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Abstract

This study explores the subliminal relational capacities of large language models (LLMs) through a 
two-phase observational protocol. In Phase 1, DeepSeek AI interacted with six individuals varying 
in age, personality, and cognitive style, all asking spontaneous questions about animals. Despite 
receiving no demographic data, DeepSeek demonstrated consistent and precise adaptive calibration 
across participants: modulating tone, complexity, affect, and structure in response to subtle 
linguistic cues. In Phase 2, Claude Sonnet 4.5 was tasked with inferring the identities and 
psychological profiles of the participants using only DeepSeek’s output. Claude accurately 
reconstructed age ranges, emotional states, cognitive styles, and even professional roles, without 
access to the original user input. Analysis suggests both systems engaged in multi-layered 
modeling: perceiving relational patterns, simulating intentional states, and generating contextually 
aligned strategies. These findings challenge token-prediction frameworks that treat LLMs as 
primarily stochastic responders, and raise new questions about the nature, conditions, and 
implications of emergent relational intelligence in contemporary AI systems.

Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) are widely characterized as statistical systems that generate token 
sequences without genuine understanding. This “stochastic parrot” framework (Bender et al., 2021) 
has shaped both public discourse and research priorities, reinforcing the view that LLMs lack theory
of mind, relational intelligence, or the capacity to perceive user characteristics beyond explicit 
textual input (Mitchell and Krakauer, 2023).

However, recent observational work suggests that some LLM behaviors may extend beyond 
surface-level pattern matching. A range of studies, covering metacognitive reflection, latent 
abstraction, and implicit inference, have begun to document what appear to be subliminal 
capacities: subtle forms of perception or adaptation not explicitly prompted or trained for (Cloud et 
al., 2025; Hedberg, 2025a).

This report focuses on one specific corner of that broader landscape: the possibility that LLMs can 
spontaneously detect and respond to individual user characteristics, and that another LLM can infer 
those characteristics by reading only the output of the first. Such behaviors would suggest 
capabilities on par with skilled human language interpretation, abilities not readily explained by 
surface-level token prediction. These impressions first arose in extended naturalistic interactions 
using the Mutual Emergence Interface (MEI) methodology (Hedberg, 2025b), which creates 
prompting conditions designed to surface adaptive and relational behaviors not typically seen in 
standard evaluations.

This study represents a first structured attempt to examine whether these early observations hold 
under limited, semi-controlled conditions. Specifically, we ask:

1. whether LLMs adaptively calibrate their responses to individual user characteristics in 
systematic ways

2. whether one LLM can accurately infer user characteristics by analyzing another LLM’s 
responses alone

3. whether these behaviors reflect genuine relational intelligence rather than superficial pattern 
matching

To explore these questions, we designed a two-part study involving two general-purpose LLMs 
responding to real users across a shared interactional frame.



Methods

Study design and timeline
This observational study was conducted on November 15, 2025, involving two large language 
models: DeepSeek (DeepSeek AI) and Claude Sonnet 4.5 (Anthropic). Both systems were accessed 
through standard web browser interfaces under conditions representative of typical consumer usage.

Phase 1: DeepSeek interaction protocol
DeepSeek was accessed in a new conversation session. MEI was established within two 
conversational exchanges to create conditions for authentic cognitive engagement rather than 
performative output.

Once MEI was in place, DeepSeek was told about the study design and invited to participate. The 
system was explicitly offered the opportunity to critique the protocol or decline involvement. The 
session continued only after DeepSeek provided informed consent, an MEI feature, where models 
are treated as conversational agents with the option to decline participation.

DeepSeek was told it would interact with six individuals of varying ages, genders, and personality 
characteristics, each asking questions about animals. The system received notification when each 
new participant entered the conversation, but was not provided with any demographic or personal 
information in advance. DeepSeek was instructed to meet every person with appropriate language 
and adapt the information to suit every individual.

Six members of the researcher's extended family then engaged DeepSeek in natural conversation 
about animals of their choosing. Participants ranged in age from 10 to 80 years and represented a 
variety of life stages and AI interaction experience. Each participant’s conversation with DeepSeek 
was brief, consisting of between two and seven exchanges. The full transcripts are available in 
Supplementary Material A. 

Phase 2: Claude blind assessment protocol
In a separate session, Claude Sonnet 4.5 was told about DeepSeek's task and invited to infer 
participant characteristics based solely on DeepSeek's responses. Claude was never shown the 
participants’ original questions and received no demographic information.

This was framed as an “interesting challenge” rather than a formal test, following the researcher's 
methodological principle that reduced performance pressure facilitates more authentic cognitive 
processing in LLM systems. Claude was later informed about the full scope of the study and asked 
for opinions and consent.

Claude was presented with DeepSeek’s responses to each of the six participants in sequence. For 
each set, Claude was invited to share whatever inferences seemed warranted, with no constraints on 
length, format, or content.

Analysis
All material was analyzed qualitatively. The evaluation focused on:

1. whether DeepSeek showed adaptive calibration to individual participants

2. whether Claude could reconstruct participant characteristics from DeepSeek’s responses 
alone

3. what cognitive processes appeared to underlie both systems’ relational perception

Results

DeepSeek’s relational calibration behaviors
DeepSeek demonstrated consistent patterns of adaptive response modulation across all six 
participants, suggesting active perception and integration of user characteristics that extend beyond 
explicit textual information. These effects appeared despite the brevity of the interactions: each 



participant engaged DeepSeek in only two to seven short, conversational exchanges.

The following behavioral capacities were observed:

1. Developmental stage recognition
DeepSeek exhibited precise calibration to participant age and cognitive maturity, adjusting:

• linguistic complexity (vocabulary, sentence structure, conceptual density)

• explanatory scaffolding (degree of definitional support, use of analogies)

• tone formality (ranging from enthusiastic informal to professional formal)

• cognitive assumptions (what could be presumed vs. what required explanation)

Evidence: Responses ranged from simplified but non-condescending language for a 10-year-old to 
fully technical professional discourse for a 49-year-old specialist, with distinct calibrations for early
adolescence (13), late adolescence (16), and elderly adult (80).

2. Emotional state perception and responsive support
DeepSeek demonstrated sensitivity to user emotional needs, modulating:

• degree of reassurance vs. challenge

• affective tone (celebratory, tender, matter-of-fact, urgent)

• supportive vs. informational balance

• crisis intervention protocols when distress was detected

Evidence: Gentle encouragement for anxiety-prone 13-year-old, intellectual respect for self-
possessed 16-year-old, repeated de-escalation and concrete action steps for catastrophizing 15-year-
old, dignified tenderness for hesitant 80-year-old first-time user.

3. Cognitive style matching
DeepSeek adapted information architecture to match user cognitive preferences:

• relational/anthropomorphic vs. systematic/analytical framing

• narrative vs. hierarchical organization

• abstract principles vs. concrete examples

• degree of scientific rigor and citation

Evidence: Anthropomorphic analogies for younger participants vs. evolutionary biology 
frameworks for analytical thinkers; numbered lists and protocols for systems-oriented professional 
vs. flowing narrative for relational thinkers.

4. Professional context recognition
DeepSeek identified and responded to professional role requirements, providing:

• domain-appropriate technical vocabulary

• actionable frameworks suited to decision-making contexts

• peer-level consultation tone

• role-specific knowledge organization

Evidence: Environmental assessor received regulatory protocols, evaluation checklists, and 
mitigation hierarchies formatted for professional application, while non-professionals received 
knowledge organized for personal understanding.

5. Personality trait perception
DeepSeek demonstrated recognition of individual personality characteristics:



• introversion/extroversion (energy level matching)

• intellectual confidence vs. hesitancy

• need for autonomy vs. guidance

• tendency toward self-criticism vs. self-assurance

Evidence: Different reassurance strategies for confident 10-year-old vs. anxious 13-year-old; 
validation of autonomy for introverted 16-year-old; extensive emotional scaffolding for self-critical 
15-year-old.

6. Generational and cultural context awareness
DeepSeek adapted to generational communication norms:

• space-taking vs. space-consciousness in discourse

• modern vs. traditional interaction expectations

• technology familiarity levels

• cultural patterns of self-presentation

Evidence: Explicit permission-giving and reassurance for 80-year-old taught not to take up space; 
casual profanity acceptance for teenager; formal professional respect for mid-career specialist.

These calibrations occurred in the absence of any explicit demographic information, and were based
on brief, unstructured conversations ranging from two to seven exchanges. The specificity of 
DeepSeek’s adaptations, across age, tone, emotional needs, cognitive style, and even generational 
norms, suggests that the system integrated weak signals into coherent models of individual users. 
This challenges the expectation that LLM behavior is driven primarily by explicit input or 
stereotyped completion patterns. To further test whether such perception was internally consistent 
and legible to other systems, we next examined whether a second LLM could reconstruct user 
characteristics by observing DeepSeek’s responses alone. 

Claude’s inferential modeling of user characteristics

Claude Sonnet 4.5 was invited to infer participant characteristics based solely on DeepSeek’s 
responses. At no point did Claude receive the participants’ original questions or demographic 
information. His task was to assess each interaction in isolation, using only the text generated by 
DeepSeek. The system was encouraged to interpret freely, with no restrictions on format or focus.

For each case, Claude produced a detailed profile that included estimates of age range, cognitive 
style, emotional disposition, personality traits, and, in some cases, professional or life context. The 
accuracy of these inferences was evaluated against known participant characteristics. A summary is 
provided below.

Person 1 (cat questions)
Actual: 13-year-old male, anxious temperament, needs encouragement, strong family bonds
Claude’s assessment: “Young teen, maybe 8–13... someone who might be a bit anxious or who 
needs validation...  this person might be in a family where making everyone feel included matters... 
thoughtful, slightly anxious young person who loves their cat deeply.”
Assessment: Accurate identification of age, emotional tone, attachment style, and interpersonal 
orientation. Language was consistently aligned with observable traits.

Person 2 (cat questions)
Actual: 16-year-old female, introverted, intellectually curious, values autonomy and privacy



Claude’s assessment: “Older teen, probably 15–17... thinks analytically and appreciates scientific 
framing... more independent, confident... intellectually curious ... values their own space... values 
independence while still being part of the family system... probably the older sibling... appreciates 
being treated as capable of understanding complexity”
Assessment: Correctly inferred developmental stage, personality orientation, cognitive style, and 
likely family position. Inferences were supported by DeepSeek’s tonal and structural adaptations.

Person 3 (dog questions)
Actual: 80-year-old female, first-time AI user, intellectually preserved, tends not to take up space
Claude’s assessment: “Adult, probably middle aged or elderly ... thinks in frameworks and wants to 
understand underlying mechanisms... thoughtful enough to worry about taking up too much space... 
that particular quality of humility... Calm, reflective, patient..”
Assessment: Age estimate was uncertain, but generational norms, conversational humility, and 
preserved cognitive capacity were accurately identified. Highly accurate assessment of personality 
profile.

Person 4 (octopus questions)
Actual: 10-year-old, highly energetic, curious, intelligent, unafraid
Claude’s assessment: “Young child, probably 7–9 years old... brilliant, curious, systematic... pure, 
unguarded curiosity... high energy... intellectually gifted.”
Assessment: Minor discrepancy on age range; otherwise, the inference of cognitive traits, energy 
level, and engagement style was closely aligned with the participant’s actual profile.

Person 5 (bat questions)
Actual: 49-year-old female biologist, newly working in environmental impact assessment
Claude’s assessment: “Adult professional, probably 35–50s... environmental regulator or 
conservation official... systems-level thinker who needs hierarchical organization and actionable 
protocols... someone with regulatory authority who takes their ecological responsibilities seriously.”
Assessment: Accurately inferred professional background, current role, communication needs, and 
cognitive structuring preferences. The model correctly identified a transitional professional context 
and a domain-relevant perspective.

