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W OE BANERA, CHEEEZHTRGEYRAGELAI RS R, ERNE LG KEFTHER
BB R S A OB RES, ZINATATHAATAACEIBGEAFN, REZHEAAALCEALE
AN LL BB, ARNFTRAR, AL EANFESEAIESHAERAN G @ FAAREA T @
B, B e oM GPT-4 A HEEESF PHKGBE R AME LRI LRGASIEZ, R SR
MWW EINE AL, Bk, BEFEATIC L CHER B EA T SRR Z LR ER L, B %
HRHREIREERREF, WAL TATZ SR E L, REFRE K EZHEHFRAARERGFETE,
EERCEELERLE THRAALSHEEZ SN, AES5A LR BT,

KR KETHED, CHER, ALCHEEE, ALKRE

5ES  B842

1 58§ LLMs A T..0 B Hi8 (Artificial Theory of Mind,
AToM)RY 14 o

B S INHE AL PR .0 iRz —
(Deshpande & Magerko, 2024), 2403 .0 B FR
WA ZZW ATy m Jegr . H—, ETHE
BN SRRE AR L0 BEFRIE 1Y) ALBERY, 38 H #FR
K HL#% 0 PR3 (Machine Theory of Mind) /7 [nl;
S A AT R 2 LB (Yaldiz, 2025) E:,H%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%Lm&%%u&wm
gﬁﬁ/ﬁ\ }\I%’ﬁE(ArtiﬁZal Intelligence AJI)E/‘JZQEEE ﬁf%ﬂj‘bﬁ@%\i’ iﬁf?ﬁ%ﬂyki‘?}%ﬁ%ﬁ
%%)ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%MGm“mwélx@&w . LA LARMIEHTE LRI T PERBURI
et ) ) e HF TR D RS R E R,
SPCHE B (Large Language Models, LLMS)NY sy o 51 50 s i g3 fc .00 FIUAR 25 (Baker et al.,
TG E R, BRI T AT AL BEJI AR 2011; Yuan et al, 2022); 3T I B 2 3J (Deep
Wo —IRBRIERIL, P-4 AR MU VAR qrming) st 9047 5 15 0 SRS 4 1 1 et
(False Belief) {95 1 ({13 i K15 2] 75%, 456 % L 5% £ (Rabinowitz et al., 2018; Sclar et al., 2022),

L>FRFRS (Theory of Mind, ToM)F8-MAXN} H
Caf N RO HDR S (AR EE . fF&. AR
RIS B B AF A, B A A R AT A A8
R MR S W, 244 IAH(Social Cognition)
A4t 2 H 3l i 5L A7 (Premack & Woodruff, 1978;
Wellman, 2017). KA LK, OHBISPHIA LA

HWLOIEISRIAHY, £ LLMs "TaEH & T R T A A T L BT I R R, S
PH PR 15 (Kosinski, 2023). ZBFFEMN 5 1% FRERS R W B O BR S L AR, T AT R

LIS SR RE ) LIMs o, U5 g g0 mig B4, MR B4 AZOKFI.D
P A AR APLEC M1, I SIA TR i /) (Mao et al., 2024), i A T BRI TF

RIXE, JRT LLMs MY RS, WM —
SO 1 A I RmT A Y, /N BN HoAg

ks A 2025-05-10

* [ E A PEE R (2023YFC3341301) %0 e Ty (RF SCHE 55, 2023; Wei, Tay, et al., 2022).
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SRR TR B e R, BRSO R BN
TEHLH (Hagendorff, 2024), A .0 BE S 0F o7 5
PRIX — R B, B3 o g 5 ] (ad-hoc)
O P AT % 4l LLMs, W HE & HA 08
e SR, WA FR SR b, Flan,
Trott %% A (2023) R F 2k Gt W 4 1R A5 A AT 55 PF Al
GPT-3, Hilist#k 74.5%, 5 Kosinski (2023)
WF 5% h GPT-4 78 [R) JAT: 55 vh 138 3 3 (75%) JL T
—&, EFBFR N LLMs &7 B A .0 B i
FEM RS o X AT 55— n) . S o A A
TEAE S R B, R N To0 B R 2
PIFARLHEEE? AR EE LN IR
Kosinski (2023)3Z 5 (&5 57k, 1 LLMs
e R BB OHBISRE S, HARE
%5 N ZEAR TR 09 O BUR S A R GROFE AR, R IR
Fit, 2024),

A, HATXS LLMs /BB A AR E B E M
KiEg—Ii0, —Jrm, Lo, e
L>FEFEE (Neural Theory of Mind) A1 1.0 BRER {8
IR FHiE LLMs B9.OBEE, Hodp, PLEs
F P ) F LT R Sk, AR A R B s
TF 2 fE M R4 260 BB IS R B AT R
(Lebiere et al., 2025); #1220 BEEE {5 P AL 4% BE
7 A B At O BRAR S P BE 71 (Xu et al., 2024);
AT HE 8 ) o6 T A ML aE oA R RE IR
(Intelligence Agents)[1.0> B Bl i (Williams et al.,
2022; Winfield, 2018), #i& LLMs X} AZ&.00 B #
R AL (Bendell et al., 2024; Marchetti et al.,
2023), YT LLMs A S 23 T SCA#T TG
WE B I 2k W TR B 24 2] R 55 (Blank, 2023), H K%
e P AR T S 2o 22 Al BT 55, HE R
HH A 55 Y R 75 B AR R OB B AN AR 0 BOIR 25 (Jin
etal., 2024), HILEFAAT.OBBEGE NG, 5B
— 7T, N T BRI AR O B 5 S B v B I K
FFRPEARE, HoE U ARS8 . Marchetti %5 A
2025y N TOHEEE A2« LLMss 760 3220
ST ST O BRI AT 55 h, KB 5 A3
RIRETT . SR, 2% XAUCREET LLMs fE0
PRI AT 55 b 5 AR B — B0, MR A
TG SO0HIS M ES, IFAREUREAN
TOHEE,

o S O N 1) N RIS B2 S1o 1 e e ey 0 o]
M, ARSCHEE RS T M O SE A 5E SCAR, 8

HZEA S HT GPT-4 £.0 BRI AT 55 v (0 4 s ik
ARIBE IR Z RN IR, 454 HT LLMs
BATERN BSOS A PR T B S
HEWR, AR SCE S RAR P SO BHE 5T
TR PR 1) P 22 SRR R R R, 8 R T BN
HREAFTEA BT 2 7, IR A58 T AT
HESIE Lo fa, AICEE I T %
N T B ALE] 50 B X 5 = AN J5 1 19 3k
f, JEERI AR B i IR AR MEAL B IF
7558, 3L BB HESL R R TS 0 P
WAL, LU A0 BE R 5F

