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Abstract: Automatically extracting knowledge relations from massive resources is key to constructing subject knowledge
graphs in intelligent education. Addressing the issues of low context utilization and "hallucination" in Large Language
Models (LLMs) for Relation Extraction (RE), we propose an information-aware retrieval and post-verification strategy.
By integrating entity and semantic details, we improve the quality of demonstration retrieval. A post-verification
mechanism is further designed to ensure prediction consistency via LLMs' dialogue capabilities. Experiments on
academic datasets like SciERC demonstrate significant accuracy improvements in complex relation extraction. This study
offers a robust technical solution for automated educational resource organization and knowledge base construction in
intelligent tutoring systems.
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1. A&

BEHFUERGEAT, FEHFLHEANUAAIFRAB O 2.0 K, BEEXTK
BA2 (MOOCs) Fedk FHEMEGER, BEWIEEMURF T REBIFREK, Am, Xk
KRARAEVAING . BRMOHREGE, FALAGT L LGFRinRERE S & A9RN% 7T
8o FA IR BEAES —FRBEME NN SR L FHERA TR, CRAEILNEL
FI)RAME . FRHFARAA (TS) AA AN B ARG XELRITE. A, FRAFH
iR B E R ERMHEE EROF TARE, FMURKRSH LR EF 2. Bk, FFL
K, T30 A #h1L % & I (Relation Extraction, RE) # K, R AMEFRHA T AL
@ 41% K (Chenetal., 2023),
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BAT, A1 Ki&E3 A (Large Language Models, LLMs) 3417 % & B E &R A A LH e
B RRBAGTF LM E. KAmn, AERFAHTT, FHARREAMSOEREEmEN, @A
KRR EPATHBUEF @ IER KK : B, BTHZFEFHG LTS, AR
HiERME L RFERGGREEL; LRk, BAALAE I RZHEEN HF LA R
(Hallucination), #rH 8RR AR, IPEXHm T ANHERIRENTREE. REiEH
AR A9 KiE S A B K (Zero-shot) FIFRITIRANGHEM ., BFRLAES A TH
B w5 @l R Pk (Ouyang et al., 2022) KA LA (eHFE . £HRHBIL, AL
FHRFH) BASENTHETENR. ARLEAY, @ARAG THZ FHAKRIRGHER, £
K32 A B R L B AR AS o e, AL FE AL R I AR SR AL X R
AT R AR R B LR A ot e E, mAFA EZH XK, IMORAFE—2 FAKSF
R, TRAEHEROFARIR, RFFIAHE, IERXFOERBERARAEHR.

Aad bR bk, AAR S — A @ w R AR MR SR 5 BERIEX R MR K,
AL ToERARAAL: 1) BE—FEZERIEERE, B35 RMNAHFRGEREIE UL
&, 2FRS T 5% 5 3 (In-Context Learning) ¥ =PI Gy = ; 2) %+t 7 4% RE £4%
86 B SR ek, A R AR A9 % BT IE RS A 3 TN 45 R AT —BUMAREY, A AEAK T AR
B RAEE; 3) £ SCERC ¥ 845 X R F 4R 9K IBE LT TIRIE, 2R L %5 kb
A BONNEE T REABREAABOBRIIE; 4) ZEFELRER ghRE5F4H A XK R
AABIR R ALE], KILT &R & 6 Fa iR &AM R AL,

2. WX IH

2.1 FRFISFEHNXF #HK

#&3%.% 2] (In-Context Learning, ICL) #9453 2 4 /£ T A | /" £ 89 3% 7 7 %] (Demonstration)
WERA G 4F R T 488 /1 (Brown et al., 2020). £ F AR, A RXH L 2XA A ICL KA
FHMPIRREIRE R, Blde, Wang FA (2022) %R0 F 50180 984K 5] FAERLIR H 4o
RE. Am, BRBREEREETLEESFALAGZHEMR, F4i5F (Subject-specific
language) i@ % €4 2 Je 69 &) X &M F KAZRM, B2 ey TOVEET R AR ZPTH T L6915 L
TR B, T3 & T F TR E T A 5055 ik g L RE M Fo R ILIMA 8 17,
A ICL A£#F & A+ 6283 (Min et al., 2022).

