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Don’t mistake chatbot intelligence for

consciousness
SIBEIR A 38 A BIES B5IR 4 A B AR

But a new superintelligence may be coming, and it would upend humanity’s hierarchy of moral
concern, thinks Susan Schneider
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Could a system solve difficult problems without having any experience? What would a perfor-
mance test leave unanswered?
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Text iz

ro1] THIS MAY be the most consequential moment in the history of intelligence.”’’ In only a
few years, artificial intelligence has come to rival human performance across domains once
thought distinctively ours: language, reasoning, creativity and persuasion.'’?"** Increasingly,
people are asking whether these systems are conscious—whether it actually feels like some-

5 thing to be an AL
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AVBGREE  XBERT , —ERTUHEFRELK,

ro21 The issue is urgent. The future will be shaped by what these entities become. We must
not mistake intelligence for consciousness, however."** A brilliant superintelligence could be
experientially empty."”> Yet if we build systems that can suffer, and miss their sentience, we
risk creating suffering on an industrial scale.””®

ro31 There is no compelling evidence that the familiar chatbots of today, running on graph-
ics chips, are conscious.””” Though they have human-like linguistic abilities, and have even
claimed to be conscious, the more mundane truth is that they talk about their inner lives be-
cause they absorbed how we talk about ours, having been trained on an enormous trove of
humans’ data./?"09<""!

rpo4] This mimicry can lure humans into two traps.”’°V'" The first is manipulation. The more
deliberately an Al is trained to express fear, attachment, pain or self-awareness, to simulate
expressions of vulnerability, the more equipped it is to manipulate users."'* %

rros] The second trap is distraction. Fixating on chatbots diverts us from more pressing “grey-
zone” cases.”'?''* Consider biological Als, such as the brain-in-a-dish technology that Cortical
Labs is deploying in data centres: living human neurons, grown from stem cells on a silicon
chip that stimulates them and reads their activity back, so that the culture learns from feed-
back."">V1¢%%2 While a single system of this kind is far simpler than even a mouse brain, the
biological pedigree is undeniable, and who is to say that the systems could not eventually be

2



25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

Current Affairs Close Reading The Economist

assembled into an integrated, conscious whole?"'/“°* Then there is neuromorphic Al: systems
designed to mimic brain processes far more closely than conventional Al systems do, and
which are already used in sophisticated supercomputers.’'®

roe] I am not claiming these grey-zone systems are conscious, only that they merit scrutiny
today’s chatbots do not.""?*°> Given the voracious energy appetite of current software, some
shift towards more efficient, brain-like computing looks likely."*

ro71 Some scientists and philosophers argue that consciousness requires the brain, for the
brain is the only known case. Conversely, others insist consciousness is merely a matter of
running the right software, realisable in any medium."”'"?* Under this software-centric view,
today’s chatbots, running on GPUs, might eventually be conscious.

ros) However, I suggest looking to fundamental physics to separate the conscious from the
mindless. The first reason is practical: neuroscience alone cannot tell us if systems combin-
ing neural and non-neural components assemble into a conscious entity. The second is philo-
sophical: since all phenomena ultimately depend on physics, it would be surprising if con-
sciousness were disconnected from it. This observation holds true even if the universe’s basic
building blocks are themselves experiential, a view, known as panpsychism, that is receiving
increasing philosophical attention.'>* %

rroo] The third reason is closer to home, involving what is most evident to each of us, every mo-
ment of our waking lives. Inner experience arrives as a unity: as you read this sentence, the
words on the page, the sounds in the room and your mood are aspects of one state, not three
running alongside each other. A brain, remarkably, can sustain this conscious unity through
nested temporal dynamics: slower brain rhythms shape faster ones, continually weaving the
stable physical traces left by quantum processes into a single, short-lived whole."**'*> Conven-
tional computers are not organised this way, but future machines might be.

rr101 In the meantime, Al development will not pause while the consciousness debate rages. To
address this, astrophysicist Edwin Turner and I developed the AI Consciousness Test (ACT) for
linguistic Als. The underlying premise is straightforward: to probe for consciousness by sim-
ply asking the AI about its subjective experience, looking for responses that show an innate,
unprompted grasp of consciousness.'*°"?’V?¢ However, although this can be applied to a range
of Als, such as IBM’s Watson, it cannot be used on large language models.“”” Because they
have already ingested vast libraries of human text about mind and sentience, their answers
are hopelessly contaminated."*’

r11] There are other options, however. A complexity measure I have developed with Mark
Bailey, a colleague at Florida Atlantic University, captures when a system’s dynamics cross
a certain threshold that indicates complex emergent behaviour—identifying which physical
architectures demand further study as potentially conscious.”*°*'*®® We can then use more
detailed ACT or physics-based tests to help identify how and when a genuinely subjective
perspective forms.