2 XEEHREAEFALOEEILHIESRE

4T 43 BT LLMs 7603 3B AT 55 h i R 2E,
AN ZGKRT A transformer ZLH4HEH 5 (Vaswani
et al., 2017), 2017~2025 4E[a] (40 36 3CHk . TE3CEK
P % (Web of Science) H' Ll 3¢ & iF] “theory of
mind” . “artificial theory of mind” . “machine theory
of mind”. “neural theory of mind”j “Artificial
Intelligence”., “Large Language Models”. “Al”,
“LLMs”, “ChatGPT”Z [i] 20 & #) 5 A TR R
R R H R 2025 4F 6 1, ek Z 5] 409 5 5C
AR CCHRAS 2% 5 0 e TR DL P 1) o RS AAIEAR X 42
FIE 55 FEAE IS 7 T A TR BRI ER 1)

PG BT, 22RO TE(96.2%) R AR T PP A
GPT FRIIBAL O BEFIE RN, FRIT 05 (42.3%)
] i 2 AR EAT AL o 15 0 3200
B9 LLMs Z—, GPT RFIALAIE T transformer 42
MRS Tz I AR, Hs TR A
f94T: 55 fift U 1 (Zhao et al., 2023), BLEL M GPT-1
HATE R 2 GPT-5. A[RRRAS AR AL 22 8] (4 2 53
FEAE T B MR Bl ] — A i 5 vk
transformer Fb, WFFYH 038 11 2% ) Bk T GPT
Z AR [0] 25 B9 HETR 2% (Chang, 2023), GPT-3 &
R 30223 (In-context Learning)#% 5 T 2 L it
F1(Dong et al., 2024); GPT-3.5 7E GPT-3 f¥ KAl
b BEAT R A O S TN 26 R Y R AR o
(Reinforcement Learning from Human Feedback,
RLHF), 345 T 3471945 4 2595 Fxd 3¢ A2 2
AYHE 71 (Ouyang et al., 2022); GPT-4 [RIFE#E4T T 3%
T LGRS, Ho th A7 & ARk
IKFIEE (Zhou et al., 2024), 1EZFINHILTES T
T A ZE/K - (Rathje et al., 2024), kR HAR 32 52



%12 AR % KIEFHEMMA T OIS IFE. Fe S5k 2029
i iR 25 M Web of Science
U BHE PERRAE SCHR: n =409
| HEBR R AR AE201 TAERT B SCER(n = 92)
, " HERR AL SO EABUR AR SCHR (n = 220)
| B =97 |
. HEBRAESHIERT I 3CHk(n = 25)
\ "l HER A LLMSs ISR (n = 51)
| EdMgeikn=21 |
3 3 B SEAH 56 SCHR I
5IXHA(n=5) f
| BABAKLGAIER: =26 |
BT SCHRES 3R O e e
x1 AILDEERHFRAS
ok e ATOMS > BEBR 45
. E . o o s
ik HLMS N o T R s e it g T
Sap et al., 2022 GPT-3 XAV
Trott et al., 2023 GPT-3 Vv XAV
Van Duijn et al., 2023 GPT-3, 3.5, 4; Llama 2%/ A VoV Vv Vv
Shapira et al., 2023 GPT3 D& NIV Vv
He et al., 2023 GPT-3.5, 4 A2 & N VARV
Kim et al., 2023 GPT-3.5,4; Llama-2 % VvV VvV XA vV V Vv
Li et al., 2023 GPT-3.5, 4 A2 & NI VARV VoV
Sileo & Lernould, 2023 GPT-3, 3.5, 4 A2 VARES & N VARV
Ma et al., 2023 GPT-3.5, 4 3’ VARV
Ullman, 2023 GPT-3.5 XAV
Gandhi et al., 2023 GPT-3.5, 4; Claude % vV Xk VOV \ Vv
Brunet-Gouet et al., 2023 GPT-3.5, 4 A& VOV Vv Vv
Jones et al., 2024 GPT-3 Vv A VOV V AR %
Verma et al., 2024 GPT-3.5, 4 vV gﬁi Vv VoV
Wilf et al., 2024 GPT-3.5, 4; Llama-2 % AV ' NI VARV Vv Vv
Shapira et al., 2024 GPT-3.5, 4; Flan 45 A2 < N VAR VARV vV 2
Strachan et al., 2024  GPT-3.5, 4; Llama-2 vV A NV vV Vv
Chen et al., 2024 GPT-4 A2 VARES & N VARV vVovovoV V
5
Jin et al., 2024 GPT-3.5,4; Llama-2 %% /'  V/ & 71:’ v VvV
Xu et al., 2024 GPT-3.5, 4; Mixtral & vV ok vVoVvVV VARV Vv
;((;’znfsa“amh‘” et als GpT.4; Claude3 4 VA& SERVERRY/ YARRVARRY
Amirizaniani et al., 2024 GPT-4; Llama-2 % VooV XK Vv Y
Attanasio et al., 2024  GPT-3.5, 4 Vv A Y Vv
Kosinski, 2024 GPT-1,2,3,3.5,4 % & NIV
Nickel et al., 2024 Llama-2; Mixtral % A2 ¥ NI VARV
Unliitabak & Bal, 2025 GPT-3.5, 4 3 VARV




2030 O B R 2 ot B
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TR UGB A S R, ALY R RE S 4o 1B 35
HbER AR RE(RF SCHE 45, 2023) GPT-3 i T
45TB MYIZRERE, SEHAEHN 1750 12; GPT-3.5
KY BRI, GPT-4 (1 HARN W AN T LA, (HAR
T B4R F S BB K B R (Wu et al,
2023),

