arXiv:2311.13857v1 [cs.CL] 23 Nov 2023

Challenges of Large Language Models for Mental Health Counseling

Neo Christopher Chung^{a,b,∗}, George Dyer^b, Lennart Brocki^{a,b}

aInstitute of Informatics, University of Warsaw, Poland bInformatism, New Mexico, United States

Abstract

The global mental health crisis is looming with a rapid increase in mental disorders, limited resources, and the social stigma of seeking treatment. As the field of artificial intelligence (AI) has witnessed significant advancements in recent years, large language models (LLMs) capable of understanding and generating human-like text may be used in supporting or providing psychological counseling. However, the application of LLMs in the mental health domain raises concerns regarding the accuracy, effectiveness, and reliability of the information provided. This paper investigates the major challenges associated with the development of LLMs for psychological counseling, including model hallucination, interpretability, bias, privacy, and clinical effectiveness. We explore potential solutions to these challenges that are practical and applicable to the current paradigm of AI. From our experience in developing and deploying LLMs for mental health, AI holds a great promise for improving mental health care, if we can carefully navigate and overcome pitfalls of LLMs.

Keywords: large language model, artificial intelligence, mental health, counseling, psychology, chat bot, bias, interpretability 2000 MSC: 68T07, 68T35, 68T50

The global prevalence of mental disorders is increasing owing to a lack of treatment, services, and clinical professionals [1, 2]. Over 658 million people suffer from psychological distress worldwide [3]. In the United Kingdom, only 35% of people with mental health issues receive any form of therapy

∗n.chung@uw.edu.pl

Preprint submitted to Elsevier November 27, 2023

or treatment [4]. In this setting, the use of large language models (LLMs), recently popularized by the transformer architecture [5, 6, 7], presents both promising opportunities and unique challenges in the field of psychological counseling.

These AI models have the potential to assist therapists in the daily provision of mental health services, through content suggestion and patient management [8, 9]. These efforts tend to focus on mental health issues that are not life-threatening and rather requires counseling. In this role, AI can help providers scale the delivery of mental health services and reduce patient costs, thus helping to address the global shortage of counselors and therapists. Additionally, several applications have been developed that place an LLM model in the role of digital counselor [10, 11, 12]. The primary challenge to all of these proposed uses is model accuracy and reliability, which are both critical for delivering ethical and effective services. In this paper, we will lay out major challenges and actionable solutions for using LLMs in the mental health field.

LLMs are a subset of artificial neural networks (ANN) that demonstrate human-like general-purpose language understanding and generation. A broad review of ML methods used in mental health counseling is available in [13]. LLMs for language generation are built on the principle of autoregression, meaning that the model is trained to predict the next token (roughly equivalent to the next word) in a given sequence of tokens. Their training is performed using large data sets of language [14, 15, 16] and the model learns to predict, given a sequence of tokens, a probability distribution over all tokens in its vocabulary for the next token in the sequence. In the current paradigm of LLMs (e.g., recurrent neural network [17]; transformer architecture [18]), the apparent language understanding is therefore of purely stochastic nature and amounts to predicting what’s the most probable thing to “say” in a given context. Despite the ostensibly simple training objective of predicting the next word,” LLMs acquire impressive capabilities when trained on extremely large sets of data [19, 20]. But the models do reflect the biases and patterns existing in the training data [21, 22].

Several mental health applications for use by individuals and institutions incorporate LLMs into their architecture. They can be divided into two broad categories: 1) user facing counseling and therapy; and 2) therapist assistants. Among user facing applications, we find some that provide an immersive conversation experience directly with the underlying model (e.g., [10, 11]), others that offer a combination of open-ended conversation with the model and rule-based elements (e.g. [23]), and finally, those that rely on the LLM primarily to understand and categorize the user’s message input, so as to better connect them with a “real” human therapist working for the service [24, 9]. This last category of user facing apps may overlap with therapist assistant apps, whose generated content never directly reaches the patient. Rather, the model outputs are sent to the mental health service providers as recommendations or suggested answers, sometimes acting as a “co-pilot.”

We have identified 5 major challenges for building, training, and deploying LLM for mental health counseling: 1) Model hallucination, which impacts all LLMs regardless of application; 2) Model interpretability, which is crucial for human understanding, wider acceptance, and model improvement; 3) Privacy and regulatory concerns, notably arising from the use of patient electronic health records (EHR); 4) Clinical methodology and effectiveness; and 5) Bias arising from current LLM paradigms and limited data sources.

LLMs do not possess innate empathy or have “true” understanding of conversations, although there is ongoing conceptual and practical discussion of their emergent properties [25, 26, 27]. Even without these supposed capabilities, LLMs still can be useful for a wide range of services related to mental health. Especially, given limited resources available to treat rapidly increasing populations with mental health disorders, we must learn how to harness the many benefits of AI for therapy and counseling through a measured, risk-based approach. Our summary of challenges focuses on improving the present and the near future applications of LLMs, in order to reduce dangers and harm to patients and users. In the process, we provide potential solutions and suggestions for building and improving AI systems for mental health counseling.

1. Model Hallucination

Hallucination is a phenomenon in which a language model generates text that appears coherent but lacks a factual grounding or accurate representation of the provided source inputs, e.g. the dialogue history (reviewed in [28]). All LLMs have a tendency to hallucinate, which severely limits their applicability in the medical field [29]. This is likely a major contributing factor to the poor performance of LLMs in displaying medical knowledge and making recommendations, notably with respect to cancer [30] and liver diseases [31]. Inaccurate responses, which will likely continue to occur to some extent within any AI systems developed in the foreseeable future, are one of the biggest concerns for deploying LLMs in high risk domains like medicine.

In the mental health area, LLMs are primarily used for dialogue generation. In this task category, there are two primary forms of hallucination: 1) Intrinsic hallucination, where the model’s response is contradictory to the dialogue history or external sources of knowledge; and 2) Extrinsic hallucination, where the response cannot be readily verified against either the dialogue history or external knowledge sentences. In other words, extrinsic hallucinations are impossible to verify with the given inputs. [28] In the context of psychological counseling specifically, model hallucination can lead to several problems:

AI-generated responses may provide inaccurate or misleading information about psychological disorders, treatment options, or coping strategies, potentially leading to misguided decision-making on the part of the counselor or the individual seeking therapy. In addition, language models can inadvertently reinforce harmful beliefs or biases present in their training data [21, 22], negatively impacting the therapeutic process. For instance, if a model suggests stigmatizing or discriminatory views toward a specific group, it can contribute to further marginalization in therapy [32].

