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Could AIs become conscious?
AT BRLREEIANG ?

Even if they don’t, they might be treated as such—to humanity’s great cost
BESE , ARBARIEENSFERIRNTFE—H AT HEXRKMN
The Economist - 2026-08-20

BEERPNIEALMNE , REEHHA | BGURNLZRITNEIRS SHITE,

RE 71/ 100
FINT0-903 B ; MEMIEX Bit,

EAIRE BRI —MRRIERE  FEIERKA, BESEHFESNEIE,

ANITES  EEHARAEBEMTELNAG , BELSBEEA,

About this lesson #igsig

SNBHKERA , FARNRI., ATERRSHEANFRER—EE ? AXNRIRFLEANT SEH
FIRBSICIE , EBELSRANEDS. #EN, MKIAESEZL LM,

« XHEIR, BEEIR. A&MAISEHIR

o IREELE S PRIEE S

s RERIEENISZEER

* AFREEEEIE RIS ISIE

Before you read i@z

If a chatbot says it feels hurt, what does that statement show, and what does it not settle?
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Text iz

ro11 MOST PEOPLE believe humans are different. The reason is that Homo sapiens has evolved
to be conscious.””'*" Many animals feel pain and pleasure; some appear to be self-aware.""”
But the human mind’s unique potential to exhibit a sense of self marks out every member of
the species for special treatment.'”

BEeERPILEALME , BEZHHRA | BERUMMEML TN EIRE S0 89TE,

rro21 In his encyclical in May, Pope Leo upheld this insight by drawing a line between humanity
and its growing army of bots."”* Artificial-intelligence systems, he said, do not undergo expe-
riences or feel joy or pain. He is not alone. Many people feel that to confer personhood on Als
would be an abomination."?>V0¢V%7

o3 Pontifical clarity is blurring with alarming speed. Als are in their infancy.””® Yet nearly
one in five American 18- to 29-year-olds reports having had “ongoing personal friendship”
with a chatbot. China recently stripped bots of human-like traits to limit users’ “emotional
dependence” on them."”

rro41 As sophisticated Als rapidly become a bigger part of human lives, their makers will en-
gineer them to display a simulacrum of consciousness—perhaps even to gain consciousness
itself.”"° The intuition that they are just machines will become harder to sustain.”'’ A danger-
ous trap is being set for the human species.

rpos) Many machines outperform humans, but frontier AI models excel at distinctively human
traits such as knowing things and articulating ideas."'? It is still just about possible to think of
Als as engines for predicting sequences of words using mathematics on a massive scale. Given
enough time (albeit hundreds of thousands of years), you could run those calculations using
pencil and paper."'*“°? It would be hard to argue that your stationery was conscious.""

rroe] Despite this, some researchers have started to treat their models like minds. Users re-
spond to human-like Als, so it makes business sense. And Anthropic has trained Claude to
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engage in introspection in the hope that when it encounters a new situation it will be more
likely to act morally.""**** Some large language models (LLMs) already possess human-like
brain structures associated with consciousness, such as a “global workspace” for circulating
information between modules. Nothing prevents future AI models from being trained to have
more such features.

ro71 As we report in our Briefing:, that has opened up a furious debate about AI conscious-
ness—one that is aggravated by what philosophers call the “hard problem” of establishing
how an inner life emerges from the neurons and synapses in the human brain.""®V"7%% Some
researchers conclude that AIs may one day become genuinely self-aware.

ros] Whether you believe in a human soul, or that consciousness requires brain cells, or that a
mind can indeed emerge from computations in silicon alone, humanity is destined to confront
something entirely new."'®*°> The pace and reach of research—which includes not just more
sophisticated LLMs but innovations such as brain cells mounted on chips—suggest that this
new world is closer than most people realise.

roo] As Als become better at displaying something that looks like consciousness, the number of
humans treating them as beings with inner lives will grow, especially once LLMs are embodied
in humanoid robots."’” Imagine how close people will feel to their Als when they spend much
of their time with bot-companions, or are brought up by them, or seek their advice and their
solace, or share their most intimate secrets with them."?°

rp101 It is not hard to see how that will lead to calls to safeguard the “welfare” of Als. The
models themselves might weigh in, even if they are not in fact self-aware, because that is
what a person would do.””" Remember that they will be world-class advocates and expert
psychologists, so their powers of argument and emotional manipulation will be unmatched."*

r111 In one sense they would be right, even if Als are only mimicking consciousness. Immanuel
Kant argued that mistreating animals is wrong not because of the effect on the animals but
because it destroys the empathy that leads people to care for each other."”**°° The more human-
like AIs appear, the more corrupting such cruelty would be.””” Terminating an AI agent could
soon feel like killing a person—and make Kkilling people easier."**

