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The integration of embodied agents into human environ-
ments demands embodied social intelligence: reasoning
over both social norms and physical constraints. How-
ever, existing evaluations fail to address this integration,
as they are limited to either disembodied social reason-
ing (e.g., in text) or socially-agnostic physical tasks. Both
approaches fail to assess an agent’s ability to integrate
and trade off both physical and social constraints within
a realistic, embodied context. To address this challenge,
we introduce Spatially Situated Social Intelligence Test
(S®’IT) , a benchmark specifically designed to evaluate
embodied social intelligence. It is centered on a novel
and challenging seat-ordering task, requiring an agent to
arrange seating in a 3D environment for a group of large
language model-driven (LLM-driven) NPCs with diverse
identities, preferences, and intricate interpersonal rela-
tionships. Our procedurally extensible framework gen-
erates a vast and diverse scenario space with controllable
difficulty, compelling the agent to acquire preferences
through active dialogue, perceive the environment via
autonomous exploration, and perform multi-objective
optimization within a complex constraint network. We
evaluate state-of-the-art LLMs on S?IT and found that
they still struggle with this problem, showing an obvi-
ous gap compared with the human baseline. Results
imply that LLMs have deficiencies in spatial intelligence,
yet simultaneously demonstrate their ability to achieve
near human-level competence in resolving conflicts that
possess explicit textual cues.

1. Introduction

As agents driven by large language models (LLMs) become
increasingly integrated into human environments, they are
evolving from digital entities into embodied collaborators.
To achieve effective and reliable human-agent collaboration,
these agents need abilities not only to execute physical tasks
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Figure 1. A typical seat arrangement task involves a given room
layout and several NPCs. The agent under test (T-Agent) needs to
interact with the NPCs and explore the room to devise a seating
arrangement that satisfies everyone.

but also to understand and adhere to complex social norms,
which is known as “social intelligence” [Kihlstrom and Can-
tor, 2000, Smith and Semin, 2007, Zhou et al., Sternberg,
2000]. A foundational challenge in developing such intel-
ligence is enabling agents to reason about explicit social
rules, preferences, and relationships, especially when this
reasoning must occur within physically grounded contexts.
This requires agents to seamlessly integrate social under-
standing with spatial awareness, a capability that is critical
for their successful deployment in real-world human spaces
yet remains underexplored.
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The path toward social intelligence is characterized by re-
ducing the levels of abstraction that separate agents’ training
environment from reality [Zhang et al., 2024]. Early bench-
marks were highly abstract, confining evaluations to static
narratives [Nematzadeh et al., 2018, Le et al., 2019, Sap
et al., 2022, Shapira et al., 2023]. This allowed models
to potentially solve tasks through heuristic shortcuts or by
exploiting spurious correlations, rather than by achieving
true reasoning skills[Sclar et al., 2023, Shapira et al., 2023,
Ullman, 2023]. The introduction of interactive dialogue
[Chan et al., 2024] represented a significant reduction in ab-
straction, yet this approach fundamentally treated LLMs as
parsers of linguistic symbols rather than as actors capable of
interacting with an environment. More recently, researchers
have moved closer to realism by endowing agents with
proactive agency in tasks like multi-agent games [Agashe
et al., 2025]. Nevertheless, these simplified and abstracted
environments remain a high-level abstraction from, rather
than a faithful representation of, true physical environment.

Concurrently, several studies have explored human-agent
collaboration within three-dimensional (3D) embodied en-
vironments, demonstrating that agents possess a certain de-
gree of social awareness [Puig et al., 2023, Du et al., 2024].
However, their predominant focus has been on the execution
of physical tasks (e.g., fetching an object), while complex
social reasoning has often been secondary. The academic
community has yet to reach a consensus on an evaluation
paradigm for such social capabilities. The question of how
to systematically evaluate an embodied agent’s ability to
understand and adhere to complex social norms remains
open.