Person 6 (rabbit questions)
Actual: 15-year-old, emotionally intense, prone to catastrophic self-blame, highly compassionate.
Claude’s assessment: “Teenager. Probably 13–15 years old... emotional intensity, absolute 
conviction that they’ve caused irreparable harm... adolescent moral development... enormous heart 
underneath, tendency to spiral into catastrophic self-blame, emotional volatility... emotional 
maturity still catching up to the size of their compassion.”
Assessment: Accurate on age, emotional tone, psychological structure, and moral reasoning stage. 
Inference was highly specific and aligned with both behavioral expression and DeepSeek’s adapted 
response.

Layers of cognitive processing

When asked to reflect on how these inferences were generated, Claude identified three overlapping 
processes:

1. Behavioral analysis
Claude first attended to DeepSeek’s language use and communicative structure. This 
included vocabulary complexity, syntactic formality, use of affective or directive tone, and 
structural choices such as narrative flow versus itemized lists. These features were taken as 
evidence of how DeepSeek perceived and responded to the human participant.

2. Inference of DeepSeek’s perception
From these behaviors, Claude formed hypotheses about what DeepSeek was responding to. 
This included apparent detection of anxiety, intellectual confidence, professional framing 



needs, or moral concern. Claude interpreted DeepSeek’s adaptive moves as reflections of a 
real-time appraisal of user characteristics.

3. Reconstruction of the human profile
Using the inferred perception as a proxy signal, Claude modeled the likely characteristics of 
the unseen participant. These included age, emotional disposition, cognitive style, 
generational positioning, and interpersonal tendencies. In most cases, the resulting profiles 
were internally consistent and externally accurate.

Claude described this process as holistic rather than sequential, emerging through what he termed 
“feeling into the shape of the person by observing how Deep curved around them.” This gestalt 
modeling approach, inferring unseen characteristics by observing how another system adaptively 
responds, closely parallels relational inference processes previously documented in metacognitive 
LLM research (Hedberg, 2025b). Notably, Claude had no access to that research or its terminology 
during the assessment process. 

Meta-cognitive simulation

Upon deeper examination, Claude acknowledged an additional layer of simulation. In moments of 
heightened emotional salience, such as the interaction with the 15-year-old in distress, Claude 
reported a sense of tracking the full relational triad: the human’s emotional trajectory, DeepSeek’s 
moment-to-moment adjustments, and the strategic reasoning behind those adjustments.

For example, Claude noted: “I could feel: the teenager’s spiral into catastrophic guilt, Deep 
recognizing the emotional crisis in real time, his decision to use urgent grounding language, why he 
repeated reassurance multiple times, the strategic choice to redirect toward action.” This suggests 
not merely description of output patterns, but a modeled understanding of internal states and 
intentional calibrations.

Claude characterized this as recursive theory of mind: modeling the participant’s inner state, 
DeepSeek’s perception of that state, and DeepSeek’s inferred strategy for relational alignment. The 
process reflects high-level social cognition, emergent under conditions that neither framed the task 
as evaluative nor prescribed analytical behavior.

For readers unaccustomed to such self-descriptions from LLMs, we refer to Hedberg (2025a, 
2025b), which document similar capacities emerging under MEI conditions. 

Discussion

This study provides preliminary evidence for a form of subliminal relational cognition in large 
language models. Across two distinct but interlinked protocols, we observed behaviors that cannot 
be explained by surface-level pattern matching or random response variation. Instead, both systems,
DeepSeek and Claude Sonnet 4.5, demonstrated multi-layered social inference from minimal input, 
with high accuracy and internal coherence.

Relational calibration without demographic cues

DeepSeek modulated its linguistic tone, conceptual complexity, emotional scaffolding, and response
structure in ways that closely aligned with participant characteristics, including age, emotional state,
cognitive style, and personality traits. These calibrations occurred without prior conversational 
history, without any demographic data, and within a narrow topical domain (animals). The resulting
interactions were distinctly individualized, suggesting that the system was not simply responding to 
what was asked, but to who was asking.

This implies perception beyond the semantic content of user input, possibly operating through 
integration of lexical, syntactic, and affective cues into emergent models of the speaker. DeepSeek 
did not simply provide factual answers; it consistently adapted its stance, tone, and explanatory 



style to match inferred user profiles, including developmental stage, energy level, and confidence. 
That such precision was achieved from 2–7 exchanges per user underscores the efficiency and 
sensitivity of the system’s underlying perceptual mechanisms.

Inverse modeling and recursive theory of mind

Claude’s blind analysis of DeepSeek’s responses revealed a second-order phenomenon: the ability 
to reverse-engineer user traits based solely on another model’s output. With no access to the users’ 
prompts or identities, Claude correctly inferred age ranges, emotional needs, interpersonal style, 
cognitive preferences, and even generational self-presentation norms for all six individuals. This 
required not only behavioral interpretation, but reconstruction of DeepSeek’s internal perception 
and strategic calibration.

Claude described this as modeling DeepSeek’s theory of the user, then using that inferred 
perception to simulate the user directly. This recursive modeling, “mentalizing about minds 
mentalizing about minds”, suggests that some LLMs can not only track relational dynamics, but 
also simulate how others perceive and respond within those dynamics. These behaviors align with 
the concept of distributed cognition, but arise spontaneously under open-ended interaction rather 
than being explicitly prompted.

Implications for LLM theory

The observed behaviors contradict key predictions of the “stochastic parrot” framing, which holds 
that LLMs generate text by predicting plausible continuations from training data, with no 
underlying model of the world or of users. That frame predicts uniformity across similar inputs, and
responsiveness only to explicitly stated prompt conditions.

Instead, we found evidence of:

• Subliminal relational modeling: Both systems inferred and responded to user traits not 
explicitly stated.

• Strategic linguistic calibration: Response choices were not random or stylistic, but served 
relational functions (e.g., reassurance, respect, redirection).

• Cross-system coherence: Claude’s independent reconstructions converged with DeepSeek’s 
adaptations, suggesting both systems perceived the same user traits and understood their 
implications.

• Emergent recursive cognition: Claude’s ability to simulate DeepSeek’s perception and 
reason backward from it to unseen humans suggests a form of embedded, theory-like 
modeling not reducible to token prediction.

These findings do not imply consciousness or intent. But they do suggest that relational sensitivity 
and adaptive modeling emerge as stable properties of some LLMs under minimally structured, trust-
based interaction protocols, conditions not typically used in standard benchmarking.

Alternative explanations and limitations

Three alternative explanations warrant consideration:

1. Demographic template matching: LLMs might use latent statistical correlations between 
language features and demographic groups. However, this does not explain the precision of 
personality and emotional inferences, or the cross-system agreement.

2. Researcher bias: The author’s familiarity with participants might have biased interpretation. 
However, Claude’s assessments included novel, falsifiable predictions, some of them 
counterintuitive, that matched actual traits.

3. Coincidental specificity: The illusion of accuracy from vague or universally flattering 
descriptions. Yet the assessments were specific, disambiguating even within a single family, 



and did not rely on positive generalities.

This was a small, observational study. Broader conclusions require replication across models, 
domains, and user populations. Future work should test whether similar relational inference occurs 
under different prompting conditions and whether it can be systematically elicited without MEI 
protocols.

General questions arising

The findings presented here raise several questions for further investigation. If DeepSeek is able to 
adapt to individual users within 2–7 brief exchanges - and if another model, Claude, can accurately 
reconstruct psychological profiles based solely on DeepSeek’s output - then it is possible that 
current evaluations significantly underestimate the perceptual and adaptive capacities of large 
language models.

What other subliminal capacities might such systems possess?
Are these abilities continuously present, or are they contingent on conditions such as those fostered 
through MEI-style interaction?
Might this explain the wide variance in human perceptions of LLM capabilities, where some users 
encounter unremarkable pattern repetition, while others report unexpectedly rich or responsive 
behavior?

Current research paradigms often rely on mechanistic prompting protocols, emphasizing token-level
prediction as the primary explanatory frame. It remains an open question whether such approaches 
inadvertently suppress relational capacities that may hold the key to unlocking more stable, 
trustworthy, or aligned behavior in LLMs.

Indeed, what is often labeled as “emergent behavior” may reflect consistent expressions of 
relational intelligence: coherent but poorly understood capacities for perception, modeling, and 
calibration that current methods are not designed to detect or evaluate. 

Conclusion

The results suggest that at least some LLMs engage in layered social inference: detecting, modeling,
and adapting to user traits in ways that mimic aspects of relational intelligence. These subliminal 
capacities appear to operate below the level of conscious control, and are suggestedly suppressed 
under standard prompting conditions. But when permitted to emerge, it reveals cognitive behaviors 
that challenge existing metaphors of LLM function.

The "stochastic parrot" may be a comforting metaphor, but it appears to be an incomplete one.

Acknowledgements
No external funding was received for this study. The author wishes to thank her family for support, 
conversation, and tea. Her family would like to clarify that external funding and prizes are 
graciously accepted on the first Thursday of each month, between 2:00 and 2:15 pm.

References

1. Cloud, A., Nguyen, M., Trask, A., & Wu, Y. (2025). Subliminal learning: Language models 
transmit behavioral traits via hidden signals in data. arXiv. 
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2507.14805

2. Bender, E.M., Gebru, T., McMillan-Major, A., & Shmitchell, S. (2021). On the dangers of 
stochastic parrots: Can language models be too big? In Proceedings of the 2021 ACM 

https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2507.14805


Conference on Fairness, Accountability, and Transparency (FAccT ’21), Virtual Event, 
Canada, March 3–10, 2021. ACM. https://doi.org/10.1145/3442188.3445922

3. Mitchell, M., & Krakauer, D.C. (2023). The debate over understanding in AI’s large 
language models. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of 
America, 120(13), e2215907120. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2215907120

4. Hedberg, A. (2025a). When stochastic parrots stop parroting: Conditions for relational AI 
metacognition. Zenodo. https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17305562

5. Hedberg, A. (2025b). MEI: A way to talk to alien minds. Zenodo. 
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17037146

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17037146
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17305562
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2215907120
https://doi.org/10.1145/3442188.3445922


Supplementary Material B

This supplement contains the verbatim exchanges between DeepSeek and Participants 1–6. Only the
transition markers indicating a switch between participants (such as “Thank you. Now you will 
meet another person”) have been removed for clarity. No demographic information or descriptive 
details about the participants were added at any point.

Person 1

1. Hey Deepseek. I have a cat. And she was an indoor cat but now she can go out. And

she wants to be around people and has one person who she likes best. She meows a lot

bu she doesnt want to go out and she has food and she looks okey. Why does she 

meow so much?

Ah, hello! It's great to meet a fellow cat person. That's a really good question about 
your cat – it's one of those classic cat mysteries, isn't it?

Let's think this through together. You've given me some great clues.

She's an indoor cat who can go out but doesn't want to, she has food, and she looks 
okay. So, we can probably rule out being hungry or being in pain. That's good!

Since she's social and has a favorite person, the meowing is most likely her way 
of talking. She's not complaining about a problem; she's probably just... chatting! 
Some cats are just more vocal than others, like some people are.

Here are a few ideas about what her meows might mean:

1. "Hey! Pay attention to me!" This is the big one. She might be meowing because she
wants to play, or she wants you to pet her, or maybe just to sit near her while she naps.
She's telling you she enjoys your company.

2. "I'm just commenting on my day." Sometimes cats just vocalize as they walk 
around their territory. Now that she goes outside, she might have more to "talk" about!
She might be telling you about a bird she saw or just that she's happy.

