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Abstract

There is a strong correlation between linguistics and artificial intelligence (Al), best
manifested by deep learning language models. This study provides a thorough
scientometric analysis of this correlation, synthesizing the intellectual production
during 51 years, from 1974 to 2024. It involves 5750 Web of Science-indexed articles
published in 2124 journals, which are written by 20835 authors belonging to 13773
research centers in 794 countries. Two powerful software, viz., CiteSpace and
VOSviewer, were used to generate mapping visualizations of the intellectual landscape,
trending issues and (re)emerging hotspots. The results indicate that in the 1980s and
1990s, linguistics and Al research was not robust, characterized by unstable publication
over time. It has, however, witnessed a remarkable increase of publication since then,
reaching 1478 articles in 2023, and 546 articles in January-March timespan in 2024,
involving emerging issues and hotspots, addressing new horizons, new topics, and
launching new applications and powerful deep learning language models including
ChatGPT.

Keywords: Linguistics, artificial intelligence, correlation, scientometrics, knowledge
visualizations, trending issues, hotspots

Introduction

Linguistics is the scientific study of how language evolves, how it is acquired,
perceived, computed, represented, and studied in its several modules including
phonology, morphology, syntax, and semantics (Shormani 2024a/b). On the other hand,
Al refers to creating, modeling and/or producing (machine) intelligence similar to that
of human. It is the development of computer models or machines that can perform tasks
like human intelligence. These machine/computer models involve algorithms trained
on large datasets to learn patterns and make predictions. These algorithms or artificial
neural networks (ANNSs) can learn deeply, and be trained with multiple layers to
perform complex tasks (McShane and Nirenburg 2021). Al aims to simulate intelligent
behavior including learning, problem-solving, perception, and even decision-making
(Liao et al. 2018). These models are reported to perform tasks with considerable
accuracy (Gulordava et al. 2018; Linzen and Baroni 2021).

Artificial intelligence (AI) was “born” in 1950, perhaps with Turing’s (1950) famous
question “Can Machine Think?” Two influential papers by Turing (1950) and Minsky
(1961) shaped the field of Al. As early as the late 1960s and well in the early 1970s,
there has arisen a strong tendency to scrutinize the relationship between Al and
Linguistics (AIL) (Rosenberg 1975). The tendency consists in constructing computer
programs that parallel human intelligence. The aim was to “understand what
intelligence is and how it can be put in computers” and no doubt that “[I]Janguage is one
of the most complex and unique of human activities, and understanding its structure
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may lead to a better theory of how our minds work” (Winograd 1971: 15). In fact, the
relationship between linguistics and Al is manifested from the very beginning of Al
inception. One such manifestation results in shaping a branch of linguistics called
Computation Linguistics (CL), a field comprising any work involving natural language
processing (NLP).

The relationship between linguistics and Al could be seen as some sort of correlation;
linguistics, with its profound analysis of phonology, syntax, and semantics, psychology,
biology, provides Al with the theoretical foundations necessary for programming,
training and working of language models (Medium 2023). The correlation of linguistics
and Al is more than simply a juxtaposition of a linguistic research area with technology.
It is rather an integrative phenomenon that unveils and enhances our understanding of
how human and Al interact and the kind of prowess they come up with. Language
models are computer programs that are trained on language data to generate and process
human language data. This intersection of linguistics and Al is now constituting a
trending theme of linguistics-Al interaction, where language, the unprecedented human
characteristic, and the prowess of Al are embraced (Medium 2023; Shormani 2024a).
Thus, on one extreme, linguistics provides an invaluable procedure for Al to generate,
process and/or interpret human language data. On the other extreme, Al makes
available new frameworks for research, uncovering new approaches, methods and tools
for linguistics and linguistic inquiry. As alluded to above, the correlation of linguistics
and Al results in initiating an area of study called NLP, whose developments have been
continued since its inception in 1940s. It is a field of computer science and technology,
the main aim of which is to make computers generate, process and interpret human
language. The ideas and projects by CL/NLP and Al scientists were first crystalized in
question-answering systems, machine translation, and man-machine conversation
(Rosenberg 1975; Kenny 2022; Shormani 2024c).

The intersection between linguistics and Al results in constructing powerful language
models. One of these language models, and perhaps the most powerful one, is ChatGPT
which has been trained on massive amounts of data including books and articles, and
after the training process, it can generate and/or process similar texts (Siu 2023; Sohail
et al. 2023). ChatGPT can also perform other tasks such as automated tagging,
summarizing, completing codes, bugging, and creating content (Kung et al. 2023; T
Lee 2023; Ray 2023; Siu 2023; Shormani 2024c). ChatGPT, or other language models,
including an automated machine learning models (Eldeeb et al. 2022), come to
existence due to AI’s long-term goals, which have been to simulate computer to behave
like human, with programs designed primarily for processing, generating and/or
interpreting human language; language itself is one manifestation of human
intelligence. In Generative biological approach to the study of language, it is viewed as
“a structured and accessible product of the human mind” (Everaert et al. 2015: 729).

This study synthesizes AIL research during 51 years from 1974 to 2024. It provides a
thorough scientometric analysis of AIL knowledge production, demarcating its
landscape, trending themes, and emerging hotspots. Two powerful software, viz.,
CiteSpace and VVOSviewer, were used to visualize and generate knowledge mappings,
uncovering several types of analyses including document co-citation analysis (DCA),
author co-citation analysis (ACA), word co-occurrence analysis (WCA), citations
counts, clusters, burstness, betweenness centrality, Modularity Q, Silhouette and Sigma
for which CiteSpace was used. Additionally, VOSviewer was used to generate
knowledge visualizations of author’s keyword(s) co-occurrence, key knowledge
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producers including journals, institutions, and countries. This study, thus, brings the
correlation of linguistics and Al to light, emphasizing the linguistic bases underlying
Al industry. It is, to the best of our knowledge, the first study to tackle this crucial
aspect, specifically employing scientometric analysis.

The article is organized as follows. Section 2 outlines the linguistic bases underlying
Al. Section 3 spells out the study design and data analysis. Section 4 presents the study
results. Section 5 discusses these results. Section 6 concludes the article, providing
some further implications for future research.

