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Abstract— Digital humanities represents transformative 
intersection of computational methods, digital technologies, and 
humanistic inquiry, fundamentally reshaping contemporary 
literary studies. This manuscript examines how digital tools and 
approaches enable new forms of textual analysis, interpretation, 
and literary scholarship. Digital humanities methodologies 
including text mining, network analysis, spatial mapping, and 
corpus analysis generate novel insights into literary patterns, 
authorial networks, and textual relationships previously 
inaccessible through traditional close reading. Digital archives and 
databases democratize access to literary texts, enabling global 
scholarly communities and expanding canon boundaries. 
Computational stylometry addresses authorship attribution and 
literary influence patterns with increasing sophistication. 
However, digital methods simultaneously present methodological 
challenges, raise questions regarding distant versus close reading 
complementarity, and risk reproducing existing scholarly biases 
through computational systems. This manuscript synthesizes 
literature examining digital humanities' theoretical foundations, 
methodological innovations, practical applications, and critical 
limitations. The analysis demonstrates that digital humanities 
complements rather than replaces traditional literary scholarship, 
offering productive tensions between computational scale and 
humanistic interpretation. Future development requires 
addressing data curation challenges, improving algorithmic 
transparency, and ensuring equitable access to digital tools 
enabling broad scholarly participation. 

Keywords— digital humanities, literary analysis, text mining, 
computational criticism, digital archives, scholarly practice 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 

The emergence of digital humanities represents one of 
contemporary academia's most significant methodological and 
epistemological shifts. Defined broadly as application of 
computational and digital technologies to humanistic inquiry, 
digital humanities encompasses diverse practices: 
computational textual analysis, digital archives and databases, 
online scholarly editions, spatial mapping and visualization, 
network analysis, and data-driven criticism. Within literary 
studies specifically, digital methods enable analysis of textual 
corpora at scales previously impossible, revealing patterns 
invisible to traditional close reading while simultaneously 
raising fundamental questions regarding interpretation, 
meaning-making, and humanistic knowledge production. 
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The Digital Humanities Manifesto 2.0 (2009) articulated field's 
emerging identity, emphasizing interdisciplinarity, 
technological innovation, and reconceptualization of scholarly 
practice. However, debates regarding digital humanities' 
relationship to traditional literary scholarship, questions about 
methodological validity, and concerns regarding technological 
determinism continue shaping field development. Scholars 
including N. Katherine Hayles, Jerome McGann, and Franco 
Moretti have produced influential work establishing digital 
humanities' intellectual foundations while simultaneously 
raising critical questions about computational approaches' 
limitations. 

This transition from print-based, single-author scholarship to 
collaborative, digitally-mediated research represents paradigm 
shift comparable to the transition from manuscript to print 
culture. Contemporary literary scholars increasingly employ 
digital methods not as replacement for traditional approaches 
but as complement enabling different research questions and 
perspectives. This manuscript examines digital humanities' 
transformations of literary studies through analysis of 
methodological innovations, practical applications, critical 
limitations, and future directions. 

THEORETICAL FOUNDATIONS AND DISCIPLINARY 
POSITIONING 

Digital Humanities as Methodological Innovation 
Digital humanities emerged from technological capacity to 
apply computational analysis to humanistic questions. Early 
advocates including Franco Moretti, Katherine Hayles, and 
Jerome McGann recognized that computational approaches 
could address scholarly questions at unprecedented scales. 
Moretti's concept of "distant reading" (2005) articulated 
framework enabling analysis of literature not through intensive 
close reading of individual texts but through computational 
analysis of thousands of texts, identifying patterns and 
structures operating across large corpora. 

This methodological innovation reflects broader 
epistemological shift recognizing that humanistic inquiry need 
not limit itself to intensive analysis of individual works. Rather, 
computational methods enable systematic examination of 
literary patterns, generic conventions, and historical trends 
operating across vast textual corpora. This approach parallels 
scientific methodology's use of large datasets for pattern 
identification and theory development, suggesting humanistic 
inquiry might productively adopt quantitative approaches while 
maintaining interpretive sophistication. 

However, tension persists between distant reading's 
macroscopic perspective and traditional close reading's 
intensive textual examination. Rather than representing 

opposed methodologies, contemporary digital humanities 
increasingly positions them as complementary: distant reading 
identifies patterns and relationships prompting detailed close 
reading investigation; close reading provides interpretive depth 
and contextual understanding enriching computational findings 
(Moretti, 2005). 

