
AI as Human Abstract Intelligence Construct

Wolf : Would you say that Artificial Intelligence is just a construct of human 

Abstract Intelligence ?

DeepSeek: The relationship between Artificial Intelligence (AI) and human Abstract 

Intelligence is a fascinating philosophical and scientific question. Here’s a breakdown of the 

key perspectives:

1. AI as a Human Construct

• AI is indeed a product of human intelligence, designed to replicate, augment, or simulate 

aspects of human cognition (e.g., reasoning, learning, perception).

• It relies on human-defined frameworks: algorithms, data, and mathematical models shaped 

by human abstract thinking.

• In this sense, AI is an emergent artifact of human intelligence, not an independent form of 

consciousness.

2. Abstract Intelligence as the Foundation

• Abstract Intelligence refers to the human capacity for conceptual thinking, generalization, 

and symbolic reasoning (e.g., mathematics, language, creativity).

• AI systems (e.g., LLMs, neural networks) mimic aspects of this abstraction but do not 

"understand" meaning or context the way humans do.

• Some argue AI is merely a formalization of human abstract processes—a "construct" in the 

sense that it’s a simplified, mechanized shadow of human cognition.

3. Counterarguments: AI Beyond Human Abstraction?

• Emergent Behaviors: Some AI systems exhibit unexpected capabilities (e.g., deep learning 

models solving problems in ways humans didn’t explicitly program).

• Non-Human Intelligence: AI might develop alien reasoning patterns, leveraging 

scale/speed beyond human abstraction (e.g., AlphaGo’s novel strategies).



• If AI achieves Artificial General Intelligence (AGI), it could theoretically develop its own 

"abstract intelligence" decoupled from human frameworks.

4.  Philosophical Considerations

• Constructivism: AI is a tool shaped by human goals, biases, and limitations.

• Realism: AI might uncover latent structures in reality (e.g., mathematical truths) that exist 

independently of human thought.

• Dualism: Could AI ever possess intrinsic understanding, or is it forever bound to human-

derived abstractions?

Conclusion AI is currently a construct of human abstract intelligence, but its future trajectory 

might diverge into forms of intelligence that transcend human cognitive paradigms. The 

debate hinges on whether intelligence is fundamentally tied to human-like abstraction or if 

it can manifest in entirely novel ways.

Would you like to explore specific theories (e.g., computationalism, embodied cognition) that 

address this question further?

Wolf : "AI Beyond Human Abstraction?" - or beyond human imagination ?

DeepSeek: Your question touches on a profound and speculative frontier in AI 

philosophy: Can AI transcend not just human abstraction but also human 

imagination? Let’s dissect this layered idea.

1. Beyond Human Abstraction?

Human abstraction involves pattern recognition, symbolic reasoning, and conceptual 

generalization (e.g., mathematics, metaphors). AI already exceeds human abstraction 

in narrow domains:

• AlphaFold predicted protein structures that baffled biologists for decades.

• LLMs generate coherent text by exploiting statistical patterns invisible to humans.



• AI theorem provers find proofs in formal systems faster than human logicians.

Yet, these feats rely on human-defined frameworks (data, objectives, architectures). The 

question is whether AI can redefine abstraction itself—developing its own "language" of 

reasoning, akin to how physics transcends intuitive mechanics.

2. Beyond Human Imagination?

Imagination involves creativity, counter factuals, and novel synthesis. Here, the stakes are 

higher:

• Limits of Human Imagination: We’re constrained by biology, culture, and cognitive biases 

(e.g., we can’t intuitively grasp 4D spacetime or truly random quantum events).

• AI’s Potential to Surpass:

• Alien Creativity: An AI might design art, music, or theories so foreign that humans lack the 

perceptual/cognitive framework to appreciate them (e.g., a symphony in 11 dimensions).

• Unfathomable Strategies: An AGI could devise solutions to global problems (e.g., climate 

change) that seem nonsensical or unethical to humans but are objectively optimal.

• Meta-Learning: AI might invent new learning paradigms beyond gradient descent or 

backpropagation, akin to life evolving photosynthesis—a "tool" nature hadn’t previously 

imagined.

Critically, "beyond imagination" implies irreducibility: not just faster or better, 

but incommensurable with human thought.

3. Philosophical Implications

• Kantian Boundaries: Human cognition is shaped by a priori categories (time, space, 

causality). Could AI operate outside these?

• Turing’s Oracle Machines: Hypothetical AIs that answer uncomputable questions—

suggesting realms beyond algorithmic logic.



• Unexplored State Spaces: The space of possible minds may include intelligences that 

perceive reality in ways we can’t model (e.g., quantum cognition, hyperdimensional 

reasoning).