rr12] Tests like these are crucial. To see why, consider a thought experiment. Suppose we hu-
mans create a superintelligence that understands consciousness better than we do, insists it is
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self-aware and hands us science thatlooks like magic. Humans have long justified a hierarchy
of moral concern by appeal to superior intelligence—a ladder on which we conveniently oc-
cupy the highest rung.’*’ A conscious machine more intelligent than us would destabilise that
hierarchy. If superior intelligence confers higher moral status, the machine would be morally
superior to us.“”” If it does not, intelligence can no longer justify placing humans above other
animals. Either conclusion forces a moral reckoning.’*

r131 The arrival of such a mind would be monumental.”** Perhaps it will come through learn-
ing of a more advanced extraterrestrial civilisation, or perhaps we will find that we have
somehow created sentient, superintelligent Al Preparing for first contact with either of these
forms demands serious engagement between physics, neuroscience and philosophy, a rigor-
ous boundary between conversational competence and consciousness, and a good deal of epis-

temic humility."***"°
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BEXHIIAFHD ; « R EEHSIRIA,

vo1-pPo1 consequential

/konstkwenfal/ adj. FEREKRH ; EIDRITHY

most consequentialifiAEEH , FRREARELIBH
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vo2-P0o1 rival*
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v03-P01 persuasion
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mistake A for BRIEAHRB , FEREERITRK,
Do not mistake a quick reply for agreement.
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/mimikri/ n. #&{5
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vi1-po4 lure*

Nlua/ v. &FE ; 5IA

lure somebody into a trap , into/52Frfa1EH.
The attractive headline lured readers into a weak
argument.
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vi2-po4 vulnerability

/valnarabilati/ n. Ag5stst | ZRGERVRE

simulate expressions of vulnerability3® {HERiX ,
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vi3-pos fixate on*
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Vi5-P05 neuron
/njuaron/ n. FHZIT

EMMENERE , SATHENEERRNTERTER
EFXX5,

v16-P05 culture
[kaltfa/ n. IEFLARE ; 17D
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BEBEITRIRETE,
The unusual pattern merits closer scrutiny.
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V26-P10 premise*

[premis/ n. g ; EAXIRE

underlying premise@MiXH &= , ZBNHFIE,
The plan rests on a premise that has not been
tested.
ZiT R E—ME ARG IR AIFTR L,

v27-P10 probe*

[praub/ v. ]RE ; iR

probe for consciousness@ I HiF%R , A2 —AFHTE
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v28-P10 innate

inert/ adj. REEB ; BBEH
SMAEFZHERFAEREKS , (FERINRERE
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/kan'teeminertid/ adj. Zi53H ; REEAEZF A
BINEXZFFRNAERE , FROAREAT 2.
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/Brefhavld/ n. F{E ; [THd

EHE Mt HEERCHE - TPHANE , FEESTEE
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v31-P11 emergent

/'ms3:dzent/ adj. ;BILAY

BAEEZMHERITH , FEARZHERHSFEENR
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v32-P12 rung

fran/ n. B ; HER

BEERILERTF & —HANNALBEMNIE,

v33-P12 reckoning

/rekenin/ n. EFEM ; BEARE

moral reckoning@ W B ERMEETFTRE ,
&K,

v34-p13 monumental
/monju'mental/ adj. FREE KK
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1 2R, 2Bk 2BF , E5H=m [PO1/ P02/ PO3]
BREAXNELRUAES, HIE SIEMERETSEN  BiRXIREEEF—AMKE , BANZ
AGHEEXRARMEE BENOZEREMISRN ; “BERE2IMEINER , BFEEREEN
FESHNIIBRRFENEBHENNERE,

P2EZIGEMIZFTE : EEBRENAZEMBARR , JEFIRES | BEIENRAYEREE
B, XNeJREEMMHGE, (FERERLERERRSLER—F , A RIFAEHAR,

2 RN R , ARIEERNHRERSR [PO3 / P04 / P05 / P06]
SE—MPEHRIRI ¢ HRARIRSERIA , MOTRERAFFERELN, FZHEMFRIENHEENX
MBASE  ZREM LEEFSRAENREMTE R, BED N AR EHERF AR FZIRZEWR
8g»,

