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Abstract- The ethical problems of generative Al systems
are burning issues that have been identified in this paper
because the potential ethical problems that could be
linked with generative AI systems, including data
protection, privacy, copyright infringement, biases,
misinformation, and social inequality, have been
considered in the current paper in an exhaustive
empirical and interdisciplinary approach. The
possibilities of generative Al to generate highly realistic
deep fakes and synthetic media and, consequently,
obliterate the concept pillars of truth, trust, and
democracy are adding to these problems. Taking into
account the opinions of different spheres like media,
healthcare, and education, the study presents the
argument that Al systems that promote equity and fail to
sustain social injustice should be created. It is a
constructive view on the ethical perfection of Al because
it implies priority in developing regulatory systems,
standards, and structures where human rights, justice,
and transparency will triumph. The paper recommends
policymakers, technologists, and researchers to engage
in a multidisciplinary discussion by joining hands and
making sure of the responsible development of Al, which
should adhere to societal values and ethical norms. It
stresses the timeliness of having some discussions on
these ethical issues and on promoting the creation of
generatively implemented Al that is socially helpful and
ethically beneficial and play a major role in the
discussion of controlling the ethical implication of Al in
the contemporary digital world. The research brings into
foreground the hypothetical and practical implications
of these challenges and proposes some future directions
of research.

L INTRODUCTION

Over the past few years, the generative artificial
intelligence has shown fast development and has
become an essential matter of concern. IT has made
the world of digital content production using (AI)
technologies something enormous, although they have
simultaneously brought with them a lot of ethical
dilemmas and issues [1]. Generative Al which
includes a broad selection of technologies such as deep
learning techniques such as generative adversarial
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ranged to networks (GANs) that have progressed to
current innovations and language models, as well as
image generators, has been proven to have never
before seen talents when it comes to producing text,
images, music and even synthetic information that is
quite similar to human-like ingenuity and knowledge
[2]. While these implications present a good prospect
of innovation, but equal possibility of being used,
abused, and inflicted with bias. Ethical dilemmas are
not to be ignored. The ethical issues regarding Al
become more important. especially since the structure
of regulation to deal with these problems is not
particularly developed yet [3]. In this paper, a
systematic review and analysis of the ethical issues of
generative are carried out and interdisciplinary
insights on Al technologies, relying on the insights of
education, media, medicine and many others are
drawn.

Generative Al has complicated ethical implications
which include problems with information protection
and  confidentiality, = copyright infringement,
disinformation, and solidification of biases [1]. The
ability of generative Al to create deep fakes, media
that is synthetic and cannot be detected is based on real
content, it has triggered controversy over its
contribution to truth, trust and the very societal
structure of democracy [4]. Besides, creating synthetic
data with the help of these technologies evokes serious
concerns regarding consent, privacy, and precise
limits of an ethically appropriate use of data [5].
Moreover, there is also the inbuilt bias in AI models,
which is as a result of the statistics they are trained on
highlight the lack of need to have fair and just Al
systems that do not create/or continue previous
disparities in society [6]. This paper will dive into
these ethical issues providing a systematic analysis of
these ethical issues, literature review in order to
establish and evaluate the major concerns and
discussions arising in the various fields. This review
offers an interdisciplinary approach which means: an
in-depth picture of the ethical landscape of generative
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Al which points out the involved interrelation among
technology, the society and ethics. It tries to list the
available ethical issues and look at the given solutions
and models on how to avoid them. This analysis will
help the paper make a contribution to the existing
debate about responsible Al development, giving an
insight and an opinion to policymakers. scholars, and
scientists involved in the development of the future of
generative Al [7].