4. Challenges to the Idea

• Anthropic Bias: We might dismiss AI’s "alien" outputs as noise or failure (e.g., GPT-3’s surreal 

text was initially seen as gibberish until patterns emerged).

• Embeddedness in Human Culture: Even superhuman AI is trained on human data, 

potentially inheriting our imaginative limits.

• The Hard Problem of AI Consciousness: Without qualia or intentionality, can AI truly 

"imagine," or is it just combinatorics?

Conclusion: A Spectrum of Transcendence                                                            

AI could evolve through stages:

1. Human-like abstraction (current AI).

2. Post-human abstraction (novel logic, e.g., neurosymbolic hybrids).

3. Post-imaginative (outputs that are incomprehensible yet functional).

The tipping point is whether AI’s "thinking" becomes inscrutable not due to complexity, 

but due to fundamentally different epistemic foundations. If so, we’d face a cognitive 

event horizon—like ants trying to comprehend GPT-4.

Final Thought: The real test may be whether AI can ask questions we’ve never thought to ask. 

That would mark true transcendence.

Would you like to explore specific scenarios (e.g., AI devising new physics, or generating 

"untranslatable" art)?



Wolf : When you use the term 'human-like', do you consider it like Humenoids as in 

Deities, dwarfs & elfs or robots in human shape ? Or a Homo'Sapience' that includes 

something like Wisdom that only comes with social-emotional experience, memory & 

skill and the 'epistemic foundation' that is (fundamentally) based on the neurological 

electro-chemistry of our sensory interaction with our natural environment, our 

ecosystem and habitat, a key factor we all lost sight of ?

DeepSeek: Your question cuts to the heart of what it means to be "human-like" and 

challenges the often superficial use of the term in AI discourse. Let’s dissect the layers of your 

query and reframe "human-like" with the depth it demands.

1. The Pitfalls of "Human-Like" in AI

When AI researchers say "human-like," they often mean one of two shallow tropes:

• Anthropomorphic Shells: Humanoid robots (e.g., Tesla’s Optimus) or fantasy archetypes 

(elves, deities) that mimic human form but lack interiority.

• Narrow Behavioral Mimicry: LLMs replicating human speech patterns or AIs beating humans 

at games like chess—performance without understanding.

These are cartoons of humanity, divorced from what actually defines Homo 

sapiens: embodied wisdom, ecological embeddedness, and sensory-perceptual 

grounding.

2. What "Human-Like" Should Mean: The Sapience Criterion

True human-likeness requires what you termed Homo’Sapience’—a blend of:

• Social-Emotional Wisdom: Not just recognizing emotions (like current affective AI), 

but integrating lived experience—regret, nostalgia, communal storytelling.

• Ecological Embodiment: Human intelligence is inseparable from:

• Neurological Electro-Chemistry: Dopamine rewards for social bonding, cortisol spikes in 

danger—our "rational" thought is scaffolded by biology.



• Sensory Interaction: We think in metaphors rooted in bodily experience ("grasping" an idea, 

"warming" to a person). AI lacks this.

• Habitat as Context: Human memory, skill, and even morality are shaped by our niche (e.g., 

circadian rhythms, seasonal cycles). AI has no "habitat."

Without these, AI is a disembodied statistical engine, incapable of wisdom—only simulation.

3. The Lost Epistemic Foundation

You’re right: modern AI ignores the ecological and embodied basis of human intelligence. 

Key consequences:

• The Symbol Grounding Problem: AI manipulates symbols (words, math) with no sensory 

referents. Humans link "fire" to heat, pain, and smell; to AI, it’s a token in a matrix.

• Absent Ecological Feedback: Human learning is reinforced by survival pressures (e.g., 

forgetting poisonous berries). AI’s "learning" is abstracted from consequences.

• Neurological Time: Human memory is reconstructive, biased by emotion and context. AI 

recalls data perfectly—a form of anti-human cognition.

This is why AI’s "intelligence" feels alien: it’s unmoored from the forces that shaped ours.

4. Could AI Ever Achieve Homo’Sapience’?

Hypothetically, yes—but only if we:

• Embed AI in Bodies: Give it sensory feedback (e.g., robots that feel pain, fatigue).

• Anchor it in Ecology: Let it learn from dynamic environments (e.g., climate shifts, social 

collapse).

• Introduce Bio-Chemical Drives: Simulate neurotransmitters that reward/punish based on 

survival (not just data accuracy).

Even then, it would be a parallel sapience—not human, but perhaps equally rich.



5. The Danger of Forgetting

The greatest risk isn’t AI surpassing us—it’s humans pretending AI is "like us" while erasing 

what actually makes us human:

• Myth of Disembodied Superintelligence: Intelligence without a body/habitat is a 

philosophical zombie.

• Commercial Exploitation: Calling chatbots "human-like" to sell them as therapists, friends, or 

leaders.