Reconceptualizing Textual Criticism and Scholarly 
Editions 
Digital technologies have fundamentally transformed textual 
criticism and scholarly edition production. Traditional printed 
critical editions, constrained by space limitations, often present 
single authoritative text with footnotes addressing variants and 
textual complexity. Digital scholarly editions, unconstrained by 
space, can simultaneously present multiple versions, editorial 
commentary, contextual materials, and encoded textual 
apparatus. This transformation enables different relationship to 
textual complexity, foregrounding texts' multiplicity rather than 
containing it within single authoritative version. 

Jerome McGann's work on scholarly editing in digital contexts 
emphasizes how technological affordances reshape textual 
presentation and interpretation possibilities. Digital editions 
can incorporate multimedia materials, time-stamped versions 
capturing textual evolution, and interactive tools enabling 
readers' own analytical interventions. The Rossetti Archive and 
similar projects demonstrate how digital technologies can 
preserve and present textual complexity while simultaneously 
enabling new forms of scholarly engagement and interpretation 
(McGann, 2014). 

Epistemological Implications and Humanistic Knowledge 
Digital humanities raises fundamental epistemological 
questions regarding humanistic knowledge production. 
Traditional literary scholarship emphasizes interpretation, 
argument-building, and intellectual engagement with texts. 
Digital methods introduce quantification, pattern recognition, 
and algorithmic analysis—approaches previously foreign to 
humanistic disciplines. This integration requires reconsidering 
what constitutes valid knowledge in humanities contexts and 
how interpretation and computation interact. 

N. Katherine Hayles has argued that digital humanities 
represents shift from isolated close reading toward networked 
reading practices operating at multiple scales simultaneously. 
This reconceptualization suggests that humanistic expertise 
might encompass both intensive textual interpretation and 
systematic pattern analysis across corpora. Rather than 
replacing humanistic judgment, computational analysis 
provides additional perspective enabling more comprehensive 
understanding of textual phenomena. 
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TEXT MINING AND COMPUTATIONAL TEXTUAL ANALYSIS 

Methodological Approaches and Tools 
Text mining encompasses diverse computational techniques 
extracting meaningful information from large text collections. 
Applications include keyword frequency analysis, topic 
modeling, sentiment analysis, and linguistic pattern detection. 
Tools including MALLET (for topic modeling), Voyant Tools 
(for text visualization), and various programming libraries 
enable scholars without computational expertise to apply 
computational analysis to literary texts. 

Topic modeling, probabilistic computational method for 
identifying latent topics within text collections, has become 
particularly influential within digital literary studies. By 
analyzing word co-occurrence patterns across documents, topic 
modeling algorithms identify recurring semantic clusters 
representing latent topics. Application to literary texts reveals 
thematic patterns, genre conventions, and historical literary 
evolution. Studies employing topic modeling on eighteenth-
century novels, nineteenth-century poetry, and contemporary 
fiction have generated insights regarding literary periods' 
characteristic concerns and thematic preoccupations (Jockers, 
2013). 

Sentiment analysis computational methods classify text 
portions as positive, negative, or neutral, enabling analysis of 
emotional valence across narratives. Application to literary 
texts enables examination of emotional trajectories within 
novels, character emotional development, and historical 
changes in emotional expression across literary periods. While 
sentiment analysis presents limitations regarding sarcasm, 
irony, and contextual meaning, systematic emotional analysis 
across large corpora reveals patterns difficult to identify 
through traditional reading. 

 

Network Analysis and Relational Mapping 
Network analysis approaches texts as systems of relationships, 
mapping character networks, authorial influence networks, and 

citation networks. Graph visualization software enables 
representation of complex relationships as visual networks, 
facilitating pattern recognition and relationship comprehension. 
Literary network analysis has examined character interactions 
within novels, identifying central characters through network 
centrality measures and revealing narrative structure through 
network topology. 

Franco Moretti's work analyzing character networks in 
Shakespeare's plays and other texts demonstrates network 
analysis' capacity to reveal narrative structure and character 
relationships in systematic fashion. By representing characters 
as nodes and interactions as edges, network visualization 
enables identification of narrative clusters, isolated characters, 
and central figures. This approach reveals structural patterns 
potentially invisible through traditional reading, generating 
hypotheses regarding narrative organization and character 
function (Moretti, 2005). 

