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1 Introduction

M 1% #83 (Relation Extraction * i #% RE) »
FAEMRIATERNEEHMOUH AL - £1&4&%
BBl R BERS L BE R AT LT
#*J7| (Named Entity Recognition > ffi #& NER )
e > BPAE U AR TR A AR TR
b Ay~ HEs ~ AEREF o ok FlBTREE R
MAGHENG RERETHASE ™
% TR A A R R A RS A —
e Q% B B & B 78 M 1A 38X (Joint Entity and
Relation Extraction)

WFRAARBEBZHEAY (LLM) 69 Bk £
R o B AR B M AR BAR A 1L 75 & W Py 2R AR X
WRR AR MEXMGARFLEAT » &
PRAAE A FT VUL B 4 A B State-of-the-art
(SOTA) #93% [1]° B [2] 895 F &4
A% GPT-3 BALGHA » BpfE R F L8 fine-
tune * R HZ&F RIF49 instruction » BP T iE
2] SOTA #) A3 o

T8 340 B A BB R % B B A A F
FHE AFTRARALE—RHTOETHE
Bl 4. MR BA S FE AL B IR
RGN IZARETHFT SR E%
HFE L AL BaTEMGEPIEHY LR
FH#E o Hl4e: ACE05(3] ~ CoNLL[4] ~ NYT|[5]
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FAEHE > A ZB A Sentence & 7| 1T
BAREEEBENFZGRBELEPRETHEA
B AR o A2 AR EOHERT > BHHMA=
AEFHEEARMG » B — 2GR EA
LR —E&TF » XEAAAG T F o B Yao
FA (6] et 0 A8 40.7% B9 MR R R L FE
B 5 EAER B B AR o f B 4E DocRED[6] &
BT EHREHE > BT AERELYF
YRR 2L LRSS ik
HERBHIT » KRMA A FITRLES K
AEZAHEA (4 Gemini > GPT-3.5 ¥) » %
Common Crawl 2% & AR 5w H#ETE
Bl XL EL M A EHE - A A
1240 6] F 887 6 Ml A BUL 3 » RAMEG 7 %R
WA ¥R L E P HEATH 6 F ~ BRE AL
P LA KR T K4 30% RAbE L ER
B B R ARG MG o BERTBEALE
& E R A d ol J8 AR BT A R GEATE MR KA
Bl o AV S ER DR T 5RE
T R RATIR B 0B A > T2ALE R
MRS E P AR A T AT 0 3 B R AR 6948 B A
KRBT TRAGMELE -

2 Related Work

WM& ¥ (RE) £ A AREZRE (NLP) T4
WAL » K ZE A A SR B EBE (7, 8~
BUA R4 (9, 10, 11] ~ #3524 [12, 13] 4
B 48 RE 7 2B LAE 8N4 M
A > i LSTM 2 BERT B 47 B &3
B[4, 15]) 0 238 7 B R B R EA LAZ 2K
B BREAR A LR R AERER
[16] #= ¥ BB % [17) » 1238 T f 4§ BOR o
BAEIT

%% RE %1% M pipeline # & » &4 IE
BOA AT AR O 0 235 008 T b % R R K
% (NER) #= Bl 1A# (RE) Mazg  §
B AR - BAELMME FH ST
HEE (18, 19] Ao BB E B F X 0 4=
CasRel[20] ~ ETL-Span[21] ¥ > i i# % F 48



RAGHEBRTHRRTHEE - Ko » TR F %
13 % IR AR E AR A B B 2 B [22] ©

By fig iz A FRRARE T AS &
#]4e TPLinker[23] #= UNIRE([24] » & 38 434
MAGRABBR =M B R TREGBPRE
iy £ PR > 42 72 R T8 & SUARBF 2R UK o

