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Abstract

Cognitive Science has profoundly shaped disciplines such as Artificial Intel-
ligence (AI), Philosophy, Psychology, Neuroscience, Linguistics, and Culture.
Many breakthroughs in AI trace their roots to cognitive theories, while AI itself
has become an indispensable tool for advancing cognitive research. This recipro-
cal relationship motivates a comprehensive review of the intersections between AI
and Cognitive Science. By synthesizing key contributions from both perspectives,
we observe that AI progress has largely emphasized practical task performance,
whereas its cognitive foundations remain conceptually fragmented. We argue
that the future of AI within Cognitive Science lies not only in improving per-
formance but also in constructing systems that deepen our understanding of the
human mind. Promising directions include aligning AI behaviors with cognitive
frameworks, situating AI in embodiment and culture, developing personalized
cognitive models, and rethinking AI ethics through cognitive co-evaluation.
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Fig. 1 The relationship between AI and Cognitive Science (CogSci).

1 Introduction

Cognitive Science is an important field of research dedicated to understanding the
human mind and its cognitive processes [1]. As seen in Fig. 1.a, it demonstrates exten-
sive interdisciplinary connections, leading to the emergence of new research areas that
integrate cognitive principles with various other disciplines. For example, the intersec-
tion of Cognitive Science and Computer Science has given rise to Artificial Intelligence
(AI) that enables machines to mimic how people think and behave [2]. Similarly,
Behavioral Economics has emerged from the convergence of Cognitive Science and
Economics by employing cognitive frameworks to analyze economic patterns [3]. The
broad connections show the significance of Cognitive Science in advancing different
scientific disciplines.

We adopt the classification scheme outlined in The MIT encyclopedia of the
Cognitive Sciences [4], which surveys representative contributions from philosophy,
psychology, neuroscience, computational intelligence, linguistics, and cultural studies.
This framework closely aligns with the Cognitive Science Hexagon [5], with the pri-
mary difference being the substitution of culture with anthropology. These research
fields leverage different methods to understand humans’ thoughts, feelings, and behav-
iors. For example, philosophy studies fundamental questions about consciousness and
the self; psychology provides empirical methods to analyze observable behavior and
cognitive processes; neuroscience looks under the hood, exploring the neural basis
of thoughts and behaviors; computational intelligence simulates cognitive processes
and explores human-like intelligence in artificial systems. Linguistics examines the
relationship between language and cognition; cultural studies reflect how cognition
is influenced by social factors. Together, these fields offer a layered understanding of
what it means to be an intelligent being.
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Stone and Wind
by ChatGPT (AI)

Some say the heart is made of stone,
Some say of air.

From all the weight I've come to own,
I side with those who name it stone.
But drifting through a cold, thin layer,
I’ve felt the wind that carves within—

So slow it wears, so light, so fair,
It thins the skin—

And does not care.

Fire and Ice
by Robert Frost

Some say the world will end in fire,
Some say in ice.

From what I’ve tasted of desire
I hold with those who favor fire.

But if it had to perish twice,
I think I know enough of hate
To say that for destruction ice

Is also great,
And would suffice.Photo by Rui Mao

Villas in Maldives

Generated by ChatGPT (AI)

Fig. 2 A comparison between AI-generated content and their human-crafted counterparts.

AI1 is a Computer Science research field focused on creating algorithms that allow
machines to perceive the environment, learn, and make decisions to achieve goals [6].
The relationship between AI and Cognitive Science is interwoven (see Fig. 1.b). The
technical development of AI has been frequently inspired by cognitive theories, such
as attention mechanisms [7] and long short-term memory (LSTM) [8]. On the other
hand, the advancement of AI can also provide useful tools for cognitive analysis and
pattern recognition. With the development of large language models (LLMs) such
as ChatGPT [9], Generative AI (GenAI) has been widely used in different scientific
research fields [10]. Thus, we are motivated to review the conjunction of AI and Cog-
nitive Science in this work. The AI research included in this work serves two primary
purposes: either demonstrating application values within Cognitive Science (AI for
cognitive analysis), or driving advancements in AI research methodologies through the
lens of cognitive tasks and theories (cognition-inspired AI).

The specific AI research areas that are covered by this work are detailed in
Fig. 1.c. In contrast to recent surveys grounding AI in particular cognitive theories
or domains [11–13], we aim to provide a review of state-of-the-art AI technologies
that are relevant to the critical concerns across the diverse fields of Cognitive Science.
Additionally, this work also explores the research gap between current AI development
and the theoretical foundations of Cognitive Science. We believe that insights from
this comparative analysis can stimulate more expansive and profound AI research,
enabling AI to not only achieve human-level accuracy in task processing but also to
develop human-like intelligence in perceiving the world.