2.2 FHEEHRL

TP B AEY S ICL WRAKX R AANEE T EI 2 A TR AR, 4]
dm, R T SIMCSE #3Ftbs 3 7 kil bt 5 &) ) 2 A& 7z 48 Lk I BL 77 51 (Gao et al., 2021).
BELEREGER SRR EAEAH T FAEENXAN, P40 TRBUANIELAS
T RE T FHRK G B AFIEm F R AR KK (Reimers & Gurevych, 2019), Li ¥ A (2023)
A RAEE, R BRBELERLRRERDNRE L, BRBeTHTARAESD X LA AEZ
BEMEIZERT, ALRBOELBIBRFTREELATHAZI -G, BiLH%ELIFIE
RIR, FRAEE BT AR B4, A58 EO B RRIBEMN,

2.3 BRIEL%

A3 KA A A A RN, FFRARRE T ZARIMAF . Chain-of-Thought (CoT) =
AEARFT AL ), B AR AR E T FEA—FT . F I B 0IEHIAE (Wangetal, 2022).
AHFNEF, SEAHFGEKLFT %, Self-Refine FiE KR E & A AE, {2fifzsihid
St R R ARt 695 ik 5, (Post-Verification) &% 7T #H F SR P a9 R 8L
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Bth, BAMEERTAMEEQRBGH RN E, AT AR PR EUHENLERTIHEFTS
(Weng et al., 2022; Dhuliawala et al., 2023), XA XA K Eoyit, 2RMNHKF R4 T
“FE 3 Fe iR Ik — U ) A R B gt

3. AT *
3.1 #£H =X

X A BU(RE)A B AR AIEZE ML AP IRFIFARAGGELIRR ., & S AN FHS
F, Epeaa 7 Epyy FAFRFHIFR. AL BRREMZ LHEHAEARE R, NEHFL
BHEXMIREr €R.
3.2 EHAEKAH

AXRBGEHEFA R B ERNEOXRBPBAERER 1| ir. ZEREZZHANMES
A2 e 20 AR

1) 7 &RFETREE, RFTAFAINGE FRIRE NXA AR X TH LA

2) BIEAE S, @M EESF 5E P Prompt 38, FAH LLM 69— AR
H 3¢ A0 Fh Ik R # AT

3 Fr 4% 38R 4 B AN ICLIR T
EFPromptigik

g%

TP

P FPromp ik

RBERT

I L eSS
il

ﬁ
FF FF
Rk OO SSBANEL

B 1. 13 &R H 55 ik X 2 A BUE R EARRA B

wl: ERS

3.3 58RI ETHRAEE

A AEAE T BT R4 7 09 AR %, AAIH RBERT BARIFEA AL EANX. BESE
&:(Wu & He, 2019), @iT#4#[CLS] @&, KkFEIR (hyp) HARFER (h,) @F, RHEOLAE
FAHE AT AFIEGE o BIEA KX (1) B E1E 3T HHE:

h; = [h.s ©® h,, © h,,] (D

£, QETOEHERE. AKX (1) FAT I TREXLEFRBEFIEGRE RS, &
BRBREIHAERRHNFHATRTTORXK. BB, AA k-RAAR (KNN) HEED %4
F R P A RAAATN . XA T ETE BT 8 F e EARIEL, RN T HHEF LRP X4EE
HRE K E K F 6 EIm R
3.4 i Hyig 55 Bk K %
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AR T3E (Prompt) #ENE, A5 HMEER (Forward) 5% (Reversed)
HHEL. B 1 T, ZIESARNERIERANANK. AL, BAEARALEEG kA
AT A BT ) R T —ANRA G E FRTIELZEM I T rm CRA X33 A&
EWE

52 SLARA— LR FAE R, FRBAT 7B, FABLE T FRENFR ERGZHXE,
ﬁ:{f‘]«ﬁﬁ?é’é\f{@%sw g‘i’f$ ElhiﬁElté’J%«%ﬁ’ir[o
FMINLE 2 0TS, MErqq BE(quZ X %

WA G A AR TP A P 09 W E Ry 5 ypo ZRELERT—HK, MNARKS
TER %o RSB AN T @ LT LRERBARHN LLM, 5| FRASATZH QEHK
o XAPHF B ZRAAIN, ARXERT LLM AR T RF RKEFHIFGLERNE, FHik
T F A R B A 69 R