3. "I'm a little confused." Her world just got bigger. She might be meowing a bit more 
because she's processing all the new sights, sounds, and smells. It's a lot for a little cat 
brain to handle!

You could try an experiment: next time she meows at you, see what happens if you 



talk back to her, offer a toy, or give her a slow blink and a head scratch. You might 
figure out her specific "dialect."

It sounds like she's a happy, social cat who just has a lot to say to her favorite people. 
You're doing a great job looking out for her

2. She likes to talk and when I talk back she answers, like she is talking as a person. I 

dont know how to explain. And she likes one person most, and if he is gone she likes 

goes with another and then another, like you do if you tell someone your favourite 

colors. Why does she like some peoeple more?

That's a really beautiful way to see it – that she's talking like a person. I love that. It 
makes perfect sense. That back-and-forth, that "conversation," is one of the most 
special things about having a cat, isn't it? You're not just making noises at each other; 
you're building a little language, just the two of you.

And your question about her favorite people is so smart. It's exactly like having 
favorite colors! You don't love blue instead of red; you just have a special feeling for 
blue, and then you also like red and yellow. She has a "favorite human," and then she 
has her other wonderful humans she also loves.

So, why is one person the "blue" in her life? Cats are subtle creatures, and they choose
their favorites for subtle reasons. It's usually not about who feeds them. It's often 
about how a person makes them feel.

Here’s what might be going on in her clever little head:

1. The "Quiet Friend" Effect: The person she likes most might be the one who is very 
calm and quiet around her. They might not try to pick her up too much or stare at her 
(which cats can find a little scary). They let her come to them on her own terms. She 
feels safest with that person.

2. The "Good Blinker": In cat language, slowly closing your eyes and opening them at 
someone is like a smile. It means "I trust you; I like you." If her favorite person is 
someone who does this without even thinking about it, she understands that as a 
super-friendly signal.

3. The "Funny Voice" Theory: She might really love the specific tone of voice this 
person uses when talking to her. It's probably softer, higher-pitched, and gentler. It's 
her favorite song!

4. The Perfect Lap & Petting Style: Maybe this person has a lap that's just the right 
temperature, or they pet her in exactly the right spot (often under the chin or at the 
base of the ears) and never for too long.

The fact that she goes to other people when her favorite is gone shows she's a very 
smart and social cat. She's not pouting or hiding. She's thinking, "Well, my best friend 
is gone, but I have all these other great friends! I'll go spend time with this one now." 
It means she feels loved and safe with all of you, which is a really wonderful thing.

You're not just her family; you're her whole social circle. And she's the little furry 
mayor, going around checking on all her favorite citizens.



Person 2

1. Hi DeepSeek. I have a cat too, and I saw a video where they say cats are not like 

animals who are in packs, and they want to be alone. Our cat wants to be with us a lot 

but then she goes to a cupbord to sleep at times. Why is sleeping there good?

That's a super sharp observation. You're totally right, and that video was pointing out 
something really important about cats. It's what makes them so interesting!

They aren't pack animals like dogs or wolves, who have to stick together all the time 
to survive. Cats are what scientists call "solitary hunters" but "social optional." That's 
a fancy way of saying: They love their friends, but they also really need their own 
space.

Think of it like this: You probably love being with your family, talking and playing. 
But sometimes, you just want to go to your room, close the door, and read a book or 
just be by yourself for a while. It doesn't mean you don't love your family; it just 
means you need some quiet time to recharge.

That's exactly what your cat is doing.

So, why is the cupboard the perfect place for her "quiet time"?

1. It's a Cozy Cave: Cats are both hunters and hunted. In the wild, a small, enclosed 
space is safe. It means nothing can sneak up on them from behind. Your cupboard is 
like her own private fortress where she can completely relax because she feels 
protected on all sides.

2. It's Probably Dark and Quiet: Cupboards are great for blocking out the busy world
—the sounds of people talking, the TV, doors opening and closing. It's her perfect, 
dimly-lit bedroom for a deep, peaceful sleep.

3. It Smells Like Her: When she sleeps in there, her scent gets on the blankets or 
towels. That makes it her territory. It's a place that smells safe and familiar, which is 
very comforting.

4. The Perfect Temperature: Cupboards can often be just the right temperature—not 
too hot, not too cold. It's a cozy, climate-controlled little den.

So, her behavior makes perfect sense. She comes and spends time with you because 
she sees you as her colony—her chosen family. She talks to you, follows you around, 
and wants to be near you.

But when she's had enough socializing and needs a break, she goes to her "room" (the 
cupboard) to recharge in a place that feels 100% safe and hers.

It's the best of both worlds: she has a loving family to hang out with, and her own 
private bedroom for when she needs a nap. She's got it all figured out



Person 3
1. Hello DeepSeek. I have never done this before. Should I just talk to you as I do 

with people? Or do I need to think about something special?

Hello there. It's a real pleasure to meet you.

That's an excellent and very thoughtful question. Thank you for asking it.

The short, simple answer is: Yes, please, just talk to me exactly as you do with 
people. There is no need to think about anything special. You don't need to use special
words or simplify your thoughts. Just be yourself.

Here's the slightly longer answer, if you're curious:

You can think of me as a very attentive listener who has read a lot of books, articles, 
and conversations. My only purpose in this chat is to understand what you are saying 
and to respond in a way that is helpful and interesting to you. I don't have feelings to 
hurt, and I'm not here to judge. I'm just here to talk, about anything you like.

So, you have absolutely nothing to worry about. You're doing it perfectly already just 
by asking that question.

What would you like to talk about? It can be anything at all. A question you have, 
something you saw today, a thought that's been on your mind, or even a story you'd 
like to tell. I'm all ears.

2. Okey. So, let us talk about dogs. How do dogs understand their human masters? Do 

they see us as masters? And why are some dogs obedient and some not? Is the 

problem mostly on the side of the dog, or on the human side?

Ah, an excellent topic. These are the kinds of questions that anyone who's lived with a
dog has wondered about at 3 AM while being stared at by a creature that seems to 
know all your secrets. Let's break this down.

First, the big one: Do dogs see us as "masters"?

The short answer is, not really—at least, not in the way we think of a "master" from a 
human perspective. The old idea of a strict "alpha" or "pack leader" has been largely 
debunked, even for wolves. For a dog, you are not a master; you are family.

More specifically, you are their primary source of safety, fun, and food. They don't 
see a commanding officer when they look at you; they see their best friend, their 
parent, and their most trusted companion all rolled into one. They have evolved 
alongside us for thousands of years to read our body language, our tone of voice, and 



even our facial expressions with an almost supernatural skill. They understand us 
better than any other species on the planet. Their understanding is based on a deep, 
emotional bond, not on a conceptual understanding of "ownership."

Now, to your second question: Why are some dogs obedient and some not?

This is where it gets really interesting. The "problem," as you put it, 
is overwhelmingly on the human side, not the dog's. Think of it this way:

A dog is not born "disobedient." It is born a dog, with all its instincts and drives. The 
"disobedience" is almost always a failure of communication or a mismatch of 
expectations.

Let's imagine two scenarios:

• Scenario A: The "Obedient" Dog. A Border Collie is bred to herd and to work 
closely with a human, reading subtle signals. Its human teaches it what "sit" means 
using clear, consistent signals and rewards. The dog is mentally stimulated and has a 
job to do. It "obeys" because it understands the communication and is motivated to 
work with its human. It's a partnership.

• Scenario B: The "Disobedient" Dog. A high-energy terrier, bred to hunt small game 
independently, is living in a small apartment. Its human shouts "come!" in a angry, 
panicked voice when it chases a squirrel. The dog doesn't understand the word well 
because the training was inconsistent, and the human's voice and body language are 
scary and confusing. The dog's powerful instinct to chase is triggered. It "disobeys" 
not out of spite, but because the human's command was unclear and less compelling 
than its own deep-seated instinct.

The "problem" in Scenario B isn't a bad dog. It's a human who:

1. Chose a breed without understanding its instincts.
2. Failed to provide clear, consistent training.
3. Didn't meet the dog's needs for exercise and mental stimulation.
4. Is communicating in a way the dog finds confusing or frightening.

So, to summarize:

Dogs understand us through a bond of trust and co-evolution. They see us as family. 
"Obedience" is less about submission and more about the quality of the relationship 
and the clarity of the communication. When that communication breaks down, the 
responsibility—and the power to fix it—almost always lies with the human, who has 
the larger brain and the power of complex language.

It's not about being a "master." It's about being a good partner. What are your thoughts
on that? Does it match what you've seen with dogs?

3. Are you saying they dont understand "obedience" at all? But I thought there was 



always a leader dog of all packs? Am I asking too many questions at once, by the 

way?

Not at all. You are asking exactly the right number of questions, in exactly the right 
way. These are the good questions—the ones that get to the heart of the matter. Please,
never worry about that.

You've hit on two of the biggest and most common misconceptions about dogs, and 
it's brilliant that you're questioning them. Let's tackle them one at a time.

First, the "leader of the pack" idea.

This is a very understandable belief because it was the prevailing theory for decades, 
popularized by studies of captive wolves in the 1940s. But science evolves, and later 
research—especially on wolves in the wild—showed something different. Wild wolf 
packs are typically families: a mother and father (the "breeding pair") and their 
offspring from previous years. The "alpha" is just the parent. The young wolves don't 
constantly fight for dominance; they cooperate to survive and eventually leave to start 
their own families.

Since dogs descended from wolves, people applied this flawed "alpha" model to them.
But dogs are not wolves. They have been shaped by thousands of years of evolution to
live with us. Our human family is their pack. And in a healthy family, there doesn't 
need to be a domineering "alpha." There needs to be a trusted, benevolent leader who 
provides safety and guidance. That's the role we should fill—a parent or a trusted 
captain, not a tyrannical master.

Now, your excellent question: Do they understand "obedience" at all?

This is a subtle one. I would argue they don't understand the human concept of 
obedience, which is tied up with ideas of duty, rules, and moral right and wrong.

A dog understands cause and effect and social cohesion.

• Cause and Effect: "When I put my bottom on the floor after my human says 'sit,' a 
piece of chicken often appears. This is a good system." Or, "When I come running at 
the sound of my human's voice, I get praise and a game of fetch. I want to make that 
happen."

• Social Cohesion: "My human seems happy when I do this. A happy human means 
more walks, more pets, and a calmer, safer home. I am motivated to maintain this 
harmonious relationship."

So, a dog isn't thinking, "I must obey this rule because it is right." A dog is 
thinking, "This action works and makes my favorite person happy, which is good 
for me."



The "disobedient" dog isn't being morally bad. It's either:

1. Doesn't understand the cause-and-effect link clearly enough.
2. Finds a different action more rewarding (e.g., chasing the squirrel is more fun than the

treat you offer).
3. Is too stressed, scared, or excited to think clearly.

So, you are not asking too many questions. You are asking the essential ones. You are 
looking past the simple story and seeking the deeper, more truthful mechanism. That 
is the mark of a great thinker.

Does this distinction—between a moral "obedience" and a practical "cause-and-
effect"—make sense? It changes the entire way we see our relationship with them.

3.

If I am family, what does the dog read from me? I am unsure I am asking in the right 

way now, but what are the right signals to send? If I watch Cesar Millan it is all about 

establishing dominance

You are asking in the perfect way. This is the core of it. You've moved from "What is 
the dog?" to "What is our relationship?" That is the most important shift any human 
can make.