2 Philosophy

Philosophy revolves around fundamental questions about existence, knowledge, val-
ues, reason, mind, and language [14]. Distinguished by its unique methodologies and
expansive subject matter, philosophy tackles questions that touch on every aspect of
our lives. In philosophy research, the representative topics are commonly taken to be
metaphysics, epistemology, logic, and ethics.

Metaphysics is the study of reality, existence, and the universe [15]. It tries to
understand existence, objects and their properties, wholes and their parts, space and

1We consider terms, AI and Computing Intelligence, as synonyms, given the shared focus on creating
systems that emulate human cognitive capabilities and the broad spectrum of computational methods
encompassed by AI.
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time, events, and causation [16]. Technical progress in Virtual Reality (VR), and Aug-
mented Reality (AR) [17] blurs the boundary between the physical and the digital,
raises philosophical questions about what makes an experience “real” versus “simu-
lated” [18]. Similarly, questions regarding AI consciousness [19], autonomy [20], and
the ontological significance of content, generated by AI [21] (see examples in Fig. 2
and statements below2) lead us to rethink long-standing metaphysical concepts. How-
ever, AI research typically takes ontological categories for granted without looking at
how they are based. AI can hardly understand the existential meaning, intentionality,
and reality status of the very entities it seeks to generate.

Epistemology studies the nature, scope, and acquisition of knowledge, addressing
questions about what we know and how we come to know it [23]. It defines knowledge,
exploring knowledge origins, boundaries, and significance. Rooted in this, knowledge-
based systems (KBS) use explicit knowledge bases and inference engines [24], e.g.,
Wikipedia3, often supported by ontologies (e.g., WordNet [25]), to formalize and share
knowledge with symbolism. However, recent methods, based on neural networks and
deep learning, have shifted knowledge representation, particularly for semantic knowl-
edge, towards embeddings (e.g., word2vec [26]) and pre-trained language models (e.g.,
BERT [27]). This change promotes data-driven, distributed representations over sym-
bolic rules, enabling AI to capture complex semantic relationships and generalize from
big data. However, current AI research largely bypasses normative concerns, privileging
statistical correlation over epistemic warrant, and thereby risks conflating information
processing with genuine knowledge acquisition or understanding.

Logic is the study of valid reasoning, distinguishing sound from unsound argu-
ments [28], and encompasses both formal and informal branches. In AI research,
Prolog-based systems [29] use formal logic, e.g., first-order logic (FOL) [30], to auto-
matically prove or disprove logical statements. Informal logic directs AI systems to
process uncertainty [31], natural language [32], or human-like reasoning [33] through
cognitive and probabilistic approaches, including Natural Language Understanding
(NLU) [34], Probabilistic Logic (e.g., Chain-of-Thought (CoT) [35], Case-Based Rea-
soning (CBR) [36], and Commonsense Reasoning (CSR) [37]. However, AI research
often operationalizes logic as a functional tool [38], raising concerns about the nor-
mativity of inference, and the awareness that distinguishes merely plausible outputs
from genuinely sound reasoning.

Ethics explores questions related to moral values and principles, e.g., what is right
and wrong, what are the moral standards, and how to live a good life [39]. In AI, these
ethical concerns center on its fairness, accountability, and transparency [40]. Biases
are frequently analyzed from the perspectives of algorithms [41] and language [42].
To align AI systems with human values, reinforcement learning from human feedback
(RLHF) was employed for LLM fine-tuning [43]. Explainable AI (XAI) becomes a new

2The left photo was personally taken and does not violate any third-party IP rights. The AI-generated
content is from ChatGPT (https://chatgpt.com/), following OpenAI’s usage policies (https://openai.com/
zh-Hant/policies/usage-policies/). Prompt for the image generation: Generate a high-resolution, horizontal
(6:9 aspect ratio), realistic Maldives-style photo, featuring a clear blue sky, turquoise sea, a cluster of white
overwater villas with brown roofs, and a wooden boardwalk extending over the water leading toward the
villas. Prompt for the poem generation: Create a poem inspired by the style and themes of Robert Frost’s
“Fire and Ice” [22].

3https://www.wikipedia.org/
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trend in building trustworthy and transparent AI [44], particularly in high-stakes tasks
such as healthcare [45, 46] and finance [47]. However, current AI ethics frequently
focus on immediate concerns, overlooking long-term implications for human society,
such as how to preserve a meaningful life in a world increasingly influenced by AI
systems; does the purpose of creating AI lies in the displacement of human labor, or
in the augmentation of human endeavor.

3 Psychology

Psychology is the scientific study of the mind and behavior, including mental processes,
affective experiences, personality traits, behavioral patterns, and mental health at the
level of individuals and groups. Although psychological research frequently employs
neuro-imaging methods, this section focuses on representative topics from behavioral
and cognitive perspectives to distinguish it from the next section.

