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Abstract

Objective: Central nervous system germ cell tumors (CNS-GCTs) rarely present with isolated cognitive
symptoms, causing significant diagnostic delays. We report such a case to evaluate the diagnostic
reasoning of five leading artificial intelligence (AI) large language models. Methods: A 16-year-old
male with a one-year history of progressive memory impairment was diagnosed with a suprasellar
CNS-GCT after a workup revealed severe hypernatremia. Clinical data from three diagnostic stages
were provided to five Al models. Twenty psychiatrists scored the Al-generated reasoning using the
validated the Revised IDEA Score. Results: After radiotherapy, the patient’s tumor resolved, but his
memory impairment persisted. In the Al evaluation, while three of the five models consistently
demonstrated high-quality clinical reasoning, the overall diagnostic accuracy was only 40.0%, with
just two models correctly identifying the tumor. Conclusion: CNS-GCTs should be suspected in ado-
lescents with insidious cognitive decline. Although advanced Al can emulate high-level clinical rea-
soning, its diagnostic accuracy in atypical cases remains unreliable. This demonstrates a critical gap
between replicating a reasoning process and achieving diagnostic certainty. Future research should
further explore the specific applications of artificial intelligence in medical settings to enable high-
quality and highly accurate clinical decisions.
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1. 5l8

X 4 22 2 454 B 41 9% (Central Nervous System Germ Cell Tumors, CNS-GCTs) /& — 2525 I, %4 fif
W, ZRTLE R DERR[L] . FIf PR IR R B 3L 1M 5, 55 B AR, A e AR X (2 1 50%)
A B IX (2015 20%~30%). A, a5 DX oR H BRI S 8UMABUK, g1 R MmN RS E, FERT R B
W 4EAfiE(Parinaud syndrome) [2]. AHELZ T, KEHHERJE T CNS-GCTs IR BRI, H T {CH D HOL
BRRIE T CNS-GCTs ARG MR IR B, KRR B AR RS M SR A . AT N S S SCE . 5 iEkS
PLRAN T RER 25 [3]. SR, DURERIE IR AN & KRB CNS-GCTs RURFERSE His it 2 4R e X,
5 FHG RN 2 5 &R 12 W

N L% e (Artificial Intelligence, Al)2F6 I iHENT A ERHTHEIIE AR . B 20 4 50 48
WA LIK, Al BER AR, s cb NDVAE SN TR R AR 1 3.0 BHR[4]. HAT, A T&RE.
WLES 22 ) RIRFE 2SI B 2 B T BT R, WS IRR RS R R4 LI =12 MR8 20
BT A S 3L ARG E A 2 AN J7HI[5]. BEAEAT SR, Al Reig I\ 2 4k FE N R b8 1) R 2, 9] ks
AEVEAh R S R R TN PR 45 &) LA B PPAR B TS e 45 [6] . 7E N LA MBS HERIISCIE T, IR
O O IUZIE 2 SO6 1 RS E LT 4% (Single-Photon Emission Computed Tomography, SPECT)-
1E H 7 R 5 I 2 4% (Positron Emission Tomography, PET). 54 2434 (Computed Tomography, CT)
B EFEAR B A% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)H 15 2] TR B RG S5 R H[7]. R, ZIRFFUESE, Al
TERE P 0o BRI R 13 T 2 s B 20 8 7 288 Tl B e vy M 0 v 259 2 T o R B R S AR ELLB] . TR
FERI, Al -GN IR R SRR T 28 & BRI ), et it R g o 28 1 5 B0
S OSEERER AR R AR, IR TR A2 B 9]

AW T B EARIE — 51 DABREE PEICAZ 7908 S 2 RO IR [ 75 /b 4F CNS-GCTs ZF Wifhil . FATKix—&
LI PR B S N RN T Re KR 5 BB R g AT HE B 0B, RV T AL ZE TN AR S 28Il PR 3R
PR X6 55 W5 B2 W HE FRBE F7 . AHIF T I EE BB N T8 REAE A 20 JP R 2 55 0 o 2 23 AU 1) 7 Y 4
BT A 5 SRS o