RS FHE E A HE R S M E SIS . (155
BEA UL VA BRI T RE ) . W, ¥ F
LLMs Y1 x50 o mT 58 40 & 2 dL{T 45 (Saritas et
al., 2025), #7575 YA 45 R a XU, AH e F 5
38 A FH 2 2 B AT 45 PR A R A9 N T BB
Wo BT S5 A 7E 4 0 BB AT 45 1Y FE a1,
T Ao ] AT 55 3 o AR R s b AT S
(Van Duijn et al., 2023); EHIF 55155 RE ML
MHEIS AT 5 2, Lo LLMs &I BT 5,
BN, FEAR B AT FRAY BRI E X 5 1 355 r 345
LIPS FE LAY FANToM {£4(Kim et al., 2023);
I A% 00 2 R TR 5K 7 2850 BILIR 75 BIAR 1) 2R SR AT AE
#1 ToMBench (Chen et al., 2024), H i Fl 78 Hil1T- %%
1Y 22 5 FEEARIAE$27R (prompts) [, BI A ] 8
RISRHER . T 5] 5 5 0 4T 55 SCAR (Mesko,
2023), #2755 M LLMs % tH SCAS (1 i 5 (Lin, 2024),
dEE e H D B IS R B, LA, BIRIT ST
FEMSEE . VB PG RO BEEIE T RE
NEREHTL TR KR, EESESTT
I, 285 92.3%) A CATEAMES, A
W ITUAIE 5 R AN SCARTE 2R Z B 25 AT 55 P-4k
T 27 (multimodal A & GPT-4V HJ N 1.0 HLF
1&(Jin et al., 2024; Verma et al., 2024), #ic)5, HIE
Beaudoin 45 A (2020)42 i .0 3R 18 25 [H] g 1 42
HI(ATOMS), 2% Saritas %5 A (2025)%F IZHESE
FIP°RE, HRELT &I ST PEAR 0 BLEES T RR Y,
WX —r S @SN ES . ITa S mER . B
TR, IR RN R A o T 58 B Y B
21 GPT-4geBMRSHEEERES

AU R BRRRE . T BN A R 8 &
J& 1 (O’Hare et al., 2009; Westby & Robinson,
2014), 5T GPT-4 MEE R IF HZ BIMRE 2
SR, A 20 H S S T RE T 1 R R T B
RO MM EAT 5 R, B e /R 400 LLMs
RHAEA N T OBEE

R AT 55 RPN L 2 15 oA s B

FRIE 38 4 FRME(Sodian et al., 2020), 17 JRBF5Y A
FHICE 40 5 € R AS % 58 GPT-4 X N 35 5 H
BRI R R IR S R B . 255 4R R, GPT-4
REAS fif e — B B IR A5 AT 55 o N, A BT 4l
FH 75 Fifr ol g 2 B2 R TR 09 45 R AE SR S R T
GPT-4 fig % Fa & Hb i i 3 (Van Duijn et al.,
2023); Strachan %5 A (2024)7E - 42 g AT 55 WL
ZH|, GPT-4 HYIl I AT 100%, KB “KAEM
RN, A Y ToMBench 1145 82 AU HF5 % B,
GPT-4 TEFEIR{E &M 55 i R ik 89.5%,
W2 T A 9130 (86.8%) (Chen et al., 2024),

B RS IR AT AT 55 R A A i BE AT BEXS
i AR5 & 356 55 1R 5 2% (Osterhaus et al., 2016),
17 TSP T GPT-4 AEUL AT 55 i R B, 45
BER K, GPT-4 11 it R A4 T Em KK il
m, fEAMFB TS5 T, GPT-4 BRI T
7~10 % JLE (Van Duijn et al., 2023); GPT-4 #E42 =
U T B WA 1 B B R A AT 55 1 A
H (Brunet-Gouet et al., 2023); 5—Fr{F55251,
GPT-4 LI T ALY IETI3(94.3% 5 81.0%)
i T ToMBench 1155 46 i i B 8 (5 B AT 55
(Chen et al., 2024),

NIHFFEIEAL T GPT-4 7EWE 7% (hinting) K &
(faux pas). JZ I (irony)F#&F 5 5 (strange stories)
S O ISR 55 rh i R B, B AR RS iR £
A e G ARUAS 1) 25 S AT 55 (Attanasio et al., 2024;
Strachan et al., 2024; Van Duijn et al., 2023); 7EIX
FARNAT 55, GPT-4 [RBERBLH & T A2k
Ay 7K - (Strachan et.al., 2024); %}F ToMBench
155 %, GPT-4 RS IE i Horh i 2k FAL 55, 1EWR
1555 iy R BB AR T N ZE B /K 7 (Chen et al.,
2024); Brunet-Gouet % A (2023) & # GPT-4 7E 57~
155 R RIS SeRTIEIE o AR 7K P4

Zi L, GPT-4 762500 BB AT 55 H Y REA
PN s, 2 2R AL OIS,
SR, AT ML R TPAE LLMs B, fF5538ad %
FIREA A LA RE Ty, A5 3 I X A 1) 17 L [7)
FE{E A5 56 14 (Ullman, 2023).
22 SHERBRAUZRHUAIMNEE

TEREEAT S5 E T, GPT-4 MU RBL R M4, H—,
55 3R ORI 3 R BB AIR LR ¥ . Ullman
(2023)j 3 5% Kosinski (2023) i F 45115 AT
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AR R S RIEFEMM AT OGS B0, e 5Pk 2031

S5 OGRS ., ANk DA e A SRR AL EI N A 1
S SIARE AN B A4S F OB S, BUET 32
REIEN 2 53 GPT-3.5 AL 55 HERE M0 AR T 1
LW 5 SeiF 9T E RS2, GPT-3.5 55 GPT-4 ¥tk
fift UL IR L I 11335 B 177 1) 28 {4 4£ 55 (Unliitabak & Bal,
2025; Brunet-Gouet et al., 2023; Shapira et al.,
2024), ., GPT-4 384 hil4E: 55 h R MAZ IR
BAR GPT-4 i3l it T ToMBench 1T 55 4 H 1 55
BES . KRESTES, HHESTFES LW
- 24938 53 32(75.3%) Ik T AN 2541 (85.4%) (Chen
etal., 2024); fE FANToM {E4 h, GPT-4 3 {k %
PRV EEAR T A28 34 (Kim et al., 2023); Sileo
Lernould (2023)f#i 1 2l 45 1A 1 3% 4T 55 PP Al T
GPT-4 XPESURE MM, & IMILAE R HIA
HERR ) R A, (AR S BB AR 1
FE B BigToM E45 1, GPT-4 3 HH 5 A4k
AR 4 B, P AR 5 B AR AR AT B4 I £ i
FETERXE(Gandhi et al., 2023),