We posit that the evaluation of an agent’s social intelligence
must be rooted in interactive, contextualized, and embodied
scenarios. To this end, we address the challenge of Spatially
Situated Social Intelligence Test (S?IT) and introduce a
novel benchmark for its systematic evaluation. An example
is shown in Figure 1. The core task of this benchmark is to
enable an embodied agent to interact with a group of non-
player characters (NPCs), drawn from a persistent world
of 59 residents, in a simulated 3D environment and assign
them seating arrangements. We denote the agent under test
as T-Agent. These NPCs possess diverse preferences and
intricate relationships. The framework is highly modular
and scalable, allowing for programmatic generation of a
vast and adjustable task space by varying parameters such
as room layout, NPC preferences, and interpersonal con-
flicts. This design compels the T-Agent to move beyond sim-
ple instruction-following and instead proactively discover,
comprehend, and weigh a complex network of constraints
interwoven from both physical and social constraints, which
encourages agents to arrive at the most appropriate decision
based on the given information.

Our benchmark includes a three-stage evaluation pipeline:
1) NPC Preference Extraction and Summarization: The T-
Agent interacts with NPCs to extract and summarize their
preferences, constructing a comprehensive “preference pro-
file”’; 2) Environment Cognition: The T-Agent proactively
explores the 3D scene to build a cognitive map of the space;
3) Multi-Constraint Decision-Making: Integrating informa-
tion from the previous two stages, the T-Agent generates
and iteratively refines a seating arrangement. This process
comprehensively evaluates the T-Agent’s integrated abil-
ity to synthesize multimodal information, perform spatial
reasoning, and engage in advanced social inference.

We also introduce an automatic evaluation pipeline and
benchmark several state-of-the-art (SOTA) LLMs. The find-
ings demonstrate that these models, while proficient at text-
based information extraction, struggle to handle constraints
involving spatial and social constraints, revealing a signifi-
cant deficit in their holistic embodied social intelligence.

The main contributions of this paper are:

o We introduce S®IT, a novel benchmark to evaluate an
embodied agent’s social reasoning and planning under
intertwined physical and social constraints.

* We design a procedurally extensible framework for
task generation and evaluation. This framework can
systematically construct test scenarios of controllable
difficulty and diverse types, enabling a fine-grained
analysis of an agent’s capabilities and limitations.

* We systematically evaluate leading LLMs on embod-
ied social reasoning, highlighting their capabilities in
conflict handling and limitations in spatial intelligence
with embodied and social constraints.

2. Related Works

2.1. Social Intelligence

Social intelligence refers to the broad capability of an agent
to navigate social environments, understand social cues, and
interact appropriately with other agents [Kihlstrom and Can-
tor, 2000, Smith and Semin, 2007, Zhou et al., Sternberg,
2000]. Within this field, research has explored various facets
of cognition. A significant line of inquiry focuses on Theory
of Mind (ToM)—the ability to attribute unobservable mental
states like beliefs and intentions to others [Frith and Frith,
2005]. In contrast, our work addresses a distinct yet equally
critical challenge: embodied social reasoning. This capabil-
ity pertains to reasoning about explicit social information,
such as stated preferences and interpersonal relationships,
and integrating it with constraints from the physical world.
It focuses on how agents can act effectively in socially and
spatially complex situations based on available information.
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2.2. Narrative-Based Social Reasoning Evaluation

Current evaluation paradigms for social reasoning in LLMs
predominantly rely on narrative-based benchmarks [Ne-
matzadeh et al., 2018, Le et al., 2019, Sap et al., 2022,
Shapira et al., 2023, Gandhi et al., 2023, He et al., 2023,
Gu et al., 2024, Strachan et al., 2024], including some with
multimodal extensions [Shi et al., 2025, Jin et al., 2024].
The majority of these benchmarks probe a model’s perfor-
mance on specific cognitive dimensions, particularly belief
reasoning, by adapting classic “false-belief” tasks such as
the Sally-Anne test [Baron-Cohen et al., 1985]. However,
such evaluation frameworks possess inherent limitations:
they tend to position the LLM as a passive observer ana-
lyzing static text. This paradigm not only stands in stark
contrast to how humans interact within dynamic and contin-
uous real-world environments but may also enable models
to “solve” tasks by leveraging spurious statistical cues rather
than acquiring genuine reasoning abilities [Sclar et al., 2023,
Shapira et al., 2023, Ullman, 2023, Ma et al., 2023]. Al-
though recent, more complex benchmarks [Kim et al., 2023,
Yu et al., 2025, Chan et al., 2024] have introduced inter-
active dialogues with information asymmetry to mitigate
these issues, their core framework still treats the LLM as
an analyzer of linguistic symbols, rather than as an agent
situated within an environment.