2. Theoretical foundations

2.1. literature review

To understand how linguistic bases underly Al, it is crucial to answer two major
questions: i) What are the linguistic bases in Al? And ii) How does Al apply these
linguistic bases in its working mechanisms? We will tackle these questions in turn.

As for the first question, it has been, in fact, asked by a number of scholars. For
example, McShane and Nirenburg (2021) asked a similar question: What is linguistics
for the age of Al? They provide a valuable answer to this question, consisting of four
parts: First, it is the study of linguistics in service of developing natural language
understanding and generation capabilities within an integrated, comprehensive agent
architecture (p. 20). Second, it is the study of linguistics in service of developing natural
language understanding and generation capabilities (1) within an integrated,
comprehensive agent architecture, (2) using human inspired, explanatory modeling
techniques and actionability judgments (p. 22, emphasis in the original). Third, it is the
study of linguistics in service of developing natural language understanding and
generation capabilities (1) within an integrated, comprehensive agent architecture, (2)
using human-inspired, explanatory modeling techniques, and (3) leveraging insights
from linguistic scholarship and, in turn, contributing to that scholarship (p. 34). Fourth,
it is the study of linguistics in service of developing natural language understanding and
generation capabilities (1) within an integrated, comprehensive agent architecture, (2)
using human-inspired, explanatory modeling techniques, (3) leveraging insights from
linguistic scholarship and, in turn, contributing to that scholarship, and (4)
incorporating all available heuristic evidence when extracting and representing the
meaning of language inputs (p. 40).

Additionally, deep neural networks (DNNs), first occurring as ANNSs, have been
utilized in several and various technology applications including NLP, machine
translation and reading comprehension (Edunov et al. 2018; Linzen and Baroni 2021).
DNNs “are mathematical objects that compute functions from one sequence of real
numbers to another sequence”, by means of “neurons”. Linguistically, DNNs “learn to
encode words and sentences as vectors (sequences of real numbers); these vectors,
which do not bear a transparent relationship to classic linguistic structures, are then
transformed through a series of simple arithmetic operations to produce the network's
output” (Linzen and Baroni 2021: 196). DNNs dominate NLP and CL works “deriving
semantic representations from word co-occurrence statistics” (Pavlick 2022: 447).
There are also other types of deep earning networks, viz., recurrent neural networks
(RNNSs). These networks constitute a mechanism that encodes word sequences, in a
left-to-right fashion, “maintaining a single vector, the so-called hidden state, which
represents the first t words of the sentence” (Linzen and Baroni 2021: 197).



arxiv.org/shormani, pp. I1-26, April 2074

As for the second question, there are several studies shedding light on linguistics
involvement in Al. In what follows, we will tackle and exemplify the syntactic and
semantic phenomena involved in training Al learning models. Concerning syntax, there
are several syntactic phenomena on which DNNs were trained such as filler-gap
dependencies. Gulordava et al. (2018) have conducted an empirical study in which they
train these Al learning models on how to identify the next n-gram, regardless of
specifically supervising this construction. They have also trained them on a filler—gap
dependency. This syntactic phenomenon could be defined as removing an NP
constituent if a wh-licensor is used, thus leaving a gap, and what the Al model has to
learn is to predict a gap-one of the NPs in the embedded clause (cf. Gulordava et al.
2018: 200; Shormani 2024a):

(1) a. I know that you met your brother yesterday. (no wh-licensor, no gap)
b. *I know who you met your brother yesterday. (wh-licensor, no gap)

In examples (1), (1a) is syntactically well-formed while (1b) is not, and its
ungrammaticality lies in the fact that using who entails the omission of the NP your
brother.

Long-distance agreement (LDA) is another syntactic phenomenon in which a
constituent o agrees with a constituent f, where a and g are far from each other as in
(2b) (cf. also Shormani 2024a):

(2) a. In our class, the hardworking student is Ali.
b. In our class, the hardworking student who liked syntax books is/*are Ali.

In (2a), the NP the hardworking student agrees with the verb is, and they are adjacent
(not far from each other). However, though they are not adjacent in (3b), they agree
also in all phi-features (person, number and gender). The verb is agrees with the subject
the hardworking student though there are five words, or otherwise the embedded clause,
who wrote several syntax books, is between both constituents. Here the words who liked
syntax books between the head of NP the hardworking student, which is students, and the verb
is, are called attractors because they intervene between the subject linguists and the verb is (see
also Shormani 2024a).

In the literature, LDA has received much research in syntactic inquiry across languages
(see e.g. Polinsky and Potsdam 2001; Chomsky 2001, 2005, 2008, Ackema et al. 2006;
Koeneman and Zeijlstra 2014; Rouveret 2008; Shormani 2017, 2024a/b). It has also
received much interest in Al, specifically deep learning language models (Linzen et al.
2016; Gulordava et al. 2018; Linzen and Baroni 2021; Thrush et al. 2020). In these
studies, deep learning models such as DNNs, RNNs were trained on data involving
LDA, and the performance of these deep learning models was considerably high,
scoring high levels of accuracy, and sometimes even surpasses humans (Gulordava et
al. 2018; Kung et al. 2023). In Gulordava et al.’s (2018) experiment, for example, the
accuracy rate was 82%. However, the accuracy rate of DNNs changes the more
attractors we introduce. For example, DNNs were unable to predict LDA beyond 5-
grams.

