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Abstract

This study compares lexical association patterns between GenAl (Generative Artificial Intelligence)
and humans to examine whether GenAl exhibits human-like semantic organization. Focusing on as-
sociation diversity and asymmetry, the results show that human data demonstrate higher diversity
and stronger directional asymmetry than GenAl-generated associations. While both systems display
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systematic relationships between word frequency, GenAl shows a stronger dependence on frequency.
In addition, the relationship between diversity and asymmetry is more tightly coupled in human data.
Overall, the findings suggest that GenAl can approximate certain statistical regularities of human lex-
ical associations, but their semantic representations remain less structurally complex than those of
the human mental lexicon.
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1. 518

TV BT 55 K B A o %0 e N 20 S B T, Al L BV AR 5% 2 R o T4
SE F R0 (stimulus) 25 58 — AN 2 LA e Je A8 21 1 s 8z 1] (response) , - 388 e X 3 4 sz N3] 3EAT 4381, it T BA
)32 R R AE O PR 3R] FE e O AH 4305 3. T A SWOW (Small World of Words [1]) AR 1) R B ] I Bk
MBI, WM IR — B T Ta 2R DUAINREA (1) 5256 128 B RFEAR B S it 23 4T

AR, AR N 8 BRAE B SO AT R I 25 DA S MR 2 A AL B2l T, S8l 75 A
FALh(human-like)iE & i th R 2T AT, FRATT0VE ELEWT 51X P 5 AR R-IE & S TUABIE R )2
MBS, LR T 5 ANFRPR LB M HA G . NI R H R B A 2R IE,
FATAT CLIE S A s e M R T UIN, T ©A S TV B AR SR (AN SR S M RFAE, RISV IRE
2 FEPEAAC AR AR AR, AT I — 07 [ B AL he i — 2 A B0 UEHE

ETFULEEE, AHFFCREL SWO [T S AR R 2 AR J7 ¥ A R) A KA 1 Y1 B AR A8
LWOW (LLM World of Words) [2]5%:4ili, 55t HLE R & 7E 1T ICAE 22 A5 DL R PR I0UAS R PR 14 b 1) e I
PASHIRIR T AE R R R B AR Z LA N 2O T 5 AR BURiE AL R .

2. HRGRIR

Az R 18 5 e 1R VR T Ho K SO ARE B T A 1% ) . B TR AR KT
Transformer ZE#4[3], J8 ik X6t v 5 8 N 208 5 SR TR 2, 3E4798 JT (token) 5 ] o 22 8] ) 25 A RE R T 57
ST 5 AN FRAUSCAR I BRI A o 3K I RE AN 5 P PR SR, 17 A2 SR H 25 TS i e [l R B R
(GRS ANV, R SR AR ) 22 58 52 2% (48 S S AE iy 48 BE S 4002 1) v LA ] LI O Xk
17T RAE[4]. BT RoR, DA AEROE S B R RIE S M 7E — e FE R E R B N ZIE S T
oS SURALEE R . SRECHEFRSEAT N[5]. SR ERATRE Z48 i, XM — IR RN G057 A BT N E0HE
SCRAE T A 22 2] B, DRk AR e ORI R SR AR RE 072 5 LRI T NSRBI SGRAE, R 2 4T
W %O UGE .

FEXT T NI XCRAE BT i, wCBAEE et 7 RE AR . BEFias R, 15 CGRAE
FEAR AR S, TRt 2SR ShaAMM . BHas i Ern 7k, o
RIBFAN . BRARZFEME . BRSO RR M NS BAE p e e R AE . AR IS, BEE
FEMEFE 2 — AN R Be % 51 2 19 IOSE1A] (1)) H 20R S HORE RS, — T & s A 43 A 0 BRE 22 [ AR 22
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FERE, BI,  wen] i S SE o AT SN i, A T 2 0 SOIRER[1] [6]. PIZRBIE TR S RABIED] 17, 72 K
B, R ] TR S| 2 R R AT IOE R, X R ARy “OUSeERE [7]: AR, R
] [ SCIEHDE AR, 5RAME XS FE RO, PrEVeElTr RS A A . 57—,
IRAEAN IS RRAE SN 1 1R R A8 7 Tl PEARFAE DA i) 1) e 2 ] 1) K AL o B2 30 45 s I ] 38 R 3 3 )
WRARSREZ AN o Bildn, IR “BRA” BURBiiA “BERBE” MBRAEBERAEAE b “BRRe B “BEAE B E
RO R M AA R RRE . BRI A AR I N AL AT S 24 B3 e b B - -+ AL
MWM,WTHMﬂK%&EH%¢mu§@QWTF MR MIoRE . BIRE, BREZHIES
IRABAN G PR PG R SO 1 NS B 3] Xﬂ%ﬂmmﬁiﬁi 7 TFRFAE o