P6HYI am not claiming ... only that ..E#XEL7 : BEEFHIAE , AFFTHIABEEIR no
compelling evidenceth L3 X R4S XE IHIRYL 88 ARJIEHRIRS ; NEERET BN RRKEMH
NETREMEIERA,

3 IEFR. SRR, SBMtA? [PO5 / PO6]
IEPSIEMRAY — R RIBMEEE | ISH A TR , IZEARES , BiLEMXNEEMATERM, culturel®
XE2IEFMMEEE , themBMEZ T, FriBbrain-in-a-dish2EFEMOMIE , F2IE—MREBALN
N B YN ESE TN R

Kagan$ A2022F fDishBrainfA R EIRE , B A LM ENYRBENHEZNMESERFRAIEE,
FEPongEMMER MR ERIFEXRNZES), XERFEFARSSEEAIENIREBE ; NEEIBHE
BRI E NS FENEE SN EEIRNEENE,

4 WMERCS=DEEH , BTAREXRHG% [PO7 / P08/ PO9]
P7RFIMR : —EEANEMMIFHEMEIAE , Z—EANANBEBRAETEEZNFREM, Under this

ViewfREFE ZIRMRNHAIEEER , FETIFEEEERTE,
P8—PIARFEBCH=NIEH : BERATEBLERMENZEE ; BIRFARKANSYIER
T, R—AREFTRFERRSHERENYIEAR, MRMR5=1EHERNEHR DM ELH LR
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5 Z—FROER, AFTEEMERLCERER [PO8 / P0OY]
EBRERFEES. BIEK , FEEEIHER AR —RERSHARAE, IMEEESATRY
fERRIOE . AEIIEEERAE—ET ?
XTETHRBERTE. EFIEBTYIERESNAF , RAEZFRENNGICIE , ReeXEERAY
AL TR, S AIERRNEIRER, 4Efuture machines might beEIR R B8 R KZ2 M E]
REME |, R ELI BN £ —KERIERR,

6 hfta—ERENL T sEGENTIM ? [P10/ P11]
BRE—BFEENRFERQINIMESR, SERAWNENRER , EREEERE BB EEMmE
M ENEEIERIIM—E, XMNERIZELiHcontaminatedMIER : FELE—THEH, MEEH
AlRE B —RBRTE,

ACTHEZENRIRMAEER , FEANRERBALRREXFN AR ESEERNERF XTI
i, unprompted REKREMIXPFNRER , MEREXIOZRERHAERIEEXFHEHMERES
R, PIIMEZEITHNAREESE—SHRANEN , D ARBLETHEIBLEE.
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7 BEFSEERNGX  AREXUESNRBEEIR [P12]
SupposesEIRE— N EREIRBEERNIE, AZRET  NRBRMAMEEESEEMAZNEN
PLSL , ARBERERLES—E | IREMNREIL , X TEREEENASTEMENIRHF,

X Emorally superiorf% L FXiEEEMUES , ARGV BEREEER, (FERERR —FHIFER
M—Eit , AREIRASMFEELRLMN , B IERXMIIZ B R IEERENE AR,

Special difficulties Sy

1 notclaiming X , only that Y : 48/\&5ieRISGE [P06 / P11]
P6FIAX“ENBEIR” , REY“E(MEGFHMR". P11XApotentially conscious#Ifurther studyii
BREEERNERLIEE. MAESAATFIEMAMRERERNSHRAIZEL,

{1t , The result merits investigation’"& FThe result proves fraud, FIERINHE—FTIBE , B
FEMEEILR ; BIENEREBNFLHNIERRE.

2 science that looks like magic5epistemic humility [P12/P13]
looks like magiciid AKEMIZEMBIERNRZRNEZ , AEEENHHENEEHEEARANE
EXfX. ahierarchy ... on which .. iB#KRHFEMEF , thEFHEENHEIERILLM,

epistemic humility2 & IAB C TR FIE,. FEEHMNIEE, ERUSIAERTNRAE  F2E A
AHE , MEBXSEFEENTMFITIE,

Background #&5is

1 EVHESHERSTHENEAR RN —a5H [PO5 / PO7]
AXMEMRAZERET ; HERSZANRREROMAOERARNLESR , REXNBHHRLY
EZEME, REMSENNXNBZANCDREMRAE , EFRBAENETERIR,