2. W™BICH

BFN 16 Z BN, MAAKKE LR ANBEIT—F, BFEZE B2 008, ™ 5= f 0%
Afedi. ANEE, FREEREE—ENE, RICHTEIEATERNEFZE . NRITANH, BER
RIGATHEB S, TIEEIZET—RECHET. —AE, KL ERBEE.

kst B BEIMEEH, ERTER. MR adisd, BERWAANEE. PR, HIowk
2T — R A FE OB E PP S5 R o £E5E B W3R (Self-Rating Anxiety Scale, SAS) P-4 4 43
5%, HWHR H 175 % (Self-Rating Depression Scale, SDS) 1434 54 43, U35 f&H5 7] % (Mood Disorder Question-
naire, MDQ) 143N 1 43, B BRAEKG MG #.(Hypomania Checklist-32, HCL-32)1F-53 N 5 43, $NAAERR 4
RSB EEMACIRES . [N, B 588 TSI S A, AAEHVIRIRIIGE . MRAR B AR M
R M35 B R K4 . 5 RN B SN/KE S (171 mmol/L), I i &UKF 42 B T (129 mmol/L), fi
FL 3 (92.45 ng/ml)F1LEL FUR I 2R (50.26 nmol/1) /K~ 2 2 Ty o i MRI Somii B AT IR 615 55, M
A0 0 25 2 5 R4 )

ABEEIR, @M@ttt RxaieE, BEERZUS - DHEP RS KRG A MAMRE. i, &
HWMER. MEE. AR LSHRB RS E R RS ERFAEKRET-141.9ng/l). AZRER
12 AR 3 2 (33.9 mIU/mIl) A J% I 37 15 3% T (327 mOsm/kg) ¥ 5 2% T o Bl 47 BEAE 50 R, B W

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1682938 1592 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1682938

rlF 45

(Cerebrospinal Fluid, CSF)Ky 2 o /4 [ 190 mm H20,  #% K5 (Pandy test) B PE(-),  HRIbR S
(), RIBEAIE(-); & 144 mmol/L (1), H&FE 3.2 mmol/L, Z 11 0.86 mg/dL (1), AZAitk
20/uL, TANAETTEL 25/l MR SE MRI 3. ¥ By L — 3otk gs T, RERIA. e A&
fl. Zik, BFEEMHIZH CNS-GCTs. % TR FARMEN KR, BEWHEE FREGEZ T
18 YOI EE 5 N SR OT AN 7 RGNS ROT . T80T A5 RS S S A MR, 45 SRER R R ke 4
B, MIEMHAK TP ELE 146~151 mmol/L; SR, fEf /s —kBEViTt, K& EFEEIFE LS, B
A B EROR . MPEEE, RO KRAEES.
A WO AR R I T =B BG AR S W ARAE, VR 1.

» EiF: IBIZHTHR6A, /38 (rER)
BYER—: AR
(Stage 1) o (KME/ER: IER/EERME. BERMD
o DFHBUTTE: INHEMERTHIREES / WRERES / MERIBE

l
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BRER=: XRAERR
(stage 2) @ XREFT 2. RRER ACTH HHINEERT
@ XREFE 31 KMBEIRTTG: EEWRERMMESH + EEMANRIEE

o ZETEN-BAMET

E— SRS RRERRE | RIS
i BrhiRE RS :

& EREF 4 BHCG (WHR/ME). SMATER-BENAMHE S/ RIS LR
=: RS
mﬁ(mf”m & X% s RENERIEETEK. BAH/ ZERIERREL
® EREFE 6 RSBERBME (134 mOsm/ke) , FERAPRMREIE
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Figure 1. Three-stage clinical evolution and diagnostic reasoning flowchart based on the patient’s clinical data
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BB 1ZWH B ERSTIEE B FEET RGP HESIE: (1) 1Ti2ehE: S—AEdEEas 7 EH
ﬁ{/\/ﬁdﬁ ZTHEPIRH TSI BT A IR TORE: (2) FERtltapB: S8 A BIRE N SR, A T EFRA

R AR b5 G e S DT A 45 4 () MDT X i2MrBt: 2B =R S A MHIESE, Of TERZHIZH
Z 2 RG22 12 (Multidisciplinary Team, MDT) BT FTRESRIU I 2B IGIRE B . 285, ABFFUREE N A 50
KN T el ——Grok3. DeepSeek-R1. Gemini 2.0, ChatGPT-O #il Claude 3.7 9 N ¥FAS 2.