SR, 55750 3¢ 3 7 FRAS B 7 5 b U1 28 Sy L e
Z DEHISRE S, WATREIH I TR, &k
W 5 M B R 4 AR R B & (Kosinskd,
2024), B, HORBTR Y AT RE AT ) RIS
DS IEIE, Fln, Pi 4R A (2024)8 i X7 B 5
) A8 PR AT 55 AT e /MBI L i B R, &R
GPT-4 MZfRETM o] gEIR T H L Z “F N FEE M
B TR A TR0 2 2 N B R T
FHWEFERILL 50% 9 N k1 [RBTG5 5 3% W)
i) A8 R 4T 45 (Strachan et al., 2024), H.K, £%
TFFEARPAR T MENEREARNE T I L . B0, Chen
ENQO2)MBFFTRE: 20 4 H AT A UME 58 il —
BAT S Wl AR N, AR
R AR, BT R W e 45 R, e LI
GPT-4 5 AEHHR R R 2 (8] & A7 AE B % 22 57,
FEEY GPT-4 1yl it A4 T & /KPR, Kim
5N (2023) AT LA 11 B BT AR 7 32 ARG i
FIAE N NEILLL, T GPT-4 75 B 52 AL 256 L%
RS, X LA R A AR 5E . fcdm, IR H
(A8 % ) R AT BE L H2 52 GPT-4 (W3, Biln,
ToMIAT: 55 AR RZ DI AT, HE 7 P fE AR B A0
T3 & (Gandhi et al., 2023); OpenToM 1T 551X
3 PIWFSE F AR A R A B L RS, oK
PEATHLTE AY 35 B8 10 4IE (Xu et al., 2024)

Ak, GPT-4 A & MEARREGERERXS5E
BRI L2 2)J2 S BOCH A DL i 3 40T 45 1 N
&R, wiEg)sw . BRFEL, FiHMHR. #R
BUOAAE G . AR RURAERT . HEFRRBERN R . ]
TS5 KB R 0% (He et al., 2023; Li et al.,
2023; Ma et al., 2023; Shapira et al., 2024; Strachan
etal., 2024), Hrh, L) AL T4 F HARES
REFRAT- 55t (PRIER, 2025; Ma et al., 2023), 43 FyH
2P (factuality) K] 5 A 5 52 P (faithfulness) £ 5,
A& MR LLMs Z: i N 255 3 5 (R AR e 25 52,
i 5 DU R A TR i g 5 ) P e A BRAEAE N
7F J& (Huang, Yu, et al., 2025), | F XM (Out-
of-Context Reasoning, OCR)J& [R]Hit3K5 LLMs ;=
AEVZ AL B B RO BLI, B SR I A 4T S B
R 4 O 106 1 ARE 8 ) A7 A TR SR G R R 2 O A G
(Huang, Zhu, et al., 2025), BIZJ3EARJEF LLMs [y
RN, TEOHELSAT 5, SRS R
LLMs A B RATHEAT A R BE, LUOR B H A5
A6 0 H P ME B BB R AE A SR, BRIRT
R 77 1 58 1 KU (WLE et al., 2024; Li et al.,
2023), #RT, FTRALGEEIRZm . It
HESH B B 1 B AR AL SR G A BB AL 22 LLMs 4]
B (Pei et al., 2025), {UERRITAEBRAR ., 54]
e RN, At FE A TR B TR R A5 80 1| 25 8 A B
AR EE R, BT ARG LAY
WRFEME 5. (Ma et al., 2023), AR SCRFEIF 4.

&G R R A E T B R BUR RIS EE 1 1)
S, W) GPT-4 H AR ZEO BRI 1
Baedy, BZBRTASWEGARR, EREEs
Fp 2k (Strachan et.al., 2024), Ft, AR T
RIEAE [EVR R BRI 5 8 HAR 55 R, A, A3E
AR SR IE FAE AT R 7 5 HARHE W AT o LA A ke
DEFISAE S (Korman & Malle, 2016), %8 &30
eI 5 LLMs St R SR AR, 7R A
AT S5 P AR AR T L i W A )

B, LA GPT-4 160 BHEAE S P iy
v im At R R A R Z R NN, BEE I
7 LLMs BESfEtE A TOHBLS? FH—, Ko
FEELS PG AR AE I S5 N T0 BB 19 E X
HUARHE LLMs M4T: 55 R B HEATH#EWT (Sodian et al.,
2020), GPT-4 7EZHUT 5 b 8 30 45 ol i %,
BEME R 5 AR —B RN . 5 =, GPT-4 By%



2032 O BB 2 g R 533 %
®2 GPT-4WEHRIR

45 Ry B FIE X T BUR K
%)% A S TR AT 55 BGAR P W D 00 S RGRAR O S TR B 5 IR O o B v 1 £ 5 i PR 3R
(hallucinations) BIfE R G ARF S FOp a5 M DI e B B SR 2 M. Y R A B B B
S o T4 46 8 5 o1 1 6 05 2 10 TR P B o S
(hyperconservatism) G PR LR IR A R
i AEAGE TR R I, SO BRI AR B L S 48 5 ML A S 2 A T P A 2
(commonsense 2 I R BE ) #
errors)
FERR/DAR G I AT 55 41038 v 1 B L S AR 2 A 55 RREAL i ] T4 RS A AR A

(heuristics/spurious
correlations)

P ] TG
(lack of temporal
information)

HE B PR 2R 4 W ASCHE T [7) A1) 2 J2 A A o A 15 B R S P 0 R 2R b
(spurious causal

inference)

KER T e 25 ] AU 720 i 8 e i Py SN 2

(long-horizon

contexts)

i FER BEAN Bt — SE0h B HE L BR, o o I )RR A A IR [

(insufficient
reasoning depth)

XHE S5 BN AT 9 17 51 (9 I B A 77 7 i 22

A, RIMBGSE T A A 40T A
HBE TR 185 AT IR B S 28 14 S o LA

AR LA SRR SCOAR (] G 7 SR 175 ) O TR )2
2

BRI AL B SCA R BE T3 AT R

L3 € R i & AR =V D
VAR B 2 P IAE R

B Bl AT RE R T PP AL 5 1 9 JR B S AR 1 [ A
JABR, TS5 H A T.O BB S JE 58 (Ma et al., 2023),
Ft, GPT-4 B HAAERI LS50S AHLIM
NP

3 AILEERHRE

REAE fif e 0 FEFLISAT 55 (1) LLMs 1E 76 59 A
BN ELELS R BRAR, BN R TR O BRI
WES S R E B, AN T AN 5 Ak —
FEXE L) Bh A7 B (Griffiths et al., 2024), ZWHFSEAR
FEW0 BB 5O TO0 BB S 1 P90 1 7 AT BEAT
EES, i, SRS S PR B
K —FEHERLC PRSI s A8 i AR b (Jin et al.,
2024; Unliitabak & Bal, 2025), T 7 fEF] T4
B 485 0 A SR AN (Lu, Zhang, et al.,
2025); LLMs K& A5% 20 50 kb B 2 5 BB AT 55,
5 N7 AR A7 AE W B X ) (Wang, Zhang,
etal., 2024); AT A T A DL G . B3
4L 45 (Van Der Meer et al., 2011), BAIEL = {3
WA, AT ZETRA B p 58 10 BAR 2 (Strachan
etal., 2024) PR, S B X430 BRIE 5 A0
S, A AN L S T B A SRR R B

HER, D8R ZF N B 2 7 R E, o

MEEF b2 A e T IS B L.