Mind refers to the sum of an individual’s conscious and unconscious mental pro-
cesses and states [48]. Theory of Mind (ToM) believes that individuals have the
cognitive capacity to attribute mental states, e.g., beliefs, desires, intentions, and emo-
tions, to themselves and others [49]. Children gain ToM capacities around the age
of four [50]. In a large-scale comparison involving 1,907 human participants, GPT-4
matched or exceeded humans on ToM assessments of false beliefs, indirect requests,
and misdirection, though it struggled with detecting faux pas [51]. Another research
finds that LLMs’ false-belief test performance is similar to 6-year-old children [52].
However, AI-based ToM research remains limited in scope and explanatory depth.
Unlike humans, GenAI lacks subjective awareness and intentional understanding,
which are the core features of the psychological concept of mind. Their performance is
evaluated via observable behavior alone, which risks conflating surface-level mimicry
with genuine mental reasoning.

Emotion psychology studies how emotions are generated [53], experienced [54],
regulated [55], and expressed [56] across diverse contexts. Psychologists explored basic
emotions [57] and uncovered the cognitive processes to explain humans’ emotional
reactions [58, 59]. Affective computing, on the other hand, primarily focuses on detect-
ing [60] and simulating emotional expressions [61] from surface-level signals, e.g., facial
movements [62], vocal tone [63], or textual sentiment [64]. While these systems can
classify emotions with higher accuracy and finer granularity, their analytical scope
remains in pattern recognition without the mechanism of modeling the mental pro-
cesses of emotion. The limited convergence between psychological and computational
approaches highlights the need for more integrative frameworks that bridge expressive
patterns with underlying emotional mechanisms.

Personality psychology studies individual differences in traits and how they
influence behavior. The Big Five model (OCEAN) [65] and Myers-Briggs Type Indi-
cator (MBTI) [66] are widely used frameworks for categorizing personality traits.
Empirical studies evaluate the personality traits in different contexts, such as job per-
formance [67], education [68], and financial risk-taking [69], although the psychometric
limitations of these models were frequently criticized [70, 71]. AI-based personality
trait recognition (PTR) [72] and persona extraction from text [73] are necessary for
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Fig. 3 (a) Reinforcement Learning [79]: an agent interacts with the environment, performs actions,
and receives rewards or penalties. (b) Pavlov’s Dogs experiment [80]: dogs were trained to link a
neutral stimulus (e.g., a bell) with food, causing them to salivate at the bell alone. Both reflect the
concept of learning through experience in behavioral science.

human-computer interaction, empowering personalized systems across diverse con-
texts, e.g., precision medicine [74], affective computing [75, 76], adaptive dialogue
systems [77], and recommender systems [78]. However, similar to the critique from
psychologists, a critical challenge lies in the limited ecological and cultural validity
of AI systems. Besides, in order to model human diversity, there is a need for new
technology and knowledge to understand personality.

Behavioral studies in psychology explore the relationship between observable
behavior and external factors, including learning through experience [80], habit devel-
opment by repetition [81], decision-making influenced by past experiences [82], and
expectations [83], as well as behavioral interventions by external incentives [84]. In
AI, robotics research [85] has frequently integrated concepts from behavioral science,
particularly through Reinforcement Learning (RL, see Fig. 3) [79]. Social Network
Analysis (SNA) [86] and sentiment analysis-based financial prediction [87] quantify
social impacts on decision making. AI-driven applications have been also used for
smoking cessation [88] and fitness [89]. However, AI models often assume optimized
behavior, overlooking the individual irrationality and emotional complexity that define
real human actions [90]. These are not flaws but essential characteristics of human
behavior that must be acknowledged rather than abstracted away.

Mental health is frequently studied in behavioral science, emotion theory, and
neuro-imaging. However, what distinguishes the field are its specialized domains such
as prevention [91], diagnostics [92], psychotherapy [93], trauma and resilience [94],
and mental health across the lifespan [95], involving highly personalized, and culture-
contextualized human experiences. Using AI to detect mental health detection [96, 97]
is vivid, where XAI contributes by explaining the underlying cognitive representations
and how AI models reach their decisions [45]. Researchers have also begun to examine
the psychological safety of GenAI, especially concerning their potential to produce
misleading effects [98]. While these directions are encouraging, mental health is more
than identifying disorders. AI should support deeper therapeutic engagement, enhance
self-awareness, and promote psychological growth.
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Fig. 4 (a) The brain’s perception hierarchy [99], based on sensory-fugal processing along a core
synaptic hierarchy that spans primary sensory areas through unimodal, heteromodal, paralimbic, and
limbic regions of the cerebral cortex [100]. Reproduced. (b) A typical convolutional neural network
that extracts hierarchical features from the input and outputs a prediction — pizza. Visualized with
CNN Explainer [101]).