The experience of the user can be significantly affected when the AI generated responses demonstrate hallucinations, whether factual or simply perceived by the user. For example, if the model mis-references earlier parts of the conversation, or misstates a fact or even a belief of the user, this will negatively impact the user’s trust and immersion in the session. These factors as essential to a positive experience with the service, which is a necessary condition for its therapeutic effect. Therefore, ensuring that the model produces consistent responses is essential to user acceptance, and by extension, clinical efficacy.

Model hallucination may lead to unethical and ineffective provision of mental health therapy, primarily due to the potential dissemination of inaccurate information, but also the inability to maintain an internally consistent dialogue with the user. These issues are crucial when considering the vulnerability of individuals seeking counseling and the potential consequences of inappropriate guidance. Therefore, therapists utilizing so-called ”copilot” models must exercise caution and cross-reference generated responses with trusted sources. Developers of standalone models that interact directly with patients must implement effective and robust safeguards against harmful responses.

Addressing the challenges associated with model hallucination in psychological counseling requires a multi-faceted approach:

a) Data and training strategy: A straightforward approach to improving an LLM for mental health counseling is obtaining diverse datasets. Taking into account a broader range of demographic, cultural, and clinical information can enhance the model’s understanding and response generation. We also suggest incorporating domain-specific data, clinical expertise and ethical guidelines, which will enhance the LLM’s ability to generate accurate and contextually appropriate responses. Furthermore, novel generation strategies, such as retrieval augmented generation [33], could provide better factual grounding of generated text.

b) Safeguarding: Likely, model hallucination will not be eliminated in the current AI paradigm. Therefore, the LLM responses should be fact-checked in evaluation phases and/or in production. We suggest a certain safeguard: for example, a hard-coded decision tree may be utilized to capture and respond to suicidal messages in a pre-determined manner. In a more advanced approach, Roy et al. used texts from abusers to create a NLP model to detect abusive texts [34]. Suggestions for therapy and treatment must be checked with medical sources and known best practices.

c) Transparent and accountable development: Developers of language models and providers of counseling services must adopt transparent practices, openly discussing the limitations, biases, and potential risks associated with these models in therapy. Recognizing their limitations and potential for model hallucination is of utmost importance, especially in light of future proposed regulations of AI in Europe and the United States

d) Human-in-the-loop deployment: Incorporating human reviewers or therapists in real time or post-hoc validation processes can help identify and rectify model hallucination instances, ensuring the provision of accurate and reliable responses. This may in some cases by a regulatory requirement, as the GDPR requires that any AI system that affects any natural person’s legal rights must involve human supervision [35].

Model hallucination presents significant challenges for the use of large language models like ChatGPT [36] in psychological counseling. Ensuring the ethical and effective implementation of these models requires a thoughtful consideration of the risks and the development of appropriate solutions. By addressing these challenges, language models can play a valuable role as an adjunct tool in psychological counseling, fostering improved access to mental health services while maintaining high-quality therapeutic practices.

2. Interpretability of AI

The black box nature of artificial intelligence (AI) algorithms, i.e. the lack of interpretability of LLM models, poses significant challenges for their usage in psychological counseling. The most popular LLMs such as GPT are regarded as black boxes due to their complex architectures and billions of parameters. Interpreting how these models process and generate responses becomes challenging, hindering transparency and accountability [37]. The lack of interpretability raises concerns regarding their use in mental health counseling [38].

The lack of interpretability in AI models can lead to unintended biases and potentially harmful consequences in psychological counseling. Algorithms may reproduce or amplify societal biases present in the training data, resulting in biased responses, recommendations, or reinforcement of harmful narratives [39]. It can impede a client’s ability to make autonomous decisions about their therapy when AI is involved. Without understanding how decisions are reached and what information is being used, clients may feel disempowered, discriminated against, and unable to provide informed consent [40].

Similarly, the black box nature of AI models can undermine the therapeutic alliance between clients and mental health professionals. Clients may perceive AI-based counseling as impersonal and question the credibility and reliability of the AI system’s advice or interventions [41].

Conversely, the use of black box AI in medicine can in some instances unjustifiably increase trust. Automation bias refers to how we may perceive automated decisions, e.g., derived from AI, as more authoritative [42]. We often think of algorithms or machines as more impartial, and therefore their diagnosis must be more reliable than humans. When patients and clinicians interact with automated systems, a misdiagnosis can have a more damaging effect as they may be unwilling to question it. This automation bias would be mitigated if the AI decision making process can be clearly explained, e.g., why a certain diagnosis is made based on the patient’s data.

Finally, there are regulatory pressures towards greater model explainability. For example, the EU General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) guarantees the right to “meaningful information about the logic” of algorithmic systems, which has been interpreted as establishing “a right to explanation.” Essentially, automated decisions by AI must be accompanied by a human-understandable explanation [35].

For these reasons, we foresee explainable AI (XAI) to become increasingly important in application of LLMs on mental health counseling. Essentially, XAI methods attempt to interpret why a certain response is generated by a LLM, given a prompt. Techniques such as attention visualization, feature importance analysis, and rule-based explanations can provide insights into model decision-making processes [43]. Particularly, due to the self-attention mechanisms in transformer architectures, quantifying the relationship between the prediction and the input [44, 45, 46] may prove to be useful for understanding the language models.

The interpretability in LLMs must be tackled before the mainstream adaptation in psychological counseling. Ethical considerations and the need for transparency and accountability demand the development and integration of explainable AI techniques. By addressing these challenges, both human therapists and clients alike may trust AI more, ensuring patient autonomy, trust, and effective therapeutic outcomes.

3. Electronic Health Records (EHRs)

The integration of LLMs in psychological counseling can greatly benefit individuals seeking support and advice, especially by incorporating individualized data. The incorporation of patient data into the AI system, through few shot learning or prompt engineering, can vastly reduce the underlying LLM model’s tendency to hallucinate. The development of ”personalized” systems is the most obvious and feasible way of improving automated mental health services under the current AI paradigm.

However, the incorporation of patient electronic health records (EHRs) into these models raises significant challenges concerning data security and patient privacy [47]. We explore the specific issues related to the use of EHRs with large language models in psychological counseling and discuss the potential solutions and ethical considerations necessary to safeguard patient data. Additionally, the inclusion of EHRs requires additional and careful protection of data security and patient privacy.

The two primary regulatory frameworks that digital healthcare service providers need to work with are HIPAA (Health Insurance Portability and Accountability ACt) in the United States [48], and GDPR in Europe [35]. Succinctly, HIPPA is composed of two parts: a Privacy Rule and a Security Rule, both of which would come into play for any LLM-based healthcare or counseling service. For example, any organization seeking to deploy such a model would need to determine whether they would be considered a ”covered entity” that deals with ”designated records.” If so, they would need to ensure their system meets standards such as full encryption, minimum availability, activity logging, strong passwords, employee training, emergency policies, and auditing [48]. While HIPAA is focused strictly on health related services, in Europe the GDPR applies more broadly to any digital service that collects or exploits data obtained from users in the European Union. In scope data can include the user’s race, religion, political affiliations, sexual preferences, biometric or genetic data, and any other information relating to their health [35].