The significance of this review cannot be stressed at
this stage. As generative Al thrives as an effective it is
torce in the industry, its ability to produce results is
only mediocre, however the more the technologies
change and incorporate into many activities of life, the
easier to know that the ethical issues brought up by
them turn even more complicated and pressing to
consider. This paper seeks to create space of more
intellectual and refined understanding of addressing
these problems by facilitating forward-thinking
philosophy of developing ethical Al that prioritizes
human rights, fairness and openness first the
significance of this review cannot be stressed at this
stage. As generative Al thrives as an effective force in
the industry, its ability to produce results is only
mediocre, however the more the technologies change
and incorporate into many activities of life, the easier
to know that the ethical issues brought up by them turn
even more complicated and pressing to consider. This
paper seeks to create space of more intellectual and
refined understanding of addressing these problems by
facilitating ~ forward-thinking  philosophy  of
developing ethical Al that prioritizes human rights,
fairness and openness first.

Overview of Generative Al Technologies and Features

The most recent area in the establishment and
application of Al is generative Al technologies- their
unsurpassed ability to invent new material and
solutions. Generative Al is an indication of a colorful
and thrilling branch of the research on artificial
intelligence that is focused on creating new content,
data, or solutions that are in the form of simulation of
real world distribution of data. Generative models are
able to generate classifications or predictions based on
a specific input data as opposed to other discriminative
models, as well as these model can also be used to
generate new data, which opens an enormous field of
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possibilities in any area, including art, the spheres of
music, literature, science and technology etc.

The technological part of the generative Al relies on
Generative Adversarial Network (GAN). Found by
[8], GANs consist of two neural networks of the
generator and the discriminator-that engage in an
antagonistic process that never ends. The objective of
the generator will be to generate the data that cannot
be separated with any actual data and the discriminator
role entails to determine the reality of such data. This
will be achieved because adversarial training enables
the model to able to effectively learn the distribution
of the input data hence generating new cases that are
similar indicating the first samples [9].

Another fundamental method is Variational
Autoencoders (VAEs) that appeared in 2013 as
proposed by [10] is also an Al-based technology.
VAEs map available input data into a representation
format, called latent space, based on which new
examples of data can be derived. By optimizing a
lower bound, the following is possible on the
probability of the information, VAEs will be good to
produce new information points that resemble the old
ones those that are in the initial set and hence very
helpful in image generation and reconstruction tasks.

Pre-trained transformer (GPT) by OpenAl is one of the
models that use deep learning and attention routines in
order to produce coherence and varying text as it
applies to the context. These models have proved to be
phenomenal in creation of human-like text, which
makes the development of chatbots, content
generation and so on easy[11].

Generative Al applications are observed in numerous
areas, and its effects are revolutionary wherever
applied. GANs have found its way in art and designing
to give realistic scenes and artworks, which call the
traditional difference between human and machine
creativity into question. Generative models are also
finding research and development in healthcare in
terms of drug discovery. It is therefore due to their
simulation and generation of molecular structures that
personalized medicine can be produced using patient
data. Additionally, there is entertainment industry
which involves music and video generated by the Al,
such examples are paving new channels of creativity
and making contact [11].
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Whether it is the GANs or the VAEs or transformer-
based technology, all these are advancing the field, the
very edges of what is feasible, establishing
innovations that were once considered as in the
province of science fiction. These technologies will
change industries as it keeps evolving and accelerating
novel avenues of creativity, and facilitate challenging
issues in multiple fields and various domains.

II. LITERATURE SURVEY

The so-called generative Al technologies - especially
large language models and image generators - have
caused a broad range of ethical considerations as a
result of their abilities to create realistic yet artificial
content. The most apparent issue is the possibility of
causing misinformation and producing false media,
particularly deep fakes, that are dangerous to
democratic discussion and trust in society[12][13].
These gadgets can be abused to create an event or even
make it sound like someone is doing it and this poses
some serious problems in authentication of content.
The last major dilemma has to do with bias and
discrimination ingrained in generative models that
tend to carry over and compound the social and
cultural bias of training data. As an example,[14][15]
point at ensuring that large-scale language models do
not reproduce stereotypes based on gender, race, and
ethnicity, explaining why fair deployment of Al is a
burning issue.