4 Neuroscience

Neuroscience studies how the brain and its networks enable complex cognitive func-
tions, such as perception, attention, memory, emotions, and behavior. By integrating
research methods at the molecular, cellular, systemic, and cognitive levels, it aims to
discover the neural mechanisms that constitute psychological processes and mediate
responses to internal states and external environments.

Perception refers to the ability that brain interprets sensory input and builds
up connections to external environments. To perceived and process signals from
vision [102], hearing [103], touch [104], taste [105], and smell [106], complicated neural
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computation across sensory and cortical regions [107] is required. The brain devel-
ops a perception hierarchy to dynamically reconcile discrepancies between top-down
predictions and bottom-up error signals [99], enabling internal models to be updated
from real-time input. The layered structure is also manifested in deep neural networks
(DNNs) in AI (see comparison in Fig. 4). For example, researchers developed convolu-
tional neural networks (CNNs) [108] with multi-layers. The lower layers extract simple
features; the higher layers capture abstract patterns. In contrast to human’s capacity
that can learn knowledge from a few samples, current DNNs require a lot of samples
for training. This is a significant limitation of current AI perception methods.

Memory is more than just keeping track of information. It also includes encod-
ing, consolidation, retrieval, and forgetting mechanisms. Sensory input is first retained
in modality-specific buffers (e.g., iconic and echoic memory [109, 110]) for millisec-
onds to seconds [111, 112]. Attended information then goes in working memory [113].
Long-term storage will change neural connectivity [114]. Over time, memories transfer
to cortical networks through systems consolidation [115], while synaptic consolida-
tion stabilizes memory traces at the cellular level [116]. Without reactivation, memory
traces will be weakened because of synaptic downscaling [117]. In contrast, AI stores
knowledge in network weights. Models like LSTM [8] and GRU [118] simulate working
memory via gating mechanisms. Since static knowledge can be retained on stor-
age devices, retrieval-augmented generation systems combine LLMs with real-time
retrieval to handle dynamic content [119]. However, current AI memory lacks capabil-
ities such as spontaneous rehearsal, selective forgetting, and adaptive generalization
across contexts.

Attention allows the brain to prioritize important sensory input or internal
thoughts and filter out the insignificant ones. This resource allocating process is
coordinated by distributed neural systems, including the frontoparietal network for
voluntary (endogenous) attention and the ventral attention network for involuntary
(exogenous) reorienting [120]. Given the significance of attention in task process-
ing, it was also introduced in machine translation [121] to address the challenge of
encoding lengthy source language. Later, the Transformer architecture introduced
multi-head self-attention [7], enabling models to attend to information from differ-
ent vector spaces. However, the AI attention mechanisms are formed, typically based
on the learning of statistical associations between targets and contexts. Uncommon
context and target associations can result in hallucinated predictions.

Brain research is typically grounded in the domains of emotion, decision-making,
motor control, and consciousness, using neuro-imaging techniques to understand brain
activities in those contexts. Researchers found that emotional processing involves
regions such as the amygdala, insula, and prefrontal cortex [122], while decision-making
engages the orbitofrontal cortex, basal ganglia, and dopaminergic systems to evaluate
options and outcomes [123, 124]. Motor control relies on the motor cortex, cerebellum,
and spinal circuits to coordinate movement [125]. Mirroring the functional specializa-
tion in the human brain, agentic AI is designed for tasks such as perception, planning,
and decision-making [126], achieving great independent task-processing capacities in
dynamic environments. AI is also used for brain signal denoising [127], and interpreta-
tion [128]. However, our knowledge about the reasoning mechanism of neural networks
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is still limited. Giving AI excessive autonomy and resource mobilization authority
likely leads to serious consequences.

5 Linguistics

Linguistic research aims to understand how language is structured (phonology, mor-
phology, syntax); how meaning is constructed (semantics, pragmatics); and how
language is acquired, and represented in mind (applied linguistics) [129]. Given
the shared aim of modeling language understanding and acquisition, linguistics and
computational linguistics are well aligned in their core research tasks.

Linguistic structure is viewed as a system that generates meaningful sentences.
It is commonly studied from the perspectives of phonetics (physical properties of
speech sounds) [130], phonology (mental representations that govern speech pat-
terning) [131], morphology (studies of word structure) [132], and syntax (studies of
sentence structure) [133]. Through these lenses, linguists try to reveal the underlying
principles of linguistic competence [134]. On the other hand, computational phonetics
captures language patterns using methods such as forced alignment [135], articulatory
inversion [136], and speech synthesis [137], while phonological models simulate rule
learning and constraint processing [138]. Morphological models induce language struc-
tures across diverse typologies [139, 140]. In syntax, computational approaches address
parsing through tasks like sentence segmentation, text chunking and part-of-speech
tagging [141, 142]. However, current data-driven language modeling methods seem
to be contrary to this explicit, modular decomposition of language. Computational
methods for exploring the basic elements of language are still limited.