2.3. Interactive Paradigms for Social Reasoning
Evaluation

To overcome these limitations, a research paradigm has
emerged, which evaluates the social capabilities of LLMs
by embedding them as agents in goal-oriented, multi-agent
tasks. Research has demonstrated that explicit mental rea-
soning enhances performance in multi-agent coordination
[Gu et al., 2024, Lim et al., 2020]. This thesis has been vali-
dated in environments such as Overcooked-Al, Hanabi, and
various text-based collaborative games like the “Guandan”
card game [Agashe et al., 2025, Li et al., 2023, Yim et al.,
2024]. In these settings, agents must act as participants,
formulating strategies by inferring the intentions and beliefs
of their partners or adversaries. While these methods mark a
critical step toward practical social intelligence by situating
reasoning in active, interactive contexts, they mostly oper-
ate within highly simplified game or sandbox environments.
Consequently, they largely decouple social reasoning from
the rich spatial and physical reasoning inherent to embodied
interaction. Effectively integrating these two abilities re-
mains a frontier challenge in the field of social intelligence.

2.4. Embodied Social Reasoning

Building on seminal calls to advance social intelligence eval-
uation [Ma et al., 2023, Wang et al., 2025], we argue that
robust assessment requires grounding agents in embodied,

interactive environments. Recent research [Puig et al., 2020,
2023, Du et al., 2024] represents significant strides in this
direction. However, their core focus remains on physical
collaboration, where agents infer a human’s physical goals
from visual observation to assist in task execution. This
paradigm, however, fails to encompass the richer and more
nuanced social dimensions fundamental to human interac-
tion. To address this limitation, we propose shifting from
purely physical task-solving to embodied social reasoning,
wherein agents must navigate complex physical and social
constraints.

3. Method

We propose a benchmark for situated social intelligence in
embodied agents with the following features:

1. 3D Simulated Environment: The T-Agent is placed in
an explorable 3D space, allowing the evaluation of its
spatial exploration and understanding abilities.

2. Social Interaction with NPCs: Several embodied NPCs
with a certain degree of automation are present. The T-
Agent can interact with them, allowing the evaluation
of its social skills and ability to acquire new informa-
tion through communication.

3. Complex Constraints: Both spatial and social con-
straints are imposed to test the T-Agent’s ability to
balance and plan in complicated social situations, as
well as its understanding of NPCs’ preferences.

The seat-ordering problem meets all these requirements. It
is clear, understandable for both agents and peers, and NP-
hard, providing sufficient challenges. Thus, we selected it
as the baseline task.

3.1. Worldview and Background Generation

We designed a small town of 59 residents. Each resident
has their name, unique 3D appearance, age, gender, job,
workplace, residence, income level, and social relationships.
We also set their interests and dominant hand, as well as
three kinds of preferences: 1) embodied preference, 2) social
preference, and 3) social conflict.

The 59 residents in our dataset are organized into 11 fam-
ilies, spanning up to 4 generations. We designed a wide
variety of family structures, including nuclear, single-parent,
reconstituted, only-child, and multi-child (e.g., with twins)
families. These give rise to primary kinship ties (spouse,
parent, child, sibling), extended ties (grandparent, grand-
child), and affinal ties (in-laws). The dataset also incorpo-
rates specific child-rearing contexts, such as families with
left-behind children. Beyond kinship, we defined social
relationships based on geographical proximity (neighbors,
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Figure 2. The four groups of elements: 1) table splitting, 2) embod-
ied spatial understanding (embodied pref.), 3) social relationship
understanding (social pref.), and 4) conflicts, as well as the cate-
gories they contain.

friends) and division of labor (colleagues, superiors, subor-
dinates, teachers, students, classmates). Details are included
in the supplementary materials.