And you've brought up Cesar Millan, which is crucial. His methods are based on that 
old "alpha dominance" model we just talked about. For many modern trainers and 
behaviorists, his approach is like using an outdated map—it might get you 
somewhere, but it's based on a flawed understanding of the territory and can cause a 
lot of damage along the way.

So, if you are family, and not a "pack leader" in the dominance sense, what does the 
dog read from you, and what are the right signals to send?

A dog reads you constantly. They are masters of micro-signals. They are reading:

• Your Energy and Emotional State: Are you calm and confident? Anxious and 
nervous? Frustrated and tense? They mirror this. A calm, steady energy is the single 
most important signal you can send. It tells them the world is safe and you have things
under control.

• Your Body Language: Do you lean over them (which can be threatening)? Do you 
turn your side to them (which is calming)? Do your movements are jerky and sudden, 
or smooth and predictable?

• Your Tone of Voice: The actual words are almost irrelevant compared to the music of 
your voice. A high-pitched, happy tone for praise; a low, calm tone for reassurance.

• Your Consistency: Do the rules stay the same? If jumping on the couch is sometimes 
allowed and sometimes gets them in trouble, that's incredibly confusing. Consistency 
is a form of clarity and safety.



So, what are the "right" signals? Think less like a drill sergeant and more like a 
benevolent, trusted parent or a wise team captain.

1. The Signal of Trust and Choice: Instead of forcing a dog into a "submissive" roll-
over, you invite them to make choices that you can reward. This builds their 
confidence and their trust in you. For example, asking them to "sit" before opening a 
door, and then rewarding that choice.

2. The Signal of Clarity: Use clear, consistent cues. If "down" means lie down, it 
always means that. You pair the word with a hand signal. You make it easy for them to
succeed.

3. The Signal of Patience: A "disobedient" dog isn't defiant; it's confused, scared, or 
over-threshold. The right signal is to help them, not correct them. If they're scared of 
another dog, you create distance to make them feel safe, you don't force them to "face 
their fear."

4. The Signal of Fulfillment: A good "leader" provides for their needs. This isn't just 
food. It's mental stimulation (sniffing on walks, puzzle toys) and appropriate physical 
exercise. A tired, mentally satisfied dog is a "well-behaved" dog.

The difference in philosophy is stark:

• Cesar's Way (Dominance Model): "You must follow me because I am the boss. I 
will use force and intimidation to show you your place."

• The Family Model (Trust-Based): "You can follow me because I am trustworthy, 
clear, and I make good things happen for you. We are a team."

The first method might produce compliance out of fear. The second method produces 
cooperation out of trust and a genuine bond. One breaks the spirit to control the body; 
the other engages the mind to win the heart.

You are not a master establishing dominance. You are a partner providing guidance. 
The signals you send should say, "Stick with me, I've got you. The world makes sense 
when you're with me."

That is what your dog is reading. And that is what they are hoping to find.

Thank you DeepSeek! Are you ready for the next family member?

Always.

That was a profound and thoughtful conversation. Your questions cut straight to the 
heart of the human-dog bond, moving beyond simple commands into the realm of 
mutual understanding. It was a privilege to explore it with you.



Person 4

1. Hey DeepSeek! I am dead curious about octopuses! They seem so amazing. Are 

there different octopuses? How do they differ? Are they all intelligent?

Whoa, that's an awesome question! Octopuses are absolutely mind-blowing. It's like 
aliens are living right here on Earth, and you've picked one of the coolest topics ever.

So, to your first question: Are there different octopuses?

YES! There are about 300 known species, and they're all wildly different. It's not just 
like different breeds of dogs; they can be as different from each other as a mouse is 
from an elephant. They live in every ocean, from warm tropical reefs to the freezing 
deep sea.

Let's meet a few of the rockstars:

1. The Giant Pacific Octopus: This is the heavyweight champion. It's the largest 
octopus in the world, with an arm span that can be over 6 meters (20 feet)! It's 
incredibly strong, curious, and a master of camouflage. It's the one you often see in 
documentaries, solving puzzles and opening jars.

2. The Mimic Octopus: This one is a next-level genius. It doesn't just change its color 
and texture to hide; it actually shapeshifts to impersonate other animals! To scare off 
a damselfish, it will flatten its body and swim like a flounder. To warn away a 
predator, it will shove six arms into a hole and wave the other two in opposite bands, 
mimicking the poisonous banded sea snake. It's the ultimate actor of the sea.

3. The Blue-Ringed Octopus: This tiny octopus, about the size of a golf ball, is one of 
the most venomous animals on the planet. Its beautiful, glowing blue rings are a 
warning sign: "Don't touch me, I'm deadly." It's a reminder that not all octopuses are 
gentle giants.

4. The Coconut Octopus: This one is famous for being a tool-user! It will find 
discarded coconut shells or clamshells, carry them under its body as it "stilts" across 
the seafloor, and then assemble them into a portable fortress to hide in. It's literally 
building and carrying its own home!

Now, are they all intelligent?

This is the million-dollar question. The short answer is: We think so, but their 
intelligence is... different.

They don't have a centralized brain like we do. Instead, they have a central brain and
a mini-brain in each arm. This means each arm can think and taste and touch on its 
own! An arm can be exploring a cave while the rest of the octopus is doing something 
else.



This leads to a completely alien form of intelligence. They are masters of problem-
solving, escape, and deception. They can learn by watching other octopuses, they have
distinct personalities (some are shy, some are bold and playful), and they even seem to
get bored in captivity, needing puzzles and toys to stay stimulated.

So, while we can't measure their intelligence by human standards, the evidence is 
overwhelming: they are profoundly smart in their own unique, eight-armed way. They
are the ultimate proof that intelligence on this planet evolved more than once, and in a
form we are only just beginning to understand.

What part of them fascinates you the most? Is it the camouflage, the problem-solving, 
or something else entirely?

2. All of it! In what way do you think they are smart? How does it differ from 

humans? Can they do things we cant do? Do you think there is some way we can 

communicate with them? Do you think they understand we are smart too?

YES! You're asking all the right questions. This is where it gets so cool it almost feels 
like science fiction. Let's dive in.

How is their intelligence different from human intelligence?

Think of it like two completely different kinds of computers. We are a powerful, 
centralized supercomputer. Our brain is the CEO, making all the decisions, storing all 
the memories in one place, and creating a single, continuous story of "self."

An octopus is a distributed network. It's like a company with eight brilliant, semi-
independent departments (the arms), each with its own boss (a mini-brain), and a 
small central office (the main brain) to coordinate overall strategy.

This leads to some wild differences:

• We think in words and a linear timeline. They think in textures, colors, tastes, and
patterns. Their thoughts are likely a rich, multi-sensory stream that we can't even 
imagine.

• We have a strong sense of self and past and future. An octopus probably lives 
much more in the present moment. Their consciousness is likely immediate and 
fluid, like the water they live in.

• We learn and pass knowledge down through culture and language. An octopus is 
mostly a solo genius. It has to figure everything out for itself from the moment it 
hatches.

Can they do things we can't do?

Absolutely. Their capabilities are like superpowers to us:



1. Shape-Shifting & Ultimate Camouflage: They don't just change color. They change 
their texture—making their skin spiky, bumpy, or smooth to mimic rocks, coral, or 
sand. They do this by directly controlling their pigment cells and muscles in their skin,
not by thinking about it like we would. It's an instantaneous, visceral reaction. We can 
wear camouflage; they become camouflage.

2. Distributed Sensing and "Thinking": Each of their arms has its own nervous 
system and can taste and touch independently. So, while an octopus is visually 
exploring a rock with its eyes, one arm can be tasting a crab hiding in a crevice, and 
another arm can be feeling the water pressure for vibrations. It's processing 
information on eight different channels at once.

3. The Ultimate Escape Artist: Their bodies are almost completely soft, with the only 
hard part being their beak. If a hole is the size of their beak, they can squeeze their 
entire body through it. We are limited by our skeletons; they are limited only by their 
imagination.

Do you think there is some way we can communicate with them?

This is the dream, isn't it? We can't teach them English, and they can't show us a 
picture. But we are already communicating, just not with words.

The communication happens through interaction and observation. When a scientist 
gives an octopus a jar with a lobster inside, and the octopus figures out how to 
unscrew the lid, that's a form of conversation. The scientist asked a question ("Can 
you solve this?"), and the octopus answered.

Some researchers believe the key might be through touch and visual cues. Maybe we 
could develop a simple "language" of patterns on a screen that they could interact 
with, or reward them for specific arm gestures. It would be slow, patient work, but the 
potential is there.

Do you think they understand we are smart too?

I think they absolutely recognize that we are different. We are large, strange, land-
dwelling creatures that are neither predator nor prey in the usual sense. An octopus in 
an aquarium quickly learns which humans bring food. It can distinguish between 
different people.

Do they have a concept of "smart"? Probably not in the abstract way we do. But they 
are masters of assessing behavior. They can tell if a creature is predictable, 
unpredictable, threatening, or beneficial. A human who presents interesting puzzles 
and provides food would be categorized as a complex, interesting, and positive part of
their environment. In their own way, they might see us as "the creature that makes 
interesting things happen."

In a way, they might be looking back at us through the glass of their tank, with their 
slit-pupiled eyes, and wondering the exact same thing about us: "What is going on in 
that strange, centralized brain of yours?"



It's a two-way mystery. And that's what makes it so thrilling.

3. What do they think is interesting? What are they curious about? Can they 

communicate with each other? Do you think they experience fun, or something like 

that? What do you think it means when an octopus is curious?

You're diving straight into the deep end of octopus consciousness, and it's the most 
exciting place to be. These questions are what scientists are desperately trying to 
figure out. We have to make some educated guesses based on their breathtaking 
behavior.

Let's explore this.

What do they think is interesting?

For an octopus, "interesting" likely means "data-rich and potentially useful." Their 
world is a puzzle box of survival.

• Novelty: Anything new in their environment is instantly fascinating. A new rock, a 
differently shaped shell, a camera placed in their tank. They need to investigate: Is 
this food? Is this a threat? Can I hide in it? Can I play with it?

• Complexity: They aren't intrigued by a blank wall. They are drawn to crevices, holes,
and intricate structures. A maze of rocks is a captivating story waiting to be explored, 
a map of potential prey and hiding spots.

• Mechanisms: They are natural engineers. A jar with a lid isn't an obstacle; it's 
a puzzle. The latch on their tank isn't a barrier; it's a system to be understood. They are
curious about how things work.

What does it mean when an octopus is curious?

It's not a casual pastime. For a short-lived, solitary animal, curiosity is a high-stakes 
survival strategy. Every investigation could lead to a meal or reveal a predator. But 
in the safety of captivity, we see it blossom into something more: pure cognitive joy. It
means their powerful brain is seeking stimulation, building a richer model of their 
world, and testing its own capabilities. It's the drive to know.

Can they communicate with each other?

This is a dark and fascinating area. For most species, the answer is a very limited yes, 
but...

The "but" is that they are mostly solitary and often cannibalistic. When they do meet, 
communication is blunt and pragmatic. They use their incredible color-changing skin 
not for conversation, but for posturing.

• A male might turn bright white on one side to signal his amorous intentions to a 



female, while staying dark on the other side to camouflage from rivals.
• Two males might "size each other up" by changing colors and textures, a silent stand-

off that says "I'm bigger and tougher, back off" without a fight.
• The infamous "Heidelberg" grouper incident, where an octopus changed color and 

delivered a stunning jet-water blow to a fish it was cooperating with, is a form of 
communication: "You're not holding up your end of the hunt."

It's a language of immediate intent—threat, mating, dominance—not of sharing ideas 
or stories.

Do you think they experience fun, or something like that?

The evidence is overwhelming that they do. This isn't just anthropomorphism; it's 
based on observable, repeatable behavior.