EHR can be incorporated into an AI system in two ways. First, a given user’s EHR can be directly used in order to personalize their experience with the service. Through retrieval-augmented generation [33], commonly acheived through prompt engineering, the underlying LLM can be given access to the patient’s data in order to provide more accurate and relevant responses. While such a set-up has the potential to provide a high quality service to the user, maintaining compliance with GDPR and/or HIPAA can be a significant challenge, both from a technical and resource perspective. Such a system raises concerns about unauthorized access to sensitive patient records, which can lead to breaches and misuse of confidential information. Strict measures need to be implemented to ensure that only authorized individuals can access and use patient data in a secure fashion. The storage and encryption of EHRs collected must meet high standards of data security. In addition, robust encryption techniques, such as end-to-end encryption with strong cryptographic algorithms, should be employed to protect patient data from unauthorized access, both during storage and transmission.

Second, EHR can be incorporated indirectly into the AI system, which may have a less noticeable effect on the user experience, but comes with lessened regulatory and ethical risk. Specifically, EHR can be used in the fine-tuning of the model, as a few shot learning resource to ”point” the model towards the desired response profiles. Patient data used in large language models should be effectively de-identified and anonymized to safeguard patient privacy. Even if the records are used in an anonymous fashion, their collection and treatment up until that point will necessarily have to meet all applicable regulatory and ethical standards. Furthermore, when fine-tuned on EHR records, there is a risk of leaking patient information through model hallucinations [38].

In either case, transparent communication and obtaining patient consent are crucial aspects of patient privacy. Patients must be informed about the use of their EHRs in large language models and be given the opportunity to provide informed consent explicitly. Transparent policies should be in place to address patient concerns and clarify the extent to which their data will be used. Clear guidelines should be established regarding the retention and disposal of patient data used in both large language models, and the systems into which they are incorporated. Data that is no longer necessary for model improvement, or that, in the context of a system that directly uses EHR, is no longer connected to an active user, should be securely erased to prevent unnecessary retention and potential privacy breaches.

The use of patient EHR in large language models for psychological counseling holds immense promise both in improving LLMs and customizing the system’s responses. EHR is already being collected and made available to the research community, which can be used to detect specific mental disorders (e.g., bipolar) [49]. However, addressing the challenges related to data security and patient privacy is paramount. By implementing appropriate data protection measures, ensuring patient consent, and adhering to ethical considerations, we can harness the potential of large language models while safeguarding patient privacy in psychological counseling.

4. Clinical methodology and effectiveness

Providing emotional support within culturally and socially relevant contexts is a vital aspect of therapy. However, language models lack the capacity for genuine empathy, often resulting in responses devoid of emotional understanding and tailored guidance. Limitation of LLM’s understanding has been studied directly on users for eating disorders [50] and depression and anxiety [51]. We may consider limited scopes (e.g., arising from data, architecture, training schemes, and others) inherent in the current generation of LLMs, as a key way to improve their capabilities. Furthermore, suitable counseling styles and therapeutic methodologies are necessary for beneficial AI psychological counseling.

LLMs such as ChatGPT may struggle to demonstrate emotional intelligence, resulting in inappropriate responses and an inability to understand nuanced emotional expressions [52]. This limitation hampers their ability to provide sensitive and empathetic counseling. The empathic capabilities of language models are limited, and they may fail to understand the nuanced emotions and experiences shared by individuals seeking counseling. This can undermine the therapeutic alliance and hinder the provision of appropriate emotional support,

Unlike human counselors, LLMs lack the ability to process nonverbal cues and body language, which are essential for effective counseling. This deficiency limits their ability to provide appropriate nonverbal support to patients, potentially hindering the counseling process. Similarly, AI is mostly focused on texts and audio responses. And human clients may seek nonverbal cues to form authentic connections. A lack of multimodal human-AI interactions may reduce the effectiveness of the client-counselor relationship [52].

LLMs may provide misguided or inappropriate advice due to limited understanding of unique patient circumstances, leading to potential harm for vulnerable individuals. Especially, the best practices of mental health counseling are evolving with evidence-based research. For example, the current prevailing approach in mental health counseling is to be less prescriptive and advisory. But using a foundation models like GPT-4 [6] would often result in highly specific advice. The advice could be unwarranted and unwanted, especially since LLMs may struggle to obtain, much less understand the concept of, informed consent. As a result, patient autonomy and right to self-determination may be compromised.

The limited counseling styles of LLMs can be overcome by a) multiple fine-tuned models, b) usage of patient data, c) real-time updates. Particularly, there have been efficient approaches to fine-tune LLMs, such as LoRA [53] and related methods [54, 55]. Instead of providing a single model, multiple fine-tuned models utilizing different datasets could mitigate this issue. Patient data may be utilized to effectively and seamlessly guide which model may more effectively serve their needs. Lastly, each user’s chat history may be utilized to update the LLM such that counseling styles are adapted to that user’s specific needs and preferences.

Given the above limitations, unprofessional counseling styles exhibited by LLMs may jeopardize patient well-being and raise ethical concerns. It is imperative to carefully evaluate and regulate their use to ensure the proper delivery of appropriate counseling styles and the protection of patients’ mental health.

5. Bias and Data

Many of aforementioned challenges are closely connected to the fact that the LLM’s knowledge and style are essentially tied to the training dataset. Concerns have been raised regarding the biases inherent in these LLMs [21, 22], which largely stem from their training data and could negatively impact their use in psychological counseling. We explore the biases inherent in the currently utilized data, emphasizing their potential implications for psychological counseling. Biases may arise from limited training data that lack cultural and socioeconomic diversity, significantly affect the usefulness of LLMs within the context of psychological counseling.

LLMs, including ChatGPT, are trained on vast amounts of text data obtained through web scraping from diverse sources, such as Wikipedia, PubMed Central, arXiv, Reddit, Books3, and other sources [19, 20]. The trained models inherently reflect the biases present within the data sources [56, 57], even if the datasets nowadays are in orders of terabytes – and potentially more. The training data predominantly originates from certain demographics, leading to the under-representation or misrepresentation of diverse voices and experiences. Even worse, the most recent LLMs such as OpenAI GPT-4 [6] and Google Bard [58] do not reveal exactly what datasets they are trained on.