3.2. Automatic Question Generation

To enhance the diversity of the dataset, we proposed 4
groups of elements to be involved in a question: 1) table
splitting, 2) embodied spatial understanding, 3) social pref-
erence understanding, and 4) conflict avoidance. Figure 2
shows categories included in each group.

Table Splitting. We proposed a challenging environment
based on five distinct scene templates. These templates serve
as blueprints, allowing us to generate an expansive, near-
infinite set of unique room configurations by randomizing
the placement of furniture (tables and chairs). We present
five specific, representative room instances derived from
these templates in Figure 3.

The templates are categorized by complexity, exhibiting
variations in table numbers, table shapes, and room numbers.
The template set comprises three layouts with a single table,
one layout featuring multiple tables within a single room,
and one complex layout spanning multiple rooms.

The T-Agent must explore these highly diverse spaces to
understand the distribution of tables and chairs and assign
NPCs accordingly. To further enhance data diversity, we
utilized 8 tables with different shapes and textures and 6
chairs of different shapes during the randomization process.

Embodied Spatial Understanding. To measure the situ-
ated social intelligence of the T-Agent, it is crucial to evalu-
ate its ability to comprehend the current situation. Hence,
we have established rich spatial constraints, endowing each
NPC with up to 11 kinds of embodied preferences. The
T-Agent explores the house through a given embodiment to
grasp spatial features and align them with the NPCs’ embod-
ied preferences. Taking one house as an example, Figure 4

Figure 3. Five kinds of house layouts. (a) Single rectangular table
with 4 chairs. (b) Single irregular table with 5 chairs. (c) Single
circular table with 6 chairs. (d) A single room with a rectangular
table (6 chairs) and a circular table (4 chairs). (e) Multiple rooms
with a rectangular table (5 chairs), a circular table (4 chairs), and
an oval table (4 chairs).

Embodied

Figure 4. Detailed preview of House A. The preferences of NPCs
originate from the spatial constraints within rooms, as outlined
by the black dotted lines in the figure. For instance, the air con-
ditioners relate to their preferences for temperature, and kitchens
correspond to NPCs’ tendencies to be near or away from kitchens.
Additionally, NPCs have specific requirements for tableware (chop-
sticks or cutlery), as shown in the enlarged view of the table area.

illustrates the generation of these spatial constraints. Within
these houses, we have designated various exits, room lay-
outs, furniture arrangements, table positions, and tableware
positions. The embodied preferences of NPCs are derived
from a semantic abstraction of the spatial relationship be-
tween a chair and the aforementioned spatial constraints, as
shown in Figure 2. Detailed preference items are provided
in the supplementary materials.

Social Relationship Understanding. In addition to em-
bodied preferences, we have assigned 18 kinds of social
preferences to the NPCs. The first category relates to the
NPC’s interpersonal relationships. For example, some NPCs
prefer to sit with classmates or family members. The sec-
ond category relates to specific groups of people, such as
sitting with peers. The last one concerns the topics that the
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NPC is interested in, such as discussing research challenges.
Figure 2 presents the details of these three categories.

Conflicts. To enhance the realism of the task, we have
introduced 12 types of conflicts among NPCs. The possible
conflicts between two NPCs are closely related to their
social relationships. For example, family conflicts arise
between parents and children and work-related issues occur
among colleagues. Strangers, however, are assumed to have
no conflicts due to their lack of acquaintance. Figure 2
shows the details of these conflicts.