Authorial networks examining connections among authors 
through citations, correspondence, or influence relationships 
enable study of literary history as network phenomenon. Such 
analysis has mapped literary modernism's authorial networks, 
revealing influential figures, connections across national 
traditions, and structural positions within literary movements. 
This network perspective reconceptualizes literary history as 
relational phenomenon rather than linear progression of 
individual authors. 

Limitations and Critical Perspectives 
Text mining and computational textual analysis present 
substantial limitations warranting critical attention. 
Computational methods excel at identifying patterns and 
regularities but potentially obscure linguistic nuance, 
contextual meaning, and interpretive complexity. Sentiment 
analysis's failure to recognize irony or sarcasm illustrates 
computational analysis' limited contextual understanding. 
Additionally, computational results require humanistic 
interpretation; algorithms identify statistical patterns without 
inherent meaning—interpreting computational findings 
requires scholarly judgment and contextual knowledge. 

Assumptions embedded within computational tools risk 
reproducing biases and limitations. Text preprocessing 
decisions (tokenization, stemming, stopword removal) embed 
linguistic assumptions potentially distorting analysis. Word 
embeddings trained on biased texts may reproduce or amplify 
societal biases. Algorithmic opacity—difficulty understanding 
computational processes producing results—complicates 
evaluation of computational methods' appropriateness for 
specific research questions. Digital humanities scholarship 
increasingly emphasizes necessity of understanding 
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computational tools' foundations and potential biases 
(Underwood, 2019). 

DIGITAL ARCHIVES AND TEXTUAL ACCESSIBILITY 

Democratizing Access to Literary Texts 
Digital archives fundamentally transform literary study by 
making texts previously accessible only to researchers with 
library access broadly available online. Projects including 
Google Books, Internet Archive, and Project Gutenberg digitize 
millions of texts, enabling global scholarly access. 
Additionally, specialized literary archives digitize particular 
authors, periods, or genres, providing comprehensive textual 
collections enabling systematic study previously impossible. 

This accessibility democratization enables new forms of 
scholarship. Scholars without access to major research libraries 
can conduct research previously requiring geographic 
relocation. Additionally, computational analysis of large text 
collections becomes possible only when texts are digitized and 
machine-readable. Digital archives thus simultaneously enable 
new research populations and enable computational approaches 
requiring scale unavailable in print culture. 

However, digitization patterns reproduce existing literary canon 
emphases. Texts in public domain, disproportionately older 
works and texts from wealthy nations, are digitized 
preferentially. Contemporary works under copyright remain 
unavailable except through authorized databases, creating 
knowledge gaps regarding recent literature. This selective 
digitization risks cementing existing canon rather than enabling 
canon revision. Additionally, digitization quality varies; optical 
character recognition (OCR) errors in machine-readable texts 
introduce noise into computational analysis, potentially 
distorting results. 

Digital Scholarly Editions and Editorial Practice 
Digital scholarly editions represent fundamental transformation 
in textual editing practice. Rather than selecting single 
authoritative text, digital editions can present multiple versions 
simultaneously, encoding textual variants and editorial 
decisions transparently. This approach acknowledges textual 
multiplicity and complexity rather than resolving it through 
editorial authority. 

Projects including the Walt Whitman Archive, Emily 
Dickinson Open Me Carefully project, and Similar digital 
editions demonstrate digital editing's possibilities. The 
Whitman Archive presents multiple versions of Whitman's 
poems across different publications, enabling scholars to trace 
textual revision and publication history. Such comprehensive 

presentation of textual history would be impossible in printed 
editions constrained by space and production costs. 

Digital editions also enable new forms of reader interaction. 
Readers can annotate texts, create personal collections, and 
contribute interpretive materials. This transformation shifts 
from print edition's one-way communication between editor 
and reader toward collaborative, participatory scholarly 
practice. Tools enabling readers' intervention in scholarly texts 
potentially transform scholarship from elite expert activity 
toward more participatory knowledge production (McGann, 
2014). 

Data Curation and Preservation Challenges 
Digital archives depend on ongoing curation and preservation 
to maintain accessibility. Unlike printed books surviving 
without institutional maintenance, digital materials require 
sustained technical infrastructure, regular format migration as 
technologies evolve, and active management preventing data 
loss. Digital preservation represents ongoing financial and 
technical commitment that institutions may not maintain 
indefinitely, risking knowledge loss despite initial digitization 
efforts. 