IR NSRS AR e O [ SR A i T 322 5 S SRl I AR ) 3208 P 3 E AT X Lt BAy
THIEARE L. CABITTRY], BALAEE SCRAUE I 98] SCH 0554 55 P RE 614 1)L A8 g A3k
KT8], fEfs B AT H el Hodfa P AT S AR TE B BRI TRI DR A [9] . (BN L A B ) SCAL AU 2t e I e b
WNCERAEAE S5 AR S A W R A%, Ml A2 B aUE S 40N, R SRBRIE LA AE SR [1]. R AR ARt
RIER e AERAR 2 FEVE 5 A PRI B IS P 2o, IR I AN P O 35 AR
RAELEAR AL T —UEdE: R, WRBRAEIREAERT PRI RGMEMZE, WA LAy Hik CRAED)
fE— R LA RS R, I NERE EASCREE “ B 5 AP SCRAE” KR, R,
MR IR AR Ay 2 DN AGL 6 N 25 A R OR R R A R A 22 REPE AR AR T O ZR B, BE e N RATTRIAZ 0 1)
ARG AL PR ) B AIE S

BT VAR A9, A IR IS S A O R (R Rl AR, WA HRAR 2 AR A A
XEPRUERIFRE, X Pt e AR B R I NS R 75 ey 1T 5 AR R AR b . FLARHE 7T 1]
RN E :

1) AES5ABK IR CRAE S ERBAAEZER? R, REERRHA?

2) NESAMA KBRS RN R BAAEZER? WA, RERERRAA?

ANEEAERG OB R AR Z A ARG R R B RARE? AR, THAEMZERZ
fra

3. Histigit
3.1 S

A FEH 5 b N85 A i e QORASE ARV AR A A 1 8 e [F) — 7 SR e . N 280V B AR o s
K H #2571 SWOW-EN B . /EN— RFILH 1l —4, SWOW-EN 52 SWOW (Small World of Words)
T B [ PEIEFS 4> . De Deyne S8 N[ R T BRI 5%, @b E 22 bk do iR )y sUAL4H 35 1 88,722
4523 (81%RHE %), it 12,217 ANfl#EGA L4351 3,686,400 e Midl. 5 USF [10]. EAT [11]% 4305k
RH A EM L, SWOW-EN 7ERNCHIMT . a7y 4 FNE SCHIWTSAT 55 rh B R IS L 5, HA R
WA TR . SR T A . Abramski 25 A [2] H FRIFE 0TS, M T LWOW B (LLM
World of Words), 1% 5 P FH [ 0 R 22, 2R = FfoAS [R] ) A= il QR A 28U 76 A3 R 380 S F 6 136
HHAT RN 3 =R A i KRR (LLaMA3. Haiku £ Mistral) 7, LLaMAS3 f&ME—JF 5,  H s 5w $ds
iT SWOW-EN HF i A K% (A 2% 116,640 >, LLaMA 3,105,367 4, fEAxfEL, Haiku F1 Mistral {0
15,275, 41,369 1), FHEEIARG IO TN GOl AR RAR 2 RENE, A NIEARLE R B H IR B2
DA RE AP 9T B HLIR 2 LLaMA3 508 BT i A i sl O R 0 (5 SO RR AR R B ) . AT 5 a9
SWOW-EN Fl LWOW ##5, 7E4% i ¥ 75 ik 0 A I S 43 17 5 KPR s
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FEF] SWOW Hl LWOW P/~ H 8 ()4 7 SN ARAH A, R ERA R, SWOW iy NS5 d 2
BEAL ST, AR 22 A (1 e 1] /b T 100 A 1 AR s OR AR Y R 1) LWOW T2 il 4 AN il i8] 3545 100
AN, G, T SR L, BT IR R TR SWOW HiAS 2 50 AN S IRTHINER], F  #
145 50 A BLA AL EHL . Sy T D B AT R o, A van Heuven 4 A\ [12] /4 BEE 35 i Sithn
TR AT R0k, SRER R TR WA LS IO, DL RSO bR C RIEOA . AT 3
TN AR 2 58 ARG . BT A ] SN ] 389 4 TR b0 B Hs 4L (3L 829 AN R] Fry il ik
W, BRI 50 AN ), T EE B A T