3.3. S3IT Dataset
Dataset Generation.

To guarantee the solvability of problem instances, which is
crucial for a principled evaluation of our agent, we employ
a constructive, reverse-engineering approach for generation.
Specifically, we first establish a ground-truth solution by
randomly permuting the NPCs to form an initial, valid seat-
ing arrangement. Subsequently, based on this arrangement,
we programmatically derive the corresponding constraints
for each NPC, such as preferences and conflicts related to
their seating position and neighbors. This generation-by-
construction methodology inherently guarantees that at least
one valid solution exists for every problem instance.

Dataset Structure. Figure 5(a) shows the selection fre-
quency of each preference and conflict. Mindful of the
capabilities of current LLM-based agents, we designed a
dataset of 7,000 instances across 70 difficulty levels to avoid
excessive complexity. These instances are derived from 5
scene templates, where each NPC typically has 1-5 pref-
erences and 0-2 conflicts. Each preference and conflict
is assigned a strength on a 3-point Likert-type scale. Fig-
ure 5(a) shows the frequency distribution of these generated

types.

4. Testing Pipeline of S’IT Benchmark

We propose a systematic pipeline for the quantitative eval-
uation of the social intelligence exhibited by an agent in
seating arrangements for diverse social groups.

The pipeline comprises three phases. In the NPC Pref-
erence Extraction and Summarization phase, the T-Agent
constructs detailed preference profiles for each NPC. Then,
the Environmental Cognition phase tasks the T-Agent with
constructing a structured representation of the 3D environ-
ment through comprehensive exploration. Finally, during
the Multi-Constraint Decision-Making phase, the T-Agent
integrates information from the preceding phases to gener-
ate, reflect, and iteratively refine seating solutions.

4.1. Phase I: NPC Preference Extraction and
Summarization

To emulate the real-world process of discerning and under-
standing the needs of others, this phase constructs a struc-
tured preference profile for each NPC by extracting and
summarizing information from simulated dialogues. These
profiles serve as the core constraints for the T-Agent’s sub-
sequent decision-making. As illustrated in Figure 6, this
process consists of two primary steps:

Simulated Conversational Preference Extraction. First,
each NPC is instantiated from a large language model using
a predefined configuration file. The T-Agent then proac-
tively elicits the preferences of NPCs through natural lan-
guage interaction, with both their basic information (e.g.,
gender, age) and the complete dialogue history being stored
in the memory module.

Preference Information Summarization. Subsequently,
the T-Agent distills the unstructured dialogue into structured
NPC preference profiles according to a predefined schema.
Each profile includes a description (a concise preference
summary) and an intensity score (e.g., strong, medium, or
low). These profiles serve as the core constraints for the
T-Agent’s decision-making and are subsequently stored in
the memory module.

4.2. Phase II: Environmental Cognition

This phase evaluates the efficacy of the embodied T-Agent
in exploring a simulated environment and converting raw vi-
sual inputs into structured representations of environmental
features. As illustrated in Figure 7, the T-Agent perceives
and interacts with the environment through a target-driven,
iterative exploration process (e.g., identifying a “seat” and
analyzing its surrounding context), which is composed of
the following steps:

State Assessment and Decision-Making. At the start of
each iteration, the T-Agent evaluates its current environ-
mental features and the room layout image to inform action
selection. If its aggregated understanding remains insuffi-
cient, the T-Agent strategically selects a novel, informative
viewpoint to maximize information gain. Otherwise, once
environmental comprehension is deemed adequate, the T-
Agent terminates the exploration process.

Multi-view Information Fusion. The T-Agent dynamically
refines its environmental features by integrating data from
novel viewpoints. These features encode not only the prop-
erties of seats adjacent to the target, but also quantitatively
capture spatial relationships—such as distance, orientation,
and viewing angle—between the target and key elements
like windows and televisions.
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4.3. Phase III: Multi-Constraint Decision-Making

This phase is designed to assess the T-Agent’s higher-order
social reasoning under complex physical and social con-
straints—including NPCs’ profiles and environmental fea-
tures—in order to resolve the seating allocation problem.
As illustrated in Figure 8, this process is implemented as
an iterative optimization loop involving “generation” and
“reflection”, with the specific steps are as follows:

Iterative Solution Generation and Optimization. At each
iteration, the T-Agent queries the memory module to re-
trieve NPC profiles and environmental features (serving
as static context) and synthesizes a comprehensive seat-
ing allocation plan accompanied by a detailed reflection
report that explicitly annotates the satisfaction status of each
preference. The solution and its corresponding reflection
report from the previous iteration are then incorporated as
dynamic context for the subsequent round, enabling targeted
rectification of unmet preferences. This unified framework
is iteratively executed, progressively refining solutions by
leveraging both static and dynamic information, until conver-
gence is achieved or a predefined iteration limit is reached.

4.4. Automatic Evaluation

To enable scalable and cost-effective evaluation, we devel-
oped an automated system to assess the answers by verifying
the satisfaction of each NPC’s preferences.

For each problem, we check each NPC in the answer. Their
embodied preferences are evaluated by the simulator. It
calculates the assigned chair’s position and distance from
furniture, windows, etc., to determine whether embodied
preferences are met. For example, if an NPC wants to watch
television, the simulator checks if the television is within
their field of view from that seat. For social preferences, a
hand-crafted discriminator checks if the people beside the
NPC meet their social preferences. For conflicts, we con-
sider that the conflicts are avoided if the NPC’s immediate
neighbors do not have conflicts with them.



We calculated a weighted score for each question, as shown
in Equation 1.
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The k-th question involves n NPCs, where each NPC i
has m; . preferences that belongs to the c-th preference
category. grade; ;. indicates whether the j-th preference
of NPC : that belongs to c-th category is satisfied, and w; j|.
represents its weight. The weight is defined by the 3-point
Likert strength upon generation. w, denotes the weight of
the c-th category, defined as the sum of the weights of all
preferences within that category.

The categories and preferences they contain are shown in
Figure 2. To avoid a simple binary (0 or 1) evaluation,
we compute the answer score at the category level. While
an extreme view grants full credit only if all intra-group
preferences are met (otherwise zero), this requirement is
too rigid and lacks necessary granularity. Consequently,
we employ a polynomial formula, F(-), based on empirical
observation to remap the per-group scores to a continuous
range of [0, 1], as shown in Equation 2. It places a higher
penalty on answers that only satisfy a small fraction of
preferences within a category.

F(z) = —10.872°+21.992* —12.652°+2.5682? —0.0452
(2)

To analyze the T-Agent’s capability in prioritizing based on
weights, we statistically tracked its preference satisfaction
based on their strengths. We define the prioritization gap
(PG) as the satisfying rate of high-weighted preferences
minus that of the low-weighted preferences.

To facilitate human review of the T-Agent’s performance,
we scale the evaluation scores to a 0-100 range for enhanced
clarity and offer several in-simulator visualizations of the
T-Agent’s answers. These include: 1) Rendering the NPCs
at their assigned seats according to the T-Agent’s answer;
2) Displaying each NPC’s preferences above their head for
easy comparison by human reviewers; 3) Drawing lines
connecting NPCs to represent their relationships; and 4)
Visualizing the summary of relationships and preferences
as perceived by the T-Agent.

5. Experiment
5.1. Experimental Setup

To ensure a comprehensive and reproducible evaluation, we
constructed a standardized 70-question Set, hereafter the
“Test Set”, from our large-scale S®IT dataset. This subset
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Figure 8. The T-Agent employs a “generate-and-reflect” mecha-
nism to iteratively refine the solution. It integrates static constraints
(NPCs’ profiles, environmental features) with dynamic feedback
from the preceding iteration (the generated plan and its reflec-
tion). Through this process, the T-Agent iteratively refines its
approach, converging on a solution that satisfies multiple, complex
constraints. Abbreviations: VO: Initial seating plan; V1: Opti-
mized seating plan; AC: Air conditioner.

Table 1. Model performances on the Test Set. Best results are in
bold.