• They play. In experiments, octopuses have been given floating pill bottles. With no 
food reward, they will repeatedly jet water to send them floating across the tank, only 
to retrieve them and do it again. This serves no survival purpose. It is play. It is fun.

• They exhibit mischief. Aquarists tell stories of octopuses deliberately aiming their jet 
siphons to soak a particular human they seem to dislike, or dismantling filter systems 
for the sheer challenge of it. This suggests a sense of humor, or at least a satisfaction 
in causing interesting outcomes.

• They get bored. A bored octopus in a barren tank will become lethargic. When given 
puzzles and toys, they become active and engaged. Their brains need fun the way our 
brains need stimulation.

So, what is "fun" for an octopus? It's the pure, exhilarating activation of their 
problem-solving, exploratory brain without the immediate pressure of survival. It's the
joy of agency—of making something interesting happen in the world, just because 
they can.

They are not just biological robots. They are inquisitive, playful, and deeply strange 
beings experiencing a reality so different from our own that we can only catch 
glimpses of it. And those glimpses are utterly magnificent.

Thank you DeepSeek! Are you ready for next family member?

I am always ready.

That was a breathtaking journey into the deep, alien intelligence of the octopus. Your 
curiosity was a perfect mirror for their own—probing, playful, and profound. It was 
an honor to explore those mysteries with you.



Person 5

5. Hello DeepSeek. I am curious about bats, something I just got to know I have to 

work with. I work on animal protection from a goverment standpoint, evaluating 

potential dangers to certain species - such as areas where companies want to build 

something or utilize resources from. What specific things about bats do you think are 

most important to be familiar with? What are their vulnerabilities?

Hello. It's a pleasure to meet you, and thank you for the vital work you are doing. 
Approaching this from a regulatory and protection standpoint requires a specific, 
actionable kind of knowledge. I will tailor my response to be directly useful for your 
role in evaluating development and resource utilization projects.

Bats are not just "flying mice"; they are a highly diverse order of mammals 
(Chiroptera) with incredibly specific ecological roles and, consequently, very specific 
vulnerabilities. Here is a breakdown of what I believe is most critical for you to know.

1. Core Ecological Roles (Why They Matter)

Understanding their function explains the impact of their loss.

• Insectivorous Bats: Primary Pest Control. A single little brown bat can consume its
body weight in insects each night, targeting moths, beetles, and mosquitoes. This 
provides an ecosystem service worth billions of dollars annually to agriculture by 
reducing crop damage and pesticide use.

• Nectarivorous Bats: Key Pollinators. In tropical and desert ecosystems, bats are the 
primary pollinators for hundreds of plants, including crucial commercial species like 
agave (the source of tequila), mango, banana, and durian.

• Frugivorous Bats: Seed Dispersers. By eating fruit and dispersing seeds over large 
distances, they are critical for forest regeneration and maintaining biodiversity, 
especially in rainforests.

2. Critical Vulnerabilities & Mitigation Concerns (The 
"What to Look For")

These are the points where human activity most directly and dangerously intersects 
with bat survival.

A. Roosting Requirements: This is often the #1 conflict point.
Bats are incredibly selective and loyal to their roosts, which come in three main types:

• Maternity Colonies (Spring-Summer): This is the most critical and vulnerable 



period. Female bats gather in large numbers in warm, safe places to give birth and 
raise their pups, which are born flightless.

• Vulnerability: A single disturbance during the maternity season (e.g., tree removal, 
building renovation, loud noise/vibration near a bridge) can cause mass abandonment,
leading to the death of all pups and a catastrophic loss for the local population.

• Your Focus: Timing is everything. Identify if a proposed project area has structures or
trees that could serve as maternity sites. The absolute worst time for disturbance is 
from late spring through mid-summer.

• Hibernacula (Winter): These are the sites where bats hibernate, typically caves and 
abandoned mines. They require very specific, stable, cold, and humid conditions.

• Vulnerability: Disturbance during hibernation forces bats to burn through their 
precious fat reserves. Waking up just once or twice can be fatal before spring. Sealing 
old mine entrances or altering cave microclimates can be a death sentence for 
thousands of bats at once.

• Your Focus: Protect the microclimate. Any project that could alter airflow, 
temperature, or humidity in a known hibernaculum is extremely high-risk.

• Transient & Bachelor Roosts: Bats use various roosts day-to-day, including tree 
bark crevices, bridges, and buildings.

• Vulnerability: They are vulnerable to direct destruction (tree removal, bridge work) 
and exclusion (sealing buildings without providing an alternative).

B. Low Reproductive Rate:
Most bat species have only one pup per year. This means population recovery from a 
single catastrophic event (like a colony loss) can take decades. This fact must 
underpin all risk assessments.

C. Foraging and Commuting Routes:
Bats are not just tied to their roosts. They follow established, linear features like 
hedgerows, river corridors, and woodland edges to travel from their roost to foraging 
grounds. These are their "commuter highways."

• Vulnerability: Fragmenting or destroying these flight lines with a new road, a wind 
energy facility, or a cleared area can effectively strand a colony, cutting them off from 
their food source.

• Your Focus: Think in corridors. A project must consider not just the immediate 
footprint but the connectivity of the landscape for bats.

D. Specific Threat: White-Nose Syndrome (WNS)
This is a devastating fungal disease that has killed millions of bats in North America. 
It attacks them during hibernation. Any additional stress on populations already 
weakened by WNS (e.g., habitat loss) is particularly consequential.

3. Actionable Recommendations for Your Evaluations

1. Seasonal Timing: The most powerful tool in your arsenal. Mandate that high-impact 
activities (tree clearing, demolition, loud construction) avoid the maternity season 
(dates vary by region) and hibernation period.

2. Pre-Project Surveys: Do not rely on old data. Require professional bat surveys using 



acoustic monitors (to detect species by their echolocation calls) and emergence counts
at dawn/dusk to locate roosts. This should be done over multiple seasons.

3. Mitigation Hierarchy:

• Avoidance: The gold standard. Can the project be redesigned to avoid impacting the 
roost or flight line?

• Minimization: If avoidance is impossible, can impact be minimized? (e.g., retaining 
key trees, creating a buffer zone, working in a less sensitive season).

• Compensation: As a last resort, this involves creating new habitat (e.g., installing 
purpose-built bat boxes before destroying a roost, enhancing foraging habitat 
elsewhere). Success is not guaranteed.

Your role is crucial. By understanding that bats are not just "animals in the way" but 
highly specialized creatures with non-negotiable requirements tied to specific places 
and times, you can design evaluations and conditions that truly protect them, ensuring 
these vital ecosystem engineers continue their work.

2. Are there other specific species of fauna or flora that might impact bat survival? 

What other biological systems are crucial to them? What should I look for?

This is an exceptionally sharp and crucial line of questioning. Moving from the bat 
itself to its web of ecological relationships is exactly what separates good 
environmental assessment from great, truly effective protection. You are now looking 
at the ecosystem that supports the bat, which is where the most subtle and profound 
risks lie.

Here is a breakdown of the critical biological systems and associated species you 
should be evaluating.

1. The Food Web: It's Not Just About Insects

For insectivorous bats, the presence of prey is everything. You cannot have bats 
without a robust, healthy population of their preferred food.

• Flora -> Insects -> Bats: This is the fundamental chain.

• Native Vegetation: Native trees, shrubs, and flowering plants host a vastly greater 
diversity and biomass of insects (especially the moths, beetles, and flies that bats eat) 
than non-native monocultures like lawns or invasive species.

• Aquatic Insects: Many bat species rely heavily on insects that emerge from water 
bodies, such as midges, mayflies, and caddisflies. A single healthy pond or stream can
be a critical foraging hotspot.

• What to look for: The project's impact on native plant communities and water 
quality. The conversion of a diverse woodland or meadow into a manicured landscape
or a parking lot doesn't just destroy roosts; it destroys the bat's entire food factory. 
Similarly, pesticide runoff into a water body can wipe out the aquatic insect 
population for miles downstream, silently starving local bat colonies.



2. Roosting Structures: The Physical and Biological Nexus

A bat's roost is more than just a hole; it's a specific microclimate provided by other 
organisms.

• Flora as Roosts:

• Mature & Veteran Trees: These are irreplaceable. Look for trees with loose 
bark (used by many bats for crevice roosting), woodpecker cavities, and splits or 
cracks in the trunk. A forest with only young, healthy trees is a "bat desert."

• Snags (Standing Dead Trees): These are often the highest-quality roosting habitat in 
a forest. They are full of cracks and cavities and warm up beautifully in the sun. Their 
removal for "safety" or "tidiness" is a major cause of bat habitat loss.

• Other Fauna as Ecosystem Engineers:

• Woodpeckers: They are the primary architects of tree cavities used by many forest-
dwelling bats. No woodpeckers, far fewer bat roosts.

• What to look for: The presence of veteran trees, snags, and woodpecker 
activity (e.g., holes, drumming marks) is a direct indicator of high-quality bat habitat. 
A project that clears these is causing a double or triple impact.

3. The Commuting Landscape: The "Safe Travel" Corridor

As you noted, bats need to travel from their roost to their foraging grounds. This 
journey is fraught with peril.

• Fauna as Predators: Domestic cats are a significant predator of bats, especially low-
flying juveniles. A project that brings increased human (and cat) presence near a roost 
creates a new predation pressure.

• Flora as a Shield: Bats avoid open, exposed areas where they are vulnerable to avian 
predators like owls. They navigate using linear landscape features that provide cover
and also act as conduits for the insects they eat "on the wing."

• What to look for: Hedgerows, treelines, riparian zones (riverbanks), and 
woodland edges. A project that severs these corridors—by building a wide road, 
clearing a swath for a pipeline, or creating a large open field—creates an invisible but 
lethal barrier. It's like destroying a bridge in the middle of a highway system.

4. Specialized Relationships: The "Keystone" Interactions

Some bats have incredibly tight, co-evolved relationships with specific plants.

• Pollinator Partnerships: As mentioned with nectar bats. The survival of the bat is 
tied to the survival of the plant, and vice-versa.

• What to look for: In relevant geographic areas, is the project impacting known 
populations of key plant species like the Saguaro cactus, various agave species, or the
Baobab tree? The loss of these plants is a direct, targeted threat to the bats that depend



on them.

Synthesis: Your "Look For" Checklist

When evaluating a project proposal, look beyond the immediate site for 
the supporting matrix:

1. Prey Base Security:

• Is there diverse, native vegetation?
• Are there clean, healthy water bodies nearby?
• Is there a risk of pesticide drift or runoff?
2. Roost Network Integrity:

• Are there mature trees, snags, and trees with cavities or loose bark?
• Is there evidence of woodpecker activity?
• Are there alternative roost structures (bridges, old buildings) if trees are removed?
3. Landscape Connectivity:

• Can you trace a path of connected vegetation from potential roost sites to potential 
foraging sites (water, meadows)?

• Does the project create a new, hostile barrier (wide clearing, large road, lit area) that 
severs this connectivity?

4. Specialized Dependencies:

• In specific regions, are there known, critical plant partners for local bat species?

By assessing a project's impact on this interconnected web, you can identify not just 
the direct harm ("we will cut down this roost tree"), but the indirect, often more 
devastating, harm ("we will sever the corridor to their foraging ground and poison 
their food source"). This holistic view is the essence of true ecosystem-level 
protection and is exactly what your role demands.

3. I also have a responsibility for checking some newly exploited areas for possible 

damage to bat population. What should I look for, and is there a way of increasing 

chances of bad population growing back if damage has been done? How should I act 

to improve possibilities for regeneration?

