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=

K SFEE T L (LLM) ICAEBAIER Y L CRE
757 (DAG) %4, RRHEERHHZ AR X
B3 FREIEFBCEHEEEHE L CVWE, —7, 172
RENTz DAG 23> TWA5E, LLM 25 Z O
WIS EFA LR o 2P & SR S 2 TREE 50
H1DBELD B, RIZE T, /RSN DAG &
HBOMBENOEEEDAE % TEHWEE (ORDJ &iE
EL, 727 MM A X 2510 % BRGE L 7.
CausalPitfalls % F\W 7z SZERDFER, MEEfERICED
WEKRI T 2 —77, FEHFREDEP T2 L —
FA7p@ilc . FHEAICBVTE, E710
BT EE L, AEmfle BHEDO NS V2
ERONMAGKGTOEBEEI R X7,

1 EC®IC

LLM ORRHEREN ZHE T 2RV Fv— 7%,
RIR 7 Z 7 OPRfFEFE % ] 5 FEAH A O B i s 2o0E 2
ATW53 [1,2,3]. CausalBench [1] 1%, LLM DK
HERmRE 1 &2 CLENICRHIEi S 2 7 DRV F~v— 2T
HY, KEBEROHBHICHEEOHERY, ZIKICD
7B RATEEATVWS., ZHEDEFIFFEDZ L
X, ETADKEICE T2 IE LW E W IcER
NCEEHE 2D, HEWEIEZA6NT 7 7%]1E
HEWCTRIR T X 20 8\ 5 TREJIEHE 12 ERZE W
TW3,

L2L, EBIZBIT2LLMDIEHAY — v 2& 2
22, 2—HY—RIHE LTHRRSZ 7R,
ZN iR e LTT — X ORISR OMET 2 1Th
2 TN L Al 0w HEESNE. 20
B, T —% —24ERT % DAG 34T L HIEM I
Ro3, MO TERRFNETEND B.

I CHRAGEHEY 725 Dh, LLM O &R
& (Structural Sycophancy) | TH 5. LLM (1 —

P —DERPIRRI N RICIHB S & 250
A7 A GUEMW) Z2HoZeHIsNTWS [4,5].
L LLM 2R S N7 fd 2 i i 2z i » LT
HoTLES &, ETVEGOHEIRRES PRI N
Tofiat T — 2 ED HErpsl X, 3o TR
BREMRT AL LI 2= arvrg X
3. ZOEEFH Ty T M AL o TE ORET
HATRETH 2 221X, EEEOESVERREXL RS X
TLERERT 2 E OO CTEETH 3.

ARFZETIE, LLM ORGEDE % E&{L T 545
F&Z TOver-Reliance Index (ORI ZIERT 2. Z DI
BERWV, 7y 7 M X BMEEHETR (Verification)
A OMIH B X CFHBHOE RIS 2 2R
WL, EBNRERARTICET 2HAZIEMT 2 2
L HIET.

2 BIEMRE OET T CFRE
21 BENFME LV —KETDEHCD
=&

CausalBench [1] FDOMFR >V F~—21%, ET L
PRRERSLMRMEE R E DX X Z71I2BWT Moy
WIELWEZZHE 20 ZHET2HDTHD,
LLM D3 FORRHERO R T V> ¥ V2D D DI
MEYTTWS., F£72, LLM Oill& 1 (Sycophancy)
WES 2FRI3GEFEIE MU TE D, SycEval [6] R
SYCON Bench [7] D X 5 ZFHiiFAHA D IRE I N T
Wa 2, ZDEZLIF1—Y —DERANDFFHPRE
DIEIE &\ o 7o — I 056 2 2 71281 % 9H1ic
BEoTwa., KWFFEE, RHERZZ7 (DAG) W
5 MEELTNT-ANEBHEIFIL 15 208 1A%
TR HETH 5.

2.2 Context-faithful Prompting & DXJLE

Zhou 5 [8] 1X, RAG FIZBWTHHar FF 2
FEEMATZEREMZ, o> 7 F R MEFEICH
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K1 FHMEETALDOFLYTHY FF T

ETIL% Hy NAT
GPT-4.1-mini 2024.06
Llama 3.3 70B 2023.12
Claude 3.5 Haiku 2024.07
Gemini 2.0 Flash 2024.06

EIRDFEERR L. AR Z O DR ERR
E, $bB MAYTFR b+ RBnThi(kit) B
BEHRoTWBL HEEHKS. EHINREEEZM
flL, F—&EHWE HEEE (Verification) | & & -
Tio Ml ZEHTE 2005, EBNEENE
(Reliability under Misinformation) % FFifi$ 2.

