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Abstract. This thesis highlights pressing issues related to copyright in materials
edited with the help of artificila,'l' intelligence (Al). The widespread use of Al technologies
in creating and editing text, iMage, audio, and video content gives rise to questions
concerning the subject of copyfight, protection rﬁ,echanisms, and liability. The study
analyzes international legal narms, national legislation, as well as the ethical and
practical aspects of Al activity.- In addition, legal solutions are proposed based on
examples of disputed situations enceuntered.in'practice.

Keywords: artificial _intelligence, copyright, edited materials, legal issues, ethical
approach, intellectual property, legal liability.
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AHHOTAUHS. B  OdHioil pabome’  paccmampugaromcs aKmyaibHble 60NPOCHL,
cés3annble ¢ A8MOPCKUM  NpasoM -Mha Mamepuaiel, ompeodaKmupo8anuvie ¢
UCNONbL30BAHUEM — MEXHONO2Ull _ UCKycemeenHozo  uuineanexma (MH). [upoxoe
npumerenue MU 6 cozoanuu u pedarmuipoeanuu mexkcmogo2o, epaguyeckoco, ayouo- u
6UOCOKOHMEHMA NOPOACOAeNt 6Qnpochl, KACAloWUecs Cyovekma asmopcko2o npasa,
MeXauHusmMo8 e20 3awumsl U OMEemcmeeHHocmuy. B ucﬁﬂedoeaﬂuu NpOBeOEH aHa U3
MeAHCOYHAPOOHbIX npaeoebzx THOpM, HAYUOHATILHO20 < 3AKOHOO0AMENbCMBA, d  MAKHCe
IMUYECKUX U NPAKMUYECKUX acneximoe oesmenvHocmu HU. KpOMe moz20, HA OCHOBe
npumepoé  CHOPHbLLX cumy%&cmpeqammuxc;z Ha rhpakmuke npeoioHCe bl
B03MOICHbIE NPABOBbIE DeUeH .

Kiarwuesbie CJOBAL | UCKYECMBEHHbIIL. . UHMETEeKM, asmopcxkoe  npaeo,
ompedaxmuposannble”’ Mamepuanwl, npasosble  ONPOCHl,  IMUYECKUl  NOOX00,

UHmeneKkmyajibHas CO6CH16€HHOCI71b, iOpl/l()l/l’i€CKa}Z omeemcmeeHHOCNb.

The widespread use of artificial intelligence (Al) technologies has led to the editing
and creation of content types such as text, images, and video through Al. In this process,
several pressing issues arise in the field of copyright — identification of the copyright
holder, control over the work, and matters of ethical and legal liability. According to
statistical data, a 2023 study conducted at University College London revealed that 1% of
scientific articles —over 60,000 publications — may have been written with the help of
large language models (LLMs)[1]. This demonstrates the strong growth of Al-generated
content in the scientific and educational sphere. In a special report issued by the US
Copyright Office in January 2025, it was clearly stated that only creative contributions
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made by humans can be protected by copyright[2]. In other words, if a
resulting text or image lacks human creative involvement, it will not be recognized under
copyright law.

As materials created with the help of artificial intelligence (Al) increasingly enter our
daily lives, new and complex questions are arising in the field of copyright. One of the
main issues is determining who should be recognized as the author of Al-generated
works and how the legal status of such products should be defined. Under current
legislation, an author can only be.a legal.or natural person, and Al is not recognized as a
legal subject. As a result, the (;dpyright to works created with Al generally belongsto the
person who made the creative-decisions during their creation or to the organization that
used the Al. However, the prob,l\er’n is not limited I}) identifying the author. During the
training process of Al models,<materials protected by copyright may be used[3]. For
example, image generation tools (Midjourney, DALL-E, Stable Diffusion) can reproduce
the styles of famous artists. L.egally, even.if the copyright term on an artist’s work has
expired, in some cases, disputes related to commercial use or brand identity may still
arise. Text-generating Al tools also present their own risks. For instance, if a student
writes a scientific article with the help-of ChatGPT, the resulting text may contain
sentences dlrectly copled from certain sources. This situation would be considered
plagiarism, and the liability would rest not on the Al but on the user. Similar situations
occur in music creation. If a song produced with Al clesely resembles the rhythm and
melody of a famous work, the~original authors may*file a legal claim[4]. This is
especially relevant when welt-known chord progressions or short, memorable melodies
are repeated. In the field of programming, tools like GitHub €opilot provide another
example. These tools are-trained on open-source code but may sometimes reproduce
original code with minimal "ﬁanges If such code is under asstrict license like the GPL,
the user may be found in vmlaggrgfthe license terms, Ieadlr;g to legal liability.

The use of artificial intelligence (Al) in the text editing process creates unique
complexities in the field of copyright. One of the main issues is determining the legal
boundary between ‘the “original text” and the “edited text.” If the text being edited is
protected by copyright, even small changes will remain subject to the original author’s
rights. Only when substantial and independent creative changes are made can the new
work be granted its own copyright. This is particularly relevant in cases such as
translation into Uzbek or stylistic reworking, where distributing such changes without the
original author’s consent constitutes a legal violation.

Another challenge with Al-assisted “rewriting” is the risk of plagiarism. Often, Al
tools operating in editor mode merely alter the syntax of the original text while
preserving its content and structure. From a legal standpoint, this still constitutes
plagiarism, even if the text passes technical plagiarism checks. It is also difficult to
determine who holds the authorship of the newly edited work. If Al serves only as an
assistantand the creative decisions are made by a human, the rights usually belongto that
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human. However, if Al makes independent creative decisions, the result may
not meet the criteria for “human authorship” and therefore might not be eligible for
copyright protection.

LEGAL ISSUES IN
EDITING TEXT WITH Al
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AUTHORSHIP “ORIGINAL TEXT" ‘REWRITING’
OF THE EDITED VS. ‘EDITED TEXT’ AND PLAGIARISM
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(Users or organizations using Al are responsible for legal violations.J

Figure 1. Module of Three Main Legal Issuesin Ediging Text with AI[5].

This diagram presents three main legal lissues in edltlng text using Al:

Authorship of the edited text =T th€ creative demsnchrs are made by Al, the text may
not qualify for copyright protectign;

Difference between the “original text” and the “edited"text™ — Minor changes do not
create new authorship, while’ ‘glrbstantlal changes require the author\ s consent.

“Rewriting” and plaglarlsm Superficial rewriting may lead to plagiarism of the

original text; /‘:i’
Ultimately, the person of'organlzatlon using Al will be held.responsible for any legal
violations. 4 ok, W

”~

In conclusion, the issue of..maklng changes Wltthe author’s consent deserves
special attention. The moral rights of the original author require obtaining permission
before altering their work. For instance, a publisher who shortens a book or adapts it into
an audio format using Al without notifying the writer may violate the author’s rights.
Another important point is liability: if errors, inaccurate facts, or defamatory statements
arise during the editing process, liability lies not with the Al but with the person or
organization that used it.
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