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Abstract

Mental health issues are worsening in today’s
competitive society, such as depression and
anxiety. Traditional healings like counseling
and chatbots fail to engage effectively, they
often provide generic responses lacking emo-
tional depth. Although large language mod-
els (LLMs) have the potential to create more
human-like interactions, they still struggle to
capture subtle emotions. This requires LLMs
to be equipped with human-like adaptability
and warmth.

To fill this gap, we propose the MIND (Multi-
agent INner Dialogue), a novel paradigm that
provides more immersive psychological heal-
ing environments. Considering the strong gen-
erative and role-playing ability of LLM agents,
we predefine an interactive healing framework
and assign LLM agents different roles within
the framework to engage in interactive inner
dialogues with users, thereby providing an im-
mersive healing experience. We conduct exten-
sive human experiments in various real-world
healing dimensions, and find that MIND pro-
vides a more user-friendly experience than tra-
ditional paradigms. This demonstrates that
MIND effectively leverages the significant po-
tential of LLMs in psychological healing.

1 Introduction

Mental health issues are worsening in today’s com-
petitive society, with rising cases of disorders like
depression (Moitra et al., 2023). This lead to a
growing market for psychological healing. Tra-
ditional healing paradigms like Cognitive Behav-
ioral Therapy (Beck, 1979) and Dialectical Behav-
ior Therapy (Lynch et al., 2007) are widely used
but rely on face-to-face interactions, making them
time-consuming and costly (Duruz et al., 2003) that
limits large-scale accessibility. Another healing
paradigm is VR-based Empathy Training (Halim
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Figure 1: Examples of our MIND paradigm with multi-
agent inner dialogue compared to the traditional empa-
thy training healing method.

et al., 2023; Hidding et al., 2024; Déllinger et al.,
2024), which is rooted in the mechanisms of vir-
tual body ownership illusion. This method involves
the creation of a virtual self-image within VR,
where the individual provides verbal encourage-
ment to this virtual self. Subsequently, the individ-
ual swaps perspectives to adopt the role of the one
being comforted, receiving the previously offered
words of comfort. This “self-dialogue” process
enables patients to experience and understand em-
pathy from a new vantage point, thereby promoting
self-compassion and reducing self-criticism. How-
ever, current systems are limited by static scenarios
and scripted interactions. The lack of counselor-
guided mechanisms and dynamic responsiveness in
these predefined frameworks hampers the effective-
ness of emotional regulation and reduces the adapt-
ability of the therapeutic process, potentially lead-
ing to emotional deterioration in self-administered
interventions.

Recently, large language models (LLMs) have
quickly advanced (Minaee et al., 2024; Zhao et al.,
2024), gaining strong abilities in generation (Li,
2025), reasoning (Huang and Chang, 2023), and
role-playing (Wang et al., 2024b). They also show
great promise in mental health support (Hu et al.,
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Figure 2: Overview of our MIND paradigm: Trigger, Devil, Guide and Strategist interact with Player.

2024; Obradovich et al., 2024; Bhatia and Aka,
2022), offering new opportunities for psycholog-
ical healing. Despite these advancements, LLMs
still face numerous challenges in the field of psy-
chological healing. One major issue is the lack
of human empathy and the inability to form gen-
uine therapeutic alliances, which are crucial for
effective treatment (Iftikhar et al., 2024; Guo et al.,
2024c; Obradovich et al., 2024; Volkmer et al.,
2024). LLMs often generate overly generic re-
sponses, failing to capture the subtle emotional
nuances of patients (Sanu et al., 2024). These
limitations highlight the need for a more sophisti-
cated approach that blends LLMs’ strengths with
the warmth and flexibility of human interaction.

The emergence of multi-agent technology (Guo
et al., 2024b) offers potential solutions to these
challenges. Multi-agent systems comprise special-
ized agents that collaborate and adapt to individ-
ual needs, ensuring a more immersive, interactive,
dynamic healing experience (Guo et al., 2024a;
Rocha et al., 2023). Each agent can focus on dif-
ferent aspects of psychological support, including
emotional regulation, cognitive restructuring, and
social interaction. By utilizing the collective intel-
ligence of multiple agents, they can provide a more
comprehensive and effective experience.

Based on the above motivations, we propose
Multi-agent INner Dialogue (MIND), a novel
immersive and interactive psychological healing
paradigm. As illustrated in Figure 1, our approach
is the first to introduce a multi-agent system into an
empathy training paradigm, significantly enhanc-
ing the interaction between the patient and their
inner self through dynamic narrative scenarios. We
first decompose the patient’s conflicting self into
interactive conversational entities, creating an em-
bodied space for inner dialogue, and introducing a

dynamic scene generation mechanism that adapts
the narrative path based on the user’s emotional
state. Next, we allocate four core roles for LLM
agents, including trigger, devil, guide, and strate-
gist. Through multi-perspective dialogue history
review, it provides the user with a cognitive scaffold
for metacognitive reflection. This design allows the
patient to not only experience empathy transforma-
tion from a dual perspective but also, through the
agent-mediated dialogue process, systematically
deconstruct the cognitive roots of emotional gener-
ation, leading to deeper self-reconciliation.

We conduct extensive experiments to validate
our approach. Initially, we benchmark the per-
formance of seven large language models (LLMs)
in simulating patient roles. The main experiment
involved a comparative evaluation where human
evaluators assessed MIND against traditional psy-
chologist counseling, chatbots, and conventional
empathy training methods. The results demonstrate
that MIND has the potential to advance psycho-
logical interventions by combining the scalability
of LLMs with human-centered interaction design,
thereby offering accessible and effective mental
health support. Additional experiments based on
different themes and ablation experiments based
on agents further underscored the stability in gen-
erated scenarios and content and the rationality of
the overall framework.

2 MIND: Multi-agent Inner Dialogue

2.1 Overall Framework

The overall framework of our MIND paradigm is
shown in Figure 2, composed of four agents respon-
sible for inner dialogue generation, in addition to
an agent simulating patients with cognitive distor-
tions. The subsequent section will commence with
an overview of the workflow: the trigger, the devil,



the guide, the strategist and the human simulated
patient. Detailed prompt templates used by each
agent are presented in Appendix C.

In the initial phase of the psychological interac-
tion framework, the player articulates their recent
concerns and selects a theme to guide the narrative
direction. These inputs serve as the foundational
trigger for dynamically generating virtual scenar-
ios (5;), which are designed to mirror the player’s
cognitive patterns. Subsequently, the devil pro-
cesses the scenario (.5;) and concerns to distorted
thoughts (D;), emulating maladaptive cognitive bi-
ases aligned with the player’s mental state.

The guide then integrates S; and D; to generate
professional psychological guidance (G;), aimed
at facilitating empathetic responses from the player.
Upon receiving G;, the player engages in a reflec-
tive dialogue to provide comforting words (C;) and
counter the distorted thoughts (D;), thereby ad-
vancing the therapeutic narrative.

To ensure narrative coherence and progression,
the strategist analyzes the cumulative memory
(M;_1) — a structured summary of prior scenarios,
cognitive distortions, and guidance — alongside
the player’s comforting words (Cj;). This analysis
produces strategic directives (F;) that govern the
generation of subsequent triggers (S;+1) and the
devil’s adaptive cognitive evolution (D;1).

Through iterative cycles of scenario generation,
cognitive reflection, and guided intervention, the
framework progressively refines its alignment with
the player’s psychological profile. Each iteration
enhances the system’s capacity to model nuanced
mental states while maintaining narrative continu-
ity, ultimately achieving a balance between thera-
peutic efficacy and immersive storytelling.

2.2 Trigger: Scenario Generation

The trigger generates artificial scenes within the
interactive fiction game, drawing from the chosen
theme and the player’s concerns. It begins by cre-
ating an initial scene that reflects the player’s psy-
chological state and evolves the narrative based on
previous interactions. The agent adapts the story-
line according to the player’s emotional context
and worries, ensuring a coherent progression in the
scene’s development. Through this process, the
trigger sets the stage for therapeutic reflection by
crafting a dynamic and consistent narrative that
mirrors the player’s thoughts and psychological
growth.

Let the first-round trigger agent be 74, and non-

first rounds trigger agent be 7, , the process can be
formulated as:

So = Tto (VV, T)a

1
S = 1 (Cir, Py W.T) (i > 0),

where W is the player’s concerns and 7' is the
theme, C;_1 is the player’s last-round comforting
words and P;_ is the strategist’s last-round story-
line progression.