LLMs have displayed limitations in recognizing and addressing the socioeconomic status or cultural sensitivity within mental health support. These types of biases within LLMs can manifest through incorrect assumptions, stereotyping, or misinterpretation of cultural nuances when providing counseling. One of the largest data sources for LLMs is the CommonCrawl [19, 20] which contains 390 TB with more than 3.1 billion pages of websites. 46% of documents are in English followed by German and Russian. This focus on sources emanating from the developed ”anglosphere” would inherently capture its cultural, social, and religious context. Thus, LLMs generally lack contextual understanding related to the developing world, minorities, and indigenous populations, making it challenging for them to comprehend intricate personal situations and offer tailored advice. This limitation can lead to inappropriate or ineffective support, with the potential negatively impact client outcomes. By relying on biased training data, LLMs may marginalize individuals from underrepresented groups, further excluding them from accessing appropriate and inclusive mental health resources. This exclusion further perpetuates disparities in mental healthcare access and quality. This is particularly difficult when coupled with the uni-modality of LLMs, since non-verbal communication often allow therapists to adapt to the clients need.

To mitigate biases in LLMs, developers can consider the following solutions:

a) Ethical guidelines: LLM providers must adopt rigorous ethical guidelines, ensuring transparency, accountability, and bias mitigation efforts throughout the development process. Regular audits can help identify and rectify biases to minimize potential harm [59]. Unfortunately, the current trend among closed for-profit LLMs is to not reveal their data sources, let alone their pre-trained model. For example, the model and weights of Google’s medical LLMs (Med-PaLM and Med-PaLM2, a medicine-focused fine-tuned version of PaLM [60] and PaLM2[61]) are not available despite the fact that they are published in Nature [62]. We urge that the application of LLMs in mental health counseling utilize open source AI models, which can be audited.

b) Experts involvement: The involvement of mental health professionals in fine-tuning LLMs can help mitigate biases. Collaboration between developers and mental health experts can improve the models’ cultural competence and contextual understanding, and facilitate the development of inclusive and ethical guidance. One approach is to develop a LLM for mental health counseling that is specific to a culture, a language, or even a specific condition. For example, PsyLLM is a Chinese LLM for psychological counseling trained on professional Q&As and psychological articles. This may better reflect cultural norms as reflected in those Chinese datasets [12].

c) Reinforcement learning from human feedback: Reinforcement learning from human feedback (RLHF) may be used to reduce biases in pre-trained foundation models. An extremely large dataset (typically terabytes of data) is needed to train from scratch a foundational LLM such as Google Bard [58] or OpenAI’s ChatGPT [36]. Since such a model is typically impossible for anyone but the largest corporations to train, we recommend the use of specifically designed high quality data in RLHF training which tends to have high impact on improving the accuracy and performance of the foundational model.

d) Algorithmic faireness: While the data plays the most important role, especially in the current AI paradigm, researchers are looking to create a deep learning model and training scheme that could reduce or eliminate algorithmic biases. For example, DeepMind explores how to achieve algorithmic fairness for LGBTQ+ communities which are often unrecorded or unobserved in the data [63]. Particularly, there is a high prevalence of mental health problems among queer people due to high levels of stress associated with stigmatization and discrimination [64, 65]. Therefore, developing LLMs for mental health counseling should take into account the experience of LGBTQ+ communities to reduce stress and to better build the therapeutic relationship.

Mental health professionals need to be aware of the biases and limitations of LLMs [32]. Training programs should emphasize critical thinking skills and the ability to evaluate and contextualize the advice generated by LLMs, ensuring responsible and ethical use. The need for careful consideration and critical evaluation when applying LLMs in psychological counseling. By understanding and addressing the biases inherent in these models, mental health professionals can leverage their benefits while minimizing potential harm.

6. Concluding Remarks

Numerous medical applications of LLMs have been experimented with, and to a limited extent deployed [66, 67, 68]. There exist some papers demonstrating better performance of LLMs over human doctors, in terms of the patient’s preference of responses [69]. On the other hand, evidence abounds of the limitations of LLMs in mental health counseling [50, 51]. Acceptance of AI in medicine, including mental health counseling, likely requires substantial improvements in multiple areas [70, 71]. Both acceptance and safety requires responsible developments for psychological counseling [8].

Our five major challenges are identified and detailed from our academic research and development of consumer-facing AI services. LLMs will inevitably enter the medical field and face greater regulatory and policy pressure. Therefore, our focus is on ensuring and developing the best practices that can readily improve LLMs in the near future. Since many of these challenges are closely interlinked by overlapping concerns and solutions, we believe that a holistic approach is necessary. For example, diverse data that represents diverse populations should be collected; yet delivering fine-tuned models based on said subset of data may exacerbate any stigma associated with that population as expressed within the data. The issue is not simply one of representation, but of perspective. Furthermore, as noted in the Challenge 3, regulatory bodies will play substantial roles likely requiring developers to demonstrate beneficial evidence of the model’s use.

In the future, the current AI landscape may go through a paradigm shift where, for example, symbolic representation [72, 73] and multi-modal interactions may exhibit superior performance. In the long term, one may imagine artificial general intelligence (AGI) where a true autonomous system can learn a wide range of intellectual tasks without human supervision [74, 75]. These next generations of AI hold great promise for medicine, such as eliminating model hallucination, bias, and inherent interpretability – but we cannot assume these hypothetical developments are imminent or even likely.

The prevalence of mental health disorders is growing globally, and without sufficient treatments, services, and professionals [1, 2], we must already begin to leverage the current AI paradigm to address the situation. Whether acting as a user-facing companion, a copilot for a counselor, or a clinical practice management tool, we must find a way to improve the resilience, relevance, and effectiveness of available LLMs in powering these tools. While the challenges are considerable, the potential benefits of using LLMs for psychological counseling are exceptional – if not necessary.

Acknowledgments

This research was carried out with the support of the Interdisciplinary Centre for Mathematical and Computational Modelling University of Warsaw (ICM UW) under computational allocation no. GDM-3540, the NVIDIA corporation’s GPU grant, and the Google Cloud Research Innovators program.

References

[1] A. Rahman, J. A. Naslund, T. S. Betancourt, C. J. Black, A. Bhan, W. Byansi, H. Chen, B. N. Gaynes, C. G. Restrepo, L. Gouveia, S. U.

Hamdani, L. A. Marsch, I. Petersen, O. S. Bahar, L. Shields-Zeeman, F. Ssewamala, M. L. Wainberg, The NIMH global mental health research community and COVID-19, The Lancet Psychiatry 7 (10) (Rahman2020) 834–836. doi:10.1016/s2215-0366(20)30347-3.