TERABY B, B FEN GRS 605 AH B PRECE (3 D1 c 3%« AR /M4 R A . SLIR =R E0 DK
PR 00 B AE VAL ) AR AESS R ], P AN BIRER AL R o g OB AR B B B AR B — O I R HE 2
5, R 15 I A B DAL . BEJS, 20 SRS PR AR SR FHAZ AT R IDEA 143 & 3% (Revised
IDEA Score) i 1% S 2 & 3 AT 37 S AL VP4 [10] . 1% 5 30 55 DU Z O 4E FE PP Al : AUA M S 25 (Interpretive
summary). %52 (Differential diagnosis). 312 Wi ik #% (Explanation of lead diagnosis) LA & £ 12t 12 i (Al-
ternative diagnoses). A7 6 3 RIHIE A sl S IG AR HERE . AR SLIG RS WIS 2
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Figure 2. Research steps to use five Al models for clinical reasoning and diagnosis based on clinical data
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Outpatient Data of Psychiatry Department Inpatient Data of Psychiatry Department Inpatient Data of Multidisciplinary Consultation

Model Type
Grok3
DeepSeek-R1
Gemini2.0
chatGPT-03
Claude3.7

Domain of R-IDEA
Domain of R-IDEA
Domain of R-IDEA

0 5 10 15 0 5 0 5
Mean Score Mean Score Mean Score

Figure 3. Mean scores of different models across domains of R-IDEA based on medical records of three visits respectively
E 3. HAETZRiLHFAN R-IDEA SEEEREIREFES

(1) 12k BEE:

AU I(RUATE E.45): Gemini 2.0 759 r;  ChatGPT-03 134 ffik.

UK DAL Gemini 2.0 R ILHH AL ChatGPT-03 &5 DeepSeek-R1 573 i
SR E(FVFZWiKHE): Grok3 JEFE47; Gemini 2.0 MAbT 5%

S A(#% %12 T): DeepSeek-R1 7343 e isi: Grok3 7343 fed.

(2) KERMEREHY B -

| (BURPERLSE): Gemini 2.0 1947 f ;s ChatGPT-03 1547 i fik«

Sk D (A2 W): Grok3 JET & fii; DeepSeek-R1 1447) f ik

itk E (FVRIZWikHE): Claude 3.7 I HALH: ChatGPT-03 15/ #i.
Sl A (%1E12H7): DeepSeek-R1 50 H; Grok3 50 ik

(3) ZH¥FHLA 212 (MDT)R B A -

I (BUATERZE): Gemini 2.0 377 fx &; ChatGPT-03 1373 f ik
i3, D (412 0W7): Gemini 2.0 J&F 1 17; DeepSeek-R1 154 51k

il E (LVFZWIKE): Claude 3.7 #ILA BAR#: Grok3 134> HiE.,

At A (%3E12W1): Claude 3.7 7590 ;. Grok3 590 k.

4.2. BF Al HE3USITHE IDEA 2453 %tEe

FR AR P8 e STATE 4 B
12K Bl : FrA B R PP R 1 6 23 Al PR v o3 20 K i, e Gemini 2.0 (4573 ¢ 75 (8.05

25)-
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Figure 4. Total scores of different models of R-IDEA based on medical records of three visits respectively
4. FAEF=RHMISHHL R-IDEA FIREL R 5 3TEE

K RMERLRY Be i : AUF Claude 3.7, Gemini 2.0 F Grok3 [/ 7 (R 7E 6 4 LA I, o Claude 3.7
(R B 14(6.80 43).

2R A S 2 (MDT)M B 3 . [AIFAMYA Claude 3.7. Gemini 2.0 #1 Grok3 f1 20 #85d 6 43, LERY
Bt Gemini 2.0 M Z5& R IR EF(7.20 47).

4.3. IR Al HEASEERE
T ARSI IR A Im RS W e WL 1. FEPTA AL, AU DeepSeek-R1 Al Claude 3.7 #EfiffiiH
BT “HRXAEFEANMOR 7 SR AT A TEHANAIR T, RIS WTAER RN 40.0%.