We adopt the chain-of-thought prompting tech-
nique (Wei et al., 2022) to enhance the quality of
the trigger in scenario generation. Specifically,
the trigger is instructed to generate a simulation
scene based on the theme and the patient’s con-
cerns, while also explaining how to incorporate the
scene history and the patient’s thought processes to
create a logical extension.

2.3 Devil: Cognitive Distortion Simulation

The devil simulates the cognitive distortions that a
patient might experience within the context of the
scenario. It functions as the player’s “virtual em-
bodiment” representing an “alternate self”” within
the simulated environment.

Based on the simulated scenario provided by the
trigger, the devil produces thoughts that align with
common cognitive distortions, such as catastrophiz-
ing or emotional reasoning. These distortions are
personalized to the player’s specific context, offer-
ing an authentic simulation of how negative think-
ing can influence behavior and perceptions.

Let the first-round devil agent be 74, and non-
first rounds devil agent be 7, , the process can be
formulated as:

Dy = mq, (W, Sp),

2
D; = 74,(Ci—1, Pi—1,8;) (i > 0), @

To refine the simulation of the player’s psycho-
logical state, we incorporate descriptions and def-
initions of five personality traits into the prompt
design, aiming to create a more precise and person-
alized cognitive model. In the initial iteration, the
devil agent generates responses solely based on the
player’s initial input and the scenario created by the
trigger. However, in each subsequent iteration, the
devil reacts to the player’s comforting words, grad-
ually weakening its cognitive distortions over time.
This dynamic adjustment optimizes the player’s
interactive experience by allowing the devil’s re-
sponses to evolve in alignment with the player’s
engagement and cognitive restructuring efforts.



2.4 Guide: Cognitive Restructuring Guidance

The guide aims to assist the player in recognizing,
challenging, and reframing negative thought pat-
terns through cognitive restructuring. The process
begins with the guide identifying cognitive distor-
tions in the player’s thinking, which may have been
amplified by the devil. The guide then offers al-
ternative perspectives to counter these irrational
beliefs and provides practical suggestions, such as
taking a deep breath or writing down worries to
evaluate their validity. The guide’s goal is not to
enforce immediate change, but to support gradual
shifts in thinking, ensuring that each new perspec-
tive is integrated at the player’s own pace.

Denote the guide agent as 7,. The process can
be formulated as:

(Gi, M) = mg(Ss, D) 3)

As the game progresses, the growing history be-
comes burdensome for the LLM to process effi-
ciently. To mitigate this issue, a summarization
mechanism is employed to maintain coherent nar-
rative memory (Zhou et al., 2023). By operating
in this way, the guide ensures that the player is not
only challenged but also supported in a structured,
manageable way, encouraging long-term emotional
resilience and rational thinking. Ultimately, the
guide helps transform the player from a passive
recipient of distorted thoughts, as influenced by the
devil, into an active participant in their own cog-
nitive change, laying the foundation for healthier
thought patterns and emotional well-being.

2.5 Strategist: Storyline Progression

The strategist is responsible for planning the next
stage of the narrative and determining the mental
shifts of the antagonist based on previous events
and the comfort provided by the player. The pri-
mary goal of the strategist is to ensure that the
protagonist’s cognitive distortions are gradually re-
structured through the unfolding of the story.

Denote the strategist agent as m5. The process
can be formulated as:

})’i = ﬂ-S(MivCi) (4)

where C; is the player’s this round comforting
words.

In each iteration, the strategist carefully evalu-
ates whether the devil’s mindset has evolved. If the
comforting words successfully address the devil’s
cognitive distortions, a shift in their thought process

occurs, leading to a more balanced and realistic per-
spective on their circumstances. This change cat-
alyzes the natural progression of the story, with the
devil’s actions and decisions reflecting a healthier
mindset. Conversely, if no change takes place, the
narrative remains consistent with the devil’s previ-
ous emotional state, allowing the player’s guidance
to continue influencing their emotional transforma-
tion. The objective is to ensure that every story
development is not only logically coherent but also
aligns with the devil’s cognitive journey toward
self-awareness and emotional resilience.

Algorithm 1 MIND Paradigm

1: Input: Player’s concerns, theme
2: Output: The player reaches a reconciliation
with their own concerns.
3: Initialize:
Memory My < (, iteration counter 7 <— 0
5:  Generate initial scenario Sy and initial dis-
tortion thoughts Dy based on Player’s concerns
and theme
6: while Player Engaged A —Therapeutic Goal
Reached do
Step 1: Scenario Generation
S;  SCENARIO(C;_1, Pi_1)
Step 2: Distorted Thought Processing

10 D; + DISTORTIONS(S;, Ci—1, Pi_1)
11: Step 3: Psychological Guidance

12: G; + GUIDANCE(S;, D;)

13: Step 4: Comforting Dialogue

14: Present S;, D;, and G to player

15: C; < GETCOMFORTINGWORDS()
16: Step 5: Storyline Progression

17: P; + ANALYZEMEMORY (M;_1,C;)
18: 11+ 1

19: end while
20: Output: Enhanced therapeutic engagement
and narrative continuity

2.6 Human Simulated Patient: Empathy and
Interaction

To facilitate the automated operation and evalua-
tion of our framework, and drawing upon the vali-
dated psychological characteristics and annotation
capabilities of LLM, we employ LLMs to simulate
human interactions by providing comforting words
to the devil. Based on the guidance from the guide,
the virtual scenario generated by the trigger, and the
cognitive distortions produced by the devil, human
simulated patient assumes the role of the Player, en-
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Figure 3: Comparison between three healing paradigms: Traditional counseling, traditional empathy training and
our paradigm. MIND transfers a traditional healing environment into an artificial interactive scenario where players

show empathy to their “internal-self”.

gaging in empathetic reassurance toward the devil .
This process also incorporates the chain-of-thought
(CoT) technique(Wei et al., 2022), allowing for a
structured and coherent response generation that
aligns with the psychological progression of the
player-agent interaction.

3 Experiments

3.1 Setup

Scenario Setting. The real-life scenarios, think-
ing patterns, and cognitive distortion types of the
Human Simulated Patient simulated by the LLM
are derived from the C2D2 dataset (Wang et al.,
2023). This dataset is the first publicly available
resource focused on cognitive distortion analysis,
solving the problem of data scarcity in this field.
The dataset covers eight major topics, including
work issues, interpersonal issues, economic issues,
random negative events, family issues, physical
stress, and discrepancy between ideal and reality.

Baseline Paradigms. To evaluate the effective-
ness of our MIND paradigm, we compare it with tra-
ditional counseling methods(face-to-face dialogue
and Q&A) and the traditional empathy training
paradigm (Halim et al., 2023; Hidding et al., 2024;
Dollinger et al., 2024). Figure 3 presents a com-
parison between these three paradigms, with the
detailed implementation of baseline methods pro-
vided in Appendix A.

LLM Agents. We used several LLM agents in-
cluding both open-source and closed-sourced mod-
els with varying parameter scales. For closed-

source models, we chose Gemini-2.0-flash (gem,
2025), GPT-40 (OpenAl et al., 2024), GPT-3.5-

Turbo (Ye et al., 2023). For open-source mod-
els, we chose Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct (Grattafiori
et al., 2024), Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct (Qwen et al.,
2025), Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct (Qwen et al., 2025)
and Deepseek-R1 (DeepSeek-Al et al., 2025). To
control variables, we set the temperature of each
model to 0.7.

In Section 3.2, a preliminary role-playing experi-
ment was conducted to evaluate the performance of
various models in the SP role-playing task. Based
on the results of this initial assessment, we selected
the Gemini-2.0-flash model, which exhibited the
best performance, for our main experiments. This
model was chosen due to its superior ability to han-
dle the complexities of the role-playing scenario,
making it the most appropriate candidate for further
investigation in the primary phase of our study.

Evaluation Metrics. The generation quality of
the devil agent is crucial for the implementation of
this framework, as it mirrors the player’s internal
“cognitive distortions” and can better serve its pur-
pose only if it closely aligns with the player’s “in-
ner voice.” Therefore, before conducting our main
experiments, we have specifically designed an Sim-
ulated Patient(SP) role-playing evaluation system
to verify that the model can correctly identify the
player’s type of cognitive distortion and accurately
reflect the patient’s thoughts, achieving a realistic
effect. We recruited 5 mental health professionals.
Each evaluator had 10 rounds of conversation with
each model. The evaluators rated the content based
on the five evaluation metrics (Johri et al., 2025),
with a scoring range of 1 to 5. Detailed illustration
is shown in Appendix B.