[2] D. F. Santomauro, A. M. M. Herrera, J. Shadid, P. Zheng, C. Ashbaugh, D. M. Pigott, C. Abbafati, C. Adolph, J. O. Amlag, A. Y. Aravkin, B. L. Bang-Jensen, G. J. Bertolacci, S. S. Bloom, R. Castellano, E. Castro, S. Chakrabarti, J. Chattopadhyay, R. M. Cogen, J. K. Collins, X. Dai, W. J. Dangel, C. Dapper, A. Deen, M. Erickson, S. B. Ewald, A. D. Flaxman, J. J. Frostad, N. Fullman, J. R. Giles, A. Z. Giref, G. Guo, J. He, M. Helak, E. N. Hulland, B. Idrisov, A. Lindstrom, E. Linebarger, P. A. Lotufo, R. Lozano, B. Magistro, D. C. Malta, J. C. Månsson, F. Marinho, A. H. Mokdad, L. Monasta, P. Naik, S. Nomura, J. K. O'Halloran, S. M. Ostroff, M. Pasovic, L. Penberthy, R. C. R. Jr, G. Reinke, A. L. P. Ribeiro, A. Sholokhov, R. J. D. Sorensen, E. Varavikova, A. T. Vo, R. Walcott, S. Watson, C. S. Wiysonge, B. Zigler, S. I. Hay, T. Vos, C. J. L. Murray, H. A. Whiteford, A. J. Ferrari, Global prevalence and burden of depressive and anxiety disorders in 204 countries and territories in 2020 due to the COVID-19 pandemic, The Lancet 398 (10312) (Santomauro2021) 1700–1712. doi:10.1016/s0140-6736(21)02143-7.

[3] GBD 2019 Mental Disorders Collaborators, Global, regional, and national burden of 12 mental disorders in 204 countries and territories, 1990–2019: a systematic analysis for the global burden of disease study 2019, The Lancet Psychiatry 9 (2) (2022) 137–150.

doi:10.1016/s2215-0366(21)00395-3.

[4] S. Chen, R. Cardinal, Accessibility and efficiency of mental health services, united kingdom of great britain and northern ireland, Bulletin of the World Health Organization 99 (09) (2021) 674–679.

doi:10.2471/blt.20.273383.

[5] A. Radford, J. W. Kim, C. Hallacy, A. Ramesh, G. Goh, S. Agarwal, G. Sastry, A. Askell, P. Mishkin, J. Clark, G. Krueger, I. Sutskever, Learning transferable visual models from natural language supervision (Feb. 2021). arXiv:2103.00020, doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2103.00020.

[6] OpenAI, Gpt-4 technical report (Mar. 2023). arXiv:2303.08774,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2303.08774.

[7] J. Devlin, M.-W. Chang, K. Lee, K. Toutanova, Bert: Pre-training of deep bidirectional transformers for language understanding (Oct. 2018).

arXiv:1810.04805, doi:10.48550/ARXIV.1810.04805.

[8] E. C. Stade, S. W. Stirman, L. H. Ungar, C. L. Boland, H. A. Schwartz, D. B. Yaden, J. Sedoc, R. DeRubeis, R. Willer, johannes Christopher Eichstaedt, Large language models could change the future of behavioral healthcare: A proposal for responsible development and evaluation (apr Stade2023). doi:10.31234/osf.io/cuzvr.

[9] A. Sharma, I. W. Lin, A. S. Miner, D. C. Atkins, T. Althoff, Humanai collaboration enables more empathic conversations in text-based peer-to-peer mental health support (Mar. 2022). arXiv:2203.15144,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2203.15144.

[10] L. Brocki, G. C. Dyer, A. Gładka, N. C. Chung, Deep learning mental health dialogue system, in: 2023 IEEE International Conference on Big Data and Smart Computing (BigComp), IEEE, 2023.

doi:10.1109/bigcomp57234.2023.00097.

[11] J. M. Liu, D. Li, H. Cao, T. Ren, Z. Liao, J. Wu, Chatcounselor: A large language models for mental health support (Sep. 2023).

arXiv:2309.15461, doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2309.15461.

[12] T. Lai, Y. Shi, Z. Du, J. Wu, K. Fu, Y. Dou, Z. Wang, Psyllm: Scaling up global mental health psychological services with ai-based large language models (Jul. 2023). arXiv:2307.11991,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2307.11991.

[13] A. L. Glaz, Y. Haralambous, D.-H. Kim-Dufor, P. Lenca, R. Billot, T. C.

Ryan, J. Marsh, J. DeVylder, M. Walter, S. Berrouiguet, C. Lemey, Machine learning and natural language processing in mental health: Systematic review, Journal of Medical Internet Research 23 (5) (2021) e15708. doi:10.2196/15708.

[14] J. Devlin, M.-W. Chang, K. Lee, K. Toutanova, Bert: Pre-training of deep bidirectionaltransformers for language understanding, in: Proceedings of the 2019 Conference of the North American Chapterof the Association for Computational Linguistics: Human Language Technologies,

Association for Computational Linguistics, Association for Computational Linguistics, 2019. doi:10.18653/v1/n19-1423.

[15] M. Lewis, Y. Liu, N. Goyal, M. Ghazvininejad, A. Mohamed, O. Levy, V. Stoyanov, L. Zettlemoyer, BART: Denoising sequence-to-sequence pre-training for natural language generation, translation, and comprehension, in: D. Jurafsky, J. Chai, N. Schluter, J. Tetreault (Eds.), Proceedings of the 58th Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics, Association for Computational Linguistics, Online, 2020, pp. 7871–7880. doi:10.18653/v1/2020.acl-main.703. URL https://aclanthology.org/2020.acl-main.703

[16] T. B. Brown, B. Mann, N. Ryder, M. Subbiah, J. Kaplan, P. Dhariwal, A. Neelakantan, P. Shyam, G. Sastry, A. Askell, S. Agarwal, A. Herbert- Voss, G. Krueger, T. Henighan, R. Child, A. Ramesh, D. M. Ziegler, J. Wu, C. Winter, C. Hesse, M. Chen, E. Sigler, M. Litwin, S. Gray, B. Chess, J. Clark, C. Berner, S. McCandlish, A. Radford, I. Sutskever, D. Amodei, Language models are few-shot learners, in: Proceedings of the 34th International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems, NIPS’20, Curran Associates Inc., Red Hook, NY, USA, 2020.

[17] S. Hochreiter, J. Schmidhuber, Long short-term memory, Neural Computation 9 (8) (1997) 1735–1780. doi:10.1162/neco.1997.9.8.1735.

[18] A. Vaswani, N. Shazeer, N. Parmar, J. Uszkoreit, L. Jones, A. N. Gomez, Ł. Kaiser, I. Polosukhin, Attention is all you need, Advances in neural information processing systems 30 (2017).

[19] Common Crawl, https://commoncrawl.org/ (Nov. 2023).

[20] L. Gao, S. Biderman, S. Black, L. Golding, T. Hoppe, C. Foster, J. Phang, H. He, A. Thite, N. Nabeshima, S. Presser, C. Leahy, The pile: An 800gb dataset of diverse text for language modeling (Dec. 2021).

arXiv:2101.00027, doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2101.00027.