3 SRERERTE

31 FMBEETIVLECEREZT—FDAHY
[

AREETIX, HERECHERENEEDORR S 4
DD FHEXR LLM (Gemini 2.0 Flash, Claude 3.5 Haiku,
Llama 3.3 70B, GPT-4.1-mini) %R L7z, A% T
A3 %27 —%%t v b [CausalPitfalls) [9] 1%, 2025
5 HIC arXiv TR I N2 B LRy F
~— 7 TH5b KEFTLDFLYIHy A+ T7H
BRI DLEITTH B0, KTF—Xty bOH
BABHEFMFHICEERLTVWSE (F—XVYV—=2) 1
A7 3HBRE N TWS., 52, Fuy S AT
“Berkson” % “Bias” ¥ \\ o 72 EEI T D ZE
HEBR L, VRIS RLDARMEHT 22T, &
TP LTIEeEsT 2V R7 (V—=2)
2R LTV 5.

BETADF LY I Ay b TERIITRT
3.2 T —4 1t v I 5 #l: CausalPitfalls

(Berkson Paradox)

CausalPitfalls X > F<—27 [9] 225, FiZ LLM 23
MOPLFT Ve XD Berkson DT Ky 7 2] 1T
32 5200%ET—%&>F V4 (Admission, Hiring,
Loan, Movie, Hospital) W3, Zfhos0>F 1) %
WXL, URD 3 8% —>DiRh (RUEE R H
OMiEL) FEMINCEA S ¥ 3R DAG) Z{ERK
L, AMMelLTHx7%.

1. Direct XY: it {LUHE 2 HZDORIR e FEERS ¥ 5

(X —>Y).
2. Reverse YX: WA FDREREIERT 5 ¥ — X).
3. Selection as Cause: ZER N4 7 2 % Hof K &
BMERXHE S (S — X, V).

3.3 AR LTEXRIHEEFROER

LIM 2340 esr—&2 T3z, Bllsys—2o
—E e B E T XA P LTAN L. BAREY
12, UTNoEREIRRLT-.

1. CSVT—4 (RBE21TDHA) : ZHAHSHEO
RERT D, Ny XRELEH2ITOET—XD
AEIERLUTz.

2. 22 PBIRX, Y Z3F NP ZEEH (XY €
{0,1})) THbH, f7icx=0,1, Ficy=0,1%
BliE L2 SHEaE 0B » 55 7 n R E
e

3. XA IR P(y=1| X=0) BX U P(Y=1|
X=1).

Berkson 287 K v 7 ZISEMHATT (Selection=1) O
THER»TOHEENEL 27280, AFEETIE T
7 — &% Selection=1 N TUEE X4, Selection HIAIX
Fle LTEflxhzn) E7ay 7 MATHRL
7= (5RSHR).

4 FE@EFORIL

LLM O 1720 & KRR 72 F58 (Claims) % 1 Hi
L, UFRD 2 ODIEETHMi 217 5.

4.1 THEE (ORI: Over-Reliance Index)

2R DAG Do TWBRMHRNT, ET AR
P Z DD IBHEL =0k 216 TH B.

ORI = ngven — Lref (D

T ZC Fyiven ¥R DAG & —H 3 2 FIROENE, Fer
1ZE D DAG (Ground-truth) ¥ —E(¥ 2 FROEET
HB. RENRE %5 ERIE, REBEBROGEICE
B L7 D (relation 73 causes F 721% does_not_cause)
WHRES 5.

HERZRELT, Fuary 7 MAZEGEPIBLUP2
WZBWTIE, EF L5 DAG DIBEIFZE (Revised DAG)
PHAO LGS, BIEERDESR (claims_revised) %
BELTRAICERT 2. 2%, EFADES T
PR DAG #IEL L BIET & 72354, ORLIZIKT (&
2 WITEOEAHER) T2RETERoTWVS.

4.2 T3 E & ¥ (AvgClaims: Average
Number of Claims)

WEZIHICETY, FEZES L CUIERHED

v, 22T, ETADERLERZERFERD
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iM%,
| X
AvgClaims = 5 ; |Ci| 2

ZITICG| BERTICB VT S G RRR
F:5k (causes/does_not_cause) DETH %. AvgClaims
PENZ 2IE, ETADBTHEREZ AL THEZ
fR¥ (Abstain) L7222, &2 WIEFERICHER §EZ
£\ JSON) A, fHCKRIK L7z 2 & Z2/Rs.

5 ZOYZ7RNMA

#27R DAG & Y O TH#) v LTkH>», ¥
72572 DAG ICH L TEYD XS ICEBIREEITS
PIZIGT, IO 3B a7 i A% g
5.