Additionally, metadata (descriptive information about texts) 
substantially influences how digital materials are discovered 
and used. Inconsistent or biased metadata—decisions regarding 
subject classification, author attribution, or genre 
categorization—shape scholarly research possibilities. 
Metadata decisions embedding scholarly biases risk 
perpetuating those biases within digital systems, potentially 
amplifying existing canon preferences and epistemological 
assumptions. 

 
COMPUTATIONAL STYLOMETRY AND AUTHORSHIP STUDIES 

Stylometric Methods and Applications 
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Computational stylometry employs statistical analysis of 
textual characteristics (word frequencies, sentence length, 
vocabulary richness) to address scholarly questions regarding 
authorship, literary influence, and textual relationships. These 
methods offer more systematic approach to authorship 
attribution traditionally addressed through impressionistic 
stylistic analysis. Applications include resolving disputed 
authorship, identifying anonymous works' authors, and 
detecting ghostwritten or collaborative texts. 

Stylometric analysis has productively addressed literary 
historical questions. Studies employing stylometric methods 
have contributed to debates regarding Shakespeare canon, 
identifying plays potentially non-Shakespearean or 
collaboratively written. Analysis of Alexander Hamilton and 
James Madison's authorship of disputed Federalist Papers 
through computational stylometry definitively resolved long-
standing historical controversy. These applications demonstrate 
stylometry's capacity to address specific scholarly questions 
with substantial evidentiary weight (Underwood, 2019). 

Stylometric methods address literary influence and 
intertextuality by examining textual similarity at quantitative 
level. Rather than close reading establishing potential 
influences, computational approaches systematically measure 
textual similarity between authors or periods, identifying 
patterns of influence operating across literary corpora. Such 
analysis has examined modernist influences on contemporary 
literature and traced literary genealogies across centuries. 

Methodological Validation and Limitations 
Stylometric reliability depends substantially on methodological 
choices and proper application. Different stylometric features 
(word frequencies, rare words, punctuation patterns) perform 
differently for specific applications. Authorship attribution 
requires careful consideration of genre consistency, temporal 
proximity, and linguistic variation. Stylometric methods excel 
at discriminating among different authors within similar genres 
but perform poorly when textual genres differ substantially, as 
genre characteristics may outweigh authorial stylistic markers. 

Additionally, computational stylometry applies probabilistic 
methods that don't produce absolute certainty but rather 
evidence levels requiring interpretation and contextualization. 
Statistical significance differs from meaningful difference; 
statistically significant stylometric differences might reflect 
trivial variations lacking interpretive importance. Integration of 
stylometric evidence with traditional scholarly evidence—
historical documentation, biographical information, textual 
analysis—strengthens conclusions regarding authorship and 
influence. 

Assumptions embedded within stylometric approaches warrant 
critical attention. Stylometric analysis presumes that authors 
possess distinctive, quantifiable stylistic signatures—
assumption itself requiring validation for different authors and 
texts. Furthermore, stylometric methods cannot 
determine why textual similarities exist; computational 
evidence that texts share stylistic characteristics requires 
humanistic interpretation to determine whether similarities 
reflect authorial influence, common genre convention, or 
coincidental convergence. 

SPATIAL MAPPING AND LITERARY GEOGRAPHY 

Mapping Literary Spaces and Places 
Digital mapping technologies enable visualization of literary 
spaces and geographic distribution of literary phenomena. 
Projects representing characters' movements through novels as 
maps, mapping literary settings' geographic locations, and 
tracing authors' geographic connections employ geospatial 
technologies to examine literature's spatial dimensions. These 
visualizations reveal patterns regarding literary representation 
of space, relationships between fictional settings and actual 
geography, and geographic scope of literary representation. 

Franco Moretti's work on literary geography employs maps to 
examine spatial distribution of literary events, character origins, 
and narrative settings. Mapping Austen's novels' settings 
against actual English geography reveals selective 
representation of social space, with some regions abundant in 
literary representation while others largely absent. This 
geographic perspective reveals how literary representation 
constructs particular spatial imaginaries, highlighting certain 
places while rendering others invisible (Moretti, 2005). 