As for semantics, several studies have tackled the semantic-Al interaction, accelerating
the semantic bases in Al and how linguistics, in general, contributes to the advancement
of Al. The semantic bases in Al have been tackled in relation to several semantic
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phenomena. For example, Ettinger (2020) has studied how Al language models can be
trained on argument structure, a semantic structure involving thematic roles such as
agent and patient. In particular, Ettinger tested whether Bidirectional Encoder
Representations from Transformers (BERT) can identify the argument structure and the
semantic role an NP can carry in a particular sentence, differentiating between, for
instance, agent and patient. Table 1 showcases an example of the argument structure
data that NNAs have been trained on (Ettinger 2020, see also Shormani 2024a):

Table 1: Examples of argument structure (from Ettinger 2020: 38)

Context 1 Compl Context 2 Match  Mismatch

The restaurant owner served A robinisa bird tree
forgot which customer
the waitress had
The restaurant owner served Arobinisnota_ bird tree
forgot which waitress
the customer had__

Ettinger (2020) utilized psycholinguistic stimuli to enhance the training process, and
the performance of BERT in this experiment was good enough, i.e. 86% accuracy.
Moreover, commonsense knowledge, as a semantic phenomenon, utilized in the
training of neural models, was examined by Ettinger (2020). Ettinger trained BERT to
recognize hyponym-hypernym relations. The prompts used include A robin is a
[MASK], and BERT’s performance was considerably high. For example, deciding
whether bird or tree (Table 1), BERT performance was 100%. Additionally, Li et al.
(2021) conducted a study, uncovering the implicit representations of meaning in neural
language models. They found that dynamic representations of meaning and implicit
simulation support prediction in pre-trained neural language models. The ability of
BERT to identify novel verb was examined by Thrush et al. (2020). They selected a
subclass of verbs based on their selectional restrictions and subcategorization
restrictions and trained BERT to do certain tasks.

Neural network models have also been trained on several other semantic phenomena
including compositionality, systematicity, and compositionality of negation. As for
compositionality, Everaert et al. (2015: 731) state that it is a property of human
language, constraining “the relation between form and meaning”. It refers to the idea
that the meaning of a sentence is composed of the meaning of words involved plus the
pragmatic context in which this sentence is used. Concerning systematicity, it could be
defined as “the ability to produce/understand some utterances is intrinsically connected
to the ability to produce/understand certain others” (Fodor and Pylyshyn 1988: 37).
Thus, if an ANNs model can understand the sentence: Ahmed respects Ali, it is expected
that it understands the sentence Ali respects Ahmed. NNAs have also been trained on
compositionality of negation, which is another semantic notion, and part of human
language. According to Everaert et al. (2018), the performance of NNAs was high after
being trained on sufficient data. There are also several other semantic phenomena that
ANNs have been trained on include phrase representations (Shwartz and Dagan 2019),
polysemy and composition (Mandera et al. 2017), among many others.
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Furthermore, Al neural models can also learn interface phenomena if they have been
trained on sufficient amounts of data. These issues include syntax-semantics interface
(Baroni and Lenci 2010), morphology-semantics interface (Marelli and Baroni 2015),
among others (cf. also Shormani 2018). Thus, we found that the competence acquired
by any language model in any syntactic or semantic phenomenon, is due to being
trained on massive amounts of data of this phenomenon. The way these models
learn/acquire a linguistic phenomenon is similar to a great extent the way in which
humans acquire a language. In the same spirit, both these neural models and humans
learn/acquire any linguistic phenomenon, again if they are exposed to sufficient and
efficient linguistic input necessary for language acquisition to take place (Chomsky
1981, 1995; Shormani 2014a/b, 2016, 2023). When humans acquire language, be it L1,
L2, Ln, there is also much involvement of generic architectural properties and features
in the same way hierarchical structures including Tree markers or Phrase markers
represent how a piece of human language is derived and computed, and the mental
properties and capacities involved in processing it (Chomsky 1957, 1965, 2013;
Shormani 2013, 2017, 2024a/b). All these aspects are applied in NNAs’ working
mechanisms.

Given our purpose, the following research questions are specifically addressed:

1. How does the actual knowledge landscape of AIL research look like in 1974-
2024 timeframe in terms of scientometric indicators including DCA,
Modularity Q, Silhouette, burstness, and betweenness centrality?

2. What are the (re)emerging issues and hotspots of AIL research in 2018-2024
timeframe in terms of scientometric indicators?

3. Who are the key contributors to AIL research, and what are the possible
knowledge gaps in AIL research globally?

4. Study design

4.1. Data collection

We selected the Web of Science (WoS) as the source of data to retrieve our data from,
because it is a reliable source (Chen 2003), containing more than 13600 journal
databases, covering books, journal articles, conference proceedings and book chapters.
We collected our data on March 2, 2024, in one day and one session because we intend
to avoid the possible daily addition of articles to WoS Core Collection. For
scientometric review studies, WoS provides reliable sources having all the information
needed to allow for an in-depth metric analysis in terms of DCA, ACA, WCA,
institutions, authors, countries, among others, which software like CiteSpace and
VVOSviewer are fed with.

4.2. Search terms

The first thing we did to collect our data is that we set the timespan in WoS to 1974-
2024. Given our purpose, the following search terms were employed in WoS search
engine “Artificial intelligence AND linguistics” OR “Natural language processing
AND linguistics” OR “Linguistic bases AND artificial intelligence” OR “Semantics
AND artificial intelligence” OR “Syntax AND artificial intelligence” OR “Morphology
AND artificial intelligence” OR “Artificial intelligence AND language study” OR
“Linguistics AND ChatGPT”. These search terms result in 6977 articles (Suppl Mat
Al). However, CiteSpace Remove Duplicates function identified 5750 as unique
records, and 1227 were duplicated articles.
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4.2. Data refinement

After we collected the data, we performed a refinement process, excluding the
irrelevant data. The excluded data contain review articles (696), meeting abstracts (4),
enriched cited references (2314), book reviews (4), editorial materials (38), open
publisher-invited review (10), retracted publications (2), corrections (2), letter (32) (for
a full list, see (Suppl Mat A2)). In our search strategy, we excluded irrelevant data while
doing one search term and then these data were automatically excluded by WoS. The
refinement process was needed because after electronically screening the data, there
remain also some articles that were misclassified as articles by WoS search engine,
which were manually excluded. We also manually excluded articles without abstracts
and years of publication. There were also articles miscategorized as articles, specifically
those including the term “survey” but not “review” in their titles. This is perhaps the
reason why WoS engine was not able to recognize them as reviews. These articles were
eventually excluded manually.

4.3 Data analysis

We analyzed the data utilizing CiteSpace and VOSviewer programs. CiteSpace was
used to generate clusters, calculate scientometric indicators including Modularity Q,
Silhouette (S) values, and analyze DCA, citation counts, burstness, betweenness
centrality. CiteSpace parameters were set to default settings, but sometimes we needed
to change, as we will see later on. The Q value is set to the range 0 to 1, S value to -1
to 1, and g-index to k = 25. Q and S are indicators, unveiling the quality and reliability
of the clusters created, the clusters each represent an area of research. The best values
of Q and S are the nearest to 1 indicating that the generated clusters are well-defined,
and homogenous (Chen 2006, 2017; Ballouk et al. 2024).