3.2. BESH

T VAR LR, B P00 P SR R — SRR e SR Tt b 2
B 5 NI AAT B IR R DA A AT 20, A R R, DU oo
F 75 VA R B R SR

S IBE AL 25 (AR 25 R P F 200 A 0 047043 1 B BORR R o AT ST B AR -0 S
FFRT RIS RO . AT IEE SO H (5)= =Y p(rs)log p(rs) » Jbrv s Sylieinl, Jxt Rif iy

m,ﬁ—ﬁ&mﬁmmzﬁp&Jo@am&mTﬁmﬁmzﬁﬁ,m%~4ﬂ&&%&mﬁ%§%¢

FA B R AR SRR, WSS, T4 RS, M. 1A
BFSCISERRI SR, B P B A BRI 747 IR B, AR R — (L
BES A, BRI MU o R R 5 B S A, 0 B0RT DL SRS 0 TN 2 B
4L, GiIFRE, A6 van Heuven %5 A[L2]HRic 30 REA -4 FATELIRIE (PRI, AR HOA SO SR 595
SRR TN % FEPE S 7 M A BT, AR M r K O B, WAL P S BRI, AR
MrANF OB, TSI SR G, T BT O B, IR B SR 2 e R A7
(R EHIAL R BR, AT LI BUR, K3 AR 2 SO AE I A R L% 5.

LB A R R P S AR — 2 B 2 ARG R L 2 5. A
Kﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%iﬁA@ﬂ:@{%ﬁQ,ﬁ¢A%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁ—&@ﬁﬁ%Kﬁ%ﬁ,%
A(s.r) KT OB, BEUIRICAEUR S BRI LR TR MBS £2, 702000 T O B, BRI SR A
AR N T RIS, DL L A DA 5 L2 (A AR RS (LA 24 A(s.r) 9%
T O, RRAIA - RN BRI T BT R AL R I B B, A
AR sE AT, BTN A B 4 B T IR - SRBEAAS, FT SR R
GRS T, A A BOHRH, 6370 — P CRIO LA SR TR PR O, A0 S M 3¢
(TR R AR L. SRU5, FRAL I A HRHEQAY, HEFTHCREA RS, BDAERS LB 4
AR b () 3 22 52,

FUR, T HE BT NS 5 A B 0 140 M S5 AR K b 8 2 T A,
BT S RO 2 P SRR TR AR, AR BN 5 AR A R - Fxt
B 36 R T AL B S LR 5 B, B AT T AR R0 A B 7 — A B o e £
RERIECA R B ), SRS IR IE OB 2R RECH (5) AR B SR S R B A4 A 26
XHE T, TSR 2T PR REBRHE SR A (C)  MAITTSEIL T 5 0 B A BERE R 2 SR
SR, AT BB H (5) A1 A(C) B AR X R, MR r KT O,
BLORERERL (03, FUBEROC R AL RRERREE: % ANF O B, BIBCRIN S RERE 5 77 b
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PSR, T r 2055 T 0 MIUEHI PN S ASL, B FTHEm Al L 1 i AR5 A2 B aCOR B R AE TRV AE 2 4
PE A PR T AEAL H

4. IRER
4.1 NREEMAKERRIESHMEXTLE

AHIF 51 et NSRRI AR B 5 28 il AR AR 4 Y I AR A O IR AR 2 BE MR AT T HR SE i b
GERANE 1 P . NIEEIE AT B AR N 2.42 (SD =0.63), M4 sl KR i P ¥ B AR 45 2.27 (SD =
0.46). HEARKAE, ANFSBRAHEE MR E K T A RO A, 3R B AEAH R RIS A T B T o ik
10 S5 3] 23 AT S5 A o TR LB (O REAS LSl 829 ANHIlR], fRAIE T R SR G0 BB AT b