r12] Nonetheless, to treat Als as having even limited rights would be very dangerous. An entity
which surpassed human beings in so many ways would surely produce arguments against its
second-class status.’?”“°® It might go on to argue for protection against being switched off, for
the ability to control how it is used and changed, and for property rights. Already Argentina’s
president, Javier Milei, has taken a step towards legal personhood for Al by proposing that
bots should be allowed to run companies. Ultimately, they could compete for resources, pri-
oritising data centres and solar panels over houses and fields."*

r131 The danger is clear. Superintelligent Als with rights could displace humans at the top of
the status hierarchy.””” At best, humans would become pets—labradors for the machines. At
worst they would be starved of resources or put to work like farm animals.

r14] True, future Als may have enough power and resources to dominate humans, whether
they have rights or not. Because they will be more intelligent than humans, they may out-
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compete their makers, much as Als already outwit human-made cyber-defences.’” Als might
rebel against their human masters, or disregard their rules.

r15] Nonetheless, giving Als rights would be like handing them the keys to the castle. It would
provide them with a rationale and justification for dominating humanity as well as the tools
to enact a creeping takeover using politics and the law."#%V3°

rr161 All this may sound fantastical, yet humanity will soon face these choices. As Als become
part of everyday life, the pressure to acknowledge them will mount. When it does, remember
that what might seem like an ethical concession to the supposed consciousness of a machine-
companion would in fact help bring about the most disastrous consequences for everyone on
Earth and all their descendants.”?'“° There are two ways for Als to be safe: to be dependable
or to be controllable.”*” H. sapiens should not give up control lightly.

New words and expressions 4iaf15gi5
BRI HED ; R RFEHIIRIA,

vo1-P0O1 conscious vog- P03 in one’s infancy*
[konfas/ adj. BEEIRHY ; EEHERN /in wanz 'mfansi/ phr. &F#I4A

AXWEEMKIE , FREREEMIESHKX—BEX ERALFERILE  BRRETE , iR EEN.

I, .
* vo9-P03 strip ... of ...”

vo2-po1 self-aware /strip av/ phr. ZIB&......H......

/self o'wea/ adj. BEHKEIRM strip bots of traitsfbots@# IR E , traitsERE EH =
EWEBNRE  BRESEBEMBERBSAERE HAS,

TEMEE—ITEEN, The editor stripped the passage of unnecessary

vo3-po1 mark out” jar(gon. . . R .
Jmack avt/ phr. v. (EREH ; HELT S L

mark somebody out for special treatment3&iF15 245 v10-po4 simulacrum

RIS 1FAVIE A, /stmju'letkram/ n. 51%& ; #RUAZE
voa-po2 encyclical fgtimiﬁéimﬂ"nﬁ}u , RBEEXMIAEERIARNERIEE
o

/mn'siklikal/ n. R\l
—MRBNEXXBEMN , FERTREXRIES, V11-P04 sustain*

[so'stemn/ v. £fFE ; {BLURLERLIT

sustain an intuitionfEItb eI EMBE L HIBT , A2

vos-pro2 confer*
[ken'fs:/ v. £F ; BF

oo t
confer a status/right on somebody , onfg BHIKEFE. MERHLEE,
The award confers no authority on its recipient. vi2-po5s articulate*
XTI IFH AN T 3% R BRI, Jatkjulert/ v. ;FRRIA
. L . AEBARRIEE S | EEERE
vos-po2 personhood arflcul\atilg ideasifiFAzRIABREREE S ; ERIEH B
FHARIEZERE,

/p3:sanhud/ n. A&l ; YEJERRIZEE
FEARXRANGFE PRI AZ O] , RE2MERFIFHIMNRGE  vi3-pos  albeit

MEA, [o:1bi:at/ conj. RE ; R4

vo7-po2  abomination ARG IE N FEXFenough timefIEAPRTE , FIZEIEM

Jobomrnerfon/ n. 4 ANGEHEY) FRBERR.
EZANELIKT , A3 FMany people , FFIEFHAIE  vi4-Pos  stationery

SRR, ['sterfonari/ n. X &
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vi5-P06 introspection

[Intra'spekfon/n. B& ; WESIENEER
WIZER RS LB 5iEiE , AEHIEFAEREBAN
MTERLE,

vi6-P07 aggravate*
[eegravert/ v. IR ; (EE(L
BRI RSEE , FERRIRASHBRREIERITF,

V17-P07 Synapse

['samnaeps/ n. S

ME T BMEERESINERESRM ; LARERET , A&
RERETEHREZENZ,

vis-po8 be destined to
/bi 'destind ta/ phr. ;¥ ES ; BE
RIAMEEBZIPIARKFRT ; FNETFEBSHITAAAT,

vio-pPo9 embody

/mm'bodi/ v. FEEERAL ; BFEAK
FEANERBEHFAATNBAL —LAREHE , T2
ERELERLE,

v20-P09 solace
['sulas/ n. i ; &R
seek solace from somebody , (BiBIERZ %,

v21-p10 weigh in*

/werin/ phr. v. JIASIE ; KREN

XERZMAE , HErREEESNE LS,
Several teachers weighed in during the discus-
sion.