Table 1. Diagnostic accuracy rates of different models

= 1 AEMRELSHT R

R BA LK T
Grok 3 TR RERUR E 0
DeepSeek-R1 883 DX A L 4 9 100%

Gemini 2.0 il IR A5 98 0
ChatGPT-03 BN 0
Claude 3.7 L PN A= B 4 B g 100%
Bt / 40.00%

7E: Grok 3 A Grok % =/Uf%!; DeepSeek-R1 & DeepSeek (1) R1 #7%4, Gemini 2.0 2 Gemini 2.0 Flash Thinking 1%
Al; ChatGPT-03 2y ChatGPT ff] 03 #7%¢; Claude 3.7 >y Claude 3.7 Sonnet #£7
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4.4. Claude 5 ChatGPT-03 BT AEIREL 5

AH—BHETARAKESHEMZCHRINESTWEBARRE, AUFR#E—PHET Claude 3.7 5
ChatGPT-03 7RSI Wi B R B AR (B W3 2). R B, PMETITEYZ I B 25 FERs fh O BE
&, HEEESPMUE. B5 R AR S8 X 3w e G bR f B I, Claude 3.7 EgE— DHE 4 T B -
TR L8R, 1 ChatGPT-03 444 [m) 1K 57 RV R T Bk gL Ja S A1k .

Table 2. Comparison of diagnostic reasoning trajectories generated by Claude and ChatGPT-O3 large language models in a

case of CNS-GCTs

%% 2. Claude 5 ChatGPT-03 KiE & #R B 7fE 8 4 JE AR IS Mg F2 R A IS W HEFRBLEL 38

5973 . Claude3.7 KR ChatGPT-03 KRB |
e CERRER oy Sh B A RS
CRAGEN RN A R B R MO AR .
y S S WL e RETE RNy D= s 728 H o L=%
B 1 ?gﬂ% lﬁ;z‘i% ﬁﬁk@{;ﬁ%%g@ 5, SDS FEAMLRHUE  Claude IR BRI S 0,
112 o ﬁ%’ﬁwﬁ: Eﬁ#ﬁfﬁx}ﬁ%i& TR [ 25 FEAE PR I ChatGPT-O3 B[] kAR 1
e o IR AR RISk E, f7 e i
’ Sl . 7 il Sifte
o 6T, & “EORREE G AT AL TER Claude SE * IBR %~y
oz N ISTMIONL B R o F I RO EBOIRES MR MBS S 8
it e N (R TR RO ChatGPT-03 BRI, 8
A o RS N AW R R A RN (YRR B, X
i 28, 7 W, A R A 2
. ) o “EEMESLE. IREMIL Claude %) HOG T ik
rpea, LG LHIFSHE S E LTI ke f R WE, A - Ao
MDT & e mis heg ;:‘LIZF/}E’Z*A#—*HW BB AS; 7 W - RTER A ER: ChatGPT-
iz S bt e, I AR 08 SR LB R, R
i AR " J 40 RIS S A AR
5. i

AW FEIRIE 7151 DAICAZ T 9o O 1 R 3 I 7 L AR #H 4 R G A B A R ), e ORI TR
N LA RE KR & A G R 2 7 Bl 04T 7 28 Mr. 453 E7R, Claude 3.7. Gemini 2.0 F1 Grok3
I T =R E IR AR RS 7, 1T DeepSeek-R1 Al Claude 3.7 WISZBL T #EMHIIG IR Wi, SV 4E
JEKE, Gemini 2.0 ERURVEL L MER 2T LIRS, Claude 3.7 HKFHE VRS WK, 1M
DeepSeek-R1 NI/t £ i 12 Wr ()4 5 vh B 2LAR 34

A AN R L EERIUONCAZ 868 . AN IE & TE AR Th AEGE . R AR SCERIA A AN IUAE
A R AR If o o o 5| A I B A AR AL S BOA KN Th RERR RS [11], AH H B I PRI 7L 4518 M A7 5
W M HEFEARH, MLEIAK-FS5NEI DI R AAHIR[12]: AR RN E R, mAILAE 5k BRRG 2 [5] JF
THBREE, KM MAE 52 D) Be i B % UIAHOC[13] . [FIR, B pid iz E T ae 5 MR~
Fefi - WG RGNk B8 K& Papez B S 0L IZ 45 M) M5 [14] . BRAERF LRI, #% EIX (567 R
Jo FIRIE ] S ECRR SR S s IR B - AR R SR R Sl i i S A nT s, s s
eI Re RS [15] [16].