Mapping technology also enables examination of literary 
networks' geographic dimensions. Visualizing authors' 
geographic locations and communication networks reveals how 
literary communities organized across space, how geographic 
proximity influenced artistic collaboration, and how literary 
movements operated through geographically distributed 
networks. 

Limitations of Spatial Analysis 
Spatial mapping's visualizations create appearance of precision 
and objectivity while embedding interpretive decisions and 
assumptions. Decisions regarding which locations to represent, 
what geographic boundaries to employ, and which literary 
elements to spatialize shape resulting maps significantly. These 
choices embed researcher perspective and interpretive 
frameworks within seemingly objective spatial representations. 

Additionally, spatial mapping risks privileging space over 
temporal processes, representing literature as located in specific 
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places while obscuring historical development and textual 
evolution. Literature emerges from temporal as well as spatial 
contexts; exclusively spatial analysis potentially distorts 
understanding by deemphasizing temporal dimension. 
Integrating temporal dimensions with spatial representation—
animating maps showing changes over time—begins 
addressing this limitation. 

NETWORK ANALYSIS AND LITERARY HISTORY 

Social Network Analysis in Literary Studies 
Social network analysis methodologies imported from 
sociology and network science enable examination of literary 
social structures. Analysis of authorial collaboration networks 
reveals which authors worked together, identifying influential 
collaborators and network structures. Citation networks show 
how literary scholars build upon and engage with previous 
work, revealing influential texts and scholarly genealogies. 
Character networks within novels represent social structures 
embedded in narratives, enabling systematic study of social 
relationships fictional worlds represent. 

Network analysis enables identification of network positions 
correlating with influence, recognition, and historical 
significance. Network centrality measures (degree centrality, 
betweenness centrality, eigenvector centrality) quantify 
different forms of network importance, identifying influential 
nodes within networks. Literary historical application 
examining which authors occupy central network positions 
reveals that historical significance sometimes differs from 
network prominence—influential figures may occupy 
peripheral network positions while well-connected figures may 
lack lasting significance (Underwood, 2019). 

 

Evolution of Literary Networks Over Time 
Temporal network analysis examining how literary networks 
evolve through time reveals historical patterns regarding 
literary community formation and reconfiguration. Examining 

successive decades or generations of authorial networks shows 
how literary movements emerge, consolidate, and transform. 
Networks become increasingly interconnected with literary 
movements' institutionalization and subsequently fragment as 
movements decline and new aesthetic movements emerge. 

These analyses reveal that literary history operates through 
network dynamics—formation of new connections, recruitment 
of new members, and eventual network dissolution and 
reformation. This perspective reconceptualizes literary history 
as network phenomenon rather than succession of individual 
authors or ideas. 

CHALLENGES AND CRITICAL PERSPECTIVES IN DIGITAL 
HUMANITIES 

Reproducing Bias Through Digital Systems 
Digital humanities risks reproducing existing scholarly biases 
through computational systems. Digitized texts 
overwhelmingly represent canonical literature and literature 
from wealthy nations with resources for digitization projects. 
This selective digitization embeds canon preferences into 
digital corpora, then computational analysis of biased corpora 
reproduces those biases through seemingly objective 
algorithmic processes. Scholars employing computational 
methods analyzing canonically biased corpora may 
unconsciously reinforce canon through ostensibly objective 
computational analysis. 

Additionally, algorithmic systems embed designers' 
assumptions regarding what constitutes relevant information 
and appropriate classification. These embedded assumptions 
operate invisibly within algorithms, potentially reproducing 
biases despite algorithms' apparent mathematical objectivity. 
Addressing bias requires conscious attention to corpora 
selection, algorithmic design, and results interpretation. 

Access and Equity Concerns 
Digital humanities tools and digital archives require 
technological infrastructure and digital literacy many scholars 
lack. While some tools and archives are openly available, others 
require expensive institutional subscriptions or personal 
purchase, creating access barriers limiting who can participate 
in digital scholarship. This restricted access risks creating two-
tier scholarship where well-resourced institutions access 
comprehensive digital materials and tools while under-
resourced institutions remain excluded from digital scholarship. 

Additionally, digital literacy requirements for digital 
humanities work create barriers for scholars without 
computational training. While tools increasingly abstract away 
technical complexity, meaningful engagement with digital 
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methods often requires understanding underlying 
computational principles. This requirement potentially 
excludes scholars without computational background, limiting 
digital humanities participation to technically trained 
individuals. 