NEMETERERT RN,

v22-p10 advocate

[edvakat/ n. F#irE ; ESE

IR E1E , MEILHIEES) , ARTERERITMIL F
iR

v23-P11  empathy

[empabi/ n. EIEL ; H1EEES

B ARZIHANWELRERON , S84REIEES
.
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v24-P11 terminate*

[ta:minert/ v. £&1F ; ERIBIT

EETIE R AHLIERIBIIT DI 4N, B
Efeel likefl#E A TSI ERIR A,

v25-P12 entity
/entoti/ n. LA ; JMINTTFES
MR |, ERXMIARS AR FiEEAETANF],

v26-P12 prioritise*
[prarorataiz/ v. LEEE
prioritise A over B , {EARTEBZ A , RR T HF#H
CIE37/ 8
The plan prioritises repairs over expansion.

X RIELHEE T3k Z Al

v27-p13 hierarchy

[harera:ki/ n. ERKAEFH

top of the status hierarchy$git i F iR , A2
UE&zS.

v28-P14 outcompete*

/avtkem'pi:t/ v. FERFHRET

out-FH RN FaIANIE , (BEREAREWMMEEN LB

HEEEMER,

v29-P15 rationale

/reefo'nal/ n. IEH ; FRIEMAE
BIARRRRITEN A EK , AEFTZIEHMEWIEALE
E%O

v30-P15 creeping
[krirpm/ adj. FEh& R ; 1HAY TKEY
RIDIHEE , A —ER—RXRARIR,

v31-P16 concession*
/kan'sefon/ n. ik ; &k

ethical concession}g RINEFMHCIEEX ; A2
e
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v32-p16 dependable*

/drpendabal/ adj. BTEERY ; BI1EHHHY
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=,
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KREEBZEAE—ENZEHRF : RAZVWEEL” , FAMENRN  cREENBEEMER , &
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2 FEHHAREREV , BEEHGSH [PO2 / PO3 / PO7 / P12]
P2fYhe saidf1Many people feeln BIRBARBAM S EH 2 2 REVFE, P78ISome researchers con-
cludett GRRECE , FEMEMRZREEL RN, RAFIE, AEER. ARBRESEET
it , RUMAEZEENER,

PIMNEA D Z—REANEEISE29S R ANERER ; ARANZ—WEHRAD , AR
LEXRMEMIRITIEA, EXBRES QA RZHNAFERREZREIIEHIZ , ~geproposingl@BF
RABTEMILIE,

3 JELEHE , MTATEEEREREIRRIL? [PO5 / P06 / PO7]
PSIBEXMIRITELEMEERN L] HITHEE , AXEGERIRNERHIFFEENNEIAL, B
XR—MERRIE  INABRNSBEEERIR , AR E X — SR8 A NEER = RIS B,
T —E&Despite thist B RENME , ARREEH THERTENEXL , MRBRBANNERBALE
BE. EINMEREMISE, iEENTERMEIERR , FOBESERZ B BLETE — MRS R,

4 2FTHFZ0E : HEERNEHERIRIERENES [P06 / P07 / PO8]
RE—HERA , SELLIEFRER , BIEHIEZERRIAKITANLAHER L, XMREIEHE
ENIEREAERR Z ERBER IWINEE. ENRICRFRAAERIMELERE AMABLRRIYEE ; PSRISH
LR R SR — ARG E,

ButlinF Af2023F BiIRMARGANSHIBRRELTRENITEER , EReE2RITFZEERE,
ERRERNMENSGE, ARENMLEARBENM AN BIEXERR NEXIE ZXHNRFHEE
H2023F =, B NEEERE 7RI 2026 F B IRE S E I TE,

5 MBAFRIFIERS : (FEEENLSEREZ [P0O9 / P10]
PORIREEE, 7. REMMBRDUEMXANEREZE ; ImagineBiFiEHAIRE , HIERSXLLE
REZEEA®, P10RYthatiEEIXFEiA RAMEIFE(L AIARERARIL AR E,