Table 2: AIL NOP (=number of publication) and key contributors in 1974-2024 timeframe
(extracted from CiteSapce 6.3.R1)

Publications Journals Authors Research Countries
centers
5750 2124 20835 13773 794

Table 2 demonstrates that there are 5750 publications in AIL research. The contributors
of these publications are 2124 journals, 20835 authors, 13773 research centers and 794
countries. Figure 1 depicts AIL publications along with g-index over the timespan
(extracted from CiteSpace 6.3.1R (Suppl Mat B1).

ENOP M g-index

Figure 1: NOP and g-index in 1974-2024 timeframe



arxiv.org/shormani, pp. I1-26, April 2074

As can be clearly seen in Figure 1, AIL publication in its early years was considerably
low. It was unstable, too: some time increases and some other time decreases. The same
thing applies to g-index. g-index is a bibliometric measure designed to evaluate the
scientific impact of a period of publication, author, journal. It is somehow different
from, but an alternative citation measure to h-index. We got these g-index values from
CiteSpace. Except for 2005, the NOP was below 100 articles, upwards until 2017. We
also notice that from 2018 onwards, publication increase steadily.

4. Results

4.1.1974-2024 timeframe

In this timeframe, our intention was to provide a comprehensive picture of the
intellectual knowledge of AIL research, pinpointing the trending issues and the
(re)emerging hotspots. In this timeframe, the merged network consists of 427 clusters,
909 nodes, 5108 links, and 213437 citing and cited articles (Suppl Mat B2). In this
timeframe, the following are the values of these indicators for the whole network: (Q=
0.8958, S= 0.9433, Density= 0.0028, Harmonic mean {Q,S} = 0.9189). Table 3
displays the cluster information of the top 10 largest clusters.

Table 3: Cluster information of top 10 largest cluster (1974-2024 timeframe)

ClusterID Label (LLR) SizeSilhouette Average

Year
0 Using ChatGPT 205 0.894 2023
1 Interval-valued Intuitionistic Multiplicative Linguistic 189 0.918 2017

Preference Relation?

2 Making Method 101 0.993 2016
3 Group Decision 78 0.982 2010
4 Explainable Artificial Intelligence 66 0.964 2017
9 Speaking Skill 45 0.976 2020
10  Computing Word Relatedness 40 0.998 2012
12 Visual Cluster 27 0.977 2019
25  Leveraging Tweet 11  0.996 2020
59  Ontology-Based Design Information Extraction 4  0.999 2003

&L abel has been overwritten using User-Defined Cluster Label Function in CiteSpace 6.3.R1

In CiteSpace working mechanism, cluster labels represent trending issues (Chen 2003).
Table 3 gives us a clear picture of the intellectual landscape of AIL research. In this
timeframe, the first trending issue is Using ChatGPT (#0) with 205 members (Ms) and
Silhouette (S) value of 0. 894, emerging around 2023 (i.e. the average year). The
average emerging year is also illustrative of the launch of ChatGPT by OpenAl
company in 2022 (Dergaa et al. 2023). This is very important; the trending issue- the
intellectual knowledge produced- took almost one year after ChatGPT’s launch.
ChatGPT is perhaps the most recent development of Al deep learning models. The
major citing article is Sohail et al. (2023). The second cluster (#1) is Interval-valued
intuitionistic multiplicative linguistic preference relation. It has 189 Ms and 0.918 S,
initiated around 2017. Rasmy et al. (2021) is the most citing article of the members of
this cluster. Making method (#2) is the third trend of AIL research, having 101 Ms and
0.993 S. It emerged around 2016. The major citing article of the cluster is Wu et al.
(2018). The fourth cluster (#3) is Group Decision with (78, Ms, 0.982 S). It evolved
around 2010. The most citing article in this cluster is Yixin et al. (2018). The fifth (#4)
cluster is Explainable artificial intelligence with (66 Ms, 0.964 S), emerging around
2017.
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It is clear that the first five largest clusters each include more than 50 members, which
is illustrative of these trends in AIL research in 1974-2024 timeframe. The next five
clusters can be grouped as below 50 members each. These are Speaking skill (#9, 45
Ms and 0. 976 S), Computing word relatedness (#10, 40 Ms, and 0.998 S), Visual
Cluster (#12, 27 Ms, and 0. 977 S), Leveraging tweet (#25, 11 Ms, and 0.996 S) and
Ontology-based design information extraction (#59, 4 Ms, and 0.999 S) (Suppl Mat C).

These clusters are only the largest ones out of 427 clusters identified by CiteSpace in
the 1974-2024 timeframe. It is important to note that the average years are above 2003,
reflecting the publication development over years (Figure 1). Figure 2 depicts the
cluster view, and Figure 3 the timeline view of this timeframe.

a::a:tsasl

Figure 2: AIL trending issues in 1974-2024 timeframe (generated by CiteSpace 6.3.1R)

In Figure 2, those clusters encircled in red are the strongest in burstness (#0) and those
in purple (#1) indicate betweenness centrality, where the likelihood of an arbitrary
shortest path in the network positioned “between” two large sub-networks is measured
(Chen 2006).
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#0 using chatgpt

#1 interval-valued intuitionistic multiplicative linguistic preference relatiq
#2 making mathod

#3 group decision

#4 explainable artificial intelligence

#9 speaking skill

#10 computing word relatedness

#12 visual cluster

cheSpace
e

Figure 3: Timeline view of AIL trends in 1974-2024 timeframe (generated by CiteSpace 6.3.1R)

Figure 4 presents the top 12 cited articles in 1974-2024 timeframe, sorted by the
strongest burst. The first reference with the strongest burst is Vaswani (2017) with burst
value of 54.36 starting from 2021 and ending in 2022, followed by Devlin (2018) with
strongest burst of 35.91. Its burst spans between 2021-2022. The last cited article with
strongest burst is Ribeiro (2016) with a burst value of 12.45, whose strength begins in
2020 and ends in 2021. CiteSpace provides a full picture for these articles in terms of
burst, centrality, citation counts, degree, sigma (Suppl Mat C)