Intellectual property (IP) issues are also connected,
with generative Al models generally being trained on
vast datasets scraped off the web and frequently
without the permission of the creators. That is
associated with legal issues in authorship, originality,
and fair use[16][17]. Also, liability is confused in
those cases where generative systems can present
harmful or misleading content, and it is usually hard to
blame anyone: developers, consumers, or
systems[18][19]. To this, comes the ethical dilemma
of not knowing when data is used as there is a lack of
privacy and consent; it has been seen that many Al
models operate by using personal or sensitive
information without the express permission of the data
owners[20][21].

In addition to these, generative Al brings to question
the philosophical aspects of creativity and authorship.
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With the increasing popularity of Al-based music, art,
and literature, some raise the debate of whether human
intent plays a role in the piece of creative work or not
[22] [23]. Critics believe that creativity automation
can demean human expression and labor. New issues
have also risen of the cost of the training of huge
generative models on the environment level of a
generated image, along with the possibility of such
weapons in cyberattacks or political manipulation[24].
Consequently, researchers and global institutions have
suggested moral theories to regulate artificial
intelligence research and application. These are OECD
Al Principles, the EU Al Act, and IEEE and UNESCO
guidelines, which propose transparency,
accountability, and human-centered values[25].
Above are indeed a step in the right direction however,
the moral environment around generative Al is
mutable and requires continued examination across
the dissimilar fields of knowledge.

III. PROPOSED METHODOLOGY

All this was worked out in this systematic literature
review in line with the PRISMA statement which
offers a complete structure of reporting systematic
review and meta-analyses. Choice of PRISMA
statement was made in order to ensure there has been
transparency, completeness and review in the review
process. The other sections explain the following,
efforts made during the identification and selection of
studies to be included, appraisal, and synthesis of the
studies present in this review[26].

1. Search Strategy:- It also came up with an
extensive search strategy to determine the
relevant studies in ethical dilemma of generative
Al-based technologies. The PubMed and
electronic databases are available. There were
searches in IEEE Xplore, Web of Science and
Scopus, seeking peer-reviewed articles published
in English till March 2024. keywords/phrases of
the search consisted of: Generative Al, Ethical
dilemma, AI ethics, Generative adversarial
network, Deep fakes. The coverage of “ethical
learning”, and “Al responsibility” was the search
plan that was adjusted to every database
exploiting search possibilities as well as certain
indexing terms. Time limitations would mean
that because of subscription access problems, the
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search was limited to other databases like the
Social Science Research network (SSRN) and
Phil Papers. References in the involved studies
and the relevant reviews were manually
conducted in order to retrieve more studies.

Eligibility Criteria:- The inclusion criteria of the
studies were based on the presence of the
following items: (1) the discussion of ethical
issues related to generative Al systems; (2)
analyzed or discussed ethical or introduced or
described in ethical frameworks, guidelines, or
considerations; (3) were published in peer-
reviewed journals or; (4) involved cross-
examination in discussion of ethical principles;
(5) included the use of disposable merchandise;
conference proceedings; and (4) were authored
using English. The excl Viennese included
articles not subject to peer review, studies that
are not based on ethical issues and those articles
which was not extensively analytical and did not
deal with ethics.

Study Selection:- There was a two-stage path of
selection of studies. The first stage is that in the
titles and abstracts of identified articles due to the
search strategy were checked in terms of
relevance regarding the criteria of eligibility. The
review was done by two independent reviewers,
screening, and disagreements were solved via
dialogue or with the help of the third party
reviewer. At the second step the potential eligible
studies were retrieved as full texts and evaluated
into consideration. The exclusion motives in this
step were recorded.