4. FWLER 5,4
4.1 FLRT S HIERIEL S

AR RAL T IR F R ABRNRE & R AT R EF IR EM AN, AR ERE
TRFUEFILAGELEME”, MAFABERELRF AN LHKE., HAEMALE LT EL
MEHEFRFER, AARAERT §2LRAFRKREXZE SCERC KBEFEABHF
Ak R (Luanetal., 2018), AR K AE 692 TAHH FH LK 5H M. »IN, #irk SemEval
5 ACEO05 # 3 %1k 4 # /& % B (Hendrickx et al., 2019), #AN 10 52 6 it AR T <47 b 2 4%
A 3 8 AR RAL T A0 )G 6 HIB R IR T, KA Micro-F1 A £ iR Fh B9 A 2
MHATAEEZIRE . ZAARE TR EPTR LA 69 7T sk R T 2 AR A 69 AR AR .
4.2 EBEH L DAL

AL F GPT-3.5-Turbo 5 GPT-4o-mini #2375 %, stk isE a4 s L E
WA (4= RBERT, PURE) VAR sty KAZA X R BT & (3= GPTRE-FT)(Wan et al.,
2023). FIs%—xK F 25-shot K E.

ARFFARIZGERNRA LR BFTRRERNER, AL T EL A ERESATEHES
HEANSETH: 1) ARMR S B35 ERABBEAR KBZAELITHEITIE, 5
AR A MR LR 5 2) BRI ERS AT R AR T2k, 2R B LA
RBinte &7 55 Wil 4 3k, SILMAT &AM H] Al FHLT P a9 2T 3) HFIHHE
&M SRR EFFIRBAES, EURNETEENT Likdth £73)“ A KZH 2
UM R EIRIEIER. WIN, TA SRR EAMR T AR TET 5 KFBRFHME, HRA
ARIEPUPE T, #APk2E R a94a 2 A= +T B 31,
4.3 B
4.3.1 Sk GEFE T P

FihtE R4k 1 P~ £ SemEval-2010 Task 8 ##E%& L, KL 7%k (GPT3.5-FT+)iE
IhGE) BUFT 93.18% WR S Fl 14, EF A THAMAER, X EAHAEEHELIRET,
AR LR RER AL L ILIMEN LT, £ R LR 2 2 LA,

FAMER K EI A A ACE0S K #BE Loy AN, B THRIBEELIAZHE L, LA
GPT3.5-Random 1X3k1F T 9.04% #9HRI&%, X RBET LLM A& % EERAKFHITa9E5S
Mo Rim, BT FIARILAE LRI R R, Mk KK ZE 73.38% (RAT 6434 A
A L), XAMER TEBABETIKREGE ( hy, A2 h,) FIAGHFIENEIR, AA 25| FAHL
A K3 o) A ARG B R
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4.3.2 #XfFEF S iR FHIR GG RA IR 7T

BAENAEH TS50 SCERC A5 U#k#IEE L, AL RANE THRRG EHM
(F1 18k 77.49%), X—#RFMEE (FAMEERA T Y4 60%) 33 F 5oin B iL oo 432
EAETZEL. P RBEEZEAAE:

1. FHTZH—HE: 4R EETRBEELE, RIGEFHEE LA 4R 24
BT (Recddi”, “BR7KR), WBRARETHEGMEEEIR, AMEKTIHFHK
1B R AR ARIIAS,

2. BIIENH B A RAE R . EEENF AR EE Y, R FROFTHEEIR (R
HRR) RHEG, BIIER BT X214, £ SciERC #%#EE EARA TR T AR
BIPEARIEE ., RINIER, ZARKREA XA RER AL S EEF R XA ZH TR, $F
RAITT F AR QS I RS TR K

£ 1. SHBELEOXF MM L (Micro-F1 18), 25 (*) AT AME k-shot £ %k
HTFIINBGIRIEERGENER; TREXREATZERFETT LB ERALA,; o4 ER AR
AEfE T L AT & £ 49 GPTRE-FT 7%,

7 ik BEE SemEval ACE05 SciERC
GPT # % (Best k-shot)
GPT3.5_random 70.04(30) 9.04(25) 17.92(25)
GPT4 random 48.82(25) 81.22(25) 69.48(25)
A 377 ik (Best k-shot)