Top 12 References with the Strongest Citation Bursts

19742024

RT PRE TRAINING DE, V0, PO
TRANS. ASSOC. COMPUT. LINGUIST, V5, P135, DOI 10.11627TACL, A, 00051, DOI 2017
ADAPT COMPUT MA P1

ES. V369, P128, DOI 10.1016/.in5.2016.06.021, DOL

2016, KDD16: PROCE ..... RY AND DATA MINING, V0, PP1135, DOI

Figure 4: Top 12 cited articles by bursts in 1974-2024 timeframe (generated by CiteSpace 6.3.R1)

4.2. 2018-2024 timeframe

In 2018-2024 timeframe, we wanted to characterize the research trends, hotspots in the
last 7 years. We intend in this timeframe to examine the increase of publication, where
it increases noticeably crossing hundred publications annually (Figure 1), so that the
intellectual knowledge production in this period is effectively measured, evaluated and
analyzed, uncovering its strengths and weaknesses. To begin with, the merged network
in 2018-2924 timeframe has 83 clusters, 848 nodes, 2820 links, and 184306 citing and
cited references (Suppl Mat D1). In this timeframe, the values of the scientometric
indicators for the whole network are as follows: (Q= 0.7399, S= 0.9051, Density=
0.0095, Harmonic mean {Q,S} = 0.8142).

Table 4: Cluster information of top 11 largest clusters (2018-2024 timeframe)

10
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ClusterID Label (LLR) Size Silhouette Average Year
0 Natural Language Processing 110  0.883 2016
1 Cross-sectional Study 103  0.887 2022
2 Making Method 98 0.962 2016
3 Academic Writing 85 0.864 2022
4 Using Bidirectional Encoder Representation 78 0.842 2019
5 Explainable Artificial Intelligence 50 0.939 2018
6 Speaking Skill 44 0.961 2020
7 Novice Programmer 34 0.917 2019
8 Artificial Intelligence 26 0.962 2016
9 Prioritization 7 1 2014
10 Context-Based Fake News Detection Model 5 0.998 2019

Compared to Table 3, Table 4 clearly illustrates the change of emerging issues,
hotspots, and more importantly, the reemergent/recurrent issues and hotspots in AlL
research. The first trending issue in this timeframe is Natural Language Processing
(#0) with 110 Ms, 0.883 S, emerging around 2016. We notice that including (#0), there
are 8 (newly) emergent trending issues in AlL research in 2018-2024 timeframe: Cross-
sectional Study (#1, 103 Ms, 0.887 S), Academic writing (#3, 85 Ms, 0.864 S), Using
bidirectional encoder representation (#4, 78 Ms, 0.842 S), Novice programmer (#7, 34
Ms, 0.917 S), Artificial intelligence (#8, 26 Ms, 0.962 S), Prioritization (#9, 7 Ms, 1
S), and Context-based fake news detection model (#10, 5 Ms, 0.998 S). Note that the
trending issue Using bidirectional encoder representation (from Transformer) BERT,
we have discussed so far. These newly emerging clusters each represent newly
emerging research trends of AIL in 2018-2024 timeframe.

However, there are 3 remerging trending issues which are represented by Making
method (#2, 98 Ms, 0.962 S), Explainable artificial intelligence (#5, 50 Ms, 0.939 S),
and Speaking skill (#6, 44 Ms, 0.961 S). Except Making method (#2), these remerging
AIL trending issues each have undergone a change of the status/rank, size of members,
S, and average Yyear in this timeframe. For example, Explainable artificial intelligence
was the fifth cluster (#4) in 1974-2024 timeframe, but it is the 6™ (#5) in 2018-2024
timeframe. The major citing articles of this timeframe include Porcel et al. (2018),
Howard (2019), Zhang et al. (2019), Sohail et al. (2023), Kolides et al. (2023), Li et al.
(2023), Jeon and Lee (2023), and Brinkmann et al. (2023).

Notice that in 1974-2024 timeframe, Using ChatGPT is the largest cluster, a purely Al
trending issue, while in 2018-2024 timeframe, the largest cluster is Natural language
processing, a purely (computational) linguistics trending issue. This in a way or another
reflects the correlation of linguistics and Al (Suppl Mat D2).

Figures 5 & 6 depict the cluster view and timeline view of 2018-2024 timeframe,
respectively.
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Figure 6: Timeline view of AIL trends in 2018-2024 timeframe (generated by CiteSpace 6.3.1R)

In this timeframe, mapping visualizations of trending issues and hotspots get clearer,
harmonized and well-defined (Figures 5 & 6). This is very clear from comparing
Figures 2 & 3 to Figures 5 & 6.

Figure 7 presents the top 12 cited references in 2018-2024 timeframe, sorted by the
strongest burst. The first reference with the strongest burst is Vaswani (2017) with burst
value of 40, starting from 2021 and ending in 2022, followed by Dovlin (2018) with
strongest burst of 28.42. Its burst spans between 2021-2022. The last cited article with
strongest burst is Ribeiro (2016) with a burst value of 11.68, whose strength begins in
2020 and ends in 2021. For a complete description, (see Suppl Mat D2).
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Top 12 References with the Strongest Citation Bursts