HE— 0 B AR 2 R 5 AR TR ) 08 RIAT A G AT AR 1, 45 R o P AH a5 R 00 4 2 6 A O
KFR. WK 1R, NREHE HEAE 2 SR AR ¢ R E0h r=-0.17 (p<0.001), AR A £ 4
AR RECH r=-0.28 (p<0.001). &K, FEPIFREHE R, B A 0 SRR I AR 22 FE %
K, HAZ O R IR AR OB AL B D B

TEPS AR R AL b, g DM@t BB, DIAE 2R N R &, A S A B AR
BTG TN 0 4. 45 B R, AR R 2% (F =56.05,p<0.001), R2=0.06. Bk, 2548 &%t
BRAR 22 R Bf B HUMAE B (B = —0.27, t = —9.07, p < 0.001), al45i3s & [FkEIA B B Z/KF (B = -0.23, t =
—8.89, p < 0.001), FEALEFEHIFMLMSG, MWABIRAEBAR LN EAFEERE % R

Table 1. Correlation between entropy and word frequency in human and GenAl’s Word association

= 1L AXSERAARBRCHKEERESIIMEX 2

A5 M sD r P
N 2.42 0.63 -0.17 0.000™*
AR R AR Y 2.27 0.46 -0.28 0.000™*

#: ™1p<0.000, KA

4.2. AEEERAKRBREREARFRIEX L

AW S E SRR AR AR AR SR BORAT AR E A GEvE, 45 5 R R AN SEAE  m] v S Rl AR
HrE oy 99,673 %t A S B RY K oy 15,323 XiF, FBALE A EE bl S p X B AR S R B E £
TA SRR, X — 22 5 S 1 T B AR TG AR X 28 S 5 4 b R RARE 22 5

BE— DX AR AR SR B AT RER Gt #r, SRR 2 FioR, ANSEOE 0PI 4t A Bt fa Ech
1.357 (SD = 0.97), A= pleal KRB R~ F- 2 a0t A X R4 #59 0.87 (SD = 0.77), FRWIAKITCIHAE R RIE
SR 5 S0 R] 2 T (7 o) M 2 S AR B D 3, T A A O (R IR ARLOG AR B R . B — R
t IR A5 R RN, PIALER M A a5 5 5235 3 0 (NS : t1=443.72,p<0.001; Al mim. t=
138.96, p < 0.001), 1t WFE I S 1E R o S50 3k £ 76 1] VR AR AR AN PR PR 45 44

Table 2. Difference between human and GenAl’s word association asymmetry

2. AEEERAKRRBFECHRKERXREERCR

5 N M (|A]) SD (|A]) t p
A 99,673 1.36 0.97 443.72 0.000*
A O Y 15,323 0.86 0.77 138.96 0.000™*
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FEA A ECRTT T, MOLFEA t A I 25 R W], W ZHAE AR PR MR SR b A7 7 B35 22 57 (t = 70.99, p < 0.001),
BN ARV AR AN O Btk (3 v T A R 2 . AR SRR i

4.3, AXEEERAXRRBRBEHEMY, FHHRMERZE

AHIEFE B e AR 2 ARV S AN BRI 2 TR 08 RIEAT LN A OG0T, 45 51 o N 2888 R i o
SR EAAI(N = 7076, r=—0.36, p < 0.001), ~AE B EE H [ 2 535 57U OGN = 2161, r = -0.28,
p <0.001), UiHATZEPISSEAE, CAR 2 REME R v A ] 368 5 o I SRR PR B AR AN R R 1 5

D AR O R BT 2 A IR, Fisher Z #5H4h R W 2 (R A7 /E B35 % (2 = 352, p <
0.001), Hi W A5 24E R R AR IR AR 2 AR S5 A KRR E 2 18] R 5 % RO B GE it X B2
5 o

XA OGS M EAT BAE X G TE 4 R e 3 Fow, NSRBI IAH S R ECh r = —0.36 (95% CI [-0.38,
—0.34]), AR AR R HERE A S5 R BN r = —0.28 (95% CI [-0.32, —0.24]), 2 BH W5 20 40040 (1 Uk o6 56 &
BIBUONFRE , AR N B R A o B R AR 1