GPT3.5-SimCSE* SimCSE 80.22(25) 63.00(25) 30.75(25)
+E iR SimCSE 83.81(25) 68.00(25) 38.70(25)

GPT3.5 FT RBERT 90.25(15) 64.31(15) 59.75(15)

GPT3.5-FT* RBERT 92.37(25) 73.38(25) 77.49(25)
+)5 I iE RBERT 93.18(25) 74.50(25) 73.60(25)

GPT4-FT RBERT 90.15(25) 93.00(25) 86.00(25)

WORABEAL AR H Ak 7 ik

PURE 89.90 70.09 68.45

GPT-RE_FT PURE 91.90(25) 68.70(25) 69.00(30)

RBERT 89.10

4.4 HE 855

AT#H—FIIERLIRE O I E SR (Information-aware Retriever) 5 /G ¥ iE R %
(Post-verification Strategy) #9& B T #k, AX & SemEval #48% L#47 T HaRFER, & X4
B 2 Ao
441 FBRFEALEAT

AT HAZHEARIT ARG TR, ALZT T AR EE: 1)woinf: HRE &K
BrR B, BIEFIARRFIEAE LB ER; 2) wo PV: #1856 WiEHE S, #2F R4
e H R 3) w/o inf&PV: B B A5k B HAE A AR

HAFENmF @, ALK T Python3.9 3#¥EF K, A A OpenAl B APl #HBARLE,
GPT-3.5-turbo #9782 & # # (Temperature) L —i% 4 0.1 VAR RO 2, top p XN 1,
RRAERKEIRF A 256 8, & B KA RBERT AR 768 #4site &, KNN & A
F R KE B 5. PTA E ek e 3534 /2 48 B 69 AL 44 37 3% (Intel Xeon CPU, 64GB RAM) TFi& AT,
FAFRILE RIS RIBITAY-FIME, CAHIR A R AU TR R 69T .

HERBRAKGRF L, ALHT T @R FHERM, A&, AL 15, 25 #= 30 =4 k-
shot BLE, § AR TR FEFAH AT A MR A IR ; 55 K 25-shot ZE4 +F
®73E (Prompt) KEE TR, RRERZENELSE., Li, FEALREE
(Temperature) B2 4 0.1, A T /£ #£68 F AR BE 5 & KAZE 4] LLM 8 <[
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PAEN”, FRHEF iR RSN EI R PO ZE —RESERT LM, I, ok HEER
R BR K FE 3 mdE Rz AR, AR A ATH A48 RBERT &8 & 44 R 8] F 69 2831 4548 £ 7
7@ & IR A,

9 mw/o inf&PV

Bw/o inf 90.75

90\vv/o PV 879

®Ours
85

"

80.81

N

Micro-F1

1>

£
24
29
24
94
29
74
77
2
%’
77

80

N

NN

75

N N NN

¢

70

Y
(Sa]

k-shot JE R~ E

B 2. RNE AR M A 09 % et b (Micro-F1 18). 2 ¥, ours KK L7k ; wioinf 45
RERZ LRI R B woPV HREREIRIEFR " ; woinf&PV 15K B it L1k ANk,

4.4.2 4L 25 R i

MR E 2 B FIREAE, RAVT VAMRVAT =A% B 31T R B R AR T

1. FAHE I 5] FAE R . EAARE &R EE (woinf) B, A Fl AFHTHT
10.19% . XA & EBA T8 A LLM A& E 340 Rm, G20 26 T BB R4,
AL by HirdEild R RKE S Ak R, KR EARBRE T — AN
JoflpF 427, A AS il Kb R TR A X RN F R T,

2. FHALS X 4790 69 [LBT ALE) : A2 1R G Bk K% (w/o PV) F B A9 M A8 T 25 (0.81% - 2.85%)
BFT LLM AKX T ERR LR AR MG, REERARKE LD TEES, 242K
FHRT, IARIEAH G UETRHEZHET BEE ZERIK, B RIESESELFIANRGHEF
B, RHEBARNZL 2 (BEFH) X, AMAKERT KEHALEGZTHLL,