31 LEBERSAILCERBLHABTREEE
=8

311 AR5 AI#WEMERTLE

KBk E N BE 0, B4 1000 124
#l 22 JC (neuron), X 460 28 JT AH B 3% $2 41 A% 1) A
25 [ B 7 Tk, PR LSRN 41 2 9 B ) T
VESL I E 25 A 2 22BN FI T E (Feng et al., 2024),
N L2 ) 4% (Artificial Neural Networks)/&32 A
i &5 ¥4 FE AR O SR & T ST A TR PLB A,
B AEBAL A Bl 28 TC AT I B AR ) fiE (Bridgelall,
2024) 34 AL B C IS B RHERE, H AR
IRz B M RTAE AT LLMs BN T4 42 W 25 5 24 (Aru,
2025).

TG, FRL 2SR 2 45 (A0 4 TOAE AR 22 52,
R I B e N T M40, EYma
JCHI A (cell body). 4% (dendrite)Fl%i € (axon)
AR, SRR IfE B AL B TT, B e 5440 iy
rh ot BE SE I B 2R B AR 4R M 155 (Duan et al.,
2020), EAIHELH . s FHLHI MBS K F &
T E KM A0 241 (Paus, 2023), BRI
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FES, A ZETE P8O0 HG & i 2 (dmPFC) AT REFF
TEREAE RAE M AT S B P 20T, B S e 03
G 15358 1 4 0 (Jamali et al., 2021), 1 AT ##
2503 A B ANA R 45 5 A BN S i AT A
i, R A BAIT (Aru, 2025), B AEIE 4R
THEALIRE, SRS 2 UM DL S BN Al AR A Y
FAE

HoR, WO R Oy L, AR SO EENS R
i X == A5 455 P00 1 50 - B J2 (mPFC) R T0 166
& X (TPJ) (Jamali et al.,, 2021; Schaafsma et al.,
2015), PNONRETAI R 25 B 3RS Al G4t 2
PRAEA &, WA X 7 5T X0 H IS AR
DR (Schurz et al., 2021), A T 44142 W 4% i 2R
TE 1 N i e 248 £k R D S B, R B A
PUER L 1042, HEERERAE H AR AT R AT
F1(Jiao et al., 2025),

BJa, CHIISW R KRR G EE
ZEH., TN T A 28 45 (9 DA RS B[] e =2 A 2L 3
[F. SCRTAFSE M, OB FR G Ay 4 28 2L A0 LA ER A
AR 0 28 (DMIN) Ay A% 0, 388 58 A A A 40 v B )22
MUK 5 DS 41y 191 (PCC) Y )2 2 b, 52 B
AT G0 BRAHE BB 1% B Ak At S PR R B B G
(Schurz et al., 2021), BRI 2% 2 B o &2 0 5=
B —HR5Y, KRGS R E . TR
H2 K E B Lid #2(Aru et al., 2023), A T#Z
I 4% 44K 6t T 517 15 (feedforward) 248 44, {5 8 LA HL )
s, BN B&A YR E I E B
8 2R At 18] B (Blank, 2023; LeCun et al., 2015).
312 EmIBHEBROERESAILERER

K E &

DHEHSHI SRS ERIRERNAT, L
B — A FEAS Y R SR B A5 32 A0 PR A 100 B8
(Yu & Wellman, 2024), LAFEBFSE M, 7R Y
H 4~5 FH, JLEERBEIA . BEGN.0H
it (Rakoczy, 2022), EAAME, 9 MHJE, 2L
REfE A8 ER A PR . AR IF T Al 9 E ARt
[M47 4 (Call & Tomasello, 2008), 1~3 % i}, JL#&
oS = R NN (N B - N il i) 5% = K P
(Wellman & Liu, 2004), 4 % /47, JLEHHH
178 AT 3 & 1Y J8 B A5 & 3k [ Sl P AR
(Wellman, 2017), 4~5 % i) LI BB %3 i — B 45 1R
fFaftss, B ANGEES ACAN, IR
T Z PRI AT M (Flavell, 1999). )5, £

o B AR A R 0 B G T h e LRI
MEHEMHLERIE, 6~7 % ILHAEMEE T s
RESS, 8~10 B LERI TR . &5 .
TR BT S 50 2 B PR A# (Fu et al., 2023; Devine &
Hughes, 2013), 52 A, R4 GPT-4 760 HEHE
WS T RAEELT GPT-3 5 GPT-3.5
(Kosinski, 2024; Van Duijn et al., 2023), {HHAF
RIRAE T N T OHBEE, XEERE, KA
LLMs 15> 155 % JR 0 B 1) 1 7 v 32 1) A []
K2 AR

)L e W38 2 6 R T AT O I I e 2 2
PRAEAT R, MG 7RG & 5 AT D RE S — AN fE
T 583 DL At 2 Hah e sh T, B A s
PRI (Ruffman, 2023), KIEFREW, IBSHEN
72 LT PRI I R SR PR SCHEE L, B, —
BB T RE T G s Ak B XORGE 2 2 TED REZ m L
T A AR 2 F# (Milligan et al., 2007); JLE 3
A 15t 1 T B T AT A R 2 i B N AR
O PP 975 £k (Ebert, 2020), 5 JL#2/l, LLMs
) A 2 5 i 1 A, R RT gk L3
32 ECT ) 2= 7 % (Frank, 2023), S8 HAUHE
FIAHRFREALTILE ., XF2ER ERIETILEE
ik fert S EhEEZIEF RO, R R A
KAm iy £ A5 A%t {5 B (Frank, 2023), 1] LLMs %
FICARBAEIN G, k= B B kS BOR T T 7k A FL
S BN SIEEh EAT B B (Peng et al., 2024;
Riva et al., 2025), H.OEREIG R £ EZ P SOR
PR . A B R L R 2 2] B 5 T FR R R (Zhao
et al., 2023),