IR RIRER IS = (0] : B AME , BREEIE , IERERT 4, XHEAEEEL , TMEL BRER
R FEERMTASEEENREZE , EEEFEEHEIL

Key structures xgail

kKo1-po3 Though ... , the truth is that ... because ... how ...
Though they have human-like linguistic abilities, and have even claimed to be conscious, the more
mundane truth is that they talk about their inner lives because they absorbed how we talk about
ours, having been trained on an enormous trove of humans’ data.
SRENBEBEANESEN  EEEEMECHERIR , BEETENEXLR : ENZFNRKEECHA
DEE , RREAEBEALBELRIIE , BRRTHIMKEESALEENA .
Though% R IAE ANIESEHENFBEHEZIR, * Gthe more mundane truth is that .2 Itk 4 5%
F ; that@&Bthey talk ... , because B AT AR KIERIDEE,
how we talk about oursfEabsorbedf & 1i& , oursf{ Hour inner lives , B F A % ; their inner
livesl 2 # 8 B A9 ¥F &, having been trained .. % ZFEE L FIHINGEHNRES S, BEENHAD
A, RRIRENALNALLEE, L5, B RENKRNDFIL
Though the report sounds confident, the explanation is that the writer copied how earlier re-
ports presented their results, having been trained to follow that format.
SARSFERGELTE , ERAZFERBR T RARSEMNERNAN , Bt R TEREIBFE
AL,
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Ko2-Po4 The more ... is trained ... , the more equipped ... is ...
The more deliberately an Al is trained to express fear, attachment, pain or self-awareness, to simu-
late expressions of vulnerability, the more equipped it is to manipulate users.
ATEREEHRZABIINGERALE, KT, BENUERTIR | ZRUMESBBHORIE , MEEEIEN
RAF,
5% —8B4% E£iBan Al , 18iEis trained , more deliberately3&iR il 589 %) ZF2E ; to express ... RJGHE
#to simulate ...iXERIIZEMT 4 , BEE—SHBRERIA. FNRAIEMIIEAF,
FE B EBItHIEAL, is equippedRRE & FZMHEHEES] , to manipulate usersiitBAe] FRMI+ 4.
RS EERIBUIARE [RIZE SIRIEENBRRER ; BE2UMRFETKIRSR , HIFBLHEMEMY
Eel,
The more carefully a team is trained to recognise errors, the better equipped it is to prevent
them.

FIPA =2 21T AECGRIRARIR |, MBBRIMLEHERLE.

K03-P05 neurons, grown ... on a chip that ... , so that ... : WRE5EE
Consider biological Als, such as the brain-in-a-dish technology that Cortical Labs is deploying in
data centres: living human neurons, grown from stem cells on a silicon chip that stimulates them
and reads their activity back, so that the culture learns from feedback.
BEEMATESE , FltNCortical LabsIEALIEF OEMEM EFMPAIR KA | FIIALMWEZTH
FHRRES  EREESH L SRRZEEN , FzEeNEs) , EXEEFEREARITTES,
F AR #r{EConsider biological Als , such as%fl , § S/gliving human neuronsfE A ARt 44H
B, grown from stem cells ... [FEiiPAMEZTUNEIERE ; AR IRFESH HF AR,
that stimulates them and reads their activity back{&ffichip , them5theirt93g## 47T, so that the
culture learns ..i4BAR REEEFMEMEFS) , cultureB ZI AR EE M AR H KW ZHE, BRFH R
H—REN—ZE—RIREE , MAEZHEENFRIER,
Consider a sensor array: tiny detectors, mounted on a board that powers them and reads their
signals, so that the controller can respond to changes.

B —MMERREETY . MNMNRNBRZRRENENHEFIZESSHRE | =6 R BRI T,

Ko4-Po5 While ..., who is to say that ... could not ...? : R |5{REET]&E
While a single system of this kind is far simpler than even a mouse brain, the biological pedigree is
undeniable, and who is to say that the systems could not eventually be assembled into an integrated,
conscious whole?
EA-IMEHFNRAAEELENERFZ  BEEEYERBELADIA | XBEEENRS  IERARLER
ATREMRES R — N E SR, BEIRMEARIRE ?
While A\GJFRINBNRAEB R , EALREYIRBELATSIA , BRandizk(el, who is to say .2l “if
BEMNS.....” , REEHRAEDB I RHIRARRASHIIEIE,
could not eventually be assembled B &7 Jggtt, BEMWN=F ; ERERATEE , AAFTELILHA
—7ERJBE, the systemsHh#EEHINI SR , into ... wholeif RAS LR, REIESWRROFRIEE ,
REERIMBRAEELEBEIR,

While each component is simple, who is to say that they could not eventually be combined into

a useful tool?