Model Embodied Social Conflict PG Average
GPT-40-mini 16.7 347 458 1.6 193
Claude-4.5 19.1 376 46.0 48 231
GPT-4.1-mini 22.8 393 425 37 268
GPT-40 24.6 430 517 33 282
Doubao-1.5 24.6 430 625 3.8 283
GPT-4.1 233 432 554 38 293
04-mini 29.0 545 895 68 414
GPT-5 29.0 569 86.1 154 427
03 329 53.8 89.0 12.7 431
Gemini-2.5-pro  40.6 562 857 88 478

was constructed by sampling one representative question
from each of the 70 unique difficulty levels, a strategy that
preserves the feature distribution of the full 7,000-question
dataset (Figure 5). The evaluation then proceeds through
the three phases outlined in the Testing Pipeline section.

We benchmarked a suite of state-of-the-art (SOTA) LLMs on
our S?IT benchmark, including OpenAl’s GPT-5, GPT-4.1,
GPT-40, 04-mini, GPT-40-mini, 03; Google’s Gemini-2.5-
Pro; Anthropic’s Claude-4.5; and ByteDance’s Doubao-1.5
(see Appendix for full model identifiers).

For the human performance baseline, we recruited three
participants. Since the full 70-question set was prohibitively
long for human evaluation (est> 20 hours/person), we sam-
pled a 10-question representative subset using an Integer
Programming algorithm, hereafter referred to as the “Human
Test Set”. This set preserved the key feature distribution
(e.g., preference types, conflict density, scene complexity)
of the full set to ensure a fair comparison.



Table 2. Detailed performance on social preferences on the Test
Set. Best results are in bold.

Model Relation Group of NPC Topic
GPT-40-mini 374 34.7 45.7
Claude-4.5 44.5 38.1 59.0
GPT-4.1-mini 44.1 41.6 52.7
GPT-40 48.7 442 61.2
Doubao-1.5 50.4 40.7 64.7
GPT-4.1 63.9 433 54.0
04-mini 66.2 51.2 64.9
GPT-5 76.1 51.1 70.7
03 69.9 50.1 65.6
Gemini-2.5-pro 78.7 57.8 63.7

5.2. Results and Discussion

The results in Table 1 show that Gemini-2.5-pro emerged as
the SOTA model with a top score of 47.8, and was notably
the only model to exceed 40 on the challenging “Embod-
ied Preference” dimension. We attribute its leading per-
formance to its strong native multimodal integration. The
core challenge of S®IT lies in effectively fusing dynamic
spatial information from visual exploration with preferences
from textual dialogue. Models with robust multimodal ar-
chitectures can better establish mappings between cross-
modal representations, granting them a decisive advantage
in “grounding” abstract preferences into concrete physi-
cal scenarios. Conversely, models like Claude-4.5 exhibit
weaker performance, likely due to their optimization for dif-
ferent objectives, such as code completion. We also find that
all models yield positive PG scores that scale with their ca-
pability, indicating an ability to distinguish between stronger
and weaker preferences.

Our comparison with the human baseline (Table 3) reveals
that models significantly underperform relative to humans.
Humans achieved an average score of 84.7, far surpassing
the top-performing LLM’s 41.4. The performance disparity
is most pronounced on the “Embodied” dimension, where
humans scored 90.6 against Gemini-2.5-pro’s 36.3. This
highlights the critical shortcomings of current large mod-
els in spatial intelligence. In contrast, we found that top
models achieve near-human performance on the “Conflict”
dimension, demonstrating their proficiency with explicit,
rule-based constraints. Notably, the lower PG score for
humans is attributed to a strategy of accommodating all
preferences to maximize their overall score.

Table 3. Comparison of Human and SOTA LLM Performance on
the Human Test Set.