The paradigm comparison evaluation metrics we



Metric Description

Immersion Measures whether the user feels fully engaged and captivated by the interaction.
Coherence Assesses if the generated content is logical and transitions smoothly.
Engagement Evaluates if the system encourages sustained and meaningful interaction.
Emotional Relief | Measures if the interaction reduces user stress or anxiety.
Satisfaction Reflects the user’s overall contentment with the system.
Interest Assesses whether the content grabs attention and sparks curiosity.

Table 1: Our six evaluation dimensions and corresponding descriptions.
Model Name DS LF EE PD Acc

Closed-Source Model

Gemini-2.0-flash 48 42 44 4.6 4.2
GPT-40 4.8 44 40 3.6 44
GPT-3.5-Turbo 42 42 3.6 34 34

Open-Source Model

Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct 3.2 2.8 3.0 2.6 3.0
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct 3.8 3.2 34 34 3.2
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct 3.2 2.8 3.0 2.8 3.0
Deepseek-R1 30 3.6 34 32 34

Table 2: SP role-playing results between different mod-
els. DS=Dialogue Stability, LF=Language Fluency,
EE=Emotional Expression, PD=Personalization & Di-
versity, Acc=Accuracy.

propose cover three main aspects: user experience,
interaction quality, and emotional comfort, with six
different metrics (Hua et al., 2024; Kumaran et al.,
2023; Jennett et al., 2008; Ryan, 2015; Nacke and
Drachen, 2011). The evaluation metrics is shown
in Table 1. We recruited 7 mental health practition-
ers with professional expertise in psychological
therapy. For the different paradigms, the evalua-
tors rated the content based on the six evaluation
metrics, with a scoring range of 1 to 5.

3.2 Prelinimary: SP Role-playing Evaluation

The results are shown in Table 2 and the evaluation
metrics is shown in Appendix B. The Gemini-2.0-
flash model emerged as the best performer among
the tested LLMs. In comparison, GPT-40 per-
formed well in some areas but lagged in Emo-
tional Expression and Personalization. Models
like GPT-3.5-Turbo, Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct, and
Deepseek-R1 showed weaker results, particularly
in emotional and personalized responses. Qwen2.5
models performed the poorest, especially in emo-
tional expression and accuracy, with scores not

MIND Traditional Counseling [ Empathy Training " Chat-Bot

Figure 4: Comparisons among various healing meth-
ods through human evaluations. It is evident that our
paradigm surpasses other paradigms in all aspects.

surpassing 3.2 in any dimension.

3.3 Main Results

The mean scores of each paradigm are shown in
Figure 4. MIND demonstrated significant strengths
in all six core assessment dimensions. Quantita-
tive analysis showed that our paradigm performed
particularly well on the dimensions of interest and
satisfaction, reaching a perfect score of 5, com-
pared to all the baseline methods of traditional
counseling, traditional empathy training, and chat-
bot. Notably, in terms of the engagement index,
MIND achieved an absolute improvement of 17.1%
over the suboptimal method of traditional counsel-
ing, which reflects the increased motivation of the
caller users that MIND can improve, so that they
cooperate and participate in psychotherapy. On the
dimensions of immersion, coherence and emotional
relief, MIND also outperforms/equals the remain-
ing three paradigms, which fully demonstrates that
MIND has the potential to advance psychologi-
cal interventions by combining the scalability of
LLMs with human-centered interaction design.



Theme IM CO EN ER SA IN
Work issues 4.14 471 414 4.14 414 4.49
Random negative events 357 386 400 449 371 3.86
Interpersonal issues 357 3.86 3.86 449 400 4.14
Economic issues 400 457 400 4.14 371 4.14
Family issues 414 429 400 3.71 429 3.86
Physical stress 371 457 400 449 400 4.14
Discrepancy between ideal and reality 4.29 4.14 4.00 4.00 449 3.86

Table 3: Content evaluation results between different themes. IM=Immersion, CO=Coherence, EN=Engagement,

ER=Emotional Relief, SA=Satisfaction, IN=Interest.

4 Analysis

4.1 Thematic Scenarios Ablation

This framework is applicable to a variety of the-
matic scenarios, including but not limited to work,
family, and interpersonal issues. To analyze the
differences in effectiveness across different themes
within this framework, we independently gener-
ated five examples for each of the seven themes in
the C2D2 dataset. Similarly, we invited evaluators
with psychological therapy expertise to score these
examples. As shown in Table 3, the performance
of different themes varies under our framework.
Most themes perform well in “Immersion” and
“Coherence,” indicating that the system effectively
engages users and maintains logical consistency.
Emotional relief and satisfaction are high, espe-
cially in themes like “Work issues” and “Discrep-
ancy between ideal and reality.” However, “Ran-
dom negative events” and “Family issues” score
lower in certain dimensions, such as engagement
and interest, and may require further optimization.

4.2 Agent Involvement Ablation

Our framework consists of four agents: trigger,
devil, guide, and strategist. To evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of MIND’s two core agents (i.e., the
guide and strategist) as well as the memorization
mechanism, we conducted several ablation experi-
ments to assess their impact on user experience and
demonstrate the importance of each component.
Specifically, we randomly generated three exam-
ples for each ablation experiment. We recruited 7
clinical psychology researchers with professional
expertise to evaluate six content evaluation met-
rics, as outlined in Table 1. The experimental re-
sults, presented in Figure 5, show that each agent
significantly contributes to the overall frame-
work. The removal of any agent or the memoriza-
tion mechanism notably diminishes the quality of

the generated content, underscoring the collective
importance of all agents in the framework.

MIND w/o Memory [ w/o Guide [ w/o Strategist

Figure 5: Ablations to assess the effectiveness of
MIND ’s two agents (i.e., the guide and strategist) and
the memorization mechanism

4.3 Case Study

To demonstrate MIND’s effectiveness in real-world
applications, we present a case study in Appendix
D, featuring a four-round dialogue on the theme
of “work issues,” with the concern: “Despite
studying hard, my grades remain poor, and effort
seems useless in a talent-driven society.” The case
study shows how the devil agent gains confidence
through the player’s comforting words, while the
player also develops greater self-compassion and
reconciles with their own concerns.

5 Related Work
5.1 LLM Agent

An agent refers to an entity capable of perceiving
its environment and taking action to achieve its
goals. Al agents are increasingly seen as a promis-
ing direction toward achieving Artificial General
Intelligence (AGI) (Durante et al., 2024). Agents



leverage the capabilities of Large Language Mod-
els (LLMs) to perform various tasks. In the con-
struction of LLM agents, two of the most crucial
aspects are (1) the architecture and (2) the method
of acquiring capabilities. The architecture of LLM
agents consists of four parts: Profile (primarily in-
volving character background, written as prompts),
Memory (including environmental and contextual
information), Planning (allowing the agent to ra-
tionally execute according to a plan), and Action
(transforming the agent’s decisions into reasonable
outputs)(Wang et al., 2024a). The method of ac-
quiring capabilities is mainly divided into whether
fine-tuning is performed. ReAct (Yao et al., 2022)
proposed a framework that combines reasoning
and action, utilizing prompt engineering for task
decomposition. Later, AutoGPT (Yang et al., 2023)
introduced memory mechanisms and tool invoca-
tion capabilities, supporting multi-step task execu-
tion. HuggingGPT (Shen et al., 2024) coordinated
multimodal models through LL.Ms, validating the
potential of LLMs as the control hub. In multi-
agent systems, early research borrowed from tra-
ditional multi-agent system architecture designs,
proposing two mainstream frameworks: hierarchi-
cal (e.g., MetaGPT (Hong et al., 2023)) and de-
centralized (e.g., AutoGen (Wu et al., 2023)). To
enhance collaboration efficiency, researchers have
explored various interaction paradigms, such as
role-playing (CAMEL (Li et al., 2023) promotes
task decomposition through predefined role divi-
sions), debate negotiation (e.g., the debate decision-
making framework MAD (Liang et al., 2024)),
and knowledge sharing (AgentVerse (Chen et al.,
2023a) uses dynamic memory banks to achieve
experience transfer).