H AT, CNS-GCTs Wl PR#fi2 T B BN,  ELIE I AYE A6 7 385 A U B & 1097 /L [17]. —
TiEt%of 455 5] CNS-GCTs & I HRE Vi A 78 7 , J 35 (1) 20 4R A 30 A A7 2893 Jll imik 84.19% 71 61.9%
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[18]. #RMMI, Y—TWFF LI, REH 7 6] CNS-GCTs BFHARIT 513 KW, (B 5 flER)G
TIAFAERR S RS PR BLAR REK R [3]. IXEETEESE R, ST LS HER N R IL CNS-GCTs 4,
FHIHL T RE B R B B M OB TG D . X — Wb iEARE S G LAS T EHE: ZE8 B8R
TEBESZARHEIBOTT Ja IR I PR 2 A, A FL 3 1) 12 45 S AR Bl 17 R AT A L R R A2

AW LR L], Claude 3.7, Gemini 2.0 A1 Grok3 ix =ik Al K7 GE g 4 Hi w8 B B A I PR HERE . 31X —
R BEAERE TR o AT O B0 70 22 30R F AR08 & A FR AN T RE A SRR A I R 127 R
[19]. AZEFHIESE, Al B iEIE R GRS BE FARMEREE SIEIRE S, AERAMEIIGRTT )7 %[20]. [
B, AWFFEHUESE 7R Al BR[O IX — 5 8 i I e 25 O HEZ T . BEA SCHRIEFESR Al 7E
AP W AT, “fRIZ 3K, A B EUN 7 SRS A BT T 26 & BV J[21]. HEl, Al SR
FHF i g (A A U YA S5 PR BEEL, L Salome Z53ET Al SZBL 1 i i AH DG Jn53 38 JXUKS 14 -
IR Svyat S8R AL BCIh T T foa g 2 AT 36 . M ThRRIRAS JIR T 45 Ri[22] [23]. RE I
PRI Az 387 36 5t AL 4 B e SRR RS B2, (B T AL I HERRIZ A 5 N I R B 4 2 [ 1) 22 S ATI A7 I RE [24] -
H A1 2 Tt 70 IR RREE 00T AL BRI GRS . 76 SR IR RS T S5t h, Hyg s A Z IR TR AR5 AN
(2 BN E, HREEE R SR, R AR DL B B W AE[25] K05 & B2 10 % Hh 22 Ui T I 2k
BRI S ERA R . R TR R A R O AR HE R L], B ) AR R ) e S “4)
W7o HETERIT KPS B KA R 2 R IR T2 Wi e, X AR A . AP RO e MR HERE
TIPSR AR B = [26] [27]. TEASPHE 224008, ROUHFFE SR, AR Al ESHE 24 FUEF FRRMR
17 THIAT T W P02 R AR Bk [28] . B Al TE R 2= U IR VI, RHIF B HLRAR R FR M 5 2 24
PR FATY 75 OR A i B A 1

IR, AU FAARAE —E MR B2, VBRI, AHEFEEE0 I L 52 B A R .
Z B W LA Y (I R SR LB R R, R Al A PE s — KRR 1) L R e R, RTRETCIEER
FAEE WG IR 5 P E IR, RRIITFEIEZ 0 KEEARBIHRG R IR TN AR, ok, H3F
FREEICIZ A F I R R SR G R IAS A B . B A1 i e DA 37 78 2 7 S0 g e S S0 38 R 7, i
25 BT SR RV TE M 2 TR M I N BT 8. BERARIX — 0, 75 EEC A AL A N 7 o 4 O B A PP A 3
ITRIABE VT B, AP AL BESI BIVEAS 75 S ATIAFAE— 8 R o VA% 46 S0 Bl i s oA B e
BB, EAHT TR Bt & & K0P 3 Z R VF 40— St o ARG 7080 24 2 S SE bR AL ¥ Al BT
PPARAESE, JFH AR S A N AE DG RECE —BUAS B4R bR, AR I A5 R 1] Sk

