
 

The Creator Economy Isn’t a Market. 

It’s a Governance System for Cultural Authority. 
By Russell Glenister, The Fame Index 

For the past decade, the creator economy has been described as a market: platforms 
competing, creators choosing, audiences rewarding talent. 

That framing no longer explains what we observe. 

Despite creator burnout, despite AI compression, despite regulatory pressure, despite declining 
trust, participation continues to rise. People post more, not less. Platforms become more 
indispensable, not weaker. Exit remains rare. 

That persistence is the signal. 

What we are seeing is not a market under stress, but a governance system reaching 
maturity. 

 

Authority, Not Attention, Is the Scarce Resource 
The prevailing narrative holds that attention is scarce.​
The data suggests otherwise. 

What is scarce now is authority: the right to be believed, copied, remembered, or relied upon. 

Crucially, authority is no longer granted primarily by institutions. It is allocated through 
platform-specific rituals—repeatable behaviours that signal legitimacy, relevance, and 
endurance. 

This is why the creator economy does not collapse when creators burn out. Burnout does not 
remove authority from the system; it merely redistributes it. 

 



The Three Platforms Do Not Compete — They Co-Govern 
Once platforms are analysed by function rather than growth, a different structure appears. 
They are not competing for the same role. They are governing different dimensions of 
cultural authority. 

1. Instagram governs Identity Authority (Legibility) 

Instagram determines who is legible, credible, and socially real.​
If a presence deteriorates here, identity capital erodes—even if reach elsewhere remains high. 

Instagram functions as the passport office of the creator economy.​
Passports do not confer power; they confer legibility. 

 

2. TikTok governs Replication Authority (Momentum) 

TikTok governs what spreads, mutates, and accelerates, largely independent of who created it. 
Identity is optional; momentum is mandatory. 

It functions as the stock market of culture:​
high liquidity, high volatility, minimal memory. 

 

3. YouTube governs Endurance Authority (Reference) 

YouTube governs what lasts: what becomes reference material, educational infrastructure, or a 
settlement point for disputes. 

It is the library and university of the creator economy—the place where content resolves and 
compounds. 

 

These platforms are not substitutes.​
They are orthogonal stabilisers of a single cultural field. 

Remove one, and the system becomes unstable. 

 

How Authority Reveals Itself Under Pressure 



Authority is often mistaken for growth. In practice, it is revealed by what survives friction. 

●​ If posting stops and credibility collapses, the authority was replicative. 
●​ If reach persists but persuasion fails, the authority was identitarian. 
●​ If circulation slows but content continues to be referenced, searched, and relied upon, 

the authority was enduring. 

Authority is not what scales fastest.​
It is what persists when conditions worsen. 

 

Why the System Feels Exhausting — and Why Exit Is 
Rare 
The creator economy feels increasingly draining because effort and authority have 
decoupled. 

●​ On TikTok, output scales faster than identity. 
●​ On Instagram, identity maintenance outpaces expression. 
●​ On YouTube, labour time deepens even as monetisation friction increases. 

Exit, however, has become costly. Leaving a platform often entails authority loss—of identity, 
visibility, or accumulated proof. 

As a result, creators do not exit. They adapt:​
they privatise, mute, multi-home, reduce frequency, or ritualise burnout. 

These are not failures of participation.​
They are repair behaviours inside a closed governance system. 

 

AI Did Not Break the Creator Economy — It Revealed It 
Artificial intelligence is frequently framed as the disruptor of influence.​
In reality, it exposes a deeper rule: 

Labour precedes meaning. 

AI increased output, accelerated compression, and reduced originality—yet participation 
intensified rather than declined. 



The reason is structural. The system does not reward brilliance. It rewards legible participation 
under stable authority rules. 

AI content spreads because it is legible.​
Human creators continue posting because labour remains the entry condition for authority.​
Exhaustion is normalised because the system absorbs it. 

 

Evidence Layer: What the Data Shows About Influencer 
Markets 
We mapped common influencer-market assumptions against locked behavioural signals 
(FY24–FY25). 

Claim: Reach is the scarce resource.​
Finding: Reach and authority are uncorrelated at scale. 

●​ TikTok exhibits extreme replication with weak identity retention. 
●​ Instagram produces strong identity legibility with limited cold persuasion. 
●​ YouTube delivers disproportionate trust and belief relative to audience size. 

The market prices visibility as authority. The data does not support that equivalence. 

 

Claim: Viral replication builds brand equity.​
Finding: Replication Authority and Identity Authority are governed separately. 

Replication is transferable; identity is not.​
Imitation produces momentum, not belief. 

 

Claim: AI will replace human influence.​
Finding: AI increases eligibility, not authority. 

Authority is conferred through recognised labour under stable rules. AI expands output but 
weakens proof of labour. 

 

Claim: Influencer spend underperforms due to execution.​
Finding: Most campaigns fail because they purchase the wrong authority type. 



Objective Required Authority Platform 

Trend ignition Replication TikTok 

Social legitimacy Identity Instagram 

Trust / proof Endurance YouTube 

Authority does not transfer across platforms. Crossing these streams dilutes outcomes. 

 

Claim: The market must work if spend keeps rising.​
Finding: Influencer marketing persists because it stabilises the field, not because it efficiently 
persuades. 

It sustains labour supply, feeds replication engines, and reinforces platform governance. 

 

A Necessary Clarification About Creators 
This analysis does not imply that creators are confined to a single authority role. 

The most resilient creators assemble authority across platforms:​
replication on TikTok, legibility on Instagram, endurance on YouTube. 

What the data shows is that authority is not portable by default. 

Creators do not generate authority in isolation.​
They compile it across systems with incompatible governance rules. 

 

The Bottom Line 
The creator economy is no longer about creators. 

It is about how culture allocates authority when trust cannot be centralised and participation 
cannot stop. 

●​ For creators, burnout is structural, not personal. 
●​ For brands, the risk is not reach inefficiency but authority mismatch. 
●​ For regulators, dismantling platforms without replacing authority functions risks 

destabilising coordination. 



And for anyone still asking who is winning: 

That is the wrong question. 

The system is not choosing winners.​
It is assigning roles. 

 

Methodology This paper is based on behavioral evidence from two locked Fame Index cycles 
(FY24–FY25). All comparisons are kernel-anchored, reproducible, and HASHLOCK-enforced. 
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