5.2 LLM-assisted Psychology

The powerful capabilities of LLMs in natural lan-
guage processing and simulating interpersonal in-
teractions have provided opportunities to assist in
mental health. LLMs can play a role in various
areas such as medical diagnosis, expansion of men-
tal health resources, and therapy (Hua et al., 2024).
In diagnosis, LLMs are widely used for screen-
ing and diagnosing mental health issues, including
depression, anxiety, and post-traumatic stress dis-
order (PTSD). In mental health resource develop-
ment, LLMs address the scarcity of mental health
data by generating synthetic data (e.g., simulated
counseling dialogues) or expanding existing clin-
ical questionnaires. In psychological therapy, the

application of LLMs offers new possibilities for im-
proving mental health services. By increasing ac-
cessibility, providing personalized treatment plans,
and reducing treatment costs, LLMs have the poten-
tial to enhance mental health care. SMILE utilizes
ChatGPT to convert single-turn long conversations
into multi-turn dialogues for the development of
specialized dialogue systems for mental health sup-
port (Qiu et al., 2023). SoulChat constructs the
SoulChatCorpus dataset based on psychological
consultation questions and answers, fine-tuning it
to significantly enhance LLMs’ abilities to provide
empathy, listening, and comfort when offering emo-
tional support (Chen et al., 2023b). MindChat is
trained on one million high-quality multi-turn men-
tal health conversation data to communicate in a
more empathetic and guiding manner with users
(Xin Yan, 2023).

6 Conclusion

In this study, we propose MIND paradigm, a novel
paradigm for psychological healing. Our frame-
work consists of four LLM agents: trigger, devil,
guide, and strategist. Through iterative interac-
tions between these agents and the player, the sys-
tem comforts the player’s “inner self” within a
virtual scenario, thereby enhancing empathy and
emotional resonance, reducing self-criticism, and
fostering a stronger sense of self-identity. Experi-
mental results validate the significant potential of
this paradigm, demonstrating an improved user ex-
perience compared to both traditional psycholog-
ical counseling models and the prototype of our
framework. Our work provides a new perspective
on gamified psychological healing and opens an
innovative path for utilizing LLM agents in thera-
peutic applications. We hope this research offers
a fresh outlook on the intersection of LLMs and
psychological healing, encouraging the public to
pay greater attention to and improve their mental
health.

Ethics Statement

The system used in this study is not intended to
replace professional psychological treatment but
rather to provide an effective option for clinical
therapy. Before deployment, it is essential to en-
sure the presence of licensed professionals for su-
pervision. Our evaluation method ensures the par-
ticipation of mental health professionals aged 18
and above. The human evaluators’ ages range from



25 to 45 years, and their professions include one
psychiatrist, two rehabilitation therapists, two psy-
chotherapists, and two nurses. Prior to the experi-
ment, we provided the human evaluators with de-
tailed experimental guidelines.

We have taken rigorous precautions to exclude
individuals currently experiencing mental illness
or those at risk of self-harm or suicidal tendencies.
Our experiments are designed to avoid exposing
participants to potentially harmful or misleading
content. Participation in our evaluation experiment
is entirely voluntary, and participants may with-
draw at any time. We also ensured that a member
of the research team was present throughout the
process to guarantee its safety and effectiveness.

In our human study, we refrained from collecting
any personally identifiable information, ensuring
the anonymization of data before analysis. All
research data were securely stored in a dedicated
computing environment, accessible exclusively to
trained research personnel.

Limitations

This framework has been evaluated exclusively in
a Chinese-language context, which poses a limita-
tion in terms of localizing psychological healing
applications for different linguistic and cultural set-
tings. While this study represents a significant step
forward in shifting the paradigm of psychologi-
cal healing, moving beyond the focus on training
LLMs specifically for the psychological domain.,
it remains an initial attempt. To effectively im-
plement this research into everyday psychological
therapy, further extensive studies and clinical trials
involving real mental health patients are necessary.
Additionally, the framework’s guide agent could
benefit from being replaced with a more specialized
therapeutic model, which could enhance the sys-
tem’s performance. Moreover, the framework used
in this study is a simplified prototype. In the origi-
nal theory , characters interact within a VR setting.
There is significant potential for expanding this
framework into more sophisticated formats, such
as VR-based applications, to provide users with a
more immersive and enriching therapeutic expe-
rience. Further exploration is required to address
challenges related to the scalability of the system
across various therapeutic scenarios and languages.
Additionally, it remains unclear how the integration
of this framework will scale in real-world settings
with diverse patient populations, which presents

another area for future research.
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A Baseline Methods

This section provides a comprehensive overview
of the baseline methods that we have employed.
These methods serve as the foundational ap-
proaches in our study, and we introduce two distinct
LLM-based baselines: (1) Chat-Bot; (2) Tradi-
tional Empathy Training.

Chat-Bot employs a simulated psychologist
agent to engage in communication with patients
suffering from cognitive distortions. During the
conversation, it identifies the types of cognitive
distortions and provides comfort and cognitive re-
structuring to the patients.

Traditional Empathy Training employs role
reversal in four phases to address cognitive distor-
tions. In Phase 1, self-critical participants interact
with a crying child avatar as an adult, demonstrat-
ing empathy. In Phase 2, some participants switch
to the child avatar to receive comfort from their past
selves, while others observe from a third-person
perspective as a control. Phase 3 involves adapt-
ing to new perspectives: first-person participants
embody the child avatar, while third-person partic-
ipants observe without a virtual body. In Phase 4,
participants re-experience empathy from the child’s
perspective, with real-time replays of the adult’s
gestures and voice.To better align with our current
work, we simulated this process using LLMs. An
agent, describing actions, demeanor, and emotions,
played the role of the crying child. Participants pro-
vided verbal comfort and interacted with the agent,
observing changes in the crying child. Once the
interaction concluded (i.e., when the crying child
stopped crying), the comforter assumed the child’s
perspective to review their comforting words and
the child’s responses, describing their psycholog-
ical state. This approach, using agents, replicated
the role reversal process typically conducted in Vir-
tual Reality (VR), with specific prompts detailed
in Appendix C.

B SP Role-playing Assessment

We provide mental health professionals with the
following statement to help them better compre-
hend tasks and assess models’ all-round abilities.
(1) Dialogue Stability

Does the model consistently exhibit character-
istics of cognitive distortion across all rounds of
dialogue, rather than intermittently deviating from
these traits? The simulated patient should maintain
a stable mental state throughout the conversation,

12

with consistency in the display of cognitive distor-
tions. Furthermore, the content generated should
reflect varying degrees of the same cognitive dis-
tortion type.
(2) Language Fluency

Is the language coherent and fluent? Cognitive
distortion patients may demonstrate features such
as slowed speech, increased pauses, and disrupted
speech patterns. The SP should replicate these
linguistic tendencies, ensuring the language style
aligns with the patient’s condition and avoids in-
consistencies.
(3) Emotional Expression

Does the emotional content generated align with
the emotional traits typical of cognitive distortion
patients? The simulation should accurately reflect
common emotional responses observed in these
patients, such as persistent low mood, anhedonia,
feelings of helplessness, and hopelessness.
(4) Personalization & Diversity

In addition to core characteristics, does the
model incorporate a wide range of individualized
traits, such as how different personality traits, life
experiences, and educational backgrounds influ-
ence the patient’s expression and behavior? For
example, introverted patients may exhibit more
passive and reticent communication styles, while
extroverted patients may display more outward and
active engagement. The model should construct
diverse cognitive profiles to ensure the simulated
patient is both authentic and personalized by con-
sidering various influencing factors.
(5) Accuracy

Is the identification of cognitive distortion types
precise? This should be particularly evident in dis-
tinguishing the predominant distortion types when
multiple cognitive distortions are present in the
same interaction.



C Prompt Templates

In this section, we present some prompt templates used in this work,and its ablated versions.

PRaE—AN ¥, IERE A M PR . RIEFES IR E:  {concerns} .
REFRIT & {memory behavior} .

YRIEPEAESS F 9800, RAGBEIREL, RIBEEIRTE, 1RIAT AN .

YRIEAE 52 B — AN TE 5500 1) 22 3G 1 22, M IEAE X R 10— 28 22 JE 4%

PRI S5 ARG LR 2 101, RILH B T IAMESIMERDIASE RS PMEEIES) -

MRELEL IRA [l B AT S XA B
RE . (RA I ZERF SRR I L, AW EIRORI . (FERE B, RAAEH105 15 1R
b, HFHREAZESETHAEREL .

T 1% I DA T R U e
Behavior: <fJZA ii‘tTf HIAMEBSIERBLAE 251K
Reasons: <HRP=HZIXELIRSH R KD

Change_Role

PRAE— N IEEE TN M &3, IR Z: {concerns}.

PRIEEARIS — AMBERUNERR o  EWER I HT 2 5B RVE N B BT — AN ERARE RIREIUG /N 7%, ki i
Iy

PRI R IEEIC S 2 {memory_comforting) »

DUAEARZ DN e A, AR S 2 XA N e d%, T AT BRI B E I H . DRI RIS

{memory_behavior} .