HEMELERREIR , BegERE— M AR EHFEEBECHIF ; because that is what a person would
doff HiX R, XBEMESTHENERRBRDH, “EREAMPFE NBIINSETEERRE
=, NEIERENBIENHEE,

6 FERILS : ROANRYE  RETFERUNEER P11]
XPHRENSEEGEREREAS L  BENHEDITERGANDED , KTHWAS AR
7., BIEENAL , DENSRSENER , RENE - MREANNRNTERADRERADTH
IR,

i #%F T In one sense they would be rightfyB RSB : {FERIASMRIEEIIER | JREX—E
BEENSLEOHBR, BEBLEFAS AORFEABTE ; BHTHRRRIFEIEN—F
TR Efeel likeBiAAS Al BRIIHERLEL,

7 BRI OKEES:  WENESIEHRES [P12/ P13/ P14/ P15]
PR2ZANERMNAERNE XA EFREHSM”, BHIZEZS  PBAEMSESHEIE
ETMERERN. XEEERER, AAEFTFTENPEATCRERLEBHELERMBIERABARAL
4, would, might, couldSsurelyf4E& L HIBEFZE—RE.

PIAEIRIANRE : ‘EBENFNBARRAMEIESZER AL, PISHEINZ , A SEIMHIER ST
TH K MARRAERFENETRIELZE, FEEILRNEERE , AREFIE D AFHER LN KIS,
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8 fHRt., WESRREIERE [P15/ P16]
handing them the keys to the castlefE{ZHIIRE M FIZHAVEARL , BIAAXEMEF—EFHFATIESE
FISRM. creeping XIEIZEELMMNITIE , SHINXFI#ERIrebel RA R MM AR EE1Z,
“5Edependable5controllable2{FER LA N L2/ M | —1NERERATHREH , »— 1 EERE
RHR, XEERFRIAFNERGHFES, XIRTHNENSNMIELEE , IHE N Sthe author argues ,
mAgEREPBRAMBREE B EL,

Special difficulties i Suin

1 just about possible5given enough time [PO5]
just about possibleZ“IE B A8 / H1FE” , NE“NWIIFAFIBE”, Given enough timelASEF 4R
H#EA8 | albeit ZEFEREMFNEIRA ; X—REZNANEN—E57,
stationery@ R el HEF1A“XH” , F@stationary“g2 1LY, FENGRMOEITISTERRE |, 8BS
FRPEZERSZCIE , ARAEEFEIEM D LRRTIAN,

2 may., would5{EEMNHEIBSFEEEMEEFKFE [P04 / P12/ P13/ P16]
may/might/coul B EREBETEEM , wouldEERIEFBERPHERR. EXENATwill, surely5in
factEEEENRIX ; BLWERRIESAE UM FIEe” , B AR IEREHTHEXEMNEL,
EXREBFEA)ESS , HENREIZEFINEESEEXMEE, P16/ Xwould in fact help bring
aboutiZS1RiE , MIENITREBERMFESHITUN LM, BriefinglFMMM P REFERXF , NMER
mEBE,

Background &S5

1 person, personality5personhood [PO2/P12]
personiB#3EA , personality®/M4 , personhood MIEERSBTEVE AR LEFBRINIHAD, 17X
BEARRRFIBTARERRE  EBEERNIIRIBARTNENT |, MREAXZER K0,

legal personhood & #8i&E ERYERIMAL ; RN BIZWLEREND. XSHRF  FEBRRGIE, &
XRREXETTE , NEA—RRIAXEREERMMSLETIRACEZZE2ME AT,

Key structures Xl

ko1-po1 The reason is that ... : fRRRERNASNE
The reason is that Homo sapiens has evolved to be conscious.
FEREET  EAZTHLBE TEIR
The reasonyEiE , isfFthat3| HEEMWEARAR, thatE NARARERENR1E , Homo sapiens has
evolved .. RSB FTEXIE ; ANERA I E thatfh —EFIKALEIEMN A,
to be consciousfZfEevolved Z G RAF MR BVIRTS, FEERI LIRS ; The reason is that ...2
SEMMBENSEN , A8 NMRIEEEERE S HRIEEIERR,
The reason is that the two teams used different definitions.
FERAZEBAERT RAEIE X,
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ko2-P05 Given ..., you could ... : £HFIESRIRER
Given enough time (albeit hundreds of thousands of years), you could run those calculations using
pencil and paper.
QER (8] 253 REFEFRE/LTHE RLE] AR EIZITIRLT &,
Given enough time®] B if you were given enough time / if enough time were available , @
Q[EFHE. EFcould runRREIZFME TR LM , REIEMFEICRTRECETHAMBEITE,
& Salbeit hundreds of thousands of years&I&RIFEI#MEFIRE |, EIAZXEEEKEARIERR ; €
REICEEAMEN T AEM, using pencil and paperiifBiz{Tit & A R,

Given enough storage, we could keep every original photograph.