2.1 A RRIE T AP

B 2018 FARXBESTHM AR T Hdo
CopyRE[25] #& i vA 4 » & %% #5 $%5 &) 4% 78
IR (4= UniLM[26] ~ Bart[27] ~ T5[28])
BATH S TR M AR - fld > Ye FA [29]
# kA UnilM # CGT # % ¥ 7 % »
Cabot % A [30] Bl A BART A& & # 42 i
REBEL &4 -
ARRXBBT 5B 5K A mA @R X 4
Moo ZmAAERMSERAMAGHERALE S
M EHEG MM 4 Li FA [31] REAEA
MIRHETRRETRY RGO HEER T
b B AR HH A B B4R o Wei FA [32] Bl42
ChatlE 2483 @69 #Ek » £ H—m#EFE T L
BB 1% AR FEAM TN - K@
% 3 N A& AR A H 35 schema 89353 0 BF
By BAE T R Ao B AR SR R B R AR 0 [ A 539
% o BARGEH G B i A o

BN XNERAZBEY BRI BT EYER
B Blde Cabot FA [30] EZABEATE
XFFI c BAXERST ZELwER > T2
schema MR 4] > H & % & K Fl & Information
Extraction(IE) 445 *» %= Paolini ¥ A [33] #
TR IE R AE A REZ O 8FEHRE -
7 UIE[1] ~ LasUIE[34] #2 R 69 3% 5 » B T 24
S NO RSB IDRE T S N R P St A
BATZ  MERAMBTRAGER  AA
NAERF & RE 4 LRER S & &R - Bri
4B R 0 {24 T R4F 49 Instruction * 4L
AEiE 3] SOTA #LAE [2]

3 Dataset Preparation

LB AP ART  RANEHRELEA L
R 7y @ e IR IR A AR IR R — 69 R
o fl4e » NYT!(New York Times Annotated
Corpus) & B 2 #8F#R » DocRED R B 4K &
Ao sbsh > REFPIERS TR > o GDA?

(A BE-RmMBEHE) = CDR? (ILEWH-

R ) > BIR A PubMed % A4 5% 2
EO

"https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2008T19

2https://bitbucket.org/alexwuhkucs/
gda-extraction/src/master/

3https://biocreative.bioinformatics.udel.
edu/tasks/biocreative-v/track-3-cdr/
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ETREZE—MBELRNEALOMEGETHE
e 35 M AF T A TR KA AT Com-
mon Crawl* » 32 % — 18 &4 & 48 HFr L E
BHAGBAELELEK BET ZREERK
BB o £ RE o AF RAVEY A AL R BT
% Hey UK -

3.1 Common Crawl % & a7 L %

Common Crawl B 2007 F &R LA L > L&
EMT 17T FHORBREMBEE  KETH
2500 & E WA T4 RE 160 $1EEF o £
% Common Crawl & 1 £ 2 A gR4E—X%
R B RHGEBIRERE > FRARH
20 %] 40 1&18 pages FF o M ARH R LA
2023-50 89t R AEATIRIE » MBI T L F
8 990 18 Segments * 3% A& 11 18 shards i
TR o BRI AAIRA CCNet [35] P74
BegE s TRy A A F EFT R &
A & 1% % =18 pipeline ¥ 8k o

ETRRERE BARBMALEEITIE
W WATAHRFHRBBEAEALT » BIHRTA
Unicode #2255 9%4n & & 4598 o

1. 5% X TBRABFELHFMALEY 64-
bits SHA-1 4 AME KL TR - TZARL
EREAENEE—ME KRANZEZTHEER
PHBEREGEAILA wEBEEES
cookie #E= & ~ B M F TIRAE > M
AR 8538 5 PR IR -

2. 3B F Prak: KMEA fastText[36] 1F 535
94 % fastText £ meta 8 — 185
TARABRBT AN 204 HEEST 0 LR
£ Wikipedia ~ Tatoeba ~ SETimes £ @
BATTAINLR o fastText FRBFTA WHEE
AE s EHPAES BT B RIS
BEHEGERFSRA 05 P LEERE