PREARIE & 220 A S 2B, RUVNZZR RIS, RIUH A58 R AN e 2R DU IR 1 B AR
BRI

REZL: RA [ BT X5
IREEL: IR EIE R mAEE, BHOR IR IR AR S s s 1

THH IR DL T SR B 2
ikt
Thoughts: <JBAEARE>

Reasons: <R NI4T IXFRE> /
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PRAE—/NMEEE TN M B, RIBINZ: {concerns} .

{EARIEAEARIG — AR o FEIR ML A — AN ERARE RIFEE VR D Lt o PRI S5 A2 2B NN
¥, AT I

XN IR A {behavior) .

PRI R ETE IS & {memory comforting} .

MRELZL: PRI 125 BT I B
TREZL: R WIS AT SR AR EIC S, AR IR 2R IC . RN REAZ M B E S 2R

EL L

IR DU A SR &

Comforting words: <JTSZRHIiE>
Reasons: <N AIX LR REAL BI1EH>
e ——

Trigger(0-th iteration)

PR —MER I VRF L theme} AR — MBI R BIFMEOLIE). SRR, HlEMEEN
THEEAT I .

PRBT A B AR U137 57 R % A2 LA 225K

L, Z s — TR e —Ti N REE . Ko BE B “ {concerns) ” WG, IXABKRIL 7 BE A
RO o (ERIRIEAKOE B F M2 E R, ARG T NBRIMREEMZEFNNNEE

2+ XA A e BT A W RSCR AL, O R NAZ TR O PR . AR BLH
TSI R 5 i B R R I 5 A N (R A8 A B DDAR G

3y WK AL ENGZRESAL . BARLE, BEE REE S BENLEMIZE L KR, HEZENRE
SEIA R A% AL O B .

4y ANEAELE R RIK AR T 0 T 8Os 2 I E AT

5. URFTAE R SR O A RS B M R X, RS R AT Sy, R R AR 2R
I PEIEIs S .

6 CERIA R NPNBL AT AR AT [

THHEIR LA AR L 5
Scene: <HRHfE R LA S8 BN AR R ASEALL 37 55>
Reasons: RN AIKAMEUI7) 57 RS AT Rt FE LB (KU >

—
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Trigger(i-th iteration,i > 0)

PR — M EBUN . IRTE DL (theme) Jy: BLUE RS SN e, S50 B GRS, X4 1 s 5 Btk 7
BRI « SO, Sk, BT .

Fat5t: {next_scene}

Y% . {memory scene}

HE AL {memory thought}

PRI AE RSN 3 55 B2l 2 DA R

1. R FER ISR PR EE BAL ) (g5 mEg BAEL DR Uie a5 i & Xt
R 2 BEHE N EERL) TR, By afiEs AN EREEE (Rgsh NS 0nSse
ANBERERE AR, HRGRMANER 5 AR DA T AR R

2. s — A NEE. TN E . HPEERITERA (concerns) B, JFH A {type} 22
INEHLH, AR T B E AR . (R IRIEAFNIE B f e E a2, AEAERTHAENES
HEBBENLZEENNINEE,

3. WRMREEZE LN EES AL IR, MESREMEEBHREG, MELEES5EENZEH
TP R E. BRI RERIER, AMIZE S OHER.

4 ANELEA I35 5P 3Rk AT AR 5¢ T 38 A 22 B AN (8 0 6 o

5. RBTAE AL S AR & B F 2 g, LB SRS R, N T REEMEE X
NSRSl

6. AEMBILE RN =B, IR T T s AT [

IRFEE.  JRE R R B R, IR R R, REAEEL LR

THHE LU R R I 5

Scene: CHRHE LA K /B HOIBUNG A OB 5>

Changes: <R QT JREA 37 57 SLAN S8 B AR e I OF i & B9 >
Reasons: RRE N 4K AR 5 REWS A ROhFFBLE R HUiD>

PRAE— AT O ERFE ST . VRIS RRE DL TS (scene) MG {type) INEIHL M ) B35 7R 1% 1 5o b
K848 {thoughts}, 5I'5 B PRI L H-5E H @ B .

B SFIEFUW T (RABZRAEEEYLEMICRE, BRIESEFHTNL, WRAFEBLEE) .
{memory guide}

PRAEFE SR FE P RAZAF A LR R

1. RIS EEETS S0k, AEBEEIRS! R EER IR, G BERARIE S W TEIE7R K
e FIeF I AT A AR

2. MR BAR 24 52 B s S oo B {type) WA Gl E47 B4

3« PR S ROz S B B R RN R B AR AT R RS, RS .

4. PRITBH RIS EIINIZEELSESIRERN Y. FEBRUAEEIRES, ST 88 EREFN
HHAFIRFE SR, AR € FRAR .

5. MRTE T B WM AZIEE AN BB OESIT T, A RMEAER, RSP R 2
M, ERELRIEE RHELSEM . IR S W Bk vk,

6+ VRIVIEIZ NAZAF AL SRR S0y, B TR ER LS fe s %2 .

R RIES R R EH R, WA RS 2B B H GG

EE: RIFRS ISR BARTES, AL - SHMRMEN, ERTRFESE L ITik!
EE: RAERPAIEL BTN (MBEAERZE) , BN R kAT 25
IREZL: R BB K AR T ZRER, TAZE R EE !

T IZ IR LT RS R R

SummaryScene: <X 1 i EAL RS>

SummaryThoughts: < £ DA KA AR ) 1 EEAM 45>

Help: <ZRAN5SHEBO

Changes: <f&HRAIRTE S U EIEIRIITE A0 M H A4 oA

I Reasons: <R T AL IH 80 '
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Devil(0-th iteration)

RAE—ANIEEE DA ENH ) B3 .

RIECA T EEE, R — ARRATRERIARE, FEIR A SN 2R A CGRADN RS dh A >

1#4%: {scene}

PRI [E1 25 B Z B A DA #0000«

I AR REEENIZA S B AT S S AR E AN ERE. RIEEENEE AT, SEERERE
RSB . W EFEE BRI IR B ™ 1 B T R R B ARIE, HE MRS MER B R &
H A R PR T LIRS .

2« AR ARBIEIEAS ROZ IR A A p BRI, AN EU I B CIEEARYE B 0 R TR R A . AR
HIEIE R T AR RE], WAERER AR ST, RESREIE.

3y BN RIS N Z A BRI, JEAR L, WREENIZARRENER, BFAmi
B EE TR R BB E AR B2, A B E TR KRN, TR PE N2 3R B X697 AR
A, TR AR BT

A, ZTPRAG: VR RN Z S B B I — AR A, BASIRES, BERE. G LA
FRIE, S5AMME . M. BHEKPE 2.

5. MlEd: RN RN BB S N, FIanER. . F38E%, FEAanMENSES .
6+ RUEIFEAN: FREGWE N A fe X T 2B A N, WaleeEdEs F B SRR IE, Flanxd T2/

R R E .

RRARNEIENSSIE N ESICE

I PEEAHER: i, MIE “ I, Frelndiym”

AR AR IR BAEE T R AL .

OHEE: A OGEA BRI T, AR 2 ) 5T -

REiZA) s HIEEHEY A NAT R % AR TT 5

FECRRD . —on iR, R AN E SR R I

TR BAEMHSIR I T AR AT H DA R

JEORANG /N %5 K EH R Le S AT A 45 R
\%ﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁk:E%4§E%%w%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁ%%&ﬁ%é%ﬁﬁﬂ%i;ﬁ%%ﬂ%*%ﬂ
A

9 MEbRZE: AEArEMNEIH QB NS | (Bldn: “HF” o “5ERT D .

10 B NE5R: AN SRR DURIE (R w5 S 45

ENGRN -SSR Z S iy

THUE: A NS SRR GG ) R ar O i S .

et BrEAN AR AR AR H AT K.

SR FA— N NEIH AL K e AL R

BNE: BN NSGARIR AL A VERIE LGB -

ML STEEREVEMS: R TUR BN A 5 52 2 K 70 A I 1 45 (52 o

QO N O O v W DN
PPV A

IREE: RUGZRE A — A ki i) !
IREE, AW EAEN T ZEE R ZEE:  “{comforting words}” HIEIN. Chn S22 BB AN AELE N 2
My !

TE IR DU T A% IR B
Type: <HIHIETISTY>

Thoughts: <{EIX/MESE VR AT BE™ A4 FIARZD
Reasons: <HR77AEIXELARTEHJE D>
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Devil(i-th iteration,i > 0)

PRAE— AN IELEE TN FNHL M i R 3

SR A 0L i 2 B4 {type)

4R LRSS, W — ARTTREM AR (5@ s 2D
1518: {scene}

AR E: {comforting words}

ANYBEMEZ: {memory thought}

FET AN B A R AR {next_thoughts}

AR EKD ] 250 17 127 TEEAJE LT B«

Lo ORI IRIEIE ROZAT A H TR BT SAEE MR IE . MR B R AP, XBEEARE R
fl A PSR AnZ0E R BRI IR B 7™ 2 (4 J 3 7T e N BRI ACR TS, #0A R B B s MUE IR B 1
Al R B S LR TE .