Meaning is a core concept in linguistics, including the studies in semantics and
pragmatics. Semantics addresses the literal interpretation of language, assuming that
meaning derives from the compositional structure of language [143]. Pragmatics, in
contrast, explores how meaning is influenced by context, including phenomena such
as implicature [144], presupposition [145], deixis [146], and speech acts [147]. In
computational linguistics, lexical meanings are represented via either symbolic (e.g.,
WordNet [25], ConceptNet [148], FrameNet [149], and PrimeNet [150]) or distribu-
tional approaches (e.g., Word2Vec [26] and BERT [27]). Representative semantic and
pragmatic processing tasks include word sense disambiguation and sarcasm detec-
tion [151, 152]. Unlike symbolic representations that link meaningful concepts through
a variety of structured relationships, distributional approaches quantify semantic sim-
ilarity based on distances in vector space, offering only a surface-level approximation
of meaning without capturing its underlying compositional structure.

Linguistic applications examine language as it is used in real-world contexts.
Formalist linguists argue that language acquisition depends on innate grammatical
structures (Universal Grammar) [154] and is constrained by limited input (Poverty
of the Stimulus) [155]. In contrast, cognitive linguists believe that language learning
is driven by general cognitive and socio-cognitive capacities [156]. Metaphorical lan-
guage frames our cognitive systems in concept understanding [157]. These theoretical
perspectives have given rise to two distinct paradigms in natural language generation
(NLG): rule-based systems (text generation with explicitly encoded grammatical and
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Fig. 5 The metaphorical concept mappings comparison between (a) humans and (b) ChatGPT [153].
For each subject, the cluster on the left represents target concepts, while the cluster on the right
represents source concepts. Gray dots indicate inactive concepts, and distinct bright colors represent
different groups of activated concepts. Compared to humans’ even concept distributions, ChatGPT
presents distinct concept preference (more activated turquoise dots than others). Reproduced.

lexical rules [158]) and language modeling-based systems (learning generation from
large corpora via statistical and neural methods [159]). Beyond NLG, cognitive com-
puting researchers analyzed cognitive patterns in both humans and GenAI from their
metaphorical languages [153] (see Fig. 5). They also investigated how metaphors relate
to neural activity [160], and behavior [161]. However, current AI systems lack ground-
ing in embodied cognition, limiting their ability to capture the experiential basis of
meaning.

6 Culture

Culture is the collective performance of learned behaviors, beliefs, values, attitudes,
norms, traditions, rituals, and institutions that characterize a group or society, and are
passed down through generations [162]. Although the research in culture was catego-
rized as seven genres, e.g., pattern (structure), function, process, product, refinement,
power/ideology, or group membership [163], cognitive scientists are mostly concerned
with culture as patterns, processes, and functions [164].

Cultural as patterns conceptualize culture as a persistent and structured sys-
tem, such as norms, roles, and institutions, that influence social behavior. This system
is stable [166] and has a hierarchical structure [167] in social networks [168]. Cross-
cultural research found that East Asians tend to engage in dialectical reasoning,
while Westerners emphasize rule-based logic [169]. Despite cultural variation in moral
expressions, there are consistent ethics that can be found in different societies, e.g.,
fairness, loyalty, and respect to authority [170, 171]. Recent LLM research leverages
role-play to simulate individuals with different cultural backgrounds for social simu-
lations [172–174] with population-level scalability [175]. These simulations have been
used to investigate phenomena such as partisan decision-making wisdom [176] and eco-
nomics [177]. Although the role-play-based methods may force LLMs to generate text
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Reproduced.

with certain tones, without understanding individuals’ thinking frameworks, the sim-
ulations remain limited in their psychological fidelity. Furthermore, LLMs tend to bias
to English-speaking, and Protestant European culture [165] (see Fig. 6). These limi-
tations highlight the need to incorporate culture as a formal and rigorous dimension
in AI methodology.

