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= PROBLEM + PROTOCOL

APM treats assistance as constrained rewriting: preserve
latent intent, reduce burden, and avoid unsupported
additions.

ICML 2026 MAIN TRACK

- FINDING 1: FAILURE PRECEDES SEMANTICS

Burden and consistency fail earlier than intent preservation:

Intent-only robustness hides accessibility failure.

Can an LLM recover latent intent without transferring effort back to the
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user?

= FINDING 3: RISK IS STRUCTURED

Hallucination incidence remains non-trivial in English and rises

in several non-English settings.
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N2 is the strongest burden stressor

clean prompts languages noise classes severity levels

Language shifts the risk surface; noise type explains the dominant failure
mode.

40,960

impaired prompt instances per model - 10 frontier LLMs

ABI and LCI cross at alpha=0.4; IPR and HIR cross at alpha=0.6.

= APM LENSES = FINDING 2: FALSE ROBUSTNESS — NOISE-SPECIFIC PROFILES

N2/N3 retain enough semantic cues to invite confident
over-mediation.

Low Low 0.41

High aggregate IPR often coexists with negative BRS: models
preserve intent while transferring effort back to the user.

Assistive success requires four checks at once.

IPR vs. burden inflation
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Correct output alone is not enough for assistive Ministral 2 563 -1.600 0.513 0.826 APM evaluates LLMs as constrained assistive mediators, not as unconstrained task solvers.
reliability.

Bounded ambiguity entropy: AE < 0.81 normalized

semantic robustness != assistive reliability

Main takeaway Correct is not enough: accessibility-sensitive Al must preserve intent, reduce burden, avoid overreach, and remain stable across languages and impairment severity.
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