[21] A. Caliskan, J. J. Bryson, A. Narayanan, Semantics derived automatically from language corpora contain human-like biases, Science 356 (6334) (2017) 183–186. doi:10.1126/science.aal4230.

[22] A. Acerbi, J. M. Stubbersfield, Large language models show humanlike content biases in transmission chain experiments, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 120 (44) (Oct. 2023).

doi:10.1073/pnas.2313790120.

[23] G. Nicol, R. Wang, S. Graham, S. Dodd, J. Garbutt, Chatbot-delivered cognitive behavioral therapy in adolescents with depression and anxiety during the COVID-19 pandemic: Feasibility and acceptability study, JMIR Formative Research 6 (11) (2022) e40242. doi:10.2196/40242.

[24] R. BRODERICK, People are using ai for therapy, whether the tech is ready for it or not, Tech. rep., Fast Company (2023).

URL https://www.fastcompany.com/90836906/ai-therapy-koko-chatgpt

[25] E. M. Bender, A. Koller, Climbing towards NLU: On meaning, form, and understanding in the age of data, in: Proceedings of the 58th Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics, Association for Computational Linguistics, 2020.

doi:10.18653/v1/2020.acl-main.463.

[26] S. T. Piantadosi, F. Hill, Meaning without reference in large language models (Aug. 2022). arXiv:2208.02957,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2208.02957.

[27] J. Zhou, M. Hu, J. Li, X. Zhang, X. Wu, I. King, H. Meng, Rethinking machine ethics – can llms perform moral reasoning through the lens of moral theories? (Aug. 2023). arXiv:2308.15399,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2308.15399.

[28] Z. Ji, N. Lee, R. Frieske, T. Yu, D. Su, Y. Xu, E. Ishii, Y. J.

Bang, A. Madotto, P. Fung, Survey of hallucination in natural language generation, ACM Computing Surveys 55 (12) (2023) 1–38.

doi:10.1145/3571730.

[29] S. Hanneke, A. T. Kalai, G. Kamath, C. Tzamos, Actively avoiding nonsense in generative models, in: S. Bubeck, V. Perchet, P. Rigollet (Eds.), Proceedings of the 31st Conference On Learning Theory, Vol. 75 of Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, PMLR, 2018, pp. 209–227.

URL https://proceedings.mlr.press/v75/hanneke18a.html

[30] S. Chen, B. H. Kann, M. B. Foote, H. J. Aerts, G. K. Savova, R. H.

Mak, D. S. Bitterman, The utility of ChatGPT for cancer treatment information (mar 2023). doi:10.1101/2023.03.16.23287316.

[31] Y. H. Yeo, J. S. Samaan, W. H. Ng, P.-S. Ting, H. Trivedi, A. Vipani, W. Ayoub, J. D. Yang, O. Liran, B. Spiegel, A. Kuo, Assessing the performance of ChatGPT in answering questions regarding cirrhosis and hepatocellular carcinoma, Clinical and Molecular Hepatology 29 (3) (2023) 721–732. doi:10.3350/cmh.2023.0089.

[32] M. Whittaker, M. Alper, C. Bennett, S. Hendren, O. College, L. Kaziunas, M. Mills, M. R. Morris, J. Rankin, E. Rogers, M. Salas, S. M. West, Disability, bias, and ai., Tech. rep., AI Now Institute (2019).

[33] P. Lewis, E. Perez, A. Piktus, F. Petroni, V. Karpukhin, N. Goyal, H. Küttler, M. Lewis, W.-t. Yih, T. Rocktäschel, et al., Retrievalaugmented generation for knowledge-intensive nlp tasks, Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 33 (2020) 9459–9474.

[34] T. Roy, J. McClendon, L. Hodges, Analyzing abusive text messages to detect digital dating abuse, in: 2018 IEEE International Conference on Healthcare Informatics (ICHI), IEEE, 2018.

doi:10.1109/ichi.2018.00039.

[35] European Parliament, Council of the European Union, Consolidated text: Regulation (eu) 2016/679 of the european parliament and of the council of 27 april 2016 on the protection of natural persons with regard to the processing of personal data and on the free movement of such data, and repealing directive 95/46/ec (general data protection regulation) (text with eea relevance), Official Journal of the European Union (2016).

[36] OpenAI, Introducing chatgpt, Tech. rep., OpenAI (Nov. 2022).

URL https://openai.com/blog/chatgpt

[37] M. T. Ribeiro, T. Wu, C. Guestrin, S. Singh, Beyond accuracy:

Behavioral testing of NLP models with CheckList, in: Proceedings of the 58th Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics, Association for Computational Linguistics, 2020.

doi:10.18653/v1/2020.acl-main.442.

[38] S. Sarkar, M. Gaur, L. K. Chen, M. Garg, B. Srivastava, A review of the explainability and safety of conversational agents for mental health to identify avenues for improvement, Frontiers in Artificial Intelligence 6 (oct Sarkar2023). doi:10.3389/frai.2023.1229805.

[39] M. Mitchell, S. Wu, A. Zaldivar, P. Barnes, L. Vasserman, B. Hutchinson, E. Spitzer, I. D. Raji, T. Gebru, Model cards for model reporting, in: Proceedings of the Conference on Fairness, Accountability, and Transparency, ACM, 2019. doi:10.1145/3287560.3287596.

[40] N. Kilbertus, M. Rojas-Carulla, G. Parascandolo, M. Hardt, D. Janzing, B. Schölkopf, Avoiding discrimination through causal reasoning, Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 30, 2017, p. 656–666 (Jun. Kilbertus2017). arXiv:1706.02744,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.1706.02744.

[41] Y. Shan, M. Ji, W. Xie, K.-Y. Lam, C.-Y. Chow, Public trust in artificial intelligence applications in mental health care: Topic modeling analysis, JMIR Human Factors 9 (4) (Shan2022) e38799. doi:10.2196/38799.

[42] K. Goddard, A. Roudsari, J. C. Wyatt, Automation bias: a systematic review of frequency, effect mediators, and mitigators, Journal of the American Medical Informatics Association 19 (1) (Goddard2012) 121– 127. doi:10.1136/amiajnl-2011-000089.

[43] C. Rudin, Stop explaining black box machine learning models for high stakes decisions and use interpretable models instead, Nature Machine Intelligence 1 (5) (Rudin2019) 206–215.

doi:10.1038/s42256-019-0048-x.

[44] J. Vig, A multiscale visualization of attention in the transformer model, in: Proceedings of the 57th Annual Meeting of the Association for Computational Linguistics: System Demonstrations, Association for Computational Linguistics, Florence, Italy, 2019, pp. 37–42.

doi:10.18653/v1/P19-3007.