S R PR GPT-4 AR RIASE, TR
AR AR 2% ] A TR, BT SR
WHEAIR B . BRI S, SR R R
Al e R R (58 O 2, RAFMIR R HEZL RS
RAR TR AR (IR 3). FZAM, @t LA
— AT 55 A MOAAE R A B, B R R A
TP RE MR, T W 2 ) Bk AR BV o
GPT-3 Hl GPT-3.5 MU H2IT, W& R BULAY 22 5 5 n]
fE 2 B ks|; GPT3.5 5 GPT-4 R AHIE Y
BRI, AT 55 3 B A R 36 B0 {4 B
BRI 2 . BRI, A — 04 S il A
%, GPT-3 R P, 1 GPT-3.5 M
BT 75%09 38 11 #(Van Duijn et al., 2023), iX
— R R, RHAET AR BRI SR



2034 O R 2 R %33%
3 AILEERWIEEANERESR
N [EEE SR
pis R e 3 o [ A A ER A S A L b TR B BRI R, B2 Chen et al, 2024; Shapira
(chain of thought) TR A SRR T LA, DT 28 2 i e 1] etal., 2024
BRELEME PR S I AEA 5 55 AHOC I DG BE A, IFFEE LIS 2 Amirizaniani et al., 2024; Li

(explicit belief representations)

(XD BLi i

(simulated theory of mind)
EEiqIE=

(self-ask prompting)

T 8
(foresee and reflect)

RIS (B2
(symbolic theory of mind)

NI IR B
(time theory of mind)

B AR

A DILRE

PR BEAL T SR A H AR A 6 2 A9 (5 BOX B TR SCHEAT ik,
SR P [T 20 5 T G AR 285 14 1) A

i R B RLAE [ 25 00 0 ) AT, A4 S AR RO ] 2% S5 2 1)
B, HERINHELSR

PR T G NV FE AR Fe 1, H B A AT 3 i
AT By Ay G DR, R B E B DT 5

PR BER AT W AT S RAL, IFXHE S T 2 M O fF SR
frZ 9

AR5 SCA BN PP e BER A S AR, $n BUELI I 2%
FATER )2k 1 IR 0 T R A e 23 5 A IR i

AR5 AR E A TPk, RS AZR A A G

etal., 2023

Wilf et al., 2024; Xu et al.,
2024

Press et al., 2023; Zhou et al.,
2023

Zhou et al., 2023

Sclar et al., 2023

Hou et al., 2024

Huang et al., 2024

(discrete world models)

HHIE SR, RS R R A A 3R

PRI, (A5 A5 R P A JE 2 1TSS B T 5N
X5 MM, GPT-4 1E%AT 5 b Ayl i R
100%, &R Ji [F]RF Al A2 52 THA Y Y g ) -
ZI R R IR L, GPT-4 R
LT GPT-3.5 (Brunet-Gouet et al., 2023; Attanasio
et al.,, 2024), GPT-3.5 {iilid R & F GPT-3 (Kim
etal., 2023; Kosinski, 2024), 3:[&] EIE T #A I
2 ) R R R B RS
32 MFEAIDEEBIEHENX

EIRXF W, SO BRSO T FERE
W 2 AU 7 24 2 i 2 A E 8, %
W AZES LLMs 3533 & 0 BB i I E A7
Z5. Hit, ZHMWAIBIBRAAEARTTON . 4
i, VBN X TF 0 BES RS, BA AT
LG AR AZE S LLMs #E4T 55 R B2 i
PIFERL, KR ZHEANTIRBZENES. 5
Ah, PR XL REAN B SCARSE B LLMs RIME
H EH B (Lin, 2024), HIAE LRMPAX—
KHEEFEZE ., B, ARCHET Marchetti 55 A (2025)
(7 S, B N T HRERE B ok« LLMs 420500 31
HSAT S48 /R 5, 38 23 P D il $2 7 SCA Y
Goit R AL, TF A BSOS BT 2 B B X 2 I b
MRS, ELARIT 5, 120 SCHA B 38 BN 0 3
WH MR LLMs, 55 8 825 X 8 R B0 A0 78
Fi H P R A R AR I B S R AR N SCAR B 1)

58285 U (Riva et al., 2025), FF2¢H LLMs X}
AZEO B S R BB

4 Bk

41 FEFRFEEA

A LLMs A 03 S %0 48 A FETE
e & . R I LA AL %5 753 (Laskar et al.,
2024), 11— FEAE B AT e B T 25 R 5
BRI — 3,

PPN B B R 0k 0 FRER B AT 5 5 0
STy o YT OB EA & % I 1.0 FDIR
P 518 (Beaudoin et al., 2020), & LLMs
PEHEIE 2 AT 55 BB, SR, HATHsE
6 F A0 BELRAT: 5535 i A7 AF 7R G M AR et )
M, — 7, PR R TR eSS, iR
E AT 55 (Trott et al., 2023), {HA SRR 7E B —
155 2B, XA AT L To0 B EE 1
— 25, BRI R BT R T B2
IS FRE Sy, AR K AT 3h B E 5 BAI (Chen
etal., 2024), 75— 7 T, B0 E il iR A 14T 553
HH LLMs Az SR SCAR, i/ RIS 100 2550 56 iF
(Xu et al., 2024; Gandhi et al., 2023), W] fEXMELLA
A A T DS EAIE M LLMs X FA
TOHBIS AR E e E S, AR, HFR il
JERVE GPT R R, REFRLEHKE