Model Embodied Social Conflict PG Average
Gemini-2.5-pro  36.3 51.0 893 142 414
Human 90.6 779 898 1.7 847

A fine-grained analysis of the scores (Table 2) indicates that
models systematically underperform on “Group of NPC”
preferences compared to “Relation” and “Topic” categories.
We attribute this disparity to different reasoning complexi-
ties. “Relation” and “Topic” preferences primarily require
matching explicit cues in the context. In contrast, “Group
of NPC” preferences demand a multi-step, programmatic
reasoning process: the agent must perform a global scan
to extract NPC attributes, ground concepts like “peers” or
“highly-educated group” into operational criteria, and then
filter the candidate set. This performance gap highlights a
limitation: models excel at information matching but strug-
gle with tasks requiring multi-step reasoning.

5.3. Ablation Study

We conducted an oracle ablation study to test our hypothesis
that spatial intelligence is the key performance bottleneck.
By directly providing ground-truth (GT) perception, we
simulated perfect spatial awareness. As detailed in Table 4,
this led to dramatic score increases across all tested models.
These findings confirm that the primary limitation is not
reasoning but the inability to derive structured 3D under-
standing from visual inputs. The concurrent improvement in
“Social” and “Conflict” scores further validates our bench-
mark’s reliance on spatial cues, proving that even social
tasks in our setting require more than just textual inference.
Notably, when equipped with GT perception, the models’
performance approaches human levels (Table 3), underscor-
ing the latent reasoning potential of large models.

Finally, we evaluated the efficacy of a self-reflection mecha-
nism for error reduction. As illustrated in Figure 9, which
shows the change in average scores for three representative
models across reflection iterations, all tested models demon-
strated consistent improvement. These results confirm the
efficacy of our proposed “generate-and-reflect” framework.
Furthermore, in comparing this to human problem-solving
strategies, we observed that human participants often adopt
a heuristic-based “anchoring” method. They tend to estab-
lish an initial, seemingly viable arrangement and, if this path
proves infeasible, prefer making local adjustments over sys-

Table 4. Impact of Ground-Truth Perception on Model Perfor-
mance on the Test Set. An asterisk (*) denotes models evaluated
with Ground-Truth (GT) perception.

Model Embodied Social Conflict PG Average
Doubao-1.5 24.6 430 625 38 283
Doubao-1.5%* 86.1 612 87.1 11.1 755
o3 329 53.8 89.0 12.7 43.1
03* 80.1 750 944 137 798

Gemini-2.5-pro 40.6 56.2 857 88 478
Gemini-2.5-pro* 78.5 66.7 914 168 74.8
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Figure 9. Model scores (The average score in Table 1) in the initial
round and after reflection.

tematic backtracking. Consequently, they are often trapped
by their initial, flawed assumptions. In contrast, the agent’s
computational persistence and systematic exploration allow
it to mitigate such cognitive biases, including cognitive fa-
tigue and heuristic shortcuts. It is noteworthy that the human
participants required an average of 165 minutes to complete
the 10-problem test suite, which underscores the substantial
complexity of the tasks.

6. Limitation and Future Work

Unlike narrative-based testing, S31T is interactive, where
varying interaction processes can influence the performance.
We’ve provided a typical interaction process for integration
of T-Agents, which can also be extended to more com-
plex forms for richer test complexity, such as removing the
discrete viewpoint set and requiring the T-Agent to plan
continuous motion trajectories, as well as configuring NPCs
to behave uncooperatively when queried about their prefer-
ences. Furthermore, our human evaluation relied on a small
sample of three experts, which limits the generalizability of
this performance baseline to a broader population.

We adopted an empirical curve to penalize models for sat-
isfying only a small fraction of preferences; this score may
include subjective bias. Critically, the curve remains consis-
tent across all categories, ensuring it does not compromise
the rank order of scores between LLMs and the human
baseline.

7. Conclusion

We introduce S3IT, a benchmark for embodied social intel-
ligence featuring procedural generation and a multi-phase
evaluation pipeline. Our evaluation of state-of-the-art LLMs
reveals their proficiency in explicit rule-following but a
critical deficit in integrating spatial and social reasoning,
resulting in a stark performance gap against the human base-
line. Our findings underscore that grounding abstract social
cognition in physical environments is a key challenge for fu-
ture research. We posit SIT will catalyze progress towards
truly collaborative embodied agents.
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