References Year Strength Begin End 2018 - 2024
Vaswani A, 2017, ADV NEUR IN, V30, PO 2017 48 2021 2022 —.
Deviin J, 2018, BERT PRE TRAINING DE, V0, PO 2018 28.42 2021 2022 -
Goodfetlow I, 2016, ADAPT COMPUT MACH LE, V0, P1 2016 17.8 2019 2021 _ pomuum.
Bojanowski P, 2017, TRANS. ASSOC. COMPUT. LINGUIST, V5, P135, DOI 10.1162/TACL, A, 00051, DOIL 2017 16.51 2020 2022 __ pomsuuem.
Kingma DP, 2017, ARXIV, V0, P0, DOI 10.48550/ARXIV.1412.6980, DOL 2017 1548 2019 2022 _ .
He KM, 2016, PROC CVPR IEEE, V0, PP770, DOI 10.1109/CVPR.2016.90, DOL 2016 14.85 2020 2021 —
Kiikauer T, 2016, TRIPLEC-COMMUN CAPIT, V14, P260 2016 14.68 2018 202] .
Bahdanau D, 2016, ARXIV, V0, PO 2016 13.76 2018 202! .
Krizhevsky Alex, 2017, COMMUNICATIONS OF THE ACM, V60, P84, DOI 10.1145/3065386, DOI 2017 1326 2018 2020 .
Pang Q. 2016, INFORM SCIENCES, V369, P128, DOI 10.1016/.in5.2016.06.021, DOI 2016 12.83 2018 2021 .
Deviin J, 2018, ARXIV, V0, PO 2018 1177 2020 2022 —
Ribeiro MT, 2016, KDD16: PROCE ...... RY AND DATA MINING, V0, PP1135, DOT 2016 11.66 2020 2021 i

Figure 7: Top 12 cited articles by burst in 2018-2024 timeframe (generated by CiteSpace 6.3.R1)

Frequency

Training [ 48
Corpus linguistics [l 64
Neural networks [ 72
Large language models [l 73
Chabot [ 113
Task analysis B 117
Sentiment analysis I 145
Linguistics [T 154
Computational linguistics I 156
Semantics [T 233
ChatGPT 320

Deep learning [N 343

Machine learning 530
Natural language processing 861
Artificial intelligence 1580
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800

Figure 8: Top 15 author’s keywords
Note: We excluded “ai” and “NLP” because they are already there in full forms (Suppl Mat E1)

In our study, there are 15046 author’s recurrent keywords, but only 665 meet the
VOSviewer’s threshold. Figure 8 showcases the top 15 keywords. These keywords are
by and large consistent with our cluster/trend analysis. The keyword Artificial
intelligence, with 1580 Freq retains the first rank. Natural language processing with
861 Freq occupies the second rank. The third and fourth ranks are retained by Machine
learning and Deep learning with 530 and 343 frequencies, respectively. ChatGPT
occupies the fifth rank with 320 Freq.

We have 6 keywords related to linguistics, namely: Natural language processing (861
Freq, second rank), Semantics (233 Freq, sixth rank), Computational linguistics (156
Freq, seventh rank), Linguistics (154 Freq, eighth rank), Sentiment analysis (145 Freq,
ninth rank), and Corpus linguistics (64 Freq, fourteenth rank).

The rest top recurrent keywords belong to Al including Artificial intelligence (1580
Freq, first rank), Machine learning (530 Freq, third rank), Deep learning (343 Freq,
fourth rank), ChatGPT (320 Freq, fifth rank), Large language models (114 Freq,
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leleventh rank) and Chabot (113 Freq, twelfth rank), Corpus linguistics (64 Freq,
fourteenth rank). The fifteenth keyword training with 48 Freq may be connected to
DNNs, ANNSs or training ChatGPT on massive data, or it may be connected to training
on Speaking skill as in the cluster (#6). Figure 9 portrays Mapping of author’s
keyword(s) top co-occurrent words.
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Figure 9: Mapping of author’s keyword(s) top co-occurrent words

4.3. Key contributors to AIL research
In this section, we will tackle key contributors to AIL knowledge production by
addressing journals, research centers/universities, and countries.

4.3.1. Top key productive journals

Recall that in our study there are 2124 journals (Table 2). Figure 13 depicts the top 12
productive journals in AIL research in 1974-2024 timeframe, sorted by NOP. IEEE
Access is the most productive journal contributing to AIL research with 175
publications and 938 citations, followed by Engineering Application of Artificial
Intelligence with 117 publications and 2178 citations. Other leading journals include
Artificial Intelligence Review (69 publications, 1204 citations) ranking third, Journal
of Medical Internet Research (60 publications, 991 citations) fourth, Expert Systems
with Applications (59 publications, 1394 citations) fifth. The other journals include
Information Sciences (47 publications, 2918 citations), Artificial Intelligence (44
publications, 3629 citations), Knowledge-Based Systems (40 publications, 5046
citations), IEEE Transaction on Fuzzy Systems (37 publications, 1656 citations), Fuzzy
Sets and Systems (245 publications, 2858 citations), International Journal of Intelligent
Systems (24 publications, 1243 citations), and Information Fusion (22 publications,
2264 citations) (Suppl Mat E2).

The three top ranks were occupied by IEEE Access, Engineering Application of
Artificial Intelligence and Artificial Intelligence Review, demarcating the global status
of these journals as the most leading contributing journals in Al world. Almost all the
journals reflect the areas of AlL research, which is consistent with our cluster analyses.
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Figure 10: Key journal contributors to AIL intellectual production

Figure 11 presents the knowledge mapping of key journal contributors to AIL
intellectual production.
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Figure 11: Mapping of key journal contributors to AIL intellectual production
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4.3.2. Top key productive research centers
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Figure 12: Key research centers contributors to AIL intellectual production

There are 13773 institutions and research centers in our analysis Table 2. The data
showcased in Figure 12 present the top 12 institutions and research centers sorted by
NOP contributing to AIL research in the world. Scrutinizing Figure 12, we are likely to
find a panoramic picture of contributing research institutions. University of Granada,
with 201 publications and 19555 citations, enjoys the first rank. It is Spanish university
located in Granada. The second rank is retained by an Arab institution, namely King
Abdul Aziz university. It has 79 publications and 4699 citations, it is one of the top
research centers in the Arab world. The third rank is occupied by Stanford University,
which is a USA research center. The fourth research institution is Sichuan University,
a Public Chinese research center located in Chengdu, China. The fifth rank is occupied
by a Spanish university, namely University of Jaen. MIT, perhaps the most leading
research center in linguistics and cognitive science, philosophy and Al in the world,
ranks the sixth, with 46 publications and 1057 citations (Suppl Mat E3).