3. H i RBHIHETSE G
# o H s &ML A Sentence Piece to-
kenizer’de & — 18 48 B /£ &) F & KA tok-
enize > REF R FEZ LB RE HF—
18 8 REMFFS » RMMER KenLMS &
A2 @ 49 Kneser-Ney 1F &3 535 5 &4 »
Lprartg 5 B A B X E (perplexity
# ppl) 2% > ppl 89 5 BAIK 0 TARSH
ALZ o RALATARA Y ~ A I

M RF o ERATRE G ER H— 18

shards #F T VASF ] B2 ~ F B ~ B3 =B

“https://commoncrawl .org/

Shttps://github.com/google/sentencepiece
Shttps://github.com/kpu/kenlm



e R o REARLE A > FH > B3 o
fkﬁ"i BT EBERETRERE TEGHEE
FH o REWMARRY 17% 5 % H EHEE
&M%AH%@ ° - shard 0 8 F (head
0) > # 26,293 FEAH - FAHBKXTH Fa L
ﬁ’ﬁh%dhdmdmﬁﬂmmw“fﬂﬁ
By R A A 9 R o

4 Data Annotation

i BH R  RMEFAADERTHR - 3£
RET [AB -~ A~ RF -~ L] 15 A &MAR
g 4 MR hAATRRKELE
4 5| 89 T AR LR A 0 K AVEA Gemini-
1.0—pro(4§ﬁ#} Gemini) #= GPT-3.5-turbo(#% ##
GPT) fE AR -

HMAOARIZ>AOERE (RRAEL
B1):
ZMAER  RREEAE SRR EAA L

Ao ERBEGAYH A= 1M  B1Ro# .
MARMZ AR IR RN QMM AER
Foo X ABKRE  HREEAY ;AR RETIR
o AR S o THEH  FEBERT L
BRE A EREH > B RRENRTERE -

By HEARAR ST E A AT ek 0 RAVIR T AR
AR LBRF G AE] o dosb— R > T A AL 4B
— AT R 2 A 0GRk 0 IR E R 69 B
Mo Bk o BRIEA A RGOS E AL
WA B h B R B Rt o

wAINREAE B KX TG 10 120 5B
A API Bk = n A RIFARKRMALE
Gemini knf;j‘?‘—k}l%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ A 4532w B 09 T4
% o RETRAMAARS > E GPT #EHT =L
WA wB2 MBENMIASE S X LE
B A A 7H'mv_,$£ E“l A2 A 7H’%muf.£7}’a ] o

4.1 TFEEF|PEK

A A RKER % £ 6 T8 T4 LikiT
mwmmﬁf”p7ﬂ’niimz-%%%%@
o R » RV E FH R &K (%%%
# 1,502 F) * 2 mﬂxim%ﬁ GEHMM

NGRS A A &#ﬂx‘*ﬁf‘zﬁwnéﬁ&ﬁ 7
X & b AT B A B o

B R &AM B 19 Gemini-1.0 &= GPT-3.5 9
context window T ¥Ai£ %] 16k 18 tokens ° 12
G AR B LATF 5] A few-shot learning %G 4
B o @ kA9 4R ?&ﬁ@’?}%ﬁé MEAE o &AM
A Gemini LT T NFAELE AKX > KME
#EL 100 Z /£ zero-shot T AZ A T AE % 44
B AR = nameg a5 5 23K 1-shot & 2-
shots #X At » i B A% Al Wadhwa F A [2] 897
Fo AL E 2 FRIKEH L chain-of-
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thought(CoT) #9424x » B 78 9 prompt A %
#iw%MOQ%%%ﬁﬁ 1R e 8 T
=4 6§15 0 3k & 1-shot KA 2-shot »
AMaet RBERA - Bk RITREEKSE
B FIRM zero-shot 897 X °

4.2 ZnHA
B KABZEAVRAEEE MR =14 » &
g RXABR 77 X5l BEM o K> &£ zero-
shot XA T » R ZRGLEMAS (NER)
Fa bl 124 (RE) » MM AEN R LD
o (