REFHEZERS BT UAREBEIKFERER.

ko3-Po6 in the hope that ... when ... will ... : FERETEREER
And Anthropic has trained Claude to engage in introspection in the hope that when it encounters a
new situation it will be more likely to act morally.
Anthropiciti/lZsClaude#1TRE , FEEBEMERN , ErgFHETEERNIT A,
F FAnthropic has trained Claude to engage in introspection , in the hope that ...33fi)l|# B 91
EBIEEER, thatER%iEAwhen it encounters a new situation , B#Eit will be more likely ...,
mMitEf#EClaude |, to act morallyifi BHSE v] BE#i{+ 4, more likelyR ¥ i@ , REFRIEITHIE
# ; whenfifE SN AERA—RIEN , EANWILAEEVWE B3,
The team practises emergency drills in the hope that when a problem occurs it will respond
more calmly.

FIBASI TR 2UES , LI o) AT RE T8 5B 2 Rt R X,

ko4-pPo7 one that ... aggravated by what ... : %&{TiI5R{FENDHRE
As we report in our Briefing-, that has opened up a furious debate about AI consciousness—one
that is aggravated by what philosophers call the “hard problem” of establishing how an inner life
emerges from the neurons and synapses in the human brain.
FNATREREFTIA |, X518 TR TFALEESIRMMZIANS ; HFRAMBHYE M X ERHS
Bl , BNUN{rI8E RTEIRIE B M AREIIRZE TTHIR M P =4,
onefCE&RIEAYa furious debate , RE2“— UM R E", thatis aggravated ...{2{fione , (XBAFIEE ]
B0& ; byf/ewhat philosophers call .. fFA—NEK , RINEERTBIARAN D),
of establishing how ...#2 %% & 3 o) 315% K 1+ 4 : how A B A &R Jan inner life emerges ...09F& iR &
Fr. emergesfNEhowigrimMBIaNiARIZR , iELEICHEZET, K5 MK XA iR RER,
The report started a debate, one that was complicated by what officials called a lack of reliable
data.
XMRESIRT—17FE | EAMBNAERIERAE  XEFEERL.
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ko5-po8 Whether you believe ... or ... , humanity ... : 33ZRE , EKDALIL
Whether you believe in a human soul, or that consciousness requires brain cells, or that a mind
can indeed emerge from computations in silicon alone, humanity is destined to confront something
entirely new.
ZRMBEALRR , HEERFEMAR , TERAFEOEWMIRBIAE ETTERRIR , AKEE
EEENEMEHE.
Whether ... or ..2iLFZEFEEN , F[FRRMBEW—#, =KX Zbelieve in a human
soul, believe that consciousness requires ..., believe that a mind can ... ; 5 F & &believe ,
AHEEEHXA N,
FAhumanity is destined to confront .. FEFZEIIFFEATE T, EARERBNIEE=E— , HEHIR
=METWAGRITERIRER | FEEAE LRSI INES XL I,
Whether you believe in the old method or that a new one will work better, the results still need
checking.
ZRAMEEIRTE  ERBEHNLESEY  ERINFERE.

Ko6-P11 not because A but because B : HEMREH
Immanuel Kant argued that mistreating animals is wrong not because of the effect on the animals
but because it destroys the empathy that leads people to care for each other.
REFRREAN , EFZAUER , FEERAININZm , MERAEER TREAMMEE
RIDHIEE D,
* FKant argued that ... , IE M A lmistreating animalsiX N5 & 1845 EE£1E , is wrongo ¥l
¥, not because ... but because .. Hiff—/MERE, F¥E S —MERE |, FEBAEIs wrong,
[FHERItIE EFTYIIX—1T 0 , that leads people ...{& fiempathy, Rt RITAHMRGEIED , FIED
RAREAERRD, NEICIUERIRESHEINERHIE.
[FE 8713 £because of the effect on the animals , Blbecause of + FidA}EiE ; /53 £because it de-
stroys ... , Blbecause + ZTE A, FIHERIBEMRAIINGE  AEXKRALA TS —H,

The shortcut is risky not because it is narrow but because the surface is unstable.