To summarize, among the top key institutional contributors, there are 4 Chinese
universities, 3 USA universities, 2 Spanish universities, 1 Canadian university, namely
University of Toronto and 1 UK research institution, namely De Montfort University,
and 1 Arab University.
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Figure 13: Mapping of institution contributors to AIL intellectual production

4.3.3 Top key productive countries

Recall that there are 794 countries contributing to AIL in our data (Table 2). In terms
of country contributors, the top 12 key leading countries contributing to AIL research
seem to be consistent with our analysis of research centers and universities. The data
displayed in Figure 14 depict the top contributing countries to AIL research in the
world. The first rank is retained by USA with 1177 publications and 21343 citations.
The second rank is retained by China with 1070 publications and 15753 citations. Spain
(519 publications and 23070 citations) ranks the third. All in all, there are 6 Western
countries, namely Spain (549 publications, 23020 citations), England (422 publications,
12445 citations), Germany (318 publications, 3920 citations), Italy (256 publications,
4569 citations), Canada (215 publications, 3452 citations), France (210 publications,
3872 citations). There are 4 Asian countries namely China (with 1070 publications and
15753 citations), India (266 publications, 2320 citations), Saudi Arabia (223
publications, 5469 citations), and South Korea (188 publications, 1655 citations) (Suppl
Mat E4).
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Figure 15: Mapping of key country contributors to AIL intellectual production

5. Discussion

The link between linguistics and Al spans about a century now. It takes the shape of
providing substantial bases to Al by linguistics. The result of this interaction is giving
birth to computational linguistics, a field of study that could be viewed as the most
contributing body to Al. With this in mind, this study traces this link or interaction in
more than half a century. In our study, there are 5750 WoS-indexed articles published
in 2124 journals, which are written by 20835 authors belonging to 13773 research
centers in 794 countries. In this very aspect, this study encapsulates the intellectual
production in AIL research, unveiling the actual knowledge landscape and pinpointing
the trending frontiers and emerging research hotspots in this area of study. These
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landscape, trends, and hotspots are clearly mapped and visualized. To begin with, Table
1 presents the publication development over time showing the g-index of publication
by year. This give us a steady background of how AIL research develops, uncovering
the fact that in its early stages, AIL research was not strong. That only one article was
published in 1974 clearly reflects this fact. However, the more we advance in
discovering Table 1, the publication increases until reaching its climate in 2023 with
1478 publications.

In 1974-2024 timeframe, there have appeared several and varied research trends.
CiteSpace identities 427 research trends, and 213437 citing and cited articles. The most
important of these research trends are 10 (Table 3) including Using ChatGPT, Interval-
valued intuitionistic multiplicative linguistic preference relation, Making method,
Explainable artificial intelligence, Speaking skill, Computing word relatedness, Visual
cluster, Leveraging Tweet, and Ontology-based design information extraction. Using
ChatGPT is the topmost research trend, emerging around 2023 and dominating AlL
research scene, with 205 research articles as members of this research trend. ChatGPT
(=Chat-Generative Pre-Trained Transformer) is perhaps the latest development of Al
large language models, a deep learning model the main purpose of which was
translation (Jiao et al. 2023; Siu 2023; van Dis et al. 2023). In addition to translation,
ChatGPT is a chatbot, designed to chat with humans, engaging in several types of
conversation and for different purposes, leveraging “the power of GPT to provide
interactive and dynamic responses, mimicking human-like conversation” (Sohail et al.
2023: 1, see also Shormani 2024c). It has been reported to perform competitive tasks,
and sometimes surpasses human (Kung et al. 2023). Its first version is GPT-1, having
117 million parameters and has been trained on massive amounts of data (Ernst and
Bavota 2022; Sohail et al. 2023). For example, Sohail et al. (2023), the major citing
article, uncovers how ChatGPT is encoded, providing a detailed map of existing
research, current challenges to ChatGPT working realm and how and where future
trends should be directed.

The second most important trend is Interval-valued intuitionistic multiplicative
linguistic preference relation (IIMLPR), which is somehow related to the trend Group
decision (Wu et al. 2018; Yixin et al. 2018; Tang et al. 2019). IIMLPRs were used in
relation to Interval-valued intuitionistic multiplicative linguistic variables (IVIMLVS)
to determine the best methods for decision makers (Kitamura 2023). Making method is
also to some extent related IIMLPR and Group decision. The major citing article is Wu
et al. (2018). Another trending theme of AIL research is Explainable artificial
intelligence. In this trend, Jiménez-Luna et al. (2020) is the top citing article.

Another very crucial trending frontier is Speaking skill. This trending issue in AlL
research concerns research focusing on the use of Al models, specifically ChatGPT in
education. It unveils how human teachers can use ChatGPT in the educational sphere
(Futterer et al. 2023), utilizing it to enhance language acquisition process with reference
to speaking skill. In fact, this is one of the major concerns of Al and linguistics
specialists, featuring Al models in enhancing classroom activities in speech recognition
(Jeon and Lee 2023). An NLP trending issue is manifested by the trending theme
Computing word relatedness. It is a semantic Al area, where Linguistics and Al are
intersected (Ben Aouicha 2016). Computing word relatedness is a context-based
semantic phenomenon, captured by calculating the meaning of a word depending on
the words it co-occurs with. This area of research has sprouted among cognitive
linguistics scientists, Al specialists, among others.
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The most related research trend to our study is perhaps Visual cluster. Visual clustering
is a technique used in data analysis and machine learning to group together similar
visual elements or patterns within a dataset, including trending issues and hotspots of a
specific realm of human knowledge. This is exactly what we have done in our study;
CiteSpace, a software used to visualize similar article and group them together. Another
area where visualization is employed is for image processing (Jiang et al. 2022).

Leveraging tweet constitutes one trending issue in AIL research. Leveraging tweets
refers to the strategic use of Twitter and its features to achieve specific goals including
increasing brand visibility, driving engagement, or spreading information. Twitter is a
popular social media platform that allows users to post and interact with short messages
known as tweets. Leveraging tweets can be an effective way for individuals, businesses,
and organizations to reach a wide audience and make some impact (Alkhaldi et al.
2022). Alkhaldi et al. (2022) studied leveraging tweets in relation to Covid-19
pandemic, which is characterized with much stress, fear, and psychological problems
including depression, hopelessness, loneliness, unknown future, specifically with lack
of employment. Their study is a kind of sentiment analysis focusing on a deep learning
model known as (SFODLD-SAC), analyzing and classifying COVID-19 tweets, and
identifying the sentiments of people during the pandemic.