Data Extraction:- The data extraction was carried
out by a standard form designed in this review.
The information collected, such as author(s),
year of publication, objectives of the study, the
study methodology, was extracted, ethical issues
covered, ethical theories or principles analyzed
and important findings were made. Accuracy
was enabled by data extraction by two
independent reviewers. Disagreements which
can be solved by discussion or revue by a third
person.

Quality Assessment:- Quality of included studies
was measured with help of some non- distorted

quality assessment tool customized to the study
designs being met. Factors to this assessment
were taken into consideration including the goal
clarity, suitability of methodology, and depth,
etc.; validity, competence and appropriateness of
the conclusions were made. The exclusion of
studies did not occur depending on quality
assessment itself but were applied in order to
influence synthesis and interpretation of
findings.

e Data Synthesis:- The qualitative thematic
analysis that forms part of data synthesis deals
with the identification, analysis, and patterns of
reporting (themes) on the data. On the matter of
ethical challenges there are several themes and
solutions to the identified problems were pointed
out in the studies. It was expected that the
synthesis would focus on the following areas:
offer a combined overview of the ethical pitfalls
of Al generation technologies and highlights the
different views and theories that have been
brought forward to solve these problems.

e  Risk of Bias Assessment:- Risk of bias within
and between studies was estimated in order to
determine the effect of quality of study on the
conclusion of the review. Such factors were
taken into consideration: the purpose of
publication bias, the scope of search strategy and
the bias of study selection and extraction of data.

Iv. TECHNOLOGIES USED IN THE
PROJECT

*  Search Strategy:- Academic Databases such as: a)
IEEE Xplore

Frameworks/Guidelines: PRISMA (Preferred

Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-

Analyses) - to organize search as well as record the

search.

» Eligibility Criteria:- One of the sources storage,
organization, and annotation tools such as

Zotero, Mendeley, or EndNote.

Frameworks/Technologies: Rayyan.ai - web based
screening tool of systematic reviews.
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* Study Selection:- a) Rayyan or Covidence -
operational assessment of blinded review,
selection, and cooperative screening.

b) Excel / Google Sheets (with Primary ID, Decisions

and Conflicts).

»  Data Extraction:- a) Excel/Google Sheets-to code
and retrieve variables such as publication year, the
ethical theme, type of AI model, ethically
discussed in the article, and many others.

b) NVivo or Atlas.ti - to extract or analyze qualitative

data or to perform a thematic analysis.

*  Quality Assessment: - a) Systematic reviews
AMSTAR 2 (for systematic reviews)

b) GRADE - in assessment of quality of evidence
Tools: The forms of online appraisals or spreadsheets
developed with the help of such tools as

Google Forms or Excel
* Data Synthesis: - a) NVivo or Atlas.ti — for
thematic synthesis or coding ethical themes.

b) R or Python (For Quantitative Analysis)- libraries

like pandas, matplotlib, seaborn will be used for data

visualization.

* Risk of Bias Assessment: - a) ROBIS - systematic
reviews

b) RoB 2 (Risk of Bias 2.0) - randomized study tool
Templates used: - RevMan files, Excel files, or The
robotreviewer.net

import matplotlib.pyplot as plt import seaborn as sns

Python code for data visualization:-
# Set the style sns.set(style="whitegrid")

# Sample data: Ethical Dilemma categories and their
occurrence (hypothetical)

categories = ["Authorship & Academic Integrity”,
"[PR & Copyright Issues”, "Privacy, Trust & Bias",
"Misinformation & Deep-fakes", "Security & Dual-
use", "Accountability & Transparency"]

# Hypothetical values: number of papers/issues
observed values = [22, 18, 25, 15, 10, 20]

# Plotting a bar chart plt.figure(figsize=(10, 6))
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ax = sns.barplot(x=values, y=categories,
palette="viridis") plt.title("Distribution of Ethical
Dilemmas in  Generative Al", fontsize=14)

plt.xlabel("Number of Papers/Instances")
plt.ylabel("Ethical Dilemma Category")

# Annotate bars for index, value in enumerate(values):
plt.text(value + 0.5, index, str(value), va='center’)

plt.tight layout() plt.show()
Results and Discussions

The next subsections provide the findings of the study
selection procedure, the ethical issue and development
of generative Al, and the resulting proposed solution
to the issue.