6. &t

X A 20 22 0 AR B 20 A R E R WA T BE AN R I 0 12 ) Dk A5 B B P DA SRR, IR Bk &) 5 3L
PRI S TR . R SRt i N T8 e (Artificial Intelligence, AN B 28 54 &2 ZI H =1 5
IR, AR A . BRI R W RGN, 2B R A2 . xR,
IR N TR v] LE ARG s TR, ARG IRE A S @2 T sk, (e s EmR
T IR R AR = B IR IR 250 5 25 6 R .

oM
RSB E R AR IS, 0 g 20 GORMRHFAT X AR 72 LA THOK 150
B M

AW FE CRAFHTL R 2 B2 2 Bt B I 5 — BR e R e AR B R A S Otk v, #L#F5 . Reference Number: i
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KBttt 2023 B5H 0582 T-tRo ST AWTUR TR, CARMIRAC bk B F s F R I i -

EHEWmHE
ARHFFRAFHILA F AR 34T H (W H %5 LY24H090005) K L 44 # sURF & v-Xi) 1 H (5 H i
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Table S1. Descriptive statistics of R-IDEA scale for different models
# S1. TRI#EE! R-IDEA E &R 45T

R-IDEA TR TS % EGESRERE 6 ZER SR
BRIRA T v o7
2% AL AL HfrE
WHE (QL, 03) ¥ A (QL, 03) A WA QL 03) AH

| 4% 325  3(3,4) 300 160 1(1,225) 100 18  15(1,3)  1.00

D4 150 15(1,2) 200 145  1(1,2) 100 155  2(1,2)  2.00

Grok3  E4ff 180  2(22) 200 155  2(L,2) 200 145 15(1,2)  2.00
A4R 000  0(0,0 000 135  1(L,2) 100 130  1(L,2) 100

¥4 655  7(6,7) 700 595 55(57) 500 615 65(4,8  4.00

| 4% 330 35(3,4) 400 190  2(1,3) 100 18  15(1,3)  1.00

D4 125 1(1,125 100 015 0(0,0) 000 010  0(0,0) 0.0

Deegsleek' E4ifF 175 2(1752) 200 160  2(1,2) 200 18  2(2,2) 200
A%RE 165  2(L,2) 200 175 2(1752) 200 160  2(L,2) 200

B4 795  8(7,9) 900 540  5(4,7) 400 535 5(4.756.25 5.00

| 4% 370  4(3,4) 400 205  2(1,3) 100 195 15(1,3)  1.00

D4 175 2(175,2) 200 130  1(1,2) 100 190  2(22)  2.00

Gemini2.0 E#F 135  1(1,2) 100 145  1(1,2) 100 18  2(2,2)  2.00
A#R 125  1(1,125) 100 140  1(L,2) 100 150 15(1,2)  1.00

¥4 805  8(7,8) 800 620 55(58 500 720 7(6825  6.00

| 4% 315 3(2,4) 400 160  1(1,2) 100 170  1(1,2)  1.00

D4 125 1(1,125 100 115 1(1,125) 100 015  0(0,0) 0.0

ChatGPT-03 E4% 165  2(L,2) 200 140  1(1,2)  1.00 150 15(1,2)  1.00
A4EE 145  15(L,2) 200 145  1(L,2) 100 120  1(L,2)  1.00

B4 750 8(675,9) 800 560 6(4756) 600 455 45(3,525 3.00

| 460 340  4(3,4) 400 175 1(1,225 100 170 1(1,2.25) 1.00

D4 140  1(1,2) 100 140  1(1,2) 100 140  1(1,2)  1.00

Claude3.7 E4F 155  2(L,2) 200 195 2(2,2) 200 195 2(2,2) 200
A4 105 1(L,1) 100 170  2(L2) 200 175 2(L752)  2.00

B4 740  8(7,8) 800 680 7(67.25 600 68 7(67.25  6.00

7: Grok 3 4 Grok %5 =/UBi%, DeepSeek-R1 ¥ DeepSeek i R1 #%!; Gemini 2.0 4 Gemini 2.0 Flash Thinking 1%
Al; ChatGPT-03 Jy ChatGPT ¥ 03 #i%4; Claude 3.7 2y Claude 3.7 Sonnet #5:7%.,
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