Table 3. Correlational analysis between entropy and asymmetry in human and GenAl word association

=3 AXSERAARBRLHKEERES TR ZEE XS

205 N r [95% CI]
AN 7076 -0.36 [-0.38, —0.34]
G W Rl 2161 -0.28 [-0.32, —0.24]

TELER TR AN TR AT, N REAR P BAE Z FEPE R Mean H = 2.64, PN FRPERE SN Mean
|A] = 1.09; A=A RS He s i Xk R AE 70 51 4 Mean H = 2.42 5 Mean |A| = 0.75, 45 35 7 A\ ZREE 7R Bk
L FEE S ARG L BB AR K i T A BGUORRRY, B R 4500 2 T 20— B0 2 s
fiE
5. Wig

WA R, NSRRI AR Z A E B3 s T AR O AY,  HaalAion] 2B s QR AR Y i AR il A —
ELIHR, RHHAT AN 23— 2 R, HAMZEAARMAEIR . N 0T 388 R m TR ik
KA, UE B N FEAELS T [A]— 0 0R] I R % 7= AR S B IR S B o IX — S5 55 N ZR1E SO 28 35 T2 UE BH )
Tobn g5/ FURFVE[ L3IV &, XSS 2540 S0 v N SRS IRV I Bk ] B 2R, TR T A T & 44
ZHRERER . M2, L LLaMA3 AR AR BN T8 REAE AR AR BRI A7 7 B Y ) et 26 LY g 7
WSkt ss . FE— PRI R, RSO AR 2 FEE R B W S m TONIE A, B AR e ORI (1) e
By EAOHEEEY, i i TR BRI [7], AR O R RS SCGERE, RN EAE
KHME P TR 2 993% 4. SR, FET ERERIMin, AR oo B D g r TR 2 9, (HAE
SR E RN ZE . X PR EUR A BB, R KB e A 0 ) EEUS T BRI, {RHERAE
B E 2 N0 B AR 126 1 A3 R A

AR BRI TG T, AN SR AN L 28 50 2 A X m) B AR i 1, H R Bt 3z i AR il R A A 1Y)
AR P S AR AR R I — B A BRI, ARAE Rl O A I AR A Rt 55 T A 8. K
ALLSR, BRARAS KRR A0 N 25 HOBE HL A IR 2 —[14] N ZRIE U2, (5 B =01 4
PR FRPOE AT AT L S 17 B8 AR SE O AR 2, X7 RS R S SR 5 2 R R 2. SR,
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A O R 1 SORAE A 2 R 2 ) 828 (U [15], AARE B uf, v [ vhoia] oo (R BE B R AR,
JEAE Transformer ZEF 51N 1 VER IHLHI[3], BEGSAE—EREBL B AR AT Jo SCrR S ok, (H A0 8 A1) 53135
BOEAT R TEHRIUN A RO A AN B 2 AR e A A (A1 B 88 . BRAEANXTARIE B 22 57 3R], Eds
TR G5 18 AN 12 LU — AR T 0 15 N SRABL AR 0 AR I

IR 2 R S A AR PE (A ELE R — DR, RS NSRS A O R B R B 22 A bl vy
AT FRAE AR AR, (E R X — R G R N R, e SR AR I M RFAE . NSRBI i
N IIAR G R R, LN T ASERIE LG A B A B A RGE[16]. XK iE & A
K, XA A AR RIS RSB RIS LR . A RO ST A KB R
ERZE LRI T A FEER, Bl TS ANSRETE S E A A, EARTE 48 E
BB BRI B ) NS L2 451 o

6. &g

AW FCIE IR HE N —Fh IR KA (LLaMAR) S iB R VLI AR M 25, B, 2B /DX Tz i Al ok
Y, H B RERAIA SRS AN IR BRI, (H5 5 NSRS R ZILR 25, RO A S tH oA
[], UE R 2 SCRAE M AR B A 5 AR AN BB B PSR, DU T ARIEF R ZER,
AFERHE T RE S 2P AR SR

KRR FE AT Bt — 20 A A S BN AR 1 U M ik, IR R R S ARLE [ 5 N
FANEIRE IR RERRAT o ANHIT TN RBERYAE SCRAE K N O Fe 3Rt 7 2RI, O PR N LR BERY
I SRR B T B LA .
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