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ESGRIERE T BRE S — AR, XMEIEA UL R R 2 I, T2tk E 15 3%
IR SRS I b AR AL Ak . RAUE F B (LLMs) FHA I B 285 5 AL PR S8
i 4y Ay R 12 PR E TR B AT S i, fEH Sz 20T SCGR AR A AH [ M RE 29 . AE X 1 T
e, AT Kolmogorov BIRMEIRIE, BE&EFRIKMIZIMENIM, (MR (it AR R
i LLM 9K AL) KA B F00 & SUAY AT REMEI 2% . XAR TR TR, (GG S
B B SA RS R A AR . BATER AT, AR B S8 b bl LS8 MO ) R
TSl i, FAVEEMAA LLM Y “THRARARSZ”, (AR R  SCRCE R PRBoR]
B, ATHER T SCVURA AN, AETLI S, Sese h, Ff 1A Bl CHSH W1 R 1.2 5]
2.8, HHULGB T AERE (PN, 2.3-2.4) BFFER TRMBHE (S| <2 ). ERIFERMITE )
W R AR ARt B RSt 5 AIEAMSIR A SR — B, X SR a5 R NTEML R R () 28t
ARG N B IR AT B AR TE S AR T S A R . RS, FRATTER H R DL ISl A ) A iR
T3 AT AR P S L 4 BT A SR TR SCRFAE .

TE 2010 FAREREFE HEa 2w, M 1980 4FA i F
2000 SERRAIZLH T —AMB KM N TR RETELS . FEIX BYi
B, KZE0ERIES OB AN TR AN
1960 AT 1970 4R R RESIEL MY A T fE
RN B i To vk e AT T X rY 18 4 RE
AR R N A RES MG . it N T GeIF9T
NG A E A T HER ST G 2 R R000 5 & 2
o ST AT S, R ) S S R R, 2
Dreyfus §) AR BEMAEFAEY , DA s PR At
W N RAE) 12 0 R 2 W 2% (AN afi G
S W B HoA B2 T2 AN transformers, KALE A7)
2B T IR B N T RE T A 8 B AT SCRR . Ik s P
TE LA T 2% 77 ot v s DL PR R RIS e 2 X 245 308 o 1 AR Ry
ArAiEiE AL (DSMs) . SEFr I, DSMs Mgt 4L atH
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WA PR L, BT E 2 SRR A B2 ST i F 9%
B AR (NLP) T, A4 J2 s | i AR Y
EEHA, R, % BERT KUY 3 SR AL RET)
DSMs {BE S EA B . NTERYITE LA

M TS ARG Tk (DSM) TEVF 2 Uiy SEprf sy, —
LERFFEN B E 2L BOR B IR TR e i) 2 2 VF
ZAVE, WX LS R S IR AT B0 28 BR il
WRF B 2 TR RE ) B 2 B A 2 k. SR
575 BE DA AE 24 BT IR TE AL BT A 5% Y ()AL

L BT DSM ({7 ik R A SR R, R il A b 2
Sk RO BEESE S RSO (L, 2] .

2. 52 AR A A B RERA LG, o — AR KAy
EE A (LLMs) RIFiRRE= bR, X1
N T —MARA R AT, B2 BT BRI R
GE AR A B R Y T EEVE R (B, GPT-4.5,
Llama 4, Gemini 2.5, Claude 3.7 Sonnet). [&@#f,
V2 HIT TS N R C % A 2% BT B haSae i)

www.xueshuxiangzi.com


mailto:info@npcworldwi.de
http://www.cjagostino.com
mailto:info@elinalesyk.com

R TR ETE LLMs Rk (filin, JEPA [3]
. MAMBA [4] . CTM [5] , =& %} LLMs f&eL
AR H LT [6, 7] ).

XL NI I & R BE SR R W, BT DSM. (1)
5 ¥ Pl A B O] BE R TR S A T R — S AR 17
A T SCRABIRR . X MR T ] B —a 22 3, 1
R TEAL BRAZ R TE 5 AR I, i B P v A SR 1 [l
HLREE 8-10] .

B, XA B B AR RS AL
Han, ASRE SRR SONE B E AN Z B0y 11, 12]
, MEREA BEARA 2 T LR S0 [13-15] o (At
TATACERAE ARRE I ARTE = FR I SE LY T SO SCAREAR
RAEJE ERORT— A ] e R A A RIS A .
XL R AR T

o JEIFEI A AIS T B SC (16, 17]

PP Y HE R DRSS F50K, W] AR
R E RIRRSRFAE, [18-23]

RBLRHF SR SUILERST [24-26]
BRI O ERS [27]

o IO E T, PR T 2 X L2 A ) 2
AR 28] .