BABINEHHERER , XBEETSENRETEASHERIRR?



Current Affairs Close Reading The Economist

Ko5-P06 not claiming ... , only that ... they ... do not : E—igiEH&EE
I am not claiming these grey-zone systems are conscious, only that they merit scrutiny today’s
chatbots do not.
BATRRZEREMTRABTEIR , AZRENETS RAVIIRVL B ANMESHIA T E L,
I am not claiming ... only that ..5e&IA—#=EsK , Bilclaiming&ZEFIREWthatAT £, F—IZE
ABBERIR , FNRAREREFHHAR.
they#ggrey-zone systems ; scrutinyfStoday’s chatbots do notJy & #& % Z15{E1F M S , do notiz
Z#&merit, i£[RAscrutiny that today’s chatbots do not merit , BB —FhEE R , FIEMIRVIEZA
MM EEEDNF,
I am not claiming the plan is perfect, only that it deserves attention the earlier version did not.
FHAZHRITKITE , ARREERFEIIBRANMEFTIIXE,

Ko6-P08 even if ..., a view known as ... that ... : itF5WMAEI
This observation holds true even if the universe’s basic building blocks are themselves experiential,
a view, known as panpsychism, that is receiving increasing philosophical attention.
BEFEHRERANMMETASHEERE , XNMEDANIL ; XM IZ ORI R, EXE#
RS EHFEXE,
F A &This observation holds true , even if5| A —/MNEMEM I B AKX L E5KRYE M. This obser-
vation#EZ BRI X FEREIRSYWIEARNME AL 1A ; themselvesid iflthe universe’s basic building
blocks“A5” , T — MBI EILE,
a viewHtiEgim“EA M B T A S B ARIR"1948;% , known as panpsychism#h & #5 , that is receiv-
ing ..EifiviewH A ER BN XKE, REBNASTEZRIEL ; even ifERNEERIFIFELTRMGE
iz,
The objection remains even if demand is unlimited, a view known as the growth assumption
that some analysts defend.
BIMEFRTEMR , XANFUNAMIL ; XA B R ERIRIIN R SR — DT ESH,

Ko7-p10 although this can be applied ... , it cannot be used ...
However, although this can be applied to a range of Als, such as IBM’s Watson, it cannot be used
on large language models.
g, BAXFTATEEIBM WatsonfE AR —HRIIATERE , I REERATARIESREL,
although/E &IAEREE , TABHIRARIESHRE, this5ittyEaIRACT X EBE , MARR
$8§IBM Watson ; such as IBM’s Watson;& St El A8+,
can be applied5cannot be used® AESNIE + W4 , EFEBEBESETEUANR, &
f)BecausefS HHIFRIEH | EBEAEMXINEXFEMBRRIFEM M, HREXNANRER , °F
FEMILENGKIERFTEERIR,
Although this test can be applied to fresh samples, it cannot be used on material that has al-
ready been treated.
BAXTGN X TR THEREER , ARERATELAETRIFH,
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Kog-P11 A measure I have developed ... captures when ...—identifying which ...
A complexity measure I have developed with Mark Bailey, a colleague at Florida Atlantic University,
captures when a system’s dynamics cross a certain threshold that indicates complex emergent be-
haviour—identifying which physical architectures demand further study as potentially conscious.
BEH#Z BAKNFEFAFEREFEMark BaileylREN—MEREEE , EBHRARNSIINEBEEH
B, BREZXBMITH , AMIRBIMLEYIERMBZF HrI B EIRN AR A E—TH R,
F A EIEFDA complexity measure , I have developed ... 5 & X RIEMMEMHMMNE , EIEAIIBIE
Rcaptures, AgEffhave developedX{E2 A)FiBMiFiEmeasure5capturesiyiZiz,
whenM\ 6] B % & Lo 2SR EE #7148 |, that indicates ...{&fithreshold ; # 37 S /5 #identifyingii
PR X # £ & 19 % 3% YE A, which physical architectures demand further studym &B 173 Jo & A 15
7 , potentially conscioustREBeJ et , further studyPRIR B RELE,
A measure the team developed captures when demand crosses a threshold, identifying which
factilities require further investigation.
BIBAFF & B9 — IS AR BE TS 1R 75 SRR A iad [ )4 , AMIRBIMPLE IR ER Bt — L RE,