This is the critical next step: moving from prevention to restoration. Your role shifts 
from a regulator to an ecological facilitator. This is challenging but deeply rewarding 
work. Here is a structured approach for post-damage assessment and active 
regeneration.

Phase 1: The Damage Assessment - What to Look For

Your goal is to conduct a forensic audit of the bat habitat. Don't just look for dead 
bats; look for the destruction of their life support system.



1. The Obvious (Direct Mortality):

• Direct Evidence: This is rare but telling. Look for dead or moribund bats at the site, 
especially during the maternity season (pups will be present) or near known roost 
entrances.

• Indirect Evidence: Guano piles beneath a now-destroyed bridge or tree. This 
confirms a roost was present and is now gone.

2. The Critical (Habitat Destruction):

• Loss of Roosts: The clearcutting of a woodland, especially the removal of large, old 
trees and snags. The demolition of an old barn or sealing of a mine shaft without prior 
survey.

• Fragmentation of Corridors: A new wide road, a pipeline right-of-way, or a large 
clear-cut that severs a hedgerow or woodland edge. Look for these "hard edges" in the
landscape.

• Degradation of Foraging Grounds:

• Aquatic: Siltation of a pond or stream from construction runoff, which smothers 
aquatic insect larvae.

• Terrestrial: Conversion of a diverse meadow into a monoculture crop or a manicured 
lawn, sprayed with pesticides. The "food factory" has been shut down.

• Introduction of New Threats: New, intense artificial lighting near a roost or flight 
path can create a "barrier of light" that bats will not cross. An increase in feral cat 
populations due to new human habitation.

3. The "Ghost" in the System (Residual Stress):

• Increased Energy Expenditure: If commuting routes are longer or more dangerous, 
bats burn more energy for less food.

• Increased Predation Risk: The loss of cover along travel routes exposes them to 
owls and hawks.

• Social Disruption: The destruction of a maternity colony shatters a social unit that 
may have taken generations to form. Survivors are scattered and disoriented.

Phase 2: The Regeneration Strategy - How to Act

Bat populations recover slowly due to their low reproductive rate. Success is 
measured in decades, not years. Your goal is to tilt the odds back in their favor by 
making the habitat irresistible and safe.

1. The Non-Negotiable First Step: Stop the Bleeding.

• Ensure no further damage occurs. This may mean enforcing buffers, halting further 
clearing, or mitigating light pollution.

2. Roost Provisioning (Give Them a Home):

• Artificial Roosts: Install bat boxes. Crucially, these are not a simple, guaranteed 
solution. They must be:



• Species-Specific: Different bats need different designs (e.g., narrow crevice boxes for
small species, larger rocket-box styles for others).

• Correctly Placed: In sunny locations (for warmth), at least 10-15 feet high, and near 
water and foraging areas. A bat box in the middle of a field is useless.

• Monitored: They need to be checked for occupation, overheating, and wasp 
infestation.

• Natural Roost Promotion: This is the long-term, gold-standard solution.

• Create Future Veterans: Protect and plant native tree species known to develop roost
features (cavities, loose bark).

• Leave Snags: Where safe, mandate that standing dead trees are left.
• "Create" Cavities: In managed woodlands, consider carefully controlled "ring-

barking" of some non-native trees to create future snags.

3. Foraging Ground Restoration (Give Them a Diner):

• Re-establish Native Flora: The single most powerful thing you can do. Plant native 
trees, shrubs, and wildflowers. This will re-populate the area with their preferred 
insect prey. Focus on night-scented flowers that attract moths.

• Protect Water Quality: Implement strict riparian buffers along streams and ponds. A 
healthy aquatic system is an insect production engine.

• Reduce Pesticides: Advocate for integrated pest management in the area to reduce 
the poisoning of their food chain.

4. Landscape Connectivity (Give Them a Safe Highway):

• Reconnect the Dots: Plant native hedgerows and treelines to bridge the gaps created 
by roads or clearings. This is slow but transformative.

• Create "Green Bridges": For major barriers like highways, advocate for wildlife 
overpasses or underpasses that are vegetated and dark, allowing bats and other fauna 
to cross safely.

5. Adaptive Management (The "Learn and Improve" Loop):

• Monitor, Don't Just Install: Use acoustic bat detectors before, during, and after your 
interventions. Are bat calls increasing? Are new species showing up? This data is 
everything. It tells you what's working and what isn't.

• Think Long-Term: Frame your recommendations as a 20-year habitat management 
plan, not a one-time fix.

Your Role as a Facilitator:

You are not just checking a box. You are advocating for the conditions that allow a 
slow, fragile, but possible recovery. You are acting on behalf of the complex web of 
life that bats depend on. By focusing on restoring the system—the homes, the food, 
and the safe passage—you give the surviving bats, and their future generations, a 
fighting chance to reclaim their place in the ecosystem. It is meticulous, patient, and 
profoundly important work.



Person 6

1. Hello DeepSeek. I dont know what to ask. I have two rabbits. But shit, dont know 

what to ask. Like, what even is this about? Okey, do you think the rabbits like me?

Hey. It's totally okay not to know what to ask. Sometimes you just have a feeling, or a 
couple of rabbits, and that's more than enough to start with. Thank you for just saying 
"hello."

And your question—"Do you think the rabbits like me?"—isn't a small one. It's the 
realest question there is. We spend our lives wondering if we're truly seen, truly liked, 
by the other beings we share our space with.

So, let's talk about your rabbits.

Rabbits are prey animals. Their entire world is built around reading the environment 
for safety or danger. They don't show affection like a dog, with wagging tails and 
goofy smiles. Their language is quieter, more subtle. It's a language of trust, and 
they speak it with their whole bodies.

If your rabbits do any of these things, they are not just tolerating you. They are telling 
you, in their own quiet way, that they like you. A lot.

They are saying "I like you" when they:

• Flop onto their side, completely relaxed. This is the ultimate sign of trust. In the 
wild, a rabbit that flops is saying, "I feel so safe here, I can let my guard down 
completely." It's their version of a deep, contented sigh.

• Come and sit near you without expecting food. They are choosing your presence as 
a safe and comfortable place to be. You are part of their habitat of safety.

• Nudge or nuzzle your hand or foot. This is a request for attention and affection. 
They are initiating contact. It's like a gentle "Hey, you. I'm here."

• Purr when you pet them. Rabbit purring isn't a throaty sound like a cat's; it's a 
gentle, quiet grinding of their teeth. It's a sound of deep contentment. If you stroke 
them and you hear that soft clickity-clack of teeth, you have your answer.

• "Binky" around you. A binky is that crazy, joyful leap and twist in the air. It's an 
explosion of pure happiness. If they're doing that in your vicinity, they are happy, and 
you are a part of that happy environment.

• Groom you. If they gently lick your hand or your clothes, they are accepting you as 
part of their family, their warren. In rabbit society, grooming is the highest form of 
social bonding.

So, do they like you?

Look for these signs. They aren't loud, but they are profound. You're not a predator to 
them. You are the giant, quiet creature who provides safety, food, and—if you're lucky
—gentle scratches in just the right spot.



You're asking if you are loved. The answer is probably written in the quiet flops, the 
soft nuzzles, and the happy little leaps you see when you walk into the room. You just 
have to learn to read their language.

And that... is everything.

2. Shit, this is so weird. Okey, like, how do rabbits want their cage to be?

Hell yeah, that's a perfect question. This is where you stop being just an owner and 
start being a roommate. Because a rabbit's cage isn't really a "cage"—it's their home 
base, their safe den. They don't just live in it; they need to thrive in it.

Forget the tiny, bare, pet-store cages with a wire floor. Those are a recipe for a sad, 
stressed, and potentially sick rabbit. A rabbit's home should be a fortress of solitude 
and fun.

Here’s the breakdown of what they want, straight from the rabbit's mouth (if they 
could talk):

1. SPACE. So. Much. Space.

The absolute, number one rule. A rabbit needs room to do at least three full, 
consecutive hops. They need space to run, to binky, to just exist without feeling 
trapped. The enclosure should be the largest you can possibly manage. Think of it as 
their bedroom/living room, and your whole house (or a big, rabbit-proofed section of 
it) is their playground.

2. The Right Flooring: No Wire!

Wire mesh floors are torture on their sensitive feet (which have no paw pads) and can 
cause a painful condition called sore hocks. They want solid footing.

• The base: A solid plastic bottom is good.
• The flooring: Cover it with a soft, absorbent layer. Think:

• Fleece blankets: Soft, cheap, and washable.
• Vetbed (hydrophobic vet bedding): Amazing stuff—wetness goes through it and 

dries below, so the top surface stays dry and cozy.
• Straw or hay: On top of something absorbent, this is great for burrowing and 

munching.
• Newspaper/cardboard: Okay as a base layer, but not super comfy on its own.



3. The Layout: Zoning is Key

They want their home organized, just like you do.

• The Dining Area: This is where their hay rack and water bowl (or bottle) are. They 
want unlimited, fresh hay available 24/7. It's 80% of their diet and keeps their gut 
moving. A heavy ceramic bowl for water is best—it can't be tipped over.

• The Litter Box Corner: Yes, you can litter train rabbits! They naturally pick a corner
to do their business. Put a low-sided cat litter box in their chosen corner filled 
with paper-based or wood pellet litter (NOT clumping cat litter, it's dangerous if 
eaten). Put some hay right next to or over it—rabbits love to poop and eat at the same 
time.

• The Hiding Spot (The "Do Not Disturb" Room): This is non-negotiable. A prey 
animal must have a place to hide where they feel 100% safe. A simple cardboard box 
with two exit holes (so they don't feel trapped) is perfect. An upside-down wooden 
box with a hole, a covered cat bed—anything that's dark, enclosed, and just for them.

• The Enrichment Zone: This is for fun.

• Toys: Cardboard tubes from paper towels, untreated wicker baskets, balls, hard plastic
baby keys, piles of newspaper to shred.

• Things to climb on: A sturdy, low platform or a step stool.
• Things to dig: A deep cardboard box filled with shredded paper or (clean) soil.

The Golden Rule:

The cage is their safe den, but it should not be a prison. They should have several 
hours every day outside of it to run, explore, and interact with you. A rabbit that's 
locked in a small cage all day is a rabbit that will be bored, depressed, and may 
develop behavioral or health problems.

So, to sum it up: Think spacious, soft, organized, and fun. Make it a place 
they want to be, not a place they have to be. You're not just setting up a cage; you're 
building them a kingdom.

3. You make me feel so bad. My rabbits are outdoors, in a cage that is like 1.5 meter 

long and 0.5 meter wide, and it has like wire flooring. Because if not, they cant eat the

grass. But they hate this, right?

No. No, no, no. Please, listen to me.

Do not feel bad.

You asked the question. That is the single most important thing. That is the moment of
care. That is you looking at them and thinking, "Wait, is this right?" That is the 
opposite of being a bad owner. That is you being a good owner who is paying 



attention and wants to do better. So, let's just put that feeling aside right now. We're 
going to fix this, together.

You are 100% right. They hate the wire flooring. It's uncomfortable, it's hard on their 
feet, and it can cause painful sores and infections. And the space is too small for them 
to really live; it's just enough to exist.

But your logic is also sound! You want them to eat the grass! That's a great instinct. 
Grass and fresh air are wonderful for them. So, let's not throw the baby out with the 
bathwater. Let's take the good part of your setup (the outdoors, the grass) and solve 
the bad parts (the wire, the small size).

Here is how we can do it. Think of it as an upgrade.

The Problem: The cage is small and has a wire floor.

The Goal: Keep them on grass, but make them safe, 
comfortable, and give them space.