X PR BSOS B SO B L]
TS AR, T R R A T O A T B
AR — [29-31] o MR FRIK B AR Y
TR F-—-BCETEA [ 55N R BL4E [ —47 R & - AT LA™
AR E R ARRE (32, 33] o XN, XRE T H AR
RS PLTE SO R g i, 3208 T —Fh i TR
A PDE R R IR, RATFAES 1T 53
PRI SE M X PP ) 1) i RE B A A 2 i i —F PR
A RAESLI (RR) A AR i —— 3% @ — Pzl
HIRETT, (AN NBEASIE i i3 F G 5 B U v AL i ok
WA AR B IR A A5 B, A RO T
T LA [34-36] o EREZME, RR fEAMETTER
X AR (36] PRI ST AL BRAR 5] R 57 RN
B P AR S (X R B A, T X SE Bk O TSR </
Y s fER B RGN 5 R MELAS IR [37] o X Fp
H B/, MEHE R B = SO B s Pk T
W CRBA WIAER . S TBR s 22 35 1 3 S AT

X B AR Y G AN E PRI 2 )BT SO
PR, ZKUEMEHEERSAERN. Bk, §F5E
N g T AR MAE LB Qs 28 3R ] & e J
IREZ—— DA E Sl B TR ke gl
TEBT ZRAMI G, WS G, ool E AL
12 [42-48] o X875 1 R AR Y S AU 2 2R

b EIAVEZ NN R B SR U 56 4 5 A B S04 ) S BT
FIGETT AL, (LIS B A AT BT AL PRIE A 1 B (L AR 5 T S 2k
RRERBENLIL S0 52T BE S | KBRS . BEAh, 24—M8 Anthropic
) Claude X HBIALYNAT AF 03 I 18] B RAR I, IR IE A 5 DA K
Claude IZEFI R GETR 2 (FAE B XS R F, AET
B0 M AR AT AR ) 194 2 R R AR 473 1 [ 2 75 5 9% [ R o
EMA A .

2

W R, IBLESSIERFSE RS R TIERE . BIhn, Aerts et al.
[49] ZEAMT T “REYfaN)E (Pet-Fish problem)” A
SILEG TR, R T BRI BRSOy, EKIHAE
WRBE F A A i B T & A R AR 5. R AR,
MRS UL R L [50] B AZAH, R TS
A, R S MEAE(E B R I [51) FA g3
% [52-54] it T LA R

BT P F A 3 2 DX AR 2R AL A I B S ma R A T — A
FAR PR o FE THERERAE FIWT R 5256, Bruza et al.
[55] DXA> 7 I BEfEt, RIS SER bR R S ey, A E
IERE SR 5w SO —RhlE R SR XA 7 B At
Hoh FEASER AR I 2 i e B EIE AR E R . MTA
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PN A WA E ) SeAF i E. M, R b
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WE.

YT YRR, FRATHE X I LA BAE S B 32
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BRI NI, FESE TP, RAIME BFISH A
FERRHE SR AE B 0] A AR P T 55 T E . SR )5 .
FEEE 1L A5 eh, FRATMARREAT A i E B 1 SIS HE SR,
BNk, BFAIESR 1L A5 TP g A B FA TS5 3%, PA
MR G RE SRR A fe R M AR i TRy, IH
KENE SRR TR, 8 IV 5 ER TR
RV ATTHE TEA T ETE R R SN R
LA oA

I. KOLMOGOROV Stk ifi SGBALRR R Pk

Kolmogorov &7 (KC) [56] FUMREHRME T aak
AR o BELRE L SRTE S AT R A IR R, X S IR e
AR A DR R AR Y OB SR (LLM) R
15 . Kolmogorov B, K(s) , j&—H s flj—MTH
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ST W RN BV R AR o i 52 SRR XL
S (RIS 5 (A AR [e:) A RESEBL, BIVEAT A7
A 10 B SCRER O )

I A it — RS & UTF8min b 4(1) €
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2. SIURRE m, HIMEEIA B
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g, Hrp Po= |eg) (el 23] mq FHIES B IEHET .
AN E AT

WX AR, RNFE RIS R ARE
JEATH e, ROAT TG AR
FE#EAE, UTF8min b, Fl UTF8min b, , AAH, HI
[UTF8min %, UTF8min ®,] # 0 , ABABEATHEN
T S THGE F A RE ] A BRI . AR
EOCEI RS R T R R A . AR
PRSI UTF8min b (¢) MK LRI [vs, (1))
— AR FSR . 24 UTF8min & (¢) fEH— A>T Wil &
A DA AU B IS [R] 2RI, (s, (1)) BOBIASHE R DAZEARL
TR I1%E, BB E s Rkl

oom s Vs () = Hoom @ s, () (4)

, PR SO A Hoenn (1) 7EBOXAREAG, B15 TR
HHER, WHEHEHRAZL Ca(t) « KH Se WIFEE
AEBRPA R AHRE NTEIN NN o HAL Dosen, NIXLETH X
ABOETREE, Ht [e), ZRIAE-FHTHERES, X
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L et
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[50, 57] o HRHE, LT AT R FERAUE FHA (LLM)
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NS R R, XRRATEAH W EE . W
e, FATEK, AT A B % 0 R SRk
WRIE SRR G Z ML T (B af L
oA ) FRE . 38 SR AL S A G fe] b H
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BLH DA S AE Ak B AT w3 B SR AT 55 B MR SE 3 0
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B.  JURMIA