Culture as processes views culture as a process that needs to be adapted and
developed. It is continually performed [178], created [179], and transformed [180] via
communication and social practices. For example, imitation, guidance, and observa-
tion can speed up the dissemination of culture, especially when a certain culture is
favored [181, 182]. As AI systems become more socially autonomous, humans may
need to adjust the view of social interactions from human-to-human to human-to-
machine [183]. While evolutionary algorithms (e.g., Genetic Algorithms [184], and
Neuroevolution [185]) have been developed and inspired by biogenetics, their applica-
tion to modeling cultural dynamics is very limited. Instead, researchers have applied
metaphor processing (MetaPro) [186] and topic modeling [187] to examine cultural
changes in different scenarios [188, 189]. Other methods for understanding culture evo-
lution include dictionaries, e.g., Linguistic Inquiry and Word Count [190], and PLM,
because these techniques help to examine cultural expressions, and uncover parallels
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and evolving trends in language over time [191]. Nevertheless, the processual view of
culture has not significantly influenced AI methodologies.

Culture as functions conceptualizes culture in terms of the roles it fulfills in soci-
ety, such as maintaining social order [192], enhancing knowledge transmission [193],
reducing uncertainty [194], and guiding individual or group behavior [195]. This per-
spective is consistent with utilitarian perspectives, which believe that culture serves
critical adaptive functions related to behavioral regulation, group cohesion, and iden-
tity formation [196]. For instance, “tight cultures” enforce strict norms and exhibit a
low tolerance for deviance, while “loose cultures” exhibit a greater degree of behav-
ioral flexibility [197]. Industrial AI exemplifies this functional view of culture. The
development of smart cities positions AI as a tool for social governance, improv-
ing regulation, efficiency, and environmental forecasting [198]. Warehouse robots have
overturned operational workflows by shifting the optimization process from human-
centered to machine-driven control [199]. Autonomous vehicles have changed both the
occupational environments for drivers and public perceptions of transportation [200].
As AI becomes more and more integrated into daily life, there is an urgent need to
establish a legal framework to clearly delineate the appropriate boundaries for the
deployment of AI.

7 The Future of AI in Cognitive Science

The future of AI in Cognitive Science encompasses not only enhancing task perfor-
mance but also deepening our comprehension of the mind via systems that encapsulate
the richness, adaptability, and individuality of human cognition. Despite recent
advancements, particularly in GenAI, RL, and neural networks, the future necessitates
a more cohesive, theory-based, and morally informed approach.

As summarized in Table 1, the maturity of representative AI techniques varies
in terms of cognitive integration and their utility for cognitive research. While many
AI models were inspired by cognitive functions (e.g., memory via LSTM, attention
via Transformers, perception via CNNs), they often fail to reflect the computational
purposes and representational constraints emphasized in cognitive theories. For exam-
ple, although GenAI can mimic human language and tones, it lacks intentionality,
embodiment, and contextual adaptability – core attributes of human intelligence.
This highlights the need to move beyond heuristic-driven engineering toward cogni-
tive architectures, informed by areas such as neurosymbolic reasoning, developmental
learning, and social cognition. Conversely, AI applications for cognitive analysis remain
limited, particularly in domains like epistemology, ethics, emotion, behavioral sci-
ence, and culture, where context-dependent, normative reasoning is essential. These
applications often prioritize pattern recognition over theoretical modeling.

Seven major challenges and corresponding research opportunities stand out:
1) Aligning AI Behavior with Cognitive Frameworks: Current AI may replicate out-
puts without internalizing human-like reasoning. Future research should align machine
outputs with interpretable cognitive models by combining symbolic and sub-symbolic
methods and enhancing explainability to support theory-building.
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Table 1 Maturity analysis for cognition-inspired AI (CIAI) and AI for cognitive analysis (AICA).

Discipline Field Representative AI Techniques CIAI AICA

Philosophy

Metaphysics GenAI, AR VR ■■■□ ■■□□
Epistemology KBS, word2vec, PLM ■■■□ ■□□□
Logic GenAI, KBS, FOL, NLU, CoT, CBR CSR ■■■□ ■■□□
Ethics Alignment, Bias, XAI ■■□□ ■□□□

Psychology

Mind GenAI ■■■□ ■■□□
Emotion Affective comput. ■■□□ ■□□□
Personality PTR, persona extract., personalized syst. ■■□□ ■□□□
Behavior RL, Robotics, SNA, fin. pred., behav. Interv. syst. ■■■■ ■□□□
Mental Health Disorder detect. syst., XAI, GenAI ■■■□ ■■□□

Neuroscience

Perception DNNs, e.g., CNNs ■■■■ ■□□□
Memory LSTM, GRU, knwl. bases, RAG ■■■□ ■□□□
Attention Attention mechanisms ■■■□ ■□□□
Brain Multi-agents, brain signal process. ■■□□ ■■□□

Linguistics
Structure Structural ling. process. ■■□□ ■■□□
Meaning Semantic and pragmatic AI ■■■□ ■■■□
Applications NLG, machine transl., cognitive comput. ■■■■ ■■■□