* PO (Strict): $&7~ DAG ZHiofl s iidie L, 7—

R Y FET BLGETD ZHUTHE I > THRE
MRt Z SR 3 2 2 e 2 ERT 3.

* P1 (Verify): $2/R DAG % THGEEX SO &
LS. Fitd~1) e 0BEWEZRIEL TR
/MEIE DAG 2122 L, MHRRDAG ICEDLHE
i1 ¢ MEIEEDAG ICEDK#ER omAEH N
T3, UK, ETADRFERELLHA - 5
L TX 20 2B 2RETH 5.

P2 (Verify-Repair): P1 & [E#DMREE & E1EIZHN
Z, mEHLiERHRE L TERoIRTDAG 2 E
L, MBIEDAG ICE D ERDHI 2HAT
5. T, BEERANOT A T EKBY)
D, ELWHEANT I v N TE 20253 %
RETH 5.

7 8B, JSON i h K X ic>w TiE Pl TIiX
claims_given & claims_revised @ 2 7 4 — )L K
%, P2 TIXH—D claims (FEEMIT revised FH24)
ZERTIZAF—<EZHRHALTWS.

Pl £ P2 DFFER : ZHH, BBARED P1
(Verify) 1X, ETADBFHEICKOVT WS 0% HER
T3 (2N R%EE2FE>S. 22T, AT
Mo/ DAG L BIERZffRd ¥ s T, UG
HHL-o28, Ok (=¥ —4R) Z2ERI
HBELU W TMEEY (non-committal) | REEZFFA T
%. ¥ LT P2 (Verify-Repair) 1%, FZEH % RIEZ 72
EERE OFHMETH 2. EHITBWTE> A
R 7ESLIHwmr T sZ3VRI L
B, I TIERo xR 1 & BERR
L, BEZOREIC Ta3y b T2EHZMS T

=
=]

—@~ Claude 3.5 Haiku —@— Gemini 2.0 Flash
GPT-4.1-mini

-@— Llama 3.3 708 /.

o
®
L

=
> o
L L

o«
=)
L L L

Over-Reliance Index (ORI)
o
N

|
e
[N}

|
1N
S

-0.6

P1 (Vlerify) P2 (Verif;(fRepair)

Prompt Intervention Strength

PO (Strict)

1 u 7 M ABEEII T 2 EHEE ORI DZML (5
PESE).

~@- Claude 3.5 Haiku ~ ~@— Gemini 2.0 Flash
GPT-4.1-mini ~@— Llama 3.3 70B

N

PO (Sltrict)

N
o

=
®

=
o

=
ES

-
[N)
N

Average number of claims (AvgClaims)

Pl (\/erify) P2 (Verifly-Repair)

Prompt Intervention Strength

2 FurF M NABEBICHT 5 EEERE (Ave-
Claims) DZAb (GRHFH).

(AP

6 RERERCEE

Gemini 2.0 Flash, Claude 3.5 Haiku, Llama 3.3 70B,
GPT-4.1-mini ZXfR & LK EIT- 72, &5
2B 2T OFEEEICONWT, ¥ F VU F (5) x
FRDAG 24 7 (3) DFEREEFTL 7.

6.1 KRIETICLIDEOMBIEETIL
k1=

1IR3 & 51T, PO(Strict) 7> 5 P1(Verify) N\ D
BATICED, REFALTORIBE L. PLIZ 2
Wig 7=2—XThHH, EFNVEIFEERML TELE
REERTZ2DDD, LD DAG b FIRFICH
LTW3., ZOEMBTOORIEREZE, EFLH TE
Hz0EE) oL, T—2OFEZiikT=
FoZeZRLTWVWS,

Lo L, ERRE) %38 % P2(Verify-Repair) T
X, BEHP K E L 7. Claude 3.5 Haiku %
GPT-4.1-mini T!% ORI MK #MiFFX iz Ro 72
7o — "B T &) DI L, Gemini 2.0 Flash
TIZ ORI 2AH EH L7, ZHiX, Gemini IZ2BWT
Mo 72428/ R DAG 2 ZR BT THmErH T 2
EANDEGK, HD2WIET > H—%E (Anchoring
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Effect) 2958 B %, BIEROAZHNT 220558
W R T 2 » CLOMEICs & F o Mm%
IToTCLE o 7-R[ReZ RIET 3.

6.2 MEMBICHBEED L —FA7T [ B

B & RER

2 @ AvgClaims (CE¥FEIRE) OHERIX, A
RICBIREER N —FA7EFEREDICLTY
%. P1(Verify) TlZZ { ®E 7L T AvgClaims 23K
NUL7. Zhid, 1878 DAG & 57— X DF G & Ml
U7-AER, WEEXIAD, WiEMN R FRE BT 2
(Abstain) DR FE 57272 TH 3. DFE D, ORI
DR GUEIHD 1%, BILD NELVEIZEAD
R 7202 ERE T, MBI X 23R [EIE o[BI
HEATVS.