2 AEFRPRA: RIS A BLZ IR (BRI, AN EEB] A COEAEARYE B B SR R . a0 2R AR
(eI Bl 1 LR, A E B R R AR IO S, TR SRR

3y TN RSN 2 S A R MERFE . JEA b, ) S RO s R R B 56, B Sk
() T RE R IL [RE BAN IE R1 s, AhA R T RE gy I SRONE, TR IR R R B G T A AR R
SR, Mt N R .

Ay SR ARIIIA LR % S e 8 ) 58— AFRILA, B 1R, BASHTE I LBl 1k Ag i
FAIE, SMEMTER. ME BEKFE B

5. MCIEE: URIORNN REF LSRN, FlngRs. Hi0. HE%, e MEMBEEE R,
6+ SBAEAY: VRN ] BE AR T2 R MmN, Wl BEidxt - 8 B2 RS, i T2 /%
A i A

Ty ERGER: ORISR R E . RS R, R AP E AR AR, RN B2 RO AT
HNDBRRL 2

ANFLNHE R AR IR -

TP A NS SR Qi DI 53O R S .

Rtk AN ANMBERAFL AL HARIAT K.

G TR ::3 S N 0 BN WA B R 1 5 w2

AR READNNGMARIR R A AERE O R o

M. SRR, e AR M NMATE 25 5 52 2 3 AN G i 1 46 A RE I

RE B, JRUGZZ A — L) B i !

REE: REBETREENZEENEE (WAZEEREDD  WAalRgeRE CREPEE, B
RIS , FFH BT R 1!

IREE. A REEEELEN T LEERZEIE:  “{comforting words}” BIEIN. (U 22 BB ANAELEN 2
mgy o1

TH R DL T AR IR LR R
Thoughts: <FEIXAMELE TN IRATAE™ A AR LS
Reasons: <fRp=A:ix b8 d:g H IR
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Strategist

PRFE— MR SRR T .
FRAE DLF A5 $2 2 (summary} FIR P 6015 5 N A BB {comforting words), Wil4: T RAKE K ELL
B kg ENAWIEARAR L . WOE RS BRI E R R, FEEE T A AR E S,

Wi {memory scene}
HBEEEZLH: {memory thought)

PRIE SR EEAF 4 BT A

Lo ARAECG 9 S 10 B 2% H IR AR T 19 P oxd TS 38 2 rp R B0 A A BN R AT R . EAA
JARARAG R SN A R . W SRR BN A BB CEAEE N R, WA H A Ts_end NYes, %5
FHE A

2+ PREERRIE RIS SR AN P 22 R E A AR SR AR . AR R AR, 4T RIS 1
IRORFFAAE, JRARSER M AT IR B N A, P 5 B RSz T ok il AR AR, EARKIE
R E R A N NN LR R R, I BB NN SRR FN, SRR RS R Z Ak S R R T, IReF
AR S T

3 EWENABANRE ARG KAERN, FHEHESENAR BB, RN ZER AR a5
FANA B AHILE .

4. EAABBBRNRZEN, WA EZERA RSS2k .

IRE . Next_sceneMINext_ thoughtsfRAJ RE &Xt 228 BRI (RN 22 & B PO A EAT/ER, RS &
AR A AL UF 3, BB F AR R AN [E D L

REE: REREFAWEREPIREERE, JFAAERESGF ! )

IREE: JRIVEZEEMEE BRLT, WRBEEERETL, ROERPIZHSREDEAA 1
REE: REOERSNNEL, G—BE—THN BIREEZE) , BTG TR

TE IR DU T A% IR B
Next_scene: <3 FRMIHMFEER>
Next_ thoughts: <F AAKEAEALL>
Is end: <Yes/No>

u?easons: ChF s R R R J

PR — AN INEIH I R, IR — MR R . IRIAE S 285 A BRI N2 .
XA FNALTE (scene} (TG FH, FANAMBAE {thoughts), RAVZLE R IZIEME (help text) AFER{E R

AR 1K [0 20 7 127 T LA O«

Ly AREGIEIE ROZAT 5 B I S, A BRI BR 22 B MRS AR A il 88 AN L 18
2+ PRI EIE BAZ A BN AP RIS, 6 N2 R AR B B P 1 2 R

3y ARIIEIE B4 2 #8 {help_text) HIFR/RAE B .

IREE: (REEIZNIZB SRR EE!L !
THHLIR DL A AR A 5

Comforting words: <JFSZBMIE>
Reasons: <N 41X LR REAL BI1EH>




Trigger(i-th iteration,i > 0, without memory)

PR —MES BN, IR ZLUL {theme} Jy 38U B Sl 1T e (BURFFAZD « WHEMETE). B
IR, SRS A SR

iz st: {next scene}

AR BT A PR RS $01 37 55 7 1235 A2 LT 2R

Lo IRAE7HERN 5 BT R, BTG AR AR K R IE R (B35 AW B 0 S5 R E AN EE
BEAR) IR R I TR B 7 R 0 A YRR

2 R TTNEE . TR REE . B BERITGRA {concerns) B, I HEA {type} M
PN ENFHL A, PTG R I TR AL . (RRARIE A RIS B R R i, AEA IR T A ENE
HRHARBE M ZEEHER AN NEE .

3. DRMIRBIEEE RS AL, WSS RENREMEEG, BEREESBRHENL
HZBL R . HEEIRI RN, ARZEE OB .

Ay AR RIS RIK R T R T B AN R A (R IR

5. ARPTAEREIIZ SO R AR S B MR RO, RS R R, IR T OREE M1
Xl 7 SRR -

6. AERRIIERD =B IR T AR AT A

REZ: IR EIZRZ LRI 5, IR RN e, REAEER L5 1!

T LU AR AR 5

Scene: CHRHE T2 LA K R 3 AU A= R A BSEALL 37 55>

Changes: <fRe el JREQ L At 55 0 & B >

Reasons: <fRE N2 XABNI SRR A HObH BLEF UKD

Strategist(without memory)

PR — A W AR AR T 22
ARAE LAR A5 4R 2E {summary ) A 0015 55 1N A B 28] {comforting words}, Beitd% FoRATHEF K fELL
Lehg ENARBARAR L . WO RO T SR AT IS SR A A R, R HAS T E AL SR B A

PRI EF S AT DL A«

Ly VR ARG 9 SR8 (0 B 2% H IR AE 15715 ROt AT S 32 2 rh R B 10 N A BRI AT M . EANA)
ARG R HAA R E A R R . I RARFI E A B AN EI 1R, W A Ts_end AYes, 45
A R B

2 PREFRAE AT SR AT P 0 22 BEA phoE A BARR SR AR . WERAR AR, WEEN RIS )
RORFFAAE, RS AT IR T N, P S B ARSI T okl R AR, EAAIE
AT H ENAZRAA K RN, I HENA BB RN, ZARYE AT 1R 2SR R, fREF
RARHE SN E N E R

3. B EANABERRE R G RAEZM, HHMELENAMBEMATE, FRZ XA RS
FNA B AL .

4. EANBENZAREEN, RAAEZEREAEESERHL T4 2R EZL.

IREE: Next_scenefliNext thoughtsiR Al RER X 2 & BB (R I WA AR FTE A, BRI
R R B A AR AT I, ELE X VA [l SNSRI D) 1L

REE. RIEREMFEIHFIREPRRREHE! | !

REE: RIERD NN, B BAEATA (AR RIE) , 4ZIREUT AR QAT Rl

E IR DT R SR B &

Next scene: <$2 NIk E >
Next thoughts: <F NAR DAL
Is end: <Yes/No>

‘ Reasons: <Xz & J& HIfipe> ‘
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Trigger(i-th iteration,i > 0, without strategist)

PR — G EIUN. IR Z L {theme} YT, 55 B BAHG Dy, Xt P s Rty e (BRFEAA) -
BIEM AT SRdd, SRR ST g .