3. BB BRI R : BRI ARG, MAEHILT2EEXNTH® (4
12.66%) . XHHME &It (REZREMAN) HSEBIERE (FHRZARMEFR) Z
BERIBERF. PALHRMAT FHEGITRT, ZHERBF KRG EHGLBLE,
b M 5 AL S A e iR B M A RARN R B leiE,

4.5 FOIBHT
AT ATy AT AR G A R, AT AT — AR E S
FIRK R ER| AT AT, BRI A2k 2 FTT,

% 2. AR K R IIEB AT

pg #mAE EZHR ALY

BN A “UnESFEAME ERL, 7 Qe FAERZHG 6T

M XRF AKX F [483R 38 AAR AR &) T 4 2L XK
)& B ALK 6 R -2 R R T BUR A [ RIAINZHTR 8%

A RBE-%2X 5B SR A i FAHE X
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EX IR R

ok 2 B, @A KRR (RARAD) & THZ FHMBREIRGLHR, BHLHEMG
MR, ARFIHFTF, IMTAHATHRASAEFEIIREEGFHE A,

AL TTEORBAET: 1) BREIRBIE LRI RS, KR BT AR T LA 4R
“HRFHOGFATE, A LLM RETRA RS FE; 2) BRIEERAR LLM &
&R, BLERSELNTHTA (P ERTRRGEFAHFERE"), K
WAF A IGE SUR BT . L EBIHER T AL T kit R F R FA IR KIGG = €M,
AR T A iR B, feiR S22 10 69 P ATk KR AR LR

5. Wit AME
5.1 ABLtHR]E FniREH F 6 1ESIMA]

ARG AKX R FPBAESR, KR AT REE REMZE T —A = 20 “ADH B SR 4L 22
BE) . EZALE T, Al (KA HEAHRRE, RIETEHEEZHFTROS R TRIE Wb
FAETAE, L BARME AR RN : AL, “fFERIEREIBRMT FIHRE
HIkain b Nk AE, A Al REFEGFHALFH S, LR, “BRIEREEMTALS
RAG P A R T, i8R m AT 524 Al LREFFATIRGBIR GeiR AR R
P A RE?) . KA ALE MR K EARIE T R GJRE S iR R R A i, RARARIT
P RRGMBE, ARAQ T D H kB R IR T S A
5.2 BRAAFEHFYFAHEZL T

LA ARG R, AT R R AR T A AR LA AT R R AR A PO R 2 A
(1) TRAEAT AL A AT 8930 S mAiE: 2T SRAAT B BAST S AR R AE A 47 Ak 48 B 45 N AR 28 &R
F&. mAKEERZW STEM RL, RAR—BEERPEROBAALLRR. BEXFE, W
BT HeIR A R T AL 69 iR B 3 5 AR ik, B2 FEIKE RGN R AT, (2) MEA
E RGBSR AR BGF AN L XERMNE AR, TRHALGWE G
IR R BN N R AT 690 21 KG. £ Al mF ABEFEA, RFAT—HIH AL
K, MJRMET Al 21505 K094 iR32 F, KRB EZTE. SESWANME S I A£E,
5.3 BRESHE

RGAFRIET LERI, BNEE—2 b BRE, G4, AL Hk LB A
TR, SNTHEMPORBE., AXFHESEELORERENINA Fig, Lr, BHRIERR R
REFZRTHE, BLIINT I API X EFF4, dofTit — F RACHE I F 2 K R 695
KT 6o &HEIEGA, REAIMFIENTET GPT-3.54 R, 2 AR E 6943 &R
R +E I AER LA A L XM (Model-agnostic), 7T L4kt Z#H —K KRR P, H4H
ANPEACE 5] R Gay SR R R R B T R RS,

6. &

AXLRE—FEREEEILREERIEREGXFZMPBAER, AXEM T FAHEEMN
B 5 LT LA AR, FREAN, ZAEFELE RAEMAGITRT, @THNE
BEANTHREF R MEFHEAOR, TERAT XA EHE,

AL T ZAEREFEHXBRATYORRAE . Ak, KRMNBEIEZ B4 5 A 0945
B AR (Ontology) FINEIIEARAZ, FEELZEEMIRAARK, A RXARKFHLEEF TR
IREHBRER A H., ARG HERKRE,
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