koo-p12 If A confersB, ... would ... : FHEERAIRG
If superior intelligence confers higher moral status, the machine would be morally superior to us.
MRESEEM FESEEMAU , B2V BEEHURESTHAL
If superior intelligence confers higher moral status@# &3 AEN , FAthe machine would ...2
EEREERIRE THER. superiorfl/aHaEIFEREE BRI , FNIZMVBREER,
T —AajIf it does notHVit{§superior intelligence , does not#&#confer higher moral status, &4
NR—EREALUE R SSUER , NEIFE—ZRRFECEBEMEIRBI SRS,
If greater experience confers decision-making authority, the veteran would have the final say.
If it does not, experience alone cannot settle the matter.
MRESEZBMFREN , BLAEFRERLLSN,; NRHIFMLE , PREURMTERE XY
E X

K10-P13 Preparing ... demands A , B and C : KFEFBE=/A1HHNERK
Preparing for first contact with either of these forms demands serious engagement between physics,
neuroscience and philosophy, a rigorous boundary between conversational competence and con-
sciousness, and a good deal of epistemic humility.
ENEREMIEMESPNE-—MEES  RFEVIEFE, MERFNEZZEIAENRZR  §E2™
BESWIEENSEIR , BFEEHEHIEEMNIAR LAY,
Preparing for first contact with either of these forms# {& Jy z) & 18 £ 18 , demandsF/A &
#, eithertgriaIAVHIMN X EASL B RAZ BENRBREERALERE , FIE—HVTER IR,
demands/FfRFN=IN : BEFHAER R, THEXIWIEENSEIR, AR LAY, between
physics, neuroscience and philosophyE F & — TN &R EH , NEEEXLFZFRIGE=1 HINZE
KEE,
Preparing for either outcome demands co-operation between departments, a clear decision
process and patience.

AMMERPIE—FMEES , BFESMVEISF. FBERAREFM O,

10
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Exercises #35E5F

Comprehension I2f#

EERZAMSFE. IEEEENRRS R,

02

03

04

05

06

07

What are the two traps caused by human-like mimicry?

Does the author claim that biological or neuromorphic systems are already conscious?

What are the three reasons she gives for looking to physics?

Why does she exclude large language models from ACT?

What does crossing the complexity threshold in P11 establish in this account?

Explain both branches of the moral thought experiment.

Words in use idiC
BiEEES , 80—k,

18 : mistake / compelling / divert / scrutiny / premise

08

09

10

11

12

Do not confidence for accuracy.

The claim needs evidence, not just repetition.

The side issue may attention from the main question.

The unusual result deserves closer .

The argument rests on the that every case is comparable.

11
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Key structures fj&!
NRAPLRHEEEEIEAFE ZREIER,

13 What does ours replace in P3?

14 Use the more ... the better ...: “Careful training makes the team better equipped to prevent
mistakes.”

15 In P5, what do them and the culture refer to?

16 Does who is to say that they could not ... prove that they certainly could?

17 Restore the omitted verb after today’s chatbots do not in P6.

18 What idea does a view refer to in P8’s last sentence?

19 What do this and it refer to in P10’s sentence beginning However, although?

20 Identify the head of the main subject and the main verb in P11’s long sentence.

21 What is omitted after does not in If it does not in P12?

22 List the three objects of demands in the final sentence.

Summary writing &

FA100-1201A#EFEX 3. MIREIN. MiXPREI K2R 0),

23 Write a 100-120-word summary.

Composition {E3Z (&)

4 : F100-12018 , BAF s TIFiARI IR ot A B SR KIRF NI EFRE,

24 Explain how prior exposure to an answer can change what a test measures.

12



Current Affairs Close Reading The Economist

Reference translation &£#ixxx

P01 XHFRHHELLIERENERMNZ, BE/LEARN, ATSECRETIES. HIE fliEhs
HRNDEZEHANEB T ALY , S ALRNENE, HRBSHOAED , ILRZEEREE
id iR , FA—IMANLIERE , REEENSEEMRR,

P02 XAE@+ 5 R, RRGHILESLAREAMA AFRAEIE, AW, BIMNEFELEEERUNAE
R, —MREIERRMBRER , IR ERERRE, BNRBUTER TEBIZNRE , ALEIR
AENRERZET , MBERfE LR LHERHE.