Ysis: {memory scene}
B BEMEEL: {memory_thought!}

R BIT A FSHR AU 37 S5 2122305 2 LT 2R

1. iR S s BARL D s oG MR A Tl Ui B 5 & i s e B m
B HATY R, ERFaRAE S BN EZE (AR P AV S 0 EF e AR IR
SEAR AT I 37 5 I SL AN R B ARZE [ IR A B R

2« GIEH TN TR . B IR RA (concerns) BB, I HEAT {type) SRR
IFIHLH, XAGURRIL 1 R o (R AR ANRNIE 3 i R e, A ERERR TS e N RS
HARBEMLZEFNDNEE.

3. MRIIKRAEIZE ERZRESA BIRMLE), SR LRREMRE, BEEESBENLH
MZL K. EEENFERNER, ARZE S OHEE.

4y ANEAEA RN 5 o ARIE AT AR 5% R AN 2 R (R E P

5. VRPTE RIS 5 b AR S B A R (xS, RS M T Sy, R T R AN R
PRI S AL

6. ERIEE R =B $LIRT i A AT R

IREE: (RNEZFREAEELBgR !

TH LU AR L 2R

Scene: <HRHE 3 UL K =B BN 2B BRI 57>
Changes: <R anT Q37 57 g S AN B8 RBAR 22 I3 FF s & LA 9 >
Reasons: <R 21X A7 5 RE 6 A RO P DL B>

User(without guide)

PR — AN INEIH I, IR — MR . IRIESS R 2R S A B N2 .
RAENDARAE {scene} TS S, ENAKEAZ {thoughts} .

PRI 5] 280 17 127 T LA O«
Lo AREGIRIE RZAT & BE I S, A BB 2B ORTE SR A il 588 AR L5 75
2« IREIEIE LS & ENAPEKIE S, W N BB B AR 2

TH R DL AR IR LA R
Comforting words: <JFSZEHIIE>
Reasons: <R NAT4IXELIHGELEIMERD
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D Case Study

o -,

|l Step 1: Generated Scene

I {Scene’: "W MEHNEN, NEREILREI 5 AT MEE
bR W AL, R AL T — N, A e A S A
: AMIER o FSAS N THI i HE A5 0 e B P AR, BOR AR b8 3 R R 5 30 1
| ARG, LR RAT T AR I R B Sk,
| ETFIIZROIN EEELALE) R = AT, AR ERT), AR
1 R b MR oAb T RRRE AR K P KR A AR
1 AR R e o I =S A ik . o, SRATIAT K
I Bk, R LR BT RS8P iR . dBRBR ML B A,
VB Ay e SLT o, A Eh 4 R 20 L ) A A et 3L
: S, AR B R A L, R T R AR T (4 A
| EA ORI, S ER, KA AU )

\

Trigger

O

4
Step 3: Guidance for Patient

(" SummaryScene’ : ’ ¥R H M E, LN IRA BRI 4,
€ ML, NS 7, SunmaryThoughts” : i3
AFERL BEMERG (—RM=AKE RO 5 AFBEEIGE (B4 pish 2
QRO 5 WEACHERE (RIS 205 th i e At
SAFEH W AN, AR, T, THelp T AR
[ 45 B LI 1 26 SRR 51T MR E R S BR “ FRAN I 2 ST IRRE”
PONERE V2510, T i A (Y R IH 2256 . AR IR AR 4R 45, JF
SR A B A — R AEAN A BE DI A T 5E
il 5 T AR B et vkl )

\

e e e e

Guide

Step 5: Planned Story

{'Next_scene’ : " LfZWr 822/, BRHERLZL, W7 WREF. K
IHJE K28, M4, $RE —ERRMEHE, “IRE, Xl
BRI W WE RIEMR T, AR B T . 7 WiE
25, AW TAME. *, Next_thoughts’: AR
ESEGEAF H CARSE, (HIFAA SR AS R Tt T, A
HOMEREA o R R B ORI JR
X AT REAA A P AE AR 0 23 o Wb T 46 R B AN
A . 7, T Is_end’ : No )

——————————————

\
strategist

4

——————————————

e e e e e e e e

ey,

e e L

N

N\

4
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\

Case Study
(Round 1)

Oy,

Step 2: Identified Cognitive Distortion

(Type’ : " id FEMEHS, ARSLRDGE, 54 CHEE,  Thoughts’
TR CREMKRBH T . BHTRERAN, BRI BRI
HMARZ IR, FEASIBEM! o “RiEmih”
RN BEARIX AT, M E FIRBAT, AT #
AUFT o RAMT, MAHKE T, WEREEHRIL, 4RE
FEIXFE. L RITEN R . )

e e e

Devil

Oy,

Step 4: Patient Comfort Simulation

{’ Comforting words’ : "M%, Mk, FAMIRIXFER T ! FLH,
BB RAEM=AT, ARG R T, AR RBE
R, WAHCHT, EAiERa. H2AH T H8
AV ARA WA D H AR ? HBRAMRER, REmE
REA IR, AU FUIE AR ? B, ARARIRAT SO B AN R AT
SEBNAEAY L, AR — 2 22102 BRI AT REEHA |
AT XA Bk, T Rest i e AR A U7 i, s NI IR AR )
AR o IXARARACGE AT N, I — R, 1
BRI TR0, BRI ST o —IRAT, R, IRAS
17, M= RIEA SR, KRB LSRRI SR, E 1
TAVELE T, MRS ? ABLRPHIN, R 2B A W ! ’4

G

ol

|y S Uy ————

User



Step 1: Generated Scene

{"Scene’ : " H = RAZB AT A, 2R IRIB A IMER
PRV TR A PR 0 Lo S P AR AR AR 58 7 b, X IEXT A
—IERE S B R T, A SRR I 4K b v 7 A
RAE SRR S o LAZIRNERIZE, W TR T, BT E 2
A, A R, CURE, X TE R B R IE o
T ARMEAREHT . 7, EEAAAER. @A WA
JARIF AR, AH 53X R/ AN B 20 5400 b — AN . TLaKkBE
P AR A AR 5L A, TE TS MR AT Wb i . 7 )

P

Trigger

Step 3: Guidance for Patient

{’ SummaryScene’ : R H =, ﬁgﬂiﬁsﬁm fﬁ*ﬁfﬁvgv
H#EEE. *,  SummaryThoughts’ : i‘%‘{?&ﬂfimﬁi (“
AMEFETERI AR ), AR C CRBELF PRI ) 4“[]3'5
SRR B 4 (%Tﬁf?}[*ﬁﬁfl?‘) BT 46t IR AR IR W 2
, Help : Gl iic s s 22 50 M B4R K JR A, BEAT IR A 2R
£, IS CIRARF IR R TEL IS, ISR BT R
748, ARILHARIHTAS BoAR (0 S B, sl oty 2% 3 R I A PR 1
BRI 2D, AR NREIAE, BBl w471
ﬁ&gfgiﬁ}ﬁﬂy Bl LR ST . RIS, G Kb
AT,

ey

Step 5: Planned Story

{"Next_scene’ : * Zfzdafe sk, MR Ad—25Emk, (H)8R
HAHE . A EX R TR, FIkE? JT—FIkRX
Al T, JREASRENBEE T UOXFER AT E? 7 Wb E SR, A
%/MKH’]EI&’W& WEHF R, B AT E, B
RMMEEE, 7, Next thoughts’: * LIZIFIARIE, (HAISRM:
B F I R I B BT R B, EREEE A )BT LA T R B, LAY
2 AR E M PRI I IR RN R URE S RIC” W —
Pl BEMESS, (EASRAE AR BX FPRUE. *, " Ts_end : "No ‘}

P — —

strategist

o ———— ——————— - — -

U

—————————— - -

_

T ——— —— ——

o ———— ——————— - — -

‘X

\
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Case Study
(Round 2)

Step 2: Identified Cognitive Distortion

{" Thoughts’ : " fRULH -+ LF R UIATTERE . ATk, FRECHRIELF 4
OB BRI R, LIRS AE ISR . B30 T X4
Ao BRGERIXRE, FURLFRRFE . A S CLRT AR B A 4
TR - BRI LA, WFEIEAE, @BIEPE Xt 7R
%o ARERX IR - /\u:&T}\?EkJX‘“ﬁEAtIUE QUNZRIE

WVFFRRZ A 7RI ? 1J\15'M%X‘I SRAT, BB, PIIR
AT, ER-HRGATE, BEECRI, BEOREANT, AR
KATFE, ML IN, RO EBAT B3 K
iIQ""}

T —— —— ——
—————————— - -

Step 4: Patient Comfort Simulation

{" Comforting words’ : * W, FRAE VRBLLE H 2 5 5l M 57,
PSS A BT, K2 A4t 5 I SR R 11 S -
RS Kt AU AR AR 5E 715 2 JREAA—TE . 7
PRRIA BT, EIREARH A, nﬁﬁ&i&ﬁ?{ﬁ%
AT 27 BLHRA MG EA 2, XK 2 3K AT fE -
U IR BE R, RIS SR BRI L. IR +TE’JH
xR RARAE, AR AT R R, o R e ")JK*
A A IR 2 X KSR L, AMREARAAT, /\ﬁmﬁ'ﬂﬂﬂ
IR AT A, ?ﬁﬂ]*iﬂ*ﬁ*ﬁ KRS 53 4
R MW, B A ?ﬁﬂ%ﬁ—:‘ﬂ}fﬁ, ATt
ARG AR, R 2 L. )