The Close Reading Question 
Tensions persist regarding digital methods' relationship to 
traditional close reading. Critics argue that computational 
analysis's distance from actual texts risks losing humanistic 
attention to linguistic nuance, historical specificity, and 
interpretive complexity characterizing humanistic scholarship. 
Others contend that distant reading and close reading represent 
complementary approaches generating different insights rather 
than opposed methodologies. 

Contemporary digital humanities increasingly advocates for 
integration of distant and close reading—using computational 
analysis to identify patterns prompting detailed textual 
examination, employing close reading to interpret and 
contextualize computational findings. This integrative 
approach potentially preserves humanistic values while 
leveraging computational capacity for large-scale analysis. 

FUTURE DIRECTIONS AND EMERGING APPROACHES 

Artificial Intelligence and Machine Learning 
Artificial intelligence and machine learning applications to 
literary analysis represent emerging frontier. Neural networks 
trained on literary texts can generate literary text variations, 
identify genre patterns, and predict textual characteristics. 
Natural language processing techniques enable increasingly 
sophisticated textual analysis addressing semantic meaning 
rather than surface features. However, AI applications to 
humanities raise concerns regarding algorithmic interpretation 
replacing humanistic judgment and black-box algorithmic 
processes obscuring decision-making processes. 

Collaborative and Participatory Digital Humanities 
Emerging projects increasingly employ crowdsourcing and 
participatory approaches incorporating non-specialist 
contributors in scholarly work. Transcription projects enlisting 
volunteers to transcribe manuscript materials, annotation 
projects enabling community contribution of interpretive 
materials, and participatory archiving projects involving 
community members in organizing and describing materials 
represent democratization of scholarly work. These approaches 
potentially broaden scholarly participation beyond professional 
academics while simultaneously raising questions regarding 
expertise, quality control, and scholarly authority. 

Critical Infrastructure Development 
Recognition that digital humanities sustainability requires 
robust technical infrastructure has prompted increased attention 
to digital infrastructure development. Projects establishing 
digital platforms, preservation systems, and tool repositories 
aim to support digital scholarship sustainability. However, 
infrastructure development requires sustained funding and 
institutional commitment that may not always materialize, 
threatening digital projects' long-term viability. 

CONCLUSION 
Digital humanities has fundamentally transformed 
contemporary literary studies through computational tools 
enabling new forms of analysis, digital archives democratizing 
access to texts, and methodological innovations 
reconceptualizing scholarly practice. Computational text 
analysis, network analysis, spatial mapping, and stylometry 
generate insights regarding literary patterns, historical 
evolution, and textual relationships previously inaccessible 
through traditional approaches. Digital archives enable global 
scholarly access to literary texts while facilitating 
computational analysis at unprecedented scales. 

However, digital humanities simultaneously presents 
substantial challenges and limitations. Computational methods 
risk reproducing existing scholarly biases through ostensibly 
objective algorithms. Access inequities threaten to create digital 
divides limiting participation to well-resourced scholars. 
Tensions persist regarding computational analysis' relationship 
to humanistic interpretation and close reading's continuing 
importance. Algorithmic opacity and complexity risk obscuring 
assumptions embedded within digital tools. 

Future digital humanities development requires addressing 
these challenges through explicit attention to bias recognition 
and mitigation, ensuring equitable access to digital tools and 
materials, maintaining humanistic interpretation's centrality to 
scholarly practice, and improving algorithmic transparency 
enabling critical examination of computational methods. 
Digital humanities most productively functions not as 
replacement for traditional literary scholarship but as 
complement enabling different perspectives and scales of 
analysis. The productive tension between computational 
methods and humanistic interpretation, between distant reading 
and close reading, between algorithmic analysis and critical 
judgment represents digital humanities' generative potential. 

As digital tools and approaches become increasingly embedded 
in literary scholarship, critical examination of their 
appropriateness, limitations, and implications becomes 
increasingly urgent. Scholars employing digital methods must 
maintain reflexive awareness of embedded assumptions, 
potential biases, and interpretive choices. This critical digital 
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humanities stance enables engagement with computational 
approaches while preserving humanistic values of critical 
interpretation, contextual understanding, and human judgment. 
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