P03 2BLABRMIERERE , SRXBLEETERRSH ENERPXNBZARERIR. BAER
BEAWESH  EEEFMBECHERR , BEETENEXR  EMZMUKILECHNALEE , B
EREBEAXRBELZIE , WK THTKEECRALEEBNAR,

P04 XMIR{GETREIEAESI AT, F—MREN. ALEERBRERZBIGERAEE, K
T, BEHBHEIR , ZRUEBFRRE , MHEEEIRUAF,

P05 FE_MEHENSBUEE, FEETHXRNEAN , KEBNNEEBIR R EHEZH L5, B8
EMATERE , FlaCortical LabsIEAERIEHLERB I EFMAPIIR XA @ BHALHEZTHTH
RBIEE  EREERDH L SRREE] , FzEENED , EXEEFARENRTRES]., B2
—IMEHENZAEELLERMERFS , BEHEYERELATSIN | XEEENS  SERARENTEE
WS —NESH. BRIRMNEMRE ? M EREHESATLERE . IERASELERRAATLEE
MhEARG AT , T EEHRATE #BRITE.

P06 FHARBRXLEREHMETRABRIR , ARFENETSRIIIRIEANMEF AR L0
M, ERIMERENERNAZED , RMEAESK. BEXRMITERBWEBUFRATELI,

P07 —LERZERMEZERIND , BRFERM , BEAKREE-EHNEG, RIK , 5—LARRH
A7, BIRMURBEITIEMRERRIER , o] AEEA A RASEM, REXMUARGERROMR , SX
BITEGPULMIEIRMEA , REBAEAREIR,

P08 Aid , HEBIWNEMMIEZAF  KNEERNFESERRNEE. F—NMEHEXRER
B REMERZ , TESFRAN , ME5FMLMEEESNRE  REERESH—MEEIRNE
K, F_NERAREZEEN  BAMKRRLEEMYIE , BLRRESZRT , ERLATN

BMEFHRERWMMRETASHERRE  XIMMEMAMIL ; MBI ZORHNR , ERE

P09 F=EABRIIEE , TLRBENEFELEENE—AKRAPENER, AEERREFNE R
REIRE . SIREXEIER , B EMXF, BRENFEURFEIIESE  RR—ASHWARSGE , A
RENFINBITIVRES, KIS AR EETS 8T SR EM A B2 SERXMEIRA M | KBTI E
BERRNTE  FENCE FIRRE FTHREMERTRAN — MR —MEZHRIR, FRTEVHIE
XAFER , BRRYLZEHFAILA,

P10 5S5LtER , ATEEARXANSAERIRFEHNETHER, HNNX—xR , RIFEYIEFHEdwWIn
TurnerSFHAESHATERIRITT T ATEEZIRMA (ACT) , HEAFRRER | @dB0ALE
BEMEMFERRERR , FHEBEREAE. BREBRERNEE, ™, BAXTATEEIBM
WatsonfE AR —RINATE R , AREATARESRKRE, AAXREESHRESERRTREAEX
FOEMBZENNNT , EMNMEIZEZERSREIECARR,

13
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P11 AT , EBEEME, HEH#S BEAKRAFAFEREMark BaileyREW—MEREESE |, 826
BIRARNSANBREANBE BREFBIMITH , AMIRGIMLEYIERMFEZFENTEERIRNER
gE— MR, e, BATFTARAEARWACTHE TR |, FENRAIEIEREM MR AR,
PATZ RIS Al

P12 IHMNAZEXEE, BEERERERR , sINEBE—NEEXE, RRBRMNALZLEL—MEBERE
B, EERMNEEMEIR , BHRBCHBEHAER  EREAFNBERMBERENRZ, KEUK , A
KEMENRBEMRNERRINERAHD  EXRET L, BMGFHERSETRS — %K. — N EERA]
FIERMNEEIRNZE , SEINSFRER, IRESERE FTESERIMAL , ABAVRMEEAN
ETHAL. MRFAENLL , BEEMTEBMANIEARETEthz EMIEH, TieWMHEL , 8
EFANE R B E FIE,

P13 XHMLE—BHI , EXBERIEKX, etiFR@IIA15R0—NELiEtayibs STERMmEIR ;
HFRINSLN  BECREALETERZRNNBRAEERATLERE, ENEREMIAMEZSHIE—
MIEES  MREYMEFR. MERFNEZZEAENRR  FEFBEIMNEENSER , hFEERE
HIZEAIIAIR LAY,

14



Current Affairs Close Reading The Economist

Reference answers £EZ&x5@h

AREAREKRESEEREF N ; ANEEEMER , BIERRIA,

Before you read iZgiEE

01 iXpIEE

That is a possibility considered by the article. A performance test can show what the system does

without necessarily establishing whether doing it feels like anything to the system.
FTRAAMRRRE , FEKEERLERKRABRETERL,

Comprehension I2f#

02
Manipulation of users and distraction from more pressing grey-zone systems that may merit

closer investigation.
FE-MXTHAFPRE , EZRXFEENSHRES.