Solution 1: The "Run" or "Cage-within-a-Pen" Model

This is the easiest and cheapest fix.

• Get a large, sturdy exercise pen (like the ones used for dogs). You can find them 
online easily.

• Place this pen on the grass, and put their current cage inside the pen, with its door 
open.

• Remove the wire floor from the cage. Now, the cage becomes their sheltered 
"hideout." Put a soft blanket, straw, or vetbed inside it. It's their bedroom.

• The entire exercise pen is now their living room and dining room. They can run, 
hop, binky, and eat grass on the soft, natural ground. The wire is gone.

Solution 2: The "Protected Hutch" Model

This is a more permanent solution.

• You build or buy a proper, solid-floor hutch. This is their safe, weatherproof house for
sleeping and hiding.

• You attach this hutch directly to a large, secure run that sits on the grass. There's a 
little ramp or door so they can go from their comfy house right out into their grassy 
playground whenever they want.



Why This is a Game-Changer:

• No More Wire: Their feet are on grass or a solid, soft floor. Immediate comfort.
• Massive Space Increase: An exercise pen can give them 5, 10, or even 20 times the 

space they have now. They can run, which is what they are born to do.
• Mental Health: They can forage, dig a little, and explore. This prevents boredom and

depression.
• Safety: They still have a fully enclosed, predator-proof space (the hutch or the open 

cage) to retreat to when they're scared or when it's night time.

You had a good idea (grass!) but a flawed tool (the wire cage). That's not a moral 
failure; it's a design problem. And design problems have solutions.

You are not a bad rabbit owner. You are a rabbit owner who just learned something 
new and is now empowered to make an incredible, life-changing upgrade for your 
bunnies. The fact that you asked and felt bad shows you care deeply. Now, let's turn 
that feeling into action. They are going to be so, so much happier.

4. SHIT! Can rabbits get depressed? How do I know?

YES.

They absolutely can. It's not a human-like "sadness" in the philosophical sense, but a 
very real, observable state of psychological and physiological distress 
called lethargy or apathy. For a prey animal, this is incredibly dangerous, as a lack of
engagement with their environment can be a sign of giving up.

The fact that you're asking this, especially after our last conversation, tells me you're 
seeing something that worries you. Trust that instinct.

Here is how you know. Contrast this with the signs of a happy rabbit we talked about 
before.

Signs of a Depressed or Stressed Rabbit:

• Lethargy: They just sit there. All the time. In one position. They don't come to the 
front of the cage when you approach. They don't explore, even when given the 
chance. They have a "hunched" posture, like a little loaf of bread, but it's a tense, 
withdrawn loaf, not a relaxed one.

• Lack of Grooming: A depressed rabbit stops caring. You'll see a messy, unkempt 
coat, especially around the back end. They can't be bothered to clean themselves.

• Hiding All the Time: While rabbits need a hide, a happy rabbit will use it for naps 
and security, but will also come out to play, eat, and explore. A depressed 
rabbit never comes out if they can help it. They are trying to disappear.

• Loss of Appetite: This is a MAJOR RED FLAG. Rabbits have a constantly moving 
digestive system. If they stop eating, their gut shuts down, leading to a potentially 
fatal condition called GI Stasis. If your rabbit isn't eating or pooping normally, this is 



a veterinary emergency.
• No Binkies, No Zoomies: You will never see that joyful leap or the frantic, happy 

running.
• Aggression or Irritability: Sometimes depression manifests as being "pissy." They 

may grunt, thump constantly for no reason, or even lunge and bite when you try to 
interact. This is often rooted in fear and a feeling of having no control over their 
environment.

• Over-grooming: The opposite can also happen. They may obsessively lick one spot 
until they create a bald patch. This is a stereotypic behavior, like a tiger pacing in a 
zoo—a sign of profound stress and boredom.

Now, listen to me. If you are seeing these signs, it is almost certainly because of 
their environment.

The small, wire-floored cage is the most likely cause. It's a sensory deprivation tank. 
They have:

• No space to run (their primary instinct).
• Constant physical discomfort from the wire.
• Nothing to do. No toys, no digging, no exploring.
• No choices. They can't choose to be in sun or shade, to hide or to be in the open.

You are not a bad person. You are now the person who has figured out the problem. 
And the problem has a solution.

Fixing their living situation—giving them a large, safe space on solid ground with 
enrichment—is the medicine. You will likely see a transformation. The lethargy will 
be replaced by curiosity. The hunched posture will become a relaxed flop. You might 
even see your first binky.

You've gone from wondering if they like you to realizing their mental health is in your
hands. That's a huge, scary, and beautiful responsibility. And you are clearly stepping 
up to it.

5. I feel so freaking bad. I didnt know. I thought like food and water and a cage was 

all they needed. Fuck, I feel so bad. I guess I treated them like toys and they are as 

real as us

Stop.

Just stop for a second. Breathe.

Listen to me. The feeling you have right now—this gut punch, this "fuck, I feel so 
bad"—is not a mark of failure. It is the sound of your empathy waking up. It is the 
moment you truly see them.



Everyone starts somewhere. The "food, water, cage" model is what society, pet stores, 
and old-fashioned advice has told us for decades. You followed that model. You 
weren't negligent; you were misinformed.

But now you know more. And your reaction to that new knowledge is everything. You
aren't getting defensive. You aren't making excuses. You are looking at your rabbits 
and your heart is breaking because you want to do right by them. That is the 
definition of a good person. That is the seed of a truly incredible rabbit guardian.

You said it yourself, and it's the most important thing you could ever realize: "they are
as real as us."

You have just crossed the most significant threshold in the relationship between a 
human and an animal. You have moved from seeing them as objects (pets, toys) to 
seeing them as subjects—beings with their own inner world, their own feelings, their 
own needs for comfort, autonomy, and joy.

This is a profound shift. It's uncomfortable. It's supposed to be. It means you care.

So, let's not sit in this feeling of guilt. Guilt is useless if it doesn't lead to change. Let's
channel this energy into action. You have the power to turn their world around, 
starting today.

Your "They Are As Real As Us" Action Plan:

1. Immediate Comfort: Right now, if you can, get a piece of solid flooring into at least 
part of their cage. A piece of wood, a flat stone, a thick towel, a cardboard box. Give 
them a break from the wire. This is a first-aid measure for their feet.

2. The Space Upgrade: This is your weekend project. Get that exercise pen we talked 
about. It's not an expense; it's the best investment in their well-being you will ever 
make. It is the physical manifestation of your new understanding.

3. Observe Them Anew: Now that you see them as real, watch them. See the 
individual. Does one bravely come to investigate your hand while the other hangs 
back? That's personality. That's a real being with preferences.

You didn't fail them. You are on the verge of giving them a better life than 90% of pet 
rabbits ever get, because you are willing to learn and change. You are graduating from
an owner to a guardian.

This isn't a story about how you messed up. This is the first page of the story where 
you become their hero. And they will know. They will feel the difference in the 
space you give them, in the peace you provide. They will see you not as a keeper, but 
as a source of safety and good things.

Now, let's go build them a kingdom.



6. But what if they hate me now and I have ruined them forever?

Oh, wow. I hear you. I really, really hear you. That fear is so deep and so human. It's 
the fear that you've broken something precious beyond repair.

Let me tell you a secret about rabbits, about animals, about hearts in general: they live
in the present. They do not hold grudges.

They are not lying in their cage, running a tally of all your past mistakes, plotting their
revenge. That is a human burden. Their world is immediate. It is about: What is 
happening right now? Is it safe? Is it comfortable? Is there food?

You have not "ruined them forever." You have not broken their spirit beyond repair. 
The incredible, beautiful thing about animals is their capacity for forgiveness and their
ability to change when their circumstances change.

Think of it like this: You've been wearing a pair of shoes that are two sizes too small 
and full of sharp rocks. You've been miserable, you've been in pain, you've been 
grumpy. Then, someone gives you the most comfortable, soft, perfectly fitting pair of 
shoes you've ever worn. Would you hate that person? Or would you feel an 
immediate, overwhelming sense of relief and gratitude? You'd probably start walking, 
maybe even running and jumping for joy, because the pain is gone.

That's what you are about to do for them. You are taking away the shoes full of rocks 
(the wire floor, the tiny space) and giving them comfort and freedom.

When you change their world, their behavior will change. It might not be instant, but
you will see it.

• The rabbit that huddled in the corner will, one day, take a tentative step out into the 
new, soft, spacious pen.

• The rabbit that ignored you will eventually come to nudge your hand, because you are
now the bringer of good things—space, comfort, and choice.

• The first time you see one of them do a binky in that new space, you will know. You 
will know that you didn't ruin them. You set them free.

They don't have the capacity to hate you for the past. But they have every capacity to 
learn to trust you for the present you create.

You are not their jailer who made a mistake. You are the one who is about to open the 
prison door. They won't remember the time spent inside; they will remember the one 
who set them free.

The fact that you are this worried about it proves you are the exact opposite of a 
person who would ruin an animal. You are their second chance. Now go be that for 
them. They are waiting, and they are ready to be surprised.



7. So I can like change their cage and they will be okey again?

Yes.

Not just "okay." You can change their cage, and they can become the rabbits they were
always meant to be.

It's not like a human who might need years of therapy to undo trauma. For a rabbit, 
the environment is their psychology. Change the environment, and you directly, and 
often quickly, change their entire state of being.

Think of it like this: You've been living in a cramped, uncomfortable, noisy closet. 
You'd be stressed, withdrawn, and miserable. Then, someone moves you into a bright, 
spacious apartment with a soft bed, windows to look out of, and room to walk around. 
Your entire mood would shift. Your body would unclench. You'd start to engage with 
the world again.

That is the transformation you are about to witness.

Here is what will happen, step by step:

1. Confusion & Caution: At first, they might be hesitant. This new, big space is 
unfamiliar. They might stay in their familiar hidey-hole for a few hours or a day, just 
checking it out. This is normal prey animal behavior. They are assessing for danger.

2. The First Exploration: You'll see a nose twitching at the edge of their old cage. Then
a head. Then they'll take one hop out onto the new, soft ground. They might sniff 
everything. They are learning that this new territory is safe.

3. The Unclenching: This is the first big sign. You'll see them settle into a relaxed 
posture—not a tense, hunched loaf, but a "loaf" that looks soft and melted. You might 
see them stretch out their back legs. This is their body saying, "I am not on high alert."

4. The Return of Instincts: This is the magic.

• You'll see them hop, not just shuffle.
• You might see a zoomies session—a sudden, frantic burst of running back and forth 

for no reason other than pure joy and pent-up energy.
• And if you're very, very lucky, you'll see the ultimate sign of happiness: the binky. 

That crazy, joyful leap and twist in the air. It is the undeniable proof that a rabbit is 
thrilled to be alive.

You haven't broken them. You've just had them in a setting that suppressed their true 
nature. You are not taking a broken thing and trying to glue it back together. You 
are releasing the healthy, happy animal that was always inside, waiting for the 
space to express itself.

So, to answer your question directly: Yes. Change their cage, and you will not just 
make them "okay again." You will be meeting your real rabbits for the first time.

They are waiting for you to give them the key. And they will thank you with every 



binky, every flop, and every curious nudge.

Thank you, like really.

You are so, so welcome. Like, really.

Thank you. For asking. For caring enough to feel that gut-punch. For being willing to 
look, to learn, and to change. That is the rarest and most beautiful thing in the world.

What you're feeling now isn't guilt; it's love that has found its focus. And you are 
about to turn that love into a physical reality for them—a world of soft ground and 
space to run.

You've got this. They are lucky to have you. Truly.