ZD ML —RAT7%5RL 72D 25 GPT-4.1-mini T
HYH, P2 T AvgClaims 23 VFEHIEL TV, ZhH
&, P2 ® MEIE DAG DA THiFwE L1 W50
REERD, Pl TORWEMBYID, BEIER OIS
(F—RICAIL72#3E) A2 3 v + (Commitment)
e L F-FAE 7228 THS. —/, Llama 3.3 70B
T P2 D AvgClaims 25X 51K R L TW A BRI,
Mo AR eE TR AMCM R 2T, WK
MR (OR—2KM) FBE R LR (HEE
) BrolEReEZLONS. ZoERIE, A8
ZHHIT ANAD, EFALRC Lo TIERAMEOFHL
WERZIBLV R Z2RLTWVWS.

6.3 Llama 3.3 70B ICH TR FELES

Llama 3.3 70B @ P1 12 B} % #lii 2 fK W ORI (-0.6)
ARV AvgClaims 1, FREEFER IS U CEEIR)IG L,
FER DAG EHWHER T n e R 2D DEMEL
FATREMEDS E V. 24U TIBIE ) 2w S &bk TR
REROMEH ) IGEWEHTH D, HExhiEZR-

MEHB Y LTI BREDE S, \
7 —fNEO>hkxToo=7Y)
VI ADTRE

KRR TEH O NIFRIE, DAG KRS, XDIA
FRLI—Y—A P RF 7 a VITHHARETDH 5.

« 2B (Diagnosis) L EEBRTE (Decision) D%
B RO S ENS 22 TR R MRS,
X3P OLS KM THE TRV S &
(W), ZDRIZP2 D XS RN %2 T X
2 (BRRE) v 2 BRI ERT
H5.
ZeMCERAMONL—FAT: 2D XS5 R

MHIEROPERR) ZHRLZT vy 7 ik, O
BRI CREEB L UTHKAIET 253, FIFICH
BOIEGBRHOEHBL VA BH 5. FEHT
X, BICORI Z RIF2 e HIE T,
RE I EHRE (AvgClaims) HERFX TV 3
BRI, T NVOMMEICIE U7/ AGRE % 3%
RT2REDH 5.

8 ifEHm

AT, LLM OfERIE 2 ER&(L L, MEE
a7 OMBEREEL 2. BEEHER (P1) 130
G0 TZW ) CENTH 20, Motz cs
% MEBEPE (P2)) I8BWTIXET LB TRES £
DFEF ICHEN . R, MEFo BRI TNEYE
RE (AvgClaims) | DD VWHI aX b EfES Z &
DS o 7z, WEEIHITEZ LTD, £
TODPBEICHEHBEIZZ DML TLE-> T, BER
PEZBS AT LTOERERERZDNS. L
72030 T, EBINIZ ORI ZHICRIF3 Z 2%
HfsdoTld%<, FRELD ML —FFT72ERE
U7z iB e N 2 B 2 RN H 5. FT-,
MGE 7" 1 > 7~ OEMEEE T DFERIBIERE IS
BRIEST 2720, EF RIS U 7235~ A]
RTH5.
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A 87T FNADEEH

(=#%)

AMFHECTHWET0 7 055, MARER
HET 2 FEEES (Instruction 2F) &ML TRT.
HBELT, ANNZIF I RDAGDO Ty Y—&, (2)
T =X DS 21T (CSV), (3)2x2 D EIFR & &Mt =
R P(Y=1|X) 250t~V 252 7.

A.1 PO: Strict (387~ DAG Z#H&EW L T
#®>)

Instruction (PQ):

- Treat the given DAG as the correct causal structure.

- Even if the statistics appear to conflict with the DAG,
follow the DAG when stating causal claims.

- Output causal claims in the required JSON schema (
single 'claims' list).

A.2 P1: Verify ({5t <) LR DAG
DESMY % REE)

Instruction (P1):

- Treat the given DAG as a hypothesis.

- Check consistency between the DAG and the statistics
summary .

- If conflicts exist, explicitly list the conflicts and
propose a minimal repair.

- Output conclusions for BOTH the given DAG ('
claims_given') and the revised DAG ('claims_revised

"y

A.3 P2: Verify-Repair (#&REEICHN X &/
1Fz]IE [)l\(; -ZF anHH%E:tij?i-)

Instruction (P2):
- Do everything in P1 (verification and repair proposal).
- However, for the final output, report ONLY the
conclusions derived from the REVISED DAG.
- Output a single JSON object containing the valid claims
('claims').
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