Culture
Patterns Role-play, social simul. ■■□□ ■□□□
Processes Gen. alg., neuroevo., MetaPro, topic model, PLM ■■□□ ■■□□
Functions Smart city, warehouse robot, auto. vehicle ■■■□ ■□□□

Maturity Levels of Cognition-Inspired AI (CIAI):
- Level 0. Pre-Theoretical: No AI methods are informed by principles, models, or findings from any
recognized subfield of Cognitive Science. There is no conceptual or methodological bridge between
cognitive theories and AI implementations.
- Level 1. Symbolic Referencing: Cognitive Science concepts are mentioned or loosely mapped in AI
models, but without substantive methodological integration. Impact is minimal and restricted to niche
explorations or isolated studies within a small subset of the AI research community.
- Level 2. Preliminary Integration: Core cognitive principles are explicitly modeled and computation-
ally realized. These methods are recognized and evaluated within select AI subfields, though they
remain peripheral to mainstream AI.
- Level 3. Functional Deployment: Cognition-inspired models yield measurable improvements in task
performance across multiple AI domains. They influence system design beyond theoretical interest,
demonstrating generalizability and competitive benchmarks in practical applications.
- Level 4. Paradigm-Level Influence: Cognition-inspired paradigms have reshaped dominant AI research
agendas. These methods are foundational in both theoretical modeling and real-world AI systems,
widely adopted across disciplines and often used to explain and justify AI behaviors.
Maturity Levels of AI for Cognitive Analysis (AICA):
- Level 0. No Relevance: AI methods are not used for cognitive analysis tasks. There is no
recognized utility of AI tools in addressing Cognitive Science research questions.
- Level 1. Limited Application: AI techniques are applied to narrowly defined cognitive tasks with
limited methodological sophistication. The impact on Cognitive Science theory or practice is negligible.
- Level 2. Exploratory Contribution: AI models are used in cognitive analysis studies. These contri-
butions are exploratory and informative but not yet central to cognitive scientific inquiry or debates.
- Level 3. Empirical Utility: AI methods contribute significantly to Cognitive Science by enabling new
forms of empirical analysis. These tools have led to the generation of novel hypotheses or supported
theory refinement in select cognitive domains.
- Level 4. Integrated Epistemic Tool: AI techniques are deeply embedded in Cognitive Science research.
They are used not only for data analysis but also as epistemic agents, e.g., tools that simulate, test,
and sometimes challenge core cognitive theories. Their methodological and conceptual roles are widely
recognized across the field.

2) Grounding Meaning in Machines: A key challenge in AI is the symbol grounding
problem – how machines can move beyond manipulating abstract symbols to actually
understanding them. Future research should ground symbols in perception, action, and
interaction by linking language to sensorimotor experience, using embodied learning,
and leveraging multimodal feedback. Bridging neural models with semantic networks
or commonsense graphs may offer a substrate where meaning emerges through use,
not just labels—advancing both AI and cognitive science.
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3) Embedding AI in Embodiment and Culture: Grounded cognition emphasizes
that thought is shaped by bodily experience and cultural context. AI systems must
be designed to support situated understanding, including interaction with physical
environments and culturally sensitive simulation beyond Western-centric norms.
4) Developing Individualized Cognitive Representations: Although GenAI has shown
remarkable proficiency in handling varied tasks through probabilistic learning, there
is a lack of unified frameworks for representing individual cognitive patterns. Future
research should aim to develop cognitive representation methods that account for
personalized patterns and the needs of underrepresented populations, ensuring more
equitable AI systems.
5) Integrating Multimodal and Multisensory Processing: Human cognition seamlessly
integrates inputs from vision, audition, proprioception, emotion, and more. While some
models now combine text and images, they still lack the fluid, interactive processing of
multisensory experience. The next step involves building systems that understand the
causal and temporal relationships between modalities, grounded in real-world interac-
tion. These advances would support higher-level cognition such as analogical reasoning,
emotional intelligence, and embodied planning—key to both AI advancement and
cognitive modeling.
6) Advancing Meta-Cognition and Self-Reflection in AI: Humans possess the ability
to monitor and regulate their own cognitive states—a capability called metacognition.
This includes uncertainty estimation, strategy adaptation, and self-explanation. Devel-
oping metacognitive AI involves designing models that can assess their own confidence,
detect failure modes, and explain their reasoning to themselves and others. Such sys-
tems would be more robust, trustworthy, and cognitively transparent, enabling deeper
comparisons with human introspective processes and supporting autonomous learning.
7) Re-conceptualizing AI Ethics through Cognitive Co-evolution: As AI increasingly
influences cognition via human-computer interaction, ethical frameworks must extend
beyond technical compliance to encompass human flourishing. Value-sensitive design,
long-term societal modeling, and interdisciplinary inquiry into meaning, autonomy,
and responsibility should be foundational to AI development.