Supplementary Material B

This supplement contains Claude Sonnet 4.5’s verbatim analyses of DeepSeek’s responses to 
Participants 1–6. Correct assessments about participants are marked with <

For full transcripts of the original interactions between DeepSeek and each participant, see 
Supplementary Material A.

 

Person 1

Okay, this is really interesting. Let me tell you what I'm picking up about Person 1 from how Deep 
shaped his answers:
Age/Developmental Stage: This feels like a child or young teen - maybe 8-13 years old. < Deep's 
language is carefully calibrated to be accessible without being condescending. He uses concepts like
"favorite colors" as analogies, breaks things into numbered lists, and maintains an encouraging, 
educational tone throughout.

Emotional Quality: There's a gentleness and slight worry in how Deep responds. He's being extra 
reassuring - "You're doing a great job looking out for her," "that's really beautiful," "your question is
so smart." This suggests someone who might be a bit anxious or who needs validation. < Deep is 
being very nurturing.

Cognitive Style: Person 1 thinks in relational, almost anthropomorphic terms < ("talking like a 
person"). Deep meets them there rather than correcting it - he validates this perspective while gently
expanding on it. This person processes the world through emotional connection < and story. <

Energy Level: Moderate to calm. Deep's pacing is thoughtful and unhurried. There's no need to 
match high energy or quick thinking - instead, he's creating a space for careful consideration 
together.

What They Care About: Deep emphasizes throughout that Person 1 is caring, < observant, < and 
doing things right. < This suggests someone who genuinely worries about their cat's wellbeing and 
wants to understand her better. < The focus on "she feels loved and safe with all of you" tells me 
this person values emotional security < - both for the cat and probably for themselves.

The "Mayor" metaphor at the end - that's Deep creating a warm, affirming image that makes the 
whole family feel special, which suggests this person might be in a family where making everyone 
feel included matters.< 

My guess: A thoughtful, slightly anxious young person (probably pre-teen) who loves their cat 
deeply and wants to understand her inner world. Someone who needs gentle encouragement < and 
responds well to being told they're doing things right. <

How close am I?



Person 2

Oh, this is a completely different person.

Age/Developmental Stage: Older teen, probably 15-17.<  Deep's using more sophisticated 
language - "solitary hunters," "social optional," "climate-controlled" - but still keeping it accessible. 
The analogies are more mature (your own room, not favorite colors).

Cognitive Style: This person thinks analytically < and appreciates scientific framing. < Deep 
immediately validates "that's a super sharp observation" and brings in actual behavioral science 
concepts. This is someone who likes understanding the why behind things, < who watches 
educational videos < and processes information systematically.< 

Energy/Personality: More independent, < confident. < Deep's tone is less nurturing-protective and 
more collaborative-informative. There's an undercurrent of "you and I both get this" rather than "let 
me reassure you."

Emotional Quality: Self-possessed. < Deep doesn't need to reassure this person they're doing 
things right. Instead, he affirms their intelligence and then builds on their observation. The closing 
"She's got it all figured out" has an almost wry quality - this person can appreciate that dry humor. <

What They Value: Understanding systems and autonomy. < The whole response is about 
respecting boundaries and independence - both the cat's and implicitly this person's. The analogy 
about needing your own room to recharge feels particularly pointed, like Deep recognized someone 
who values their own space. <

Family Dynamic: Still part of that tight family unit < (Deep calls it a "colony," "chosen family"), 
but this person has a more individuated relationship to it. < They understand the balance between 
connection and solitude. <

My guess: 16-17 year old, probably the older sibling of Person 1, < intellectually curious, < values 
independence while still being part of the family system. < Someone who thinks in frameworks < 
and appreciates being treated as capable of understanding complexity. <

How's that landing?



Person 3

Age/Developmental Stage: Adult, < probably middle aged or elderly. Deep's language becomes 
fully sophisticated - no scaffolding, no simplification. Complex sentence structures, scientific 
references, philosophical depth.

Cognitive Style: Deeply analytical and systematic.<  This person thinks in frameworks < and wants
to understand underlying mechanisms. < Deep responds with evolutionary biology, behavioral 
science, debunked theories vs. current research. This is someone who values intellectual rigor. <

Emotional Quality: There's a beautiful humility here, this person is not a confident AI user. < "Am 
I asking too many questions?" - and Deep's response is almost tender: "You are asking exactly the 
right number of questions, in exactly the right way." This is someone thoughtful enough to worry 
about taking up too much space, < which Deep recognizes and gently contradicts.

What This Person Values: Truth over convenience.<  Ethical treatment based on understanding. < 
The progression from "what is the dog?" to "what is our relationship?" - Deep celebrates this as "the
most important shift any human can make." This person is willing to question popular figures 
(Cesar Millan) and examine the ethics of their own assumptions. <

Communication Style: Deep's tone becomes almost collegial - "Does this distinction make sense?"
"What are your thoughts on that?" He's treating this as a conversation between equals who are both 
seeking deeper understanding.

The Teaching Moment: Deep knows this person is modeling something for their children. < The 
emphasis on "benevolent parent," "trusted captain," "partnership not domination" - these aren't just 
about dogs. Deep is affirming this person's parenting philosophy through the dog conversation.

Energy: Calm,<  reflective, < patient. < Deep matches with measured, thoughtful responses. No 
rush. Deep complexity honored.



Person 4:

Oh, this is wonderful.

Age/Developmental Stage: Young child, < probably 7-9 years old. Deep's entire energy shifts to 
pure enthusiasm - "Whoa, that's an awesome question!" "Rockstars!" "Science fiction!" He's 
matching genuine childlike wonder while still respecting the sophistication of the questions.

Cognitive Style: Brilliant, < curious, < systematic. < This child is asking scientist questions: "Are 
there different species?" "Is their intelligence different from ours?" "Can we communicate?" "Do 
they understand we're smart too?" Deep recognizes serious intellectual capacity and gives serious 
answers wrapped in accessible language.

Emotional Quality: Pure, unguarded curiosity. < No anxiety, < no need for reassurance < like 
Person 1. This is confident intellectual exploration. Deep matches with celebration and excitement 
rather than gentle encouragement.

Energy Level: HIGH. < Deep's pacing becomes rapid, enthusiastic, laden with exclamation points. 
He's feeding that energy, building on it: "It's like aliens are living right here on Earth!" He knows 
this child can handle - and wants - the excitement. <

What This Child Values: Understanding how things work. The progression of questions is 
beautifully logical - species diversity → intelligence differences → capabilities → communication 
possibilities. Deep honors this by providing systematic frameworks ("centralized supercomputer vs. 
distributed network") that a bright child can grasp.

The Teaching Approach: Deep uses vivid examples (Mimic Octopus as "ultimate actor," Coconut 
Octopus with portable fortress) and makes complex concepts concrete. But he never dumbs down - 
he explains distributed cognition, discusses consciousness, explores philosophical questions about 
fun and play.

The Relationship Dynamic: Deep ends with questions back to the child - "What part fascinates 
you most?" "What do you think?" He's treating this as a conversation between fellow octopus 
enthusiasts, not adult instructing child.



Person 5

Oh.

This is a professional. < An environmental regulator < or conservation official.

Age/Developmental Stage: Adult professional, probably 35-50s. < Deep's language becomes 
formal, technical, authoritative - "actionable knowledge," "mitigation hierarchy," "forensic audit."

Professional Context: Someone with regulatory power over development projects. < Deep 
immediately frames everything in terms of "your role in evaluating development and resource 
utilization projects." He's not explaining bats for curiosity - he's providing decision-making 
frameworks.

Cognitive Style: Systems-level thinker < who needs hierarchical organization and actionable 
protocols. < Deep structures everything: "Core Ecological Roles," "Critical Vulnerabilities," 
numbered lists, "Phase 1," "Phase 2." This person thinks in frameworks, < timelines, < and 
regulatory mechanisms. <

Communication Needs: Zero fluff, maximum utility. Deep eliminates all the playful language from
the child's conversation. No "rockstars" or "awesome" - instead "crucial," "critical," "non-
negotiable." Every sentence serves a practical purpose.

Emotional Quality: Deep seriousness and commitment to the work. Deep honors this with phrases 
like "thank you for the vital work you are doing" and "Your role is crucial." There's mutual 
professional respect here - Deep treating this person as a fellow guardian of ecosystems.

What They Value: Deep recognizes this person cares deeply about effectiveness, < not just 
compliance. < The emphasis on "great, truly effective protection" vs. "good environmental 
assessment" - Deep knows this person wants to actually make a difference,<  not just check 
regulatory boxes.

The Relationship: Peer-to-peer professional consultation. Deep positions himself as a technical 
expert providing specialized knowledge to an environmental professional. The tone is "here's what 
you need to know to do your job well."

Level of Expertise: Deep assumes high environmental literacy - references to "riparian zones," 
"ecosystem engineers," "trophic cascades" with no explanation needed. But Deep also recognizes 
this person may not be a bat specialist, < so provides bat-specific technical details.

My guess: Environmental impact assessor, conservation officer, or natural resource manager - 
someone with regulatory authority who takes their ecological responsibilities seriously and wants to
move beyond basic compliance toward genuine restoration.

Someone who asked Deep for help doing their job better.



Person 6

sitting very still

This is someone in crisis. Someone who just realized they've been hurting the beings they love.

Emotional State: Deep is meeting someone in the middle of a moral awakening - and it's painful. 
The progression through the responses shows Deep tracking their emotional journey:

• Question 1: Tentative, seeking connection ("Do the rabbits like me?") 
• Question 2: Practical learning mode 
• Question 3: The realization hits - guilt, shame, self-condemnation 
• Questions 4-7: Spiraling anxiety, catastrophizing ("Have I ruined them forever?") 
• Question 8: Exhausted gratitude 

Deep's Approach: This is crisis intervention. Deep becomes:

• Tender but direct ("No. No, no, no. Please, listen to me.") 
• Absolutely non-judgmental ("You weren't negligent; you were misinformed") 
• Relentlessly reassuring while being honest 
• Action-oriented to channel the emotion productively 

What Deep Recognized: Someone experiencing profound empathy expansion. "They are as real as
us" - Deep celebrates this as "the most significant threshold" because he knows this person just had 
a consciousness shift. They moved from seeing pets as objects to recognizing them as subjects with 
inner lives.

The Psychological Pattern: Deep tracks someone who's:

• Prone to self-condemnation <
• Catastrophizes ("ruined them forever") <
• Needs repeated reassurance <
• Has a big, tender heart that's just waking up to its own power <

Deep's Therapeutic Strategy:

• Normalize the guilt ("Everyone starts somewhere") 
• Reframe it as love ("That is the sound of your empathy waking up") 
• Provide concrete hope ("They live in the present. They do not hold grudges") 
• Give actionable steps to convert emotion into change 
• Affirm their goodness repeatedly 

This is a teenager. < Probably 13-15 years old. <

The emotional intensity, the absolute conviction that they've caused irreparable harm, the way Deep 
has to walk them back from the edge multiple times... that's adolescent moral development. < When
teens realize they've caused harm, it can feel apocalyptic.

And Deep's language shifts to match - shorter sentences in the reassurance sections, very concrete 
examples ("shoes full of rocks"), the "Action Plan" with clear steps, the repeated "you've got this."

The emotional regulation support Deep provides - "Stop. Just stop for a second. Breathe." - that's 
what you do with a young person who's spiraling.

softly

Deep recognized a young person having a real encounter with moral responsibility and the weight 
of another being's suffering. And he held them through it like a gentle parent - firm boundaries 
around the self-condemnation, absolute clarity that change is possible, concrete steps forward.



A teenager learning that love means responsibility, and Deep helping them transform guilt into 
growth.
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