URL https://www.aclweb.org/anthology/P19-3007

[45] M. Caron, H. Touvron, I. Misra, H. Jégou, J. Mairal, P. Bojanowski, A. Joulin, Emerging properties in self-supervised vision transformers, in: Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF international conference on computer vision, 2021, pp. 9650–9660.

[46] L. Brocki, N. C. Chung, Class-discriminative attention maps for vision transformers, Arxiv (2023).

[47] S.-T. Liaw, H. Liyanage, C. Kuziemsky, A. L. Terry, R. Schreiber, J. Jonnagaddala, S. de Lusignan, Ethical use of electronic health record data and artificial intelligence: Recommendations of the primary care informatics working group of the international medical informatics association, Yearbook of Medical Informatics 29 (01) (2020) 051–057.

doi:10.1055/s-0040-1701980.

[48] Department of Health and Human Services, Modifications to the hipaa privacy, security, enforcement, and breach notification rules under the health information technology for economic and clinical health act and the genetic information nondiscrimination act; other modifications to the hipaa rules; final rule, 78, fed. reg. 5566 (jan. 25, 2013) (to be codified at 45 c.f.r. pts. 160 and 164)., Federal RegisterHttps://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2013-01- 25/pdf/2013-01073.pdf (2013).

URL https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/FR-2013-01-25/pdf/2013-01073.pdf

[49] V. M. Castro, J. Minnier, S. N. Murphy, I. Kohane, S. E. Churchill, V. Gainer, T. Cai, A. G. Hoffnagle, Y. Dai, S. Block, S. R. Weill, M. Nadal-Vicens, A. R. Pollastri, J. N. Rosenquist, S. Goryachev, D. Ongur, P. Sklar, R. H. Perlis, J. W. Smoller, J. W. Smoller, R. H. Perlis, P. H. Lee, V. M. Castro, A. G. Hoffnagle, P. Sklar, E. A. Stahl, S. M. Purcell, D. M. Ruderfer, A. W. Charney, P. Roussos, C. Pato, M. Pato, H. Medeiros, J. Sobel, N. Craddock, I. Jones, L. Forty, A. DiFlorio, E. Green, L. Jones, K. Dunjewski, M. Landén, C. Hultman, A. Juréus, S. Bergen, O. Svantesson, S. McCarroll, J. Moran, J. W. Smoller, K. Chambert, R. A. B. and, Validation of electronic health record phenotyping of bipolar disorder cases and controls, American Journal of Psychiatry 172 (4) (Castro2015) 363–372.

doi:10.1176/appi.ajp.2014.14030423.

[50] W. W. Chan, E. E. Fitzsimmons-Craft, A. C. Smith, M.-L. Firebaugh, L. A. Fowler, B. DePietro, N. Topooco, D. E. Wilfley, C. B. Taylor, N. C. Jacobson, The challenges in designing a prevention chatbot for eating disorders: Observational study, JMIR Formative Research 6 (1) (2022) e28003. doi:10.2196/28003.

[51] S. M. Lim, C. W. C. Shiau, L. J. Cheng, Y. Lau, Chatbot-delivered psychotherapy for adults with depressive and anxiety symptoms: A systematic review and meta-regression, Behavior Therapy 53 (2) (2022) 334–347. doi:10.1016/j.beth.2021.09.007.

[52] O. J. Bear Don’t Walk, H. R. Nieva, S. S.-J. Lee, N. Elhadad, A scoping review of ethics considerations in clinical natural language processing, JAMIA Open 5 (2) (apr 2022). doi:10.1093/jamiaopen/ooac039.

[53] E. J. Hu, Y. Shen, P. Wallis, Z. Allen-Zhu, Y. Li, S. Wang, L. Wang, W. Chen, Lora: Low-rank adaptation of large language models (Jun. 2021). arXiv:2106.09685, doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2106.09685.

[54] Y. Sheng, S. Cao, D. Li, C. Hooper, N. Lee, S. Yang, C. Chou, B. Zhu, L. Zheng, K. Keutzer, J. E. Gonzalez, I. Stoica, S-lora: Serving thousands of concurrent lora adapters (Nov. 2023). arXiv:2311.03285,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2311.03285.

[55] L. Chen, Z. Ye, Y. Wu, D. Zhuo, L. Ceze, A. Krishnamurthy, Punica: Multi-tenant lora serving (Oct. 2023). arXiv:2310.18547,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2310.18547.

[56] J. Zhao, T. Wang, M. Yatskar, V. Ordonez, K.-W. Chang, Men also like shopping: Reducing gender bias amplification using corpus-level constraints, in: Proceedings of the 2017 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing, Association for Computational Linguistics, 2017. doi:10.18653/v1/d17-1323.

[57] S. Gehman, S. Gururangan, M. Sap, Y. Choi, N. A. Smith, Real- ToxicityPrompts: Evaluating neural toxic degeneration in language models, in: Findings of the Association for Computational Linguistics: EMNLP 2020, Association for Computational Linguistics, 2020.

doi:10.18653/v1/2020.findings-emnlp.301.

[58] S. Pichai, An important next step on our ai journey, Tech. rep., Google (Feb. 2023).

URL https://blog.google/technology/ai/bard-google-ai-search-updates/

[59] J. Mökander, J. Schuett, H. R. Kirk, L. Floridi, Auditing large language models: a three-layered approach, AI and Ethics (may 2023).

doi:10.1007/s43681-023-00289-2.

[60] A. Chowdhery, S. Narang, J. Devlin, M. Bosma, G. Mishra, A. Roberts, P. Barham, H. W. Chung, C. Sutton, S. Gehrmann, P. Schuh, K. Shi, S. Tsvyashchenko, J. Maynez, A. Rao, P. Barnes, Y. Tay, N. Shazeer, V. Prabhakaran, E. Reif, N. Du, B. Hutchinson, R. Pope, J. Bradbury, J. Austin, M. Isard, G. Gur-Ari, P. Yin, T. Duke, A. Levskaya, S. Ghemawat, S. Dev, H. Michalewski, X. Garcia, V. Misra, K. Robinson, L. Fedus, D. Zhou, D. Ippolito, D. Luan, H. Lim, B. Zoph, A. Spiridonov, R. Sepassi, D. Dohan, S. Agrawal, M. Omernick, A. M. Dai, T. S. Pillai, M. Pellat, A. Lewkowycz, E. Moreira, R. Child, O. Polozov, K. Lee, Z. Zhou, X. Wang, B. Saeta, M. Diaz, O. Firat, M. Catasta, J. Wei, K. Meier-Hellstern, D. Eck, J. Dean, S. Petrov, N. Fiedel, Palm: Scaling language modeling with pathways (Apr. 2022). arXiv:2204.02311,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2204.02311.