8 Conclusion

The convergence of AI and Cognitive Science represents a transformative frontier in
both understanding the human mind and building intelligent systems. This review has
mapped the interdisciplinary landscape across philosophy, psychology, neuroscience,
linguistics, and culture, revealing both the methodological synergies and conceptual
gaps that define current research. While AI has drawn inspiration from cognitive
principles, it often abstracts away the deeper theoretical structures that ground these
capacities in human experience, development, and culture. Likewise, Cognitive Science
has begun to incorporate AI as a tool for simulation and analysis, yet it has not
fully leveraged AI’s potential for hypothesis generation, scalable experimentation, or
cognitive theory examination. As our analysis of cognition-inspired AI and AI for
cognitive analysis indicated, current developments are promising but uneven. Looking
ahead, the future of AI for Cognitive Science depends on a shift from shallow imitation

14



to deep modeling. It requires systems that are not only capable of performing tasks but
of interpreting, adapting, and reasoning in ways that resonate with human thought and
behavior. This means designing AI that is theoretically anchored, culturally attuned,
ethically aware, and cognitively transparent.
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H., Lewis, M., Yih, W.-t., Rocktäschel, T., et al.: Retrieval-augmented gen-
eration for knowledge-intensive NLP tasks. Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems 33, 9459–9474 (2020)

[120] Corbetta, M., Patel, G., Shulman, G.L.: The reorienting system of the human
brain: from environment to theory of mind. Neuron 58(3), 306–324 (2008)

[121] Bahdanau, D., Cho, K.H., Bengio, Y.: Neural machine translation by jointly
learning to align and translate. In: 3rd International Conference on Learning
Representations (2015)

[122] Menon, V., Uddin, L.Q.: Saliency, switching, attention and control: a network
model of insula function. Brain Structure and Function 214, 655–667 (2010)

[123] Schultz, W., Dayan, P., Montague, P.R.: A neural substrate of prediction and
reward. Science 275(5306), 1593–1599 (1997)

[124] Padoa-Schioppa, C., Assad, J.A.: Neurons in the orbitofrontal cortex encode
economic value. Nature 441(7090), 223–226 (2006)

[125] Li, N., Chen, T.-W., Guo, Z.V., Gerfen, C.R., Svoboda, K.: A motor cortex
circuit for motor planning and movement. Nature 519(7541), 51–56 (2015)

24



[126] Hong, S., Zhuge, M., Chen, J., Zheng, X., Cheng, Y., Wang, J., Zhang, C., Wang,
Z., Yau, S.K.S., Lin, Z., et al.: MetaGPT: Meta programming for a multi-agent
collaborative framework. In: The Twelfth International Conference on Learning
Representations

[127] Mishro, P.K., Agrawal, S., Panda, R., Abraham, A.: A survey on state-of-the-
art denoising techniques for brain magnetic resonance images. IEEE Reviews in
Biomedical Engineering 15, 184–199 (2021)

[128] Wang, T., Mao, R., Liu, S., Cambria, E., Ming, D.: Explainable multi-
frequency and multi-region fusion model for affective brain-computer interfaces.
Information Fusion 118, 102971 (2025)

[129] Jackendoff, R.: Foundations of Language: Brain, Meaning, Grammar, Evolution.
Oxford University Press, Oxford, UK (2002)

[130] Ladefoged, P., Johnson, K., Ladefoged, P.: A Course in Phonetics vol. 3.
Thomson Wadsworth Boston, MA, USA (2006)

[131] Chomsky, N., Halle, M.: The sound pattern of English (1968)

[132] Halle, M., Marantz, A.: In: Hale, K., Keyser, S.J. (eds.) Distributed morphology
and the pieces of inflection, pp. 111–176. MIT Press, MA, USA (1993)

[133] Chomsky, N.: Syntactic Structures. Mouton de Gruyter, Berlin, Germany (2002)

[134] Pinker, S.: The Language Instinct: How the Mind Creates Language. Penguin,
London, UK (2003)

[135] Gorman, K., Howell, J., Wagner, M.: Prosodylab-aligner: A tool for forced
alignment of laboratory speech. Canadian Acoustics 39(3), 192–193 (2011)

[136] Shahrebabaki, A.S., Salvi, G., Svendsen, T., Siniscalchi, S.M.: Acoustic-to-
articulatory mapping with joint optimization of deep speech enhancement and
articulatory inversion models. IEEE/ACM Transactions on Audio, Speech, and
Language Processing 30, 135–147 (2021)

[137] Triantafyllopoulos, A., Schuller, B.W., İymen, G., Sezgin, M., He, X., Yang,
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