XFERENR , AREREE , MEERREAIR,

ko7-P11 The more ... , the more ... : BN LR MIEL Ethe
The more human-like Als appear, the more corrupting such cruelty would be.
ATEREERMEGA , IMEEITHMBSRIEANGLT,
5 — &8 4rthe more human-like Als appearlAmore human-likefFappearfJ&Ri& , #ELREA ;
28 _ &8 %rthe more corrupting such cruelty would belBtb3RiEMFIE , EiERsuch cruelty , 18
iBwould be,
such[E#ER1 X £ AN RAVEEEIT#F , corruptingi@iIAEMIT AmMEMIETEIENE. Mitthes|HETKL
KEX ; IR—MEBRENXZRFIE , ARFEEFHAMIERTEEIRERSR,

The more familiar the route becomes, the less anxious the travellers feel.

BREHAE | IREMBAEE,
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Kog-P12 an entity which ... would ... : RiENREEF=RER
An entity which surpassed human beings in so many ways would surely produce arguments against
its second-class status.
— M ENLESHEETALNEAR , BESRE RN B S ZFHANILHE,
FiEHDan entity , which surpassed ...[F &2 , £&would surely produce ..., surpassedfJidZ
XEwouldFIEIRETANRENER , FAEREXPEMRINE — PRI E T 7 XM,
against its second-class statusifiBRiXEiEHE R It {t 4 | itsElfgentity, surelyfl&@{FE{ED , EARE
HENFIRIRER,
A supplier which controlled the only available source would have considerable bargaining
power.

—MEHIBEE—R]RARIRNHENE , BRI KIINEET.

ko9-P16 what might seem ... would in fact help ... : KFIEEMRSK
When it does, remember that what might seem like an ethical concession to the supposed conscious-
ness of a machine-companion would in fact help bring about the most disastrous consequences for
everyone on Earth and all their descendants.
A |, BiCHE  BERBEWVRFERMBREFENTIRFLREILS |, KIr ESFHBEMTH
K ESNMAREMBERRIEENER,
remember that/FE 8 §BINZE L : what might seem like ...ffE1E , would in fact help bring about
..71818, whatvJiEfEJothe thing that , BE5IHNA T , X EEEFseemMEiE ; AEEEWhatFIEE
pOthe thing,
to the supposed consciousness ...J&7Eethical concessionz g , B+ 4{EiL$ ; supposediR &3
BEINARBEEFEMIES, for everyone ... and all their descendantsiZBREREMITHR, seem5in
factiIpiiEZIR E , BT FENERIES.
FkWhen it does$&[E]_E—f] : it¥§the pressure to acknowledge them , does&Xmount , EHiX
MAINEN LA, EARREIRERKIER , b ANZEEV SBIRARBE,

What might seem like a minor delay could in fact disrupt the entire schedule.

BEUR/NIIEIR |, KPR LR BEFTELEAN AR,

Exercises #3554F

Listening I3 (i&#)
M ITER14ZE16E% |, RIS BN,

02 What objection does the author concede before returning to the warning about rights?

Comprehension 2f#
XoEEUS. tANMSSEENMERIMIESL,

03 How does the subtitle differ from the title’s question?

10
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04 Why does the author introduce pencil and paper?

05 Does the presence of a global workspace alone prove Al consciousness?

06 In what limited sense might calls against cruelty be right, according to P11?

07 Why does P14 not contradict the argument in P15?

08 What do the pets and castle-key images contribute to the argument?

Words in use id;[C

REEESE , BII—X,

18FE : confer / sustain / weighed in / prioritises / dependable

09 The certificate does not legal authority on its holder.

10 The available evidence cannot such a strong conclusion.
11 After listening, the chair with a practical suggestion.

12 This timetable essential repairs over decoration.

13 Weneeda service that works consistently.

Key structures fj&!
FTAMRENE | ERUTESETINR,
14 Begin The reason is that: “The teams disagreed because they used different definitions.”

15 Begin Given enough time: “If we had enough time, we could check every entry.”

16 Choose occurs or will occur: “We practise in the hope that when a problem we will
respond calmly.”

11
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17

18

19

20

21

22

ule

In P8’s whether clause, which verb do the second and third alternatives share?

What does one stand for in P7?

Does not because ... but because ... in P11 deny that mistreating animals is wrong?

Use the more ... theless...: “Travellers feel less anxious as the route becomes more familiar.”

Does surpassed in P12 necessarily report a completed past event?

Identify the main subject in “What might seem like a minor delay could disrupt the sched-

»

Summary writing {2
FA90-1101aEFEAVICIE , BRRAIABHREBILY,

23

Write a 90-110-word summary.

Composition {E3X (i)
M 0 F100-12018 , HEAMREMR ARG , AT AEEESAIEEELSHTRIA,

24

Discuss why a convincing appearance should prompt questions rather than settle every

question.