%12 4

AR R S RIEFEMM AT OGS B0, e 5Pk 2035

FEF transformer 4244 (Zhao et al., 2023), {HiIl%:
BTHE S5 5 1 1) 22 S AT T e OB AN T BB
WRHA AT . Hesh, #a8 A il IR 5L
PEBEE B TEAE 55 A R, IR M PRfE LLMs 4R
55 RBIRLCHE S M (Jones et al., 2024), HFEA]
VLR L Ay e B 7R 2 IR ) S A bR, H 2 BT 5
(57.7%)F- KW ANFeH K
eSS S g G, F— 2R
No MEIAFR EERA = RIERE AR BHA
(zero-shot)#& 7 . B YEHE SR 5 £ %5 O B IS 55
WITHIRR, XEHARSARE, H—, REL
o B, fi A 2 A9 $E 7 BOR AR 5 A7 AR FHAR
W HAT 55 £ BE (Amirizaniani et al., 2024; Li et al.,
2023; Wilf et al., 2024), {HKFRHFFITAIIR LKA
FREAYER, BVE M LLMs 2300 F RS 5%
£, DS HIR CWOIEHREN B E 2T LLMs
R4 Z=4E PR RE 71 (Wei, Wang, et al., 2022), {HHXF
OIS RIIE AR SERTi s R
A5 RN BB A AR T GPT-4 (4F 45 £ M (Shapira
et al., 2024), #X1i, Chen 5 A (2024) %k B B 4551
INANRER TR AL O RIS R, B RER R
RIT W 5=, X0 EESAE S iR
FEAEE AT 55 25 R ) KU, T B o B 4G = o B
n, U E SR AR R R A B AR P A A B
A, FIRESHURIMEE R, I THXT BRI GE S
A &% U BRRZS 3 (Amirizaniani et al., 2024),
fJa, BRIEEE. ST A 3 ry (el
AN, A5 B I R R T N T4 A
TS B A A 0, TTRE R BT 45 R A —
3, HEMIHE L LA R Y 3R B0 A B AN [R5
RYZE S (Sartas et al., 2025), MbAb, N TiE4r54E
PRI NTT, FEA R Y AR 55 A5 8T A 1] B
(Ma et al., 2023),
42 ANTOEEIRHIYLG) )

R R XA O HHS 5 A T F
Kok, SR, LLMs M A A E 4t 095 bt B2 R 4y
oY 4 B TR B 0, 2025), ANAK & HSCAR S
L DA AR AR g N T BRER S VR T RIS
HEFRIS FE (Verma et al., 2024), VER HALHI ] g
1 U B B AT 55 AR B AR A A 04T . X
HMNERASRIEE R, fE LLMs B0z @
15 & (Kosinski, 2024), {H 4 Rij i) £ 1R AR 4 % 45,
H i Tonik 5% B o 48 7 B O ML AE O SIS A 55

s e R

IbAh, LLMs 8 AN B s, Hreth
2 B R e b R B BE S N S B B B0 B
PEE BT B9z e X (Unliitabak & Bal, 2025), X%
SRR RIB CFEP A O 1E, WG LLMs B AT
OIS, IR T I T A 0.0 B
AEJ1; B A OBME & R AR SO HURES
AT LLMs A9fmim, BIERIE APLAS H A
ZJEAN B A0 HFRS Y R 2 (Wang, Walsh, et al.,
2024), SR, YHETATFSE R0 TFAL A 55 2 Wi
IS 5 0 52 B AL ZE BB X (Gandhi et al.,
2023), HARFIFKEAIS LLMs #E47.0 BRRAS
HFE R, AMLE B A 2 N FEAE LLMs #
BN OB S, I AR B 1 R b &
EHEEEAEN, BT TLRGEME,

4.3 DIEBIB N FEE

O HEE S AR T 0 BEIR S B A7 A, s
&L BEAE E SO ERES AN & B IR E
YA B (Yildiz, 2025). X5 H T A T OHELE
5.0 BEE XTSI SR 8. LLMs A BiRge
REBFEEH X IR R E S . ST ar g
A, YETHY LLMs k= B 5P LIRS G 28
BAGE, NEAT IR A M2 IER, HELL [ £
AR (Aru et al., 2023), HRAEAEY H K FE LA
A R T AR A A MU R A TR M, A
A ARSI EIE A T2 (Seth, 2024), Shanahan
S5 N(2023) 0] FH AR 47 P AR LLMs 193
P, YOV H R EA R L AR,

M2, BA BN EWZEN LLMs, fEH A
EPA CHEE? XTFEBEOHZMUM, LE
T 3~4 4 KR BRI, R HET O BB Y AR
5k, prBE N2 U E K R (Zelazo,
2004), X Fh [ R L R 5.0 NS A 22 2],
¢ B L OE (00 BB RSO ) B 09 DA N T B 1Y 4
B, BT AR AR BAE A (Yildiz, 2025). 24
HIAY LLMs g8 A 2840 O3S AT 45 i 3R,
B oK FCOE B & 280N 28 .0 B IR R
(Amirizaniani et al., 2024),

5 RE

51 HIEHRARELHITHTR
ST LLMs R et Mg —E RS
S5 F I B A A VA HE SR - 3 IR o AR S
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T A VEA 7 F2 1R & SRR i P R R B, R 4
VAL B B BR A 7 )

VAR B 7, R g O R 5 B AT AL
ORI B2 Nt A S = o 11 e AL SR R i
SRl BEA R AT S5 SR R G GO FEEE S
FEZE . fltn, W] L2250 s - K280 BRI AS B
A0 BR PRI 25 (7] BE 71 424 (Beaudoin et al., 2020),
BRI RERS RS R O B PSR R TR R R SR
(Yu & Wellman, 2024), JR, HEUHXEHIRE N
TIF MR FAT 5545 (Chen et al., 2024), 1 & FA
H AT R B A, R H AR 2 T O
PLEAT AHLRT B, IS 0T BB X g il 14T 55 42 0647
FEHE BRK I B8 3IE (Brunet-Gouet et al., 2023), B £
MAZHBAT S, EREZRAN, %A
BA RS BT 55 Y5Jin et al., 2024), 11k
Ah, BTV L0 BENEAT 55 SC BRI — 2B IR BY A
133 2 (Quesque & Rossetti, 2020), & FHKHE X L&
“TCRC AT 55 B g ) 19 BT 4T 55 97 4% LLMs, Jf
5T [R) A ST 55 L R AT X L, A B
TFAEHT N 0 B TR A R L e
Jei, D[l PP AN PR TR AT 55 55 BRI, L
WA 2 REBRUE X Y BT ASE R A — Y (] R,
YT E T ANE B R AT LLMs JE B
N0 FRER G () 3 2 (Unliitabak & Bal, 2025),
LB A DeepSeek . ERNIE 45 32 B 3 T I iH 3¢
ABAEIN LR R R (L, Song, & Zhang, 2025).