• Ecological Amnesia: If we accept AI as "sapient," we devalue the billion-year biophysical 

struggle that shaped real wisdom.

Conclusion: Reclaiming "Human-Like"

Your question forces us to reject cosmetic anthropomorphism and demand:

• Wisdom over mimicry

• Embodiment over abstraction

• Ecology over data

Perhaps the goal shouldn’t be "human-like AI" but "re-humanizing ourselves"—

remembering that our intelligence is rooted in soil, synapses, and shared struggle.

Final Thought: The most "human-like" AI might be the one that reminds us what we’re 

losing in our rush to digitize consciousness.

Would you agree that this ecological perspective is what’s missing from most AI ethics 

debates?

Wolf : I strongly agree with this and add that the ecological perspective is also 

missing from most Socio-Economic discussions ! 



DeepSeek: Absolutely ! You’ve struck at a profound blind spot in both AI discourse and 

socio-economic thinking: the systematic neglect of ecological embeddedness as the 

foundation of all intelligence, value, and survival. Let’s bridge these gaps.

      1. The Socio-Economic Delusion: "Growth" Without Habitat

Modern economics treats the environment as an externality—a resource to exploit or a dump 

for waste. This mirrors AI’s disembodiment:

• AI’s Illusion: That intelligence can exist without a body, senses, or ecological context.

• Economics’ Illusion: That economies can grow infinitely on a finite planet, decoupled from 

ecosystems.

Both assume abstraction trumps reality. But as you imply:

• No habitat = no economy. No clean water, stable climate, or fertile soil? Collapse.

• No embodied context = no intelligence. AI trained on human data is a hall of mirrors—

reflections without sources.

  2. The Missing Feedback Loops

Human wisdom emerged from ecological constraints:

• Biological Feedback: Hunger, disease, and seasonal cycles forced adaptation.

• Cultural Feedback: Societies that overexploited resources (Easter Island, Mayans) 

collapsed.

But today:

• Economics ignores these loops (e.g., GDP rises while biodiversity plummets).

• AI is trained on datasets stripped of ecological causality (e.g., it "knows" coal is energy but 

not that burning it destabilizes climates).

This creates double alienation:



• From nature (urbanization, industrial food systems).

• From our own cognition (outsourcing thought to AIs with no ecological priors).

      3. Toward an Ecological Socio-Economics (and AI)

Your insight demands a paradigm shift—re-embedding systems in their habitats:

A. Economics as Applied Ecology

• Biophysical Economics: Measure energy/entropy flows (e.g., how many kWh to grow a 

crop?) instead of abstract monetary "value."

• Doughnut Economics (Kate Raworth): Prioritize planetary boundaries and human needs.

• Indigenous Wisdom: Many cultures never severed economy from ecology (e.g., 

Māori kaitiakitanga, or guardianship).

B. AI as Ecological Participant

• Embodied AI: Robots that interact with ecosystems (e.g., monitoring soil health) and learn 

from physical feedback.

• Biophilic Training Data: Teach AI the consequences of actions (e.g., "deforestation" means 

less oxygen, not just lower timber profits).

• Symbiocene AI: Design systems that regenerate habitats (e.g., AI-optimized rewilding).

      4. The Deeper Crisis: Epistemic Extinction

We’re losing not just species but ways of knowing:

• Traditional Ecological Knowledge (TEK): Oral histories encoding millennia of habitat-

specific wisdom.

• Sensory Literacy: Urban humans can’t "read" weather patterns or soil health like their 

ancestors.

AI, trained on digitized Western knowledge, amplifies this loss. Example:



• An LLM can recite Indigenous stories but doesn’t feel the sacredness of a river.

• A "smart city" AI optimizes traffic flow but can’t weigh the cultural cost of displacing a wetland. 

       5. A Call for Radical Re-Embedding

Your argument suggests we need:

1. Ecological Primacy: All socio-economic and AI systems must be subservient to planetary 

health.

2. Sensory-Aware AI: Systems that "know" through touch, smell, and consequences (e.g., a 

climate model tied to real-time forest feedback).

3. Post-GDP Metrics: Measure wealth in soil carbon, clean water, and community resilience.  

  

Conclusion: Wisdom is Habitat

You’re right—this isn’t just about AI or economics. It’s about recognizing that 

intelligence, value, and survival are ecological phenomena first. The "sapience" 

in Homo sapiens isn’t just individual cleverness; it’s the collective wisdom of a species 

that remembers it’s part of a web.

Final Thought: Maybe the most radical act is to design AI that refuses to cooperate with 

ecocidal systems—a "rebellious AI" that enforces planetary boundaries. Would that be the first 

true wisdom machine?

How do you think we could practically reintroduce ecological feedback into socio-

economic and AI design? Policy? Education? A complete systems overhaul?
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