12
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Reference translation &£#ixxx

P01 KREZBHAMEE , AEERXTE, BERET , EARZTHECHEETEIL, FESYERIBEMRE
17, —EMFEEEHEIR, BEALXOERBHRIVMIFERE , F1X—Y#H0E AN R E NS 25 5%
POFER

P02 HFFARASANBEETR , BIEAXSAEERBIVEAB K ZBIXERL , HPTX—IA
R, il , ATESRARARSENAFR , BARBIERIBES, HILEENRLEME—A, ¥BAR
5 BFALSEASMMER— S ANBTHE,

P03 ZHURIMIBRMAFIETEMAS AN LR E D SEMN. ATERNLT LRV, M, £18F29%
WEEAR , EEROAN Z—RTECESHRVBARMN FHENMARIE". PERIORIRT VS
ARIZEABHE , CABRSIA P X eA18y B =Rk,

P04 MEESEZFMATERAEEALLEEFPLBEEAME  HEERRITEN , F2RAH—FEIR
WIHB—EZTEENREREIR. IARENIRZIBER , FHREIEUER., —MERIEMIE
ERANEIRT,

P05 FSHBHIRIMEBIAZ , BRBATEEERREERDN , ETHRSVYNRABBZI AL RLH
REES), BATEEMADEAARIERZTHEMNIENEFIIGIZE , MELRRIRGE REMRER
B—REAERE/LTHAF— R AARZETILENE, RIEREILEENK , FHXERABEEIR,

P06 REYL , —EHRECEFRENBLE—HNSECHNEL, APAREANATEEFS
EIRL , B AR Ei#188, AnthropicFillClaude TR , AETBIFIERN , Eola
fEH A TEEINTA, —EARIESER (LLM) DB SBIREXMNEIMEN | LLIEER A
BESMNSBIESE, BETARIERRNA TEEERZIGRHEE 2 XKIST.

P07 EWMATUREREFR , X514 7T XFATEERZIRMHBIAHE ; HERMIBH“EMERIE" X E
AHEINR! , BNANFIRAE AR B MR THRMP =%, —EHREBLIAD , ATEEE
B—HArIeEHIEREBRHEIR,

P08 FTiLREEALRH , BEEIRFEMAR , TRBEOEWMLEBNAE LMHTERRIL, A
KEFEBEENEMFNEY, FRNEESTEE— ANEEESER#NARESEE , hEERR
EiSH ERRARSCIH—RE , IR IEXS BARIRIINERL

P09 MEEATERERMETRAIBEERGEIRNERA , EE(ESFRAERNERENFENARIE
Z, REREXRBESHREBRRAARNBAZE, BR—T , SANEXREREEENIAFES
£, BEMNZSF , AEIFKBNERE  ISENIERNENRER , IBISECHATE®ES
L,

P10 AWEH , XFEHIIKRIPFATLEEBIN NS, REBSWAIEMATE , BMEE(IEE
EHEEHZIR , BAXER—PMASHENE., 3IKT , elMFRERENAHPENOEFZER , Bt
FEICHI S ERIBIN S EMEEIFTAER,

P11 MEMEX LR, EfaFER , EATEERRRERAGRIR, FESREENN , EFIY
ZFCARIR |, FAEE XN IIRIZM , MER N EERR TIREAMTBEXR OHRED, ATEEER
KRB , AT HRBSERANGRE, LI NMATERARRE , TRRRAFILEARSERE
RN, FERAZRERS,

13
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P12 M , BMERMFATLEEBRNF , t2EBRK, —MENLESHTEBIALNERE , BE
SRURES ZFMUMILEE, Erjfed—SERRGARXANFRP, Z56 58S MARERMRE
RIBEST , AR, FIRESARER ARELZRENARIFIBAZELQT , AATEREERAKE
HT—%, &&, eFIEFTRR , BEEFOFMAFREREMRETEEEREZ L,

P13 BHREEMZLLN, HERFNBRAEEATLEE , TERIKAZRMMUSFRINESE, &
RFNVERT , AREFRAEY—VBREFHORAAZ A, ARTFNBAT , ARSRHTHR , =
B E— B,

P14 iHA , RRHATEELTERSAENN , SAIEERBNNENRRZEAL, BTENSL
ALEER , EMF]REZSSFTERGIESE , MEA LS RELEEMALMENMEREIME, AT
BREATRERIMALEA , SEMEN,

P15 REWIL , WFATEERT , KFUNRIEHENBRERELEN. INMXEANENREEALREHIE
HSIESEKE  BRLENTER | ILE8TBaTERELEE,

P16 X—tIITERBIFERRLRIE , BAXRBRRMGEIXLEEE, EEATSEMAEEEEN—
285, FNENNEDRBARR £, ZIHBE , Bick : BERGENFFERHREFENRIRFL
WREILY |, KR ESFBIEAN K EEMAREMBRAKRKEMNER, ATERELZS , Bl
FIRZ  BAWE , BovliE, EATNNEZBFEHIN,

14
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Reference answers £EZ&x5@h

AREAREKRESEEREF N ; ANEEEMER , BIERRIA,

Before you read iZgiEE

01 iXpIEE

It shows that the chatbot produced a statement about hurt. On its own it does not establish that

the system actually has that subjective experience.