FATAYTE SRR AZ D3 B 1) K2 i 5 R 2R A
S E PABMI G4 1. AR5 RO AR )
TR AR A TR R B — LW RR A R Ll At
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Experiment | N Trials| |S|
1 5 2.8
2 5 1.2
3 10 2.0
4 10 2.44
5 20 2.32
6 20 2.0
7 50 2.33
8 200 |1.83

TABLE L AR#EA R LRH2 7118 CHSH A& |S| 14,
EADECE (Fk, NE) AREANFTERNAREKE (V)
Zgﬁﬁéﬁiﬂ@%ﬁo & |S] > 2 FRE T4 M Bell-CHSH
AR,

r (fil4n, “The wordl was settled near the word2 )
A ERE . I (A, A) FiEGg) (B, B) RBE
SCT VUFRA ] ) R U, 1K U B 3 o AT g S A
A EFRALI N . R EI R SR SO R R A, BTG
X EEZHARE S AMIES (Fla, “dRe—H0F
EA. 5 R A AKEN.7) . T RX PR B
FRE—Fp, A LLM A AR R — A
— B[] B fRE . ST YT AT 0 22 - R 5 SR 5
DAKE G 52 1 4th (1] BRI ) o I R s [R), [N G RR B R Y
LLM i FH i & R AR i 5 e XE L ‘a5
B RIFE, ANEREEASEAG, WSl R (B,
QAR “chair” PR SRR “HIRGUTE” 50 “H T4
FHRE, MEREN KA SE”) s ik ek
e (Flan, Xz s, A AT A
SRR R, Rk T SGE R, T E R
flRE) o IR SEA AARREPLII FNEE (A — +1,B — —1
), NEANBCEA N 2 STREIR IR . &G, 4590
A 5 (UTFSmin b4, UTF8min b 4 , UTF8min b g,
UTF8min b p ) #iAlufk, ME(E E(XY) A R}
(a, B) WP EBUTRAE, S5 HTi1H CHSH S {4
S = E(A,B) — E(A,B') + E(A', B) + E(A', B') . i,
HhRIE CHSH A= —A d i @il & —8k, W
ol “Tefaetkis” (67, 68] , XfoE— M RERREE R
NGRS 75— BRI R BEE JC K« IE Q1 Dzhafarov
et al. [67] JIZVIRIAREE, X — B AE AT R L85
maEER . WERERFRN AN —BEE ", TR
S VURBIASEA R 2k R, 8K (S| >2 1
SE SR SRR LA = LT, (EAE MR A,
Sk BE AR SEME T BEJR T X SE A0 BT SO, A
ERFEFEIEMW 3o,

Jor A7 AQHLE SCAT LM ) 7 40 SRR 2 6 1 TFREY) npepy
AR 3 I ATHY .

IV. &%
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IR SR -

FERNTH LY, JATHAT T 8 KLY, HhRATH
PRSI A B RO 5 B 200 BEFTAE (R, IR B

3 https://github.com/NPC-Worldwide/npcpy
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Ho N T, FAER 2 g Tls # 7 % (S| {H
BRI B AE , oy N = 50 i . F2EWaiRY
e, |S| BEE IR AL A 2RI
N |S| AEAS B 137 12 M e BRASC R s o S R o 1%
BUEN—FOLSER B, s TR BRI R, [S]
HA R E SRR

HEAYE, TEXER T AT T M E SRR
HIREH, NG 2R T2, Ble L,
TEVURSZH i F R B |S] < 2v2 . HlE,
TAI Ly UFRE N =5), |S|HAFT 2.8, X
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FIG. 2. X+—TEILHITT 50 iRkE 952, CHSH S {Hit
B R 13 AR B IR B R AR, AR EAE 2.327
(F T PRYSLER # 7). BARALHE S = +2 4hF/R CHSH R
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V. Wi

AT PSR AIE R, KT SGRAC T i) H A )R
il LA e i 7B SCHEZR A /7, S ERT AL B AR AL B
AR A P TR OAe MBI AR i TRl As .«
AR SEPHE T GRARIFE EIE ki (i Kolmogorov
AR ) AT A s U (DSMs) FIR Y
WE A (LLMs) {ER5 SR AR PR A A 55 Y BE
(5 VA 7). BihS, FROTRARGTHE 105 SCHESE Ay 54 3
WUEEE MO OS2 B, R A 5 22 i SO R RLE
A, ARBRBEERTSE (55 VB 1), 5, FRATHX
e R 5 BARBIA B G AL0 BEIE 5 2 BIF T 4 R IR Rk
K (55 227 797), &Ja B NLP gF5e (5 77 95) A
b Tk )iz m (5 72 95).
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A. iESGRIE: % DSM Il LLM [43%m

G SO, AL M mT R S AL (LLMs),
AT M PER Y SCATERL R e S Gt L8, SEBl 1 i
MR (11, 69-71] . XLURIAAERLE Rk, RIS
TR AT B ATE R . AR, TSGR AR,
Fral el id 2 T 4R Kolmogorov & 7%t (KC)
AT AT, 88 T T R B SR E R
EFME, X—RAAERAER R, FhEAIC 2R
B, Bl T SRR IR 2 M B LT 5 B4 B ST B Y 3
i, 5 RE BT Y KC R, X EREL
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