Additionally, 2018-2024 timeframe comes up with several trending and (re)merging
issues and hotspots. The newly trending hotspots include Natural language processing,
Cross-sectional study, Academic Writing, Using Bidirectional Encoder Representation,
Novice Programmer, and Context-Based Fake News Detection Model. The reemerging
issues include Making Method, Explainable artificial intelligence, and Speaking Skill.
These remerging frontiers in AIL research have been discussed above. However, their
reemergence indicates that they are paid much attention to by the academic scholarship.

As for the newly trending research issues, Natural language processing retains the first
rank. This research frontier did not appear in 1974-2024 timeframe, hence construing a
trending hotspot in AIL research. NLP is a well-known area of human endeavor,
featuring the relationship between linguistics and Al (McShane and Nirenburg 2021).
It was first “born as machine translation, which developed into a high-profile scientific
and technological area already in the late 1940s” (McShane and Nirenburg (2021: 22).
The second trending issue is Cross-sectional study, which is, too, a newly rending issue.
Apart from linguistics, there are varied cross-sectional studies, utilizing Al in several
spheres including medicine and education (Futterer et al. 2023; Weidener and Fischer
2024).

Another trending hotspot is Academic writing. Academic writing in Al discipline
involves the creation of scholarly content related to the theory, research, applications,
and advancements in Al. It comprises various forms of academic writing, including
research papers, literature reviews, technical reports, conference papers, and journal
articles. It could be thought of as the otherwise, i.e. using Al tools such as ChatGPT in
academic writing. ChatGPT can generate high-quality academic writing, assist
researchers, students, teachers. However, the problem lies in ethical issues, which
continues to create hot debate and controversy within the academic community (Amer
2022; Biswas 2023; J Lee 2023; Ortega-Bolafios et al. 2024). Another trending issue in
this timeframe is Using bidirectional encoder representation. Recall that BERT is a
language model, a semantic-based language model, designed to understand the context
and meaning of words in a sentence by leveraging a bidirectional approach, which
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allows the model to consider both the preceding and following words of each word (see
also Partee 1995).

The term Novice programmer refers to a person who is new to computer programming,
typically in the early stages of learning programming, coding and acquiring
programming skills (Brinkmann et al. 2023). It constitutes a new trending issue in AIL
research for its importance and applicability. Additionally, Context-based fake news
detection model, which refers to a language model employing contextual information
to identify and classify fake news or misinformation. Context-based approaches
consider the surrounding context, such as the content of the news article, its source, and
external factors, to make more accurate determinations about the authenticity of the
news (Amer et al. 2022).

Our second part analysis tackles the author’s keyword(s) and key contributors to AIL
research. The author’s keyword(s) analysis provides a vivid picture of where AlL
research revolves, the areas where Al scholarship should focus. It also mirrors
cluster/trend analysis or DCA, uncovering almost the same trending issues unveiled in
ACA. Reconsidering the leading contributors to AIL intellectual knowledge, IEEE
Access, Engineering Application of Artificial Intelligence and Artificial Intelligence
Review rank the three top productive journals in our study. As for research centers,
University of Granada, King Abdul Aziz University and Stanford University retained
the three top ranks in our study. The first is a Spanish university while the second is an
Arab university. USA and China are the most leading countries in the world,
contributing to AIL research during 51 years.

6. Conclusion and further implications

To conclude, the correlation of linguistics and Al has been manifested through several
and various horizons, the most important of which is deep learning language models,
the most powerful of which is ChatGPT, with its several versions including GPT-1,
GPT-2, GPT-3 and GPT-4. This study provides a comprehensive and in-depth
scientometric analysis of a well-defined body of AIL research, characterized with
rigorous theoretical foundations, specifically from 2018 to 2024. It synthesizes the AIL
intellectual knowledge production during 51 years, from 1974 to 2024. It involves 5750
Web of Science-indexed articles published in 2124 journals, which are written by 20835
authors belonging to 13773 research centers in 794 countries. The results present
several trending issues including Using ChatGPT, Making method, Group Decision,
Explainable artificial intelligence, Speaking skill, Computing word relatedness and
Leveraging tweet in the 1974-2024 timeframe, they each reflect the correlation of
linguistics and Al. The most trending hotspots include Natural language processing,
Novice programmer, Artificial intelligence, Academic writing, BERT and Fake news
detection model, which reflect not only the AIL correlation, but also mirror the
intellectual knowledge produced, unveiling new horizons, new topics, new
applications, and launching powerful deep learning language models including
ChatGPT and automated machine learning models (Eldeeb et al. 2022; Baratchi et al.
2024).

However, the study involves some limitations. One of these limitations concerns the
source of the data. Although a reliable and high-quality source, WoS does not
encompass all data compared to data from a collection of sources including Scopus,
Len, and PubMed. Another limitation has to do with language; all our collected articles
are written in English. Thus, future research could involve data from more than one
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source for data to concretize the actual picture of the intellectual landscape, trending
issues and hotspots, and possibly include more than one language.

A very crucial issue that AIL research should address in the future should center around
the importance of the ethical issue of deep learning language models such as ChatGPT
Ortega-Bolafios et al. (2024). ChatGPT is widely used by students, teachers,
researchers, among others in different and various aspects and for several and various
purposes as well. However, this wide range of people, uses and purposes cannot go
without rethinking ChatGPT’s advantages and disadvantages, without seeing and
determining its harms. Although there has arisen collective consensus of ChatGPT’s
possible harms, specifically among academics, this awareness has not been produced
in a scholarly pool. ChatGPT becomes a reality, a technological necessity, but it should
be used in secure conditions, i.e. without affecting its users, their career and even their
reputation (J Lee 2023). Thus, there is an urgent need to address this very substantial
issue to put the guidelines and boarders of secure future use.

There is also another issue requiring attention from Arab Al scholars. At the country
level, the key contributors to AIL research include USA, China, India, Spain, England,
and Germany. However, there is only one Arab country, namely Saudi Arabia, which
clearly shows that there be a possible gap of knowledge production in the Arab world.
This necessitates that Arab authors, research centers and even countries should
immediately look for research collaboration at all levels.
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