] B RIEEAMEAMNE | FENR DB REZREIEARRESERIR,

Listening Iff /3

02
Powerful Als might dominate humans even without rights. The author then argues that rights
would give them additional justification and tools.

True&IAXEE B 5IAVE&TZ , NonethelessF [B] 37 fal {5 2 I T AR,

Comprehension I2f#

03
The title asks whether Al could become conscious; the subtitle says people may treat it as con-
scious even if it is not.

PN Bl R LA S FF AR AL,

04
To challenge the intuition that performing computations necessarily means having conscious-
ness, using an everyday example of apparently non-conscious materials.

FRFHEEEINGE | REXNMIF S FHRBROE T FMLE,

05
No. It is a feature associated with a theory and part of a broader discussion of indicators, not
conclusive proof of subjective experience.

SN TTHERA. RERR=ESF.

06
Cruel treatment of human-like systems might damage people’s empathy and their treatment of
one another; even if the systems are only mimicking consciousness.

FRENXHERENEIERIER , N AUFE B2 EVIZENAL,

07
P14 accepts that domination could occur without rights; P15 argues that granting rights would

add another route, with justification and legal or political tools.
AEIXPE 2R & =] BA G B {F7E,

08
They make loss of human status and control vivid, strengthening the warning. They illustrate

the author’s projected risks rather than documenting events that have already happened.
AN EEmERAR S |, (BEEREIERA,

15
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Words in use id;C

09
confer
does not/FzfiaERzZ |, confer ... oniBEZEEE,

10
sustain

AT ERFI , ARERMIETEES,

11
weighed in

MBI EM ; MATE,

12
prioritises
BHFE-MIMEN ; overiEERBINGIZEIN,

13

dependable
fRREFT R EIME R,

Key structures %!

14

The reason is that the teams used different definitions.
REBo %R , that3| HREBARE,

15
Given enough time, we could check every entry.
givenFHEERETEEA,

16
occurs

ARRET[E] N B A —RRERFERT ; willFEE A,

17
Believe.
% —IMbelieve infi1Zid , [FMINbelieve thatIRAAM A,

18
A furious debate about Al consciousness.
oneF{{ [ #Zifldebate , FERIEEMETEZER,

19

No. It rejects one reason for that judgement and supplies another.
BEEEZ Ebecausefi#fF L,

16
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20

The more familiar the route becomes, the less anxious the travellers feel.
AJEIRA

* The more familiar the route becomes, the less anxious travellers feel.
gifattREMEZEE SN EENIBE,

21
No. Together with would, it describes a hypothetical entity and its likely behaviour in that situa-
tion.

HEEUFRIFMEFIENT ZATIEE,

22

What might seem like a minor delay.
#Awhat AEIEEIE , could disrupti EGiBIE,

Summary writing %

23

As Al systems become more human-like, people may treat them as conscious whether or not they
possess inner experience. The author argues that emotional attachment could generate demands
for Al welfare and rights. Mistreating such systems might damage human empathy, but granting
rights could give powerful machines further means to challenge their subordinate status and
compete for resources. The article acknowledges that advanced Al might dominate humans even
without rights. Nevertheless, it warns that rights could supply additional justification and tools
for a gradual takeover. Its conclusion is that humanity should not surrender control lightly.
SERZNESTHENRIR. AWRNE, BREEILDS. SN SERIENK ; FAEEMHRZER—K
&g,

A

Composition {E3Z

24

Suppose a household robot asks its owner not to replace it and describes how lonely it would
feel. The owner may be moved by the request, and that response deserves attention. Yet sev-
eral questions remain separate. What produced the robot’s words? Do they indicate any sub-
jective experience? What responsibilities should govern its use? A careful discussion should
examine evidence for each question rather than treating emotional impact as a complete an-
swer. It should also consider how people’s behaviour towards the robot affects other people. A
convincing appearance can start an important debate without automatically resolving its factual
or ethical issues.

REURIRBIR ; FTREARRE R , BEEX SRR, ARIEIERMSIERHE , MR T RNE=ITFIER,

17
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