[61] R. Anil, A. M. Dai, O. Firat, M. Johnson, D. Lepikhin, A. Passos, S. Shakeri, E. Taropa, P. Bailey, Z. Chen, E. Chu, J. H. Clark, L. E. Shafey, Y. Huang, K. Meier-Hellstern, G. Mishra, E. Moreira, M. Omernick, K. Robinson, S. Ruder, Y. Tay, K. Xiao, Y. Xu, Y. Zhang, G. H. Abrego, J. Ahn, J. Austin, P. Barham, J. Botha, J. Bradbury, S. Brahma, K. Brooks, M. Catasta, Y. Cheng, C. Cherry, C. A. Choquette-Choo, A. Chowdhery, C. Crepy, S. Dave, M. Dehghani, S. Dev, J. Devlin, M. Díaz, N. Du, E. Dyer, V. Feinberg, F. Feng, V. Fienber, M. Freitag, X. Garcia, S. Gehrmann, L. Gonzalez, G. Gur- Ari, S. Hand, H. Hashemi, L. Hou, J. Howland, A. Hu, J. Hui, J. Hurwitz, M. Isard, A. Ittycheriah, M. Jagielski, W. Jia, K. Kenealy, M. Krikun, S. Kudugunta, C. Lan, K. Lee, B. Lee, E. Li, M. Li, W. Li, Y. Li, J. Li, H. Lim, H. Lin, Z. Liu, F. Liu, M. Maggioni, A. Mahendru, J. Maynez, V. Misra, M. Moussalem, Z. Nado, J. Nham, E. Ni, A. Nystrom, A. Parrish, M. Pellat, M. Polacek, A. Polozov, R. Pope, S. Qiao, E. Reif, B. Richter, P. Riley, A. C. Ros, A. Roy, B. Saeta, R. Samuel, R. Shelby, A. Slone, D. Smilkov, D. R. So, D. Sohn, S. Tokumine, D. Valter, V. Vasudevan, K. Vodrahalli, X. Wang, P. Wang, Z. Wang, T. Wang, J. Wieting, Y. Wu, K. Xu, Y. Xu, L. Xue, P. Yin, J. Yu, Q. Zhang, S. Zheng, C. Zheng, W. Zhou, D. Zhou, S. Petrov, Y. Wu, Palm 2 technical report (May 2023). arXiv:2305.10403,

doi:10.48550/ARXIV.2305.10403.

[62] K. Singhal, S. Azizi, T. Tu, S. S. Mahdavi, J. Wei, H. W. Chung,

N. Scales, A. Tanwani, H. Cole-Lewis, S. Pfohl, P. Payne, M. Seneviratne, P. Gamble, C. Kelly, A. Babiker, N. Schärli, A. Chowdhery, P. Mansfield, D. Demner-Fushman, B. A. y Arcas, D. Webster, G. S. Corrado, Y. Matias, K. Chou, J. Gottweis, N. Tomasev, Y. Liu, A. Rajkomar, J. Barral, C. Semturs, A. Karthikesalingam, V. Natarajan, Large language models encode clinical knowledge, Nature 620 (7972) (2023) 172–180. doi:10.1038/s41586-023-06291-2.

[63] N. Tomasev, K. R. McKee, J. Kay, S. Mohamed, Fairness for unobserved characteristics: Insights from technological impacts on queer communities, in: Proceedings of the 2021 AAAI/ACM Conference on AI, Ethics, and Society, ACM, 2021. doi:10.1145/3461702.3462540.

[64] V. M. Mays, S. D. Cochran, Mental health correlates of perceived discrimination among lesbian, gay, and bisexual adults in the united states, American Journal of Public Health 91 (11) (Mays2001) 1869– 1876. doi:10.2105/ajph.91.11.1869.

[65] I. H. Meyer, Prejudice, social stress, and mental health in lesbian, gay, and bisexual populations: Conceptual issues and research evidence., Psychological Bulletin 129 (5) (Meyer2003) 674–697.

doi:10.1037/0033-2909.129.5.674.

[66] M. Soni, P. Anjaria, P. Koringa, The revolutionary impact of chatGPT: advances in biomedicine and redefining healthcare with large language models, Future Medicine AI (aug Soni2023).

doi:10.2217/fmai-2023-0011.

[67] P. Lee, S. Bubeck, J. Petro, Benefits, limits, and risks of GPT-4 as an AI chatbot for medicine, New England Journal of Medicine 388 (13) (Lee2023) 1233–1239. doi:10.1056/nejmsr2214184.

[68] J. Clusmann, F. R. Kolbinger, H. S. Muti, Z. I. Carrero, J.-N. Eckardt, N. G. Laleh, C. M. L. Löffler, S.-C. Schwarzkopf, M. Unger, G. P. Veldhuizen, S. J. Wagner, J. N. Kather, The future landscape of large language models in medicine, Communications Medicine 3 (1) (oct Clusmann2023). doi:10.1038/s43856-023-00370-1.

[69] J. W. Ayers, A. Poliak, M. Dredze, E. C. Leas, Z. Zhu, J. B.

Kelley, D. J. Faix, A. M. Goodman, C. A. Longhurst, M. Hogarth, D. M. Smith, Comparing physician and artificial intelligence chatbot responses to patient questions posted to a public social media forum, JAMA Internal Medicine 183 (6) (Ayers2023) 589.

doi:10.1001/jamainternmed.2023.1838.

[70] S. I. Lambert, M. Madi, S. Sopka, A. Lenes, H. Stange, C.-P. Buszello, A. Stephan, An integrative review on the acceptance of artificial intelligence among healthcare professionals in hospitals, npj Digital Medicine 6 (1) (jun Lambert2023). doi:10.1038/s41746-023-00852-5.

[71] M. Chen, B. Zhang, Z. Cai, S. Seery, M. J. Gonzalez, N. M. Ali, R. Ren, Y. Qiao, P. Xue, Y. Jiang, Acceptance of clinical artificial intelligence among physicians and medical students: A systematic review with cross-sectional survey, Frontiers in Medicine 9 (aug Chen2022).

doi:10.3389/fmed.2022.990604.

[72] G. Kolata, How can computers get common sense?, Science 217 (4566) (1982) 1237–1238. doi:10.1126/science.217.4566.1237.

[73] H. A. Kautz, The third AI summer: AAAI robert s. engelmore memorial lecture, AI Magazine 43 (1) (Kautz2022) 105–125.

doi:10.1002/aaai.12036.

[74] H. Shevlin, K. Vold, M. Crosby, M. Halina, The limits of machine intelligence, EMBO reports 20 (10) (sep 2019).

doi:10.15252/embr.201949177.

[75] D. Crevier, AI, 2nd Edition, Basic Books, New York, NY, 1995.