 
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