V. STUDY SELECTION RESULTS

A broad search that was carried out in the four
databases led to the identification of 547 articles. After
this, there was elimination of duplicate entries that
were a number of 116. Moreover, there would be a
Python used script in recognizing and eliminating
articles (n = 223) with matching titles to the names of
the conferences. As a result of this, it was left with 210
articles to review the title and abstract. All the 126
article titles and abstracts were reviewed by three
authors (MAK, DM, and MMI). This step lead to
exclusion of 82 articles. Then, full-text of possibly
eligible should be retrieved by the development of
Python code enabled automation of studies (n = 126),
and this was critical in faster procedure.

Based on Elsevier, Springer and Unpaywall APIs, 45
articles were successfully retrieved and obtained
automatically. Other articles were obtained through
manual collection by trying to use existing university
subscriptions, some were availed by using the inter-
library loan service. Regrettably, eight papers were not
accessed because of the need to subscribe or not
having their full text. The combination of automation
solutions and Python saved a lot of time when it came
to collecting data and guarantee efficiency and
accuracy. Automated retrieval coupled with the
combination of manual searching made it possible to
cover the available literature in full detail as far as it
concerns the systematic review. Then, having passed
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the full-text eligibility assessment phase, 37 articles
were chosen so that the review can occur. The
qualified articles were carefully and objective
examined by to derive other detailed data of it, as
classified by its authors (MAK, MMI, and DM)
including the opportunities and problems.

Authorship and Academic Integrity:- Incorporating
generative Al in academic life has caused diversity in
opinion of ethical issues, in particular, the ones that
concern the verification of authorship. The issue of
who is actually the subject that writes the content- is a
human or an Al is a gray area and a question that
creates controversy, this is the warning signs of the
deterioration of academic integrity. The canniness
through which Al can copy human writing is a greater
danger as copy right can be committed and plagiarism
can arise so that a person would claim the work
generated with the help of Al their own. Such practice
does not only breaks ethical standards but also lowers
the importance of hard work put in by hard workers
students they are equivalent since their output is
unwarranted pitched against those who cut corners
through generative Al. The problem of predatory
journals also adds to this fact because they may be able
to use Al and publish

massive quantities of low-quality academic papers and
endanger the reputability of academic publishing. To
respond to these challenges educational and
publishing institutions we need to invent new ways of
detection that will make the difference between the
human and Al-generated texts. These measures would
make sure that the input of students and researchers
would be secured and can be credited to their right
owners and that the intellectual works retain their
integrity.

IPR, Copyright Issues, Authenticity, and Attribution:-
The previous study shows that the development of the
generative artificial intelligence poses a deep concern
and questions of ethics in the field of intellectual
property rights (IPR) and copyright infringement,
especially when it comes to Al produced art.
Conventional ideas of rights to possession and
authorship gets involved where Al generates material
that can cannot be distinguished out of creations of
human beings. International experts like Zhang and
Zhong have dwelt on such concerns, mentioning the
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complicated legal terrains, which arise when trying to
expand the fairest copyright protection to Al-created
media has awarded.

Economic concerns are also there; giving copyright
protection to Al-created materials, this attraction may
in turn limit the exchange of knowledge, innovation
and monopolistic behaviour could be the result. The
Al-generated materials and those that entail a great
deal of human creativity play a pivotal role in
upholding the rights of the creators and rewarding
credit due.