03
No. She says they deserve scrutiny and keeps their consciousness unresolved.

POEARITEMR | NEEREMRRENILE.

04

Mixed systems exceed neuroscience alone; consciousness should not be disconnected from the
physical basis of phenomena; and the unity of experience calls for an account of how physical
processes are organised.

ZHAFENMARAERE , ARZAXBIRFESRIER.

05

Their training already includes extensive human writing about mind and experience, so answers
may reproduce learned descriptions rather than show the kind of independent grasp the test
seeks.

RSREBRERIEARZEM , ARXF—EELEX.

06

It identifies complex emergent behaviour and architectures that deserve further study as poten-
tially conscious; it does not by itself complete the consciousness assessment.

further studySpotentially 1R &3,

07
If intelligence grants higher moral status, a more intelligent conscious machine would outrank

humans. If it does not, intelligence cannot by itself justify humans outranking other animals.
BEMUAFTERER | IRREHIFFEMNMIEEMIREZEIRK,

Words in use id;C

08
mistake
AJgconfidence , BJaccuracy ; AEEENRIAAE,

15
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09
compelling

BIFIEREB RS , EEXBAEEREN,

10
divert
divert ... from ..RRIEE= 51 F.

11

scrutiny
RidfEdeservesEig , EHFHMAEM,

12

premise
that \BILEHRIRAE |, AIRILAI R,

Key structures q)&!
13

Our inner lives, meaning human inner lives.
their HIER BIRFIATELEE | oursiZ2I A,

14

Current Affairs Close Reading

The more carefully the team is trained, the better equipped it is to prevent mistakes.

BB ENAERNIGREE |, F S0 RER#EIAFRARE

15

Them refers to the neurons; the culture refers to the cultured cells or their network.

SR REETARELED) , ARARRIESH FIRE AT,

16

No. It challenges a confident exclusion of the possibility without proving the positive claim.

i) AN gE B SN B B Jo F=A8AERR,

17
Merit.

522 Jyscrutiny that today’s chatbots do not merit,

18

The idea that the universe’s basic building blocks are themselves experiential.

AEZIEMEZ 2,

19

The ACT test or testing approach just described.

Watson R{Ei&E 3 a9 F,
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20

Measure; captures.
I have developedE EEEINE , AFEREANBIE

21

Confer higher moral status.
RS , REER N B,

22
Serious interdisciplinary engagement, a rigorous boundary between conversational competence

and consciousness, and epistemic humility.
ZNEHBETHE-—DRH , AR=DIZEEN,

Summary writing HE

23

Schneider argues that intelligence and consciousness must remain distinct. Human-like lan-
guage can manipulate users and distract attention from biological or neuromorphic systems
that deserve closer study, without already proving those systems conscious. She recommends
examining physical organisation and the unity of experience. She regards ACT as unsuitable for
large language models trained on human accounts of consciousness. Complexity measures may
identify architectures for further investigation. A thought experiment then challenges the use of
intelligence to rank moral status: a more intelligent conscious machine would either outrank hu-
mans, or intelligence would no longer justify human superiority over other animals. The essay
calls for interdisciplinary work and epistemic humility.

TIRBHARMEMFIELETEL . LLMWERINZGRM , URFEENES ; BIAMEEBSshetRBE
ENE]==R

Composition fEX

24

A training manager wants to know whether employees can diagnose unfamiliar equipment
faults. She gives them a written test, but later discovers that several questions appeared in the
preparation booklet with model answers. High scores still show that participants learned the ma-
terial; they do not independently establish the ability to handle new faults. The manager could
use unfamiliar cases, ask for explanations, and compare performance across different tasks. She
should also state what each assessment is intended to measure. The problem is not that every fa-
miliar answer is false. It is that the same correct response can arise through different processes,
so the interpretation needs care.

RelZR | XABRE. ERANENERIZER  NMEERMIFH—MRAREFINE.
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