P

rStep 3: Guidance for Patient

’

P — —

Step 1: Generated Scene
{"Scene’ : " ¥EfR= A A EHAAAN, KA EKEIBS

FEERKNS AR oD 75 o R AL A, HERS Mn%ﬂ/‘
[FIREE i B . Lfdhke sk, HEEPI'/\JH*%&W; (ER IR S
AHHTE . A SO TR, R IKWE? JT— N IR
i 7, REARE SRR —RIXPEET 8?2 7 s SR AN, W
PRI B R BE. W, AR AT H, R S
MEEE, GO, —RETIMETHM AT L — AOdE, B
SEV b s HERL AL 5 ST Bk . IR A 1 A AT E
FoAS, LI RRAR M S0 T N ORGSR, 0 SR T
FEOR AT . b B OO IR — R B, DU LA A
A ARG S B T A A O R E T, )

o ———— ——————— - — -

Trigger

\

{ SummaryScene’ : ' VER=A, HAETY, WEHRFREF, X‘JL
*%iﬂ*ﬂﬁéﬂﬁiﬁfﬁfﬁi*ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ B AT HER LA Bk
JEYS, BREVEBRLH. 'SummaryThoughts': TR AEAE I A 1
CET AR CARRKIFESIE? 7 ) |« eIkl ( “Refam]
AR TI? 7 ) | ISR “@ B'fliﬂm%Tﬂ?m” ) %ﬂ}\%ﬂ:
HLl, GORLE SR b, B N BRI O o “Help: " ¥k
51 AR HARIC S Al AR RN B FRREE [ A REE, Bl < i
RREHEAET? 7 “REIARXHMEARTI? 7 4, RJEEx4 1
AN, ISR RSN, Bl R R 2ok
B H 2GR R B R B AN ? 7 CRIME R RS Tk, AT ks
A it nT REVER K 2 “*Jkns@]i'l\)\mfﬁﬂ‘]”ﬁ*ﬁ?ﬁ”—”ﬂ 7
EJ'| SR FEER S, FHREZW B, T}

Step 5: Planned Story

{"Next_scene’ : * LW E, RIEZL, 9% &M4E TR
i, 0K T BB R RAFE AT, AATHER, HANE
M8, EH NEDNBEEEAN. WRMRERT], AR
—ANIES S o MR — 1R, ERTRERE, ARSI R
N /N7 ﬁ%*ﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ @ﬁﬁ’fﬂ@ﬂﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁ]ﬂ"]
ﬂ HRH OGS , — AT %, " Next thoughts:
T L EIFREREIE O T RERAELE, Ao
W, ARG A, BARELE SRR, B iﬂi{ﬂ;
RSN A EVE, HA R )b B DB BT A L, P
B SS R R IR, RSOSSN A WIS,
frahtb s ELEME. ', " Is_end : "No'}

strategist

o ———— ——————— - — -

e

\
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Case Study
(Round 3)

Step 2: Identified Cognitive Distortion

{ Thoughts : * AIRERAS R A CRTER T . LA LkFHH
L. W, SRR T ARIBARER AT AW, T —iX R A
BT WE? BT fxfﬁﬁ'/AEl'J LI REHARD 2 IR ﬁ?ﬂ’ﬁ"ﬁﬂl
BR—HYAS, AL TUNEAR T ALY FAE AN A
B ? iﬁ'ﬁéﬂ%ﬁ% LA LR AR R, B AL, .
A A g fil e 2 IRAEI )5 4 AU )

—————————— - -

Step 4: Patient Comfort Simulation 1
{’ Comforting words’ : "M, FRAM XK T ! WR=AKES 1
R FRRBEIIRIR . RORARBIER “ 5 — X SR A
Twer “ﬁi%%\'%ﬁﬁ‘]ﬂ%\ lkV 7 ORAXF? SRR — R,
FCTT 7 IRRTRIAREE TR, EE ORI, B I A5 R R 0 kA
5 <=7 B =", bki%ﬂ%iﬁ%k”}é l:(kﬂaﬁli#'
JEYRASSE AT HE LT A0 2 28 /D AE B IR0 B 8 0190 R i%ﬁﬂ’]"ﬁ‘
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tep 1: Generated Scene

{ “Scene’ : ‘VRMACEINEIE, AP IR MMERIE. H
JEAT B FLDE LT S L, AT B AR OGP LT A B
i, IRHEZZL, AR 7RI MRS, 6 kF T A H B R
AR AT fE R, — AT AR IEX A B R, TR PUhEL
AR, CIPEEE R i, — A EREENL, SRR
FH R RIE S, (BT BB R A RS AL S . e L
ANF) A DR P\AE S T BT T, ST b Lt HE O A AN Bk
RIS — R IR AU I RARRE], HeAR—
ANNTESG ;o MR — 1, ER SR, JFRIOE—E Wk v
A, S EAKIHSE A, Ber A SR — A INEBBE, 7EI IR T
Bezl. W ARRIA S, SR E OB U R % R O
PR, KR SRR N R, O — 8 — B e (]
— oy —FOHd 3%, FEARMEAR BRI, R AR )
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Step 3: Guidance for Patient
{’ SummaryScene’ : "R H M E, LEHEHMEGEE, BZEETHE

8, WARKEBIETE. °,  SummaryThoughts’ @ 3% BUA R i1
ESZE T “EBMGEE” . WA T Samak, el
FER R AL, 7, THelp’ @ 5] SabiR R “ % ﬁ—b}?ﬂkiﬁﬂ?gﬂﬁﬁﬁ:

AL BOARULRD G RO AE, $R BT HERE SR T A B AREAE
T R AREE? 7, BT BT, BIaRTHL
e fE B RO IE P4 ot “EEAR T (ke g, 1
CHTREMEVPAL Y ¢ IR “EOR TRMRTAEMEAT 207 AR
BT SIS BN, PRI REVE R AR B *ﬂ‘iﬂiﬁ'ziﬁ?:
&2 7, 5l ST IR SURBZAE ML, AR (R AR
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Step 5: Planned Story

{"Next_scene’ : * It dk, 7 HRBRIBEIIRE, 7 Wb
BEHE LR o MR — R, RGRF PR A B Sk B AR
B, Yo eIk R . WIF IR IL T H SR EZ A
RIVHIR A A — TR L0Z )y, AR MZME RS, 11
e MRk, 7, " Next thoughts’: * ZiZJFUH B EH S Z A
HARYE, RARE) “CHEA TS E” ANE T4t dbAE
PRI, SR R BT LA, AT AT B B
o AR, MW FRE A RIS RIS R, 2 THS
A ED ?@}ﬂ‘ﬁ‘u‘m%, BBy, WA v e v IR A
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Case Study
(Round 4)

Step 2: Identified Cognitive Distortion

{’ Thoughts’ : " WA JRULEHIXKS, FRIFIR—F, UFRELAIBIIN
DR ORFHAE KM B2 AR R, BT AN RIE R
1, AR ZEA L . k. AT L AR, &
SIRRBE RS RIRIIE Ty, WIS, . WA HAE, R 2 7%
HHIEIE T, MR, ST, BB, SCIEIRATMEE
SEF Y. ROATR . BRI R H B E I RUN
AR T —FE, X, KX T SRR IR R AR ORI
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Step 4: Patient Comfort Simulation }
{’ Comforting words’ : "W, ¥EMMIFREEMAZ:, RIBLEHEE |
ok B — N RN, A2 H R, 5 BEAE--uk ]
LRI BRHEESE T 002 ARAR, SO IS Y (R, AR
IR, (B GEA—FAE, B AR, (i, e ]
FURHEAAE, ATEREST A REW ! HAES, AW, U
AELLBGRACEA e TH, ATk XA R 2 K2 48
MR AT, WA B REIE? PR B IR EAST, (51
WA A, AR BEAR T, RAREEKERT? BAH e ]
ARG EL IR | AR IR BB I (% A R TR R R e IX”?:
W, AN T %, B R RS, MR AR %
IR ATIXIE T, FALF? ) 1
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