PRV T, B N o8 B s I 4 E 5
IR R SOR, i TR R RS R,
I3k B[R] — & 7% AR PR 48 1 AS [l T A R 22
5o HK, ANE AR ] — 3R B AR X R TR A 55 LA
KRR BR324 (Kim et al., 2023), HRITEEE R
NRIEAERMILE, #E— PR LLMs R
HATDHEBBMEE. &5, ORI
E AR /R I, B85 A AT 55 B R R AR, R
i E $ R S 3T 5 ik .

R 5547 7, SR 2 Fh R B T 25 5%
LLMs 7ERIZEAT55 LR B AYFaE P (Kim et al., 2023),
B RGN T35 Ma 58 A (2023) 4 T3
T LLMs i A shiForss, M TRIZ S 044 m
KGR, KRR Y R E AR [ S
Iye WA, AT RGHEEE LLMs L5 hREL
F1%) ) 380 SR s RN FH B BB, PR FH A M 5 4 A
it N 25 (Attanasio et al., 2024),

52 EHELEERERTREAILOERER

HLHI

FE[ELL P36 (Mutual Theory of Mind)HEZR
i E g0 2 w7 O BB BF T /) SR AE, A2
HESZ I A SR 9 AHLAE H (Richter, 2025), ZHEZEIN
AN LLMs it ik . B MsiAssg o =4
Wy B B i X6 7 10 BELIR 25 (Wang & Goel, 2024),

fRBEM BERE LLMs S TR T8 B A 280 2
REM IR ZP BRI [ B A To0 2
W, HZEARFE, LA BB AT 5T U
FRARITH AR S LLMs 454, 23Em A T
PRI N ER I R () FE L U7 9] (Ullman, 2023), HHr,
UL 7 7 e W R LLMs (A0, Ak BeAT
Sy B MR {8 (Griffiths et al., 2024), Ite4h, A
DB A AT R M R 4 L R R I X A 1 S A
SEM, PRI IAE LS

BB, A LLMs B RS
X O BRSO BRAR, 2 1T TR R AR L (¥ A
W, ANZEH BROBIBSEE 15 LLMs 4 SC
A B RFAEAE F T B B o Wang 1 Goel (2024)F4 2
T—FRefgE T P R R, A SR AEH P
BB IR AR, KB LLMs F% HH R 25 i sC
AR ZFEE . TR M), SO A
I RiE ) B FLAUL N AR B 45 0 [ TR 2 %48 e
PRI RN o oK Sk AT E 52 06 UE M2 RAE I 5 1 A 2K
P, IFRABRFE A LLMs X% s i)
N2 AR AL . Ak, T3 Bk RS T i R
K45 4%, 40 ToMI (Hutchins et al., 2012), %#
T34 A3 A T0 B S B R 3R, L
Wi 7~ N RE A LA S Al e A T BEER S 05
LLMs,

i — BB B LLMs M5 A B R 3
b PR, IFAE BOHT A RE, S BN 5 A i)
MEhAH B, ZW B BB AR LT 24
P& B RE D, T W5 2R B X — BB ) AN 8
(Yongsatianchot et al., 2024), K7 EAIEITF &
BN LR THE AL A SRR ) o
53 HAHKLEERIF

RN o0 BRI 50 PR R Y 22 1,
AN A A BT LLMs (9.0 3 315 2 0 (He
etal., 2023), FEMZIERIZE, RYEZ WAL
1€ (Building Blocks Theory), LLMs #tZ =4
IR LB, ROk TT S M5, i B
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IBEH | A5 1 DA A R AR E LLMs SCE
AT I (Tait et al., 2024), WAk, ey
JESEBECE AT M R4, A7 i H
TRE MR, F5c 2 fili A R L 4% 0 P B 8 (K osinski,
2024), 7EfF BRGNZ T, %F LLMs = B 5,
MLV S ZHRERFE, SECLBERRRYE T 2R
PR AWK At B RL, (H 5 28 th Fn f7
TEAS J 22 F () Bl s (Yildirim & Paul, 2024), A3k
N Z S LLMs F1LH £ (Embodied)AT 44 A A
I, ZRBBELEDL LLMs A0, BARA A
ARAAEIES . A S ST 2RSS
B e S BIRIREI(Yin et al., 2024), H BE e EE
B2 B KM . B AR RIEREE B AR A 0520 (Liu et
al., 2025), 4ATHY LLMs L Ab 3 3t P[] 551 A A% 0
(ZETFBH, 2025), XL X B9 X — TP R s,
HETAELUE A BE . MR BEIZ L R
i, BFE LR R ST A B2 H,
HA B, Jk | RIS TRE ) 0 H B AT (Ren
et al., 2024), 4 LLMs W A T A 50U BE 2B
BREE Al RS, W REEIE LA A0 HURA
HIBEAR

JRUE M Hi A T FEEE S 50 #1426
TR, {2 LLMs 15 A58 4k AR B H AR
FIE AL GRIB G, 2025), 76 & BRI AT
O R B R 1 2o B A WL n kO B O A B
fift PR LLMs 19 S0k AR 7R I o i AR B, o]
FHEAE b, S A TO BB 5.0 IS
XF5F, A AR 2 VR HL ] T T B S 5T
PEFERE, MM R 38 78 A 250 B IS 10 0 B B P 36
S FEHR LT R K (He et al., 2023),
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Artificial theory of mind in large language models: Evidence,
conceptualization, and challenges

DU Chuanchen', ZHENG Yuanxia'?, GUO Qianqianl, LIU Guoxiong1
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Abstract: Traditionally, theory of mind has been regarded as a distinctive social cognitive ability exclusive
to conscious beings. However, the rapidly developing large language models (LLMs) can solve various
theory of mind tasks, which has provoked intense debate about whether LLMs possess theory of mind
capabilities. Artificial theory of mind in LLMs exhibits similarities to theory of mind in performance but
differs in internal processes. First, we systematically synthesize research on artificial theory of mind from
the objects of evaluation and the characteristics of tasks. By comprehensively analyzing GPT-4's high
accuracy on theory of mind tasks alongside intrinsic and extrinsic factors limiting its performance, we
demonstrate that current models achieve performance similar to those of humans. Second, by comparing the
neural foundations and developmental factors underpinning theory of mind and artificial theory of mind, we
reveal essential distinctions in their internal processes, thereby refining the conceptual definition of artificial
theory of mind. Future research should prioritize developing and using standardized evaluation protocols,
investigating the mechanisms of artificial theory of mind within the mutual theory of mind framework, and
aligning artificial theory of mind with its human counterpart.
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