Systematic Review Article Selection Flow

Number of Articles

100

Distribution of Articles Through Selection Process

Final Articles Included (37)
Other (81)
Not Accessed (8)

148% ki Excluded After Review (82)

15.0%

Duplicates Removed (116) 2%

Title Matches Removed (223)

Privacy, Trust, and Bias:- The use of large language
models (LLMs) and generative Al are growing in the
field of medicine, data mining, whereby there are
serious concerns about the privacy of patient
information in health care facilities. As noted by the
authors of the disappearance of the anonymize
process, this process involves two steps in the
conceptualized production of the mass media. The
removal of all personally gathered report in the
surveyed articles, is an important but demanding
aspect. It would remove patient identification using
the data by using identifiable information (PII) that
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would enable the identification of a patient. This is an
important step towards maintaining patient
confidentiality as part of medical ethics and
contemplates the need of good data protection, like
refined encryption procedures, secure methods of data
storage and limited access. Moreover, the possibilities
of privacy violations are always a threat and the
possibility of losing the identity looms large and
reputation losses to both the individuals and the
institutions. Hence, healthcare sector need to adopt
extensive level of security measures that should not
just be technological but detailed training of the
employees and proactive incident response should also
be planned. Al is going to affect patient data, not just
in the degree of privacy. The data used in training can
promote high chances in information breaching so Al
should be treated with great care in order not to
compromise their integrity and faith of the patients
whose data is used. A loss in any of these aspects may
lead to a big blow towards the potential advantages of
Al to healthcare that involve enhanced diagnostics,
personalized management strategies and improved
outcomes of the total patients.

Misinformation and Deep Fakes:- The issue stemming
out of misinformation by Al is a complicated one that
involves manipulation, fraud, and possible application
toward ill ends. The writers of the articles survey have
reported that misinformation created by Al systems,
particularly, those, which produce life-like and
persuasive texts, and be virtually mistaken as natural
creates a lot of information, which puts many people
under the illusion. This may be catastrophic to the
transparency of the social thought, capable of
manipulating the crowd opinion and shifting the social
point of view behavior in destructive forms. The speed
at which dissemination of such content can be made is
increased by the use of social media, and
misinformation becomes widespread quickly and
turning containment attempts even more complicated.
There is yet another level of complexity considering
who can be responsible behind the generated materials
using Al are either anonymous or wrongly attributed,
thereby impeding the undertakings of bringing
creators to book accountable. The authors emphasize,
that it is necessary to cope with the flow of Al-driven
and the misinformation should not only be
technologically addressed but demands the whole
picture approach, public education, cross-sector

IJIRT 186324

partnership and the creation of powerful legal
structures through which purposeful usage of Al is
governed. Deep-fake technology, is a particular
implementation of Al that is able to modify pictures
and create fake audio material, coordinates more
computers into a single voice to record a counterfeit
audio, increases the risk of intruding into privacy
rights and identity theft. The technology, the authors
claim, now has the capability to convince and
impersonate  people associated with  serious
consequences such as damaged reputation, emotions,
etc harass; distress by way of blackmailing financially.
In addition to that, deep- fakes may be used as a
powerful vehicle of misinformation and adding more
murk to the waters of fact and fiction.

Social and Economic Impact:- Generative Al has
created a bundle of social and economic implications
which require well thought out policy measures. With
its capability to generate, generative Al will offers the
generation of content and automate jobs, has the
potential to cause a huge change in employment and
shape the grounds of the public discourse, impact the
transparency of the Al-driven, and landscape
decisions. Policy interventions that are strategic
should hence be implemented to capitalize generative
Al without making its risks a threat. Generative Al has
a two-edged character in the aspects of employment-
ability and can be used equally to hurt and support, the
gains of efficiency and innovation are offset by
replacing risks it brings with its traditional jobs. Policy
interventions then should be directed towards making
more jobs by reskilling and up-skilling systems.
Through matching these schemes to the emerging
needs such interventions can shift the workforce to
related roles in the field of the generative Al sector,
that are not amenable to automation such as Al
development, data science, and cybersecurity,
cultivating an agile as well as robust labor market.

Proposed Solutions for the Ethical Concerns and
Problems Highlighted by Generative Al

Across various ethical planes, quite a number of
prudent suggestions have been advanced to the address
of the complex issues posed in generative AI. When it
comes to “Authorship and Academic Integrity”,
publishing houses and universities are promoting
transparent disclosure of policies under which the
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application of Al tools should be recognized
explicitly, and the authorship right should not be given
to Al because academic responsibility would be lost in
this way. In the cases of difficulties with “Intellectual
Property Rights (IPR), Copyright Problems,
Legitimacy, and Authorship”, the legal framework is
shifting towards the possibility to consider the Al-
generated content as a creation, with ideas such as
digital watermarking, use of license systems, and
standardized, uniform metadata tagging being
suggested, so that the original creators are suitably
credited, and their work cannot be misused. In the case
of “Privacy, Trust, and Bias”, the emphasis is made on
the implementation of privacy- preserving algorithms,
increasing transparency by deploying explainable Al
models, and developing bias audits with various data
sets regularly to reduce any systemic discrimination
and assure users. Finally, anti-misinformation and
deep-fake tools, including content verification using
block-chain, deep-fake checkers and labeling content
with artificial intelligence are being worked, whereas
more legislation is needed to hold platforms
accountable and to have clearer content moderation
measures. Cumulatively these solutions will achieve a
better responsible, equitable, and secure generative Al
ecosystem. The suggested responses to the issues of
generative Al can be critical in maintaining the social
and economic influence favorable to society. With
proper transparency in authorship and the enforcement
of academic ethics, a given education and research
system remains credible and scholars cannot have their
credibility erode. The protection of intellectual
property rights and copyright preserves the income of
the creators of music, texts, and other works, thereby
ensuring the economic equilibrium in the field of
creativity. The realization of social equity is through
mitigating bias and enhancing privacy in terms of
ethical design in AI, which is inclusive and not
harmful to vulnerable communities. In addition,
countering misinformation and deep-fakes is
important in maintaining social trust in media,
institutions and democracy. Such precautions will not
only safeguard against social disruption but will be
adequately stable to promote Al innovation that will
not undermine or diminish human rights or ethical
practices but allow industries to utilize its potential to
benefit the company through productivity and growth.
Essentially, the solutions are aimed at following the
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advancements in technology that can match the
welfare of society and sustaining economic growth.

VL CONCLUSIONS

Through this systematic review, the ethical
hypothetical of generative Al provides convoluted
ethical challenges. Artificial Intelligence (Al)
technologies, with the focus on the necessity of
treating them address such issues using
interdisciplinary teamwork and creation of strong
ethical systems. Looking at such concerns as deep-
fakes, disinformation, prejudices, and confidentiality
and aggravation, the social drawing board presents
possible technologies as a validation of the perplexed
relationship between technological and societal
inequalities, innovations and moral requirements. It is
in the paper that a proactive approach is
recommended. Having established a human rights-
based approach to the development of Al the
emphasis should be on good ethics and open
algorithms as generative Al is consistent with social
values and helpful in human development. There are,
however, limitations of this research because high
speed technology change, the ethical norms and
regulatory control can trail in the growth of Al. Also,
the interdisciplinary approach as a whole and
comprehensive one, might miss domain specific
shades and morality. Besides, the attention to the
published literature can ignore new ethics issues that
have yet to be thoroughly recorded or understood.

The next line of work should focusing on updating
ethical frameworks regarding technological changes
with image keep improving continuously, interact with
a wider circle of stakeholders, including the
representatives of underrepresented groups, and find
possible ways out introducing ethical policies. It is
through these limitations that are being considered and
addressed that enabled the role of government to be
established. The research community can find its way
easier in the ethical world of generative Al and
promote innovation which not only is technologically
well advanced but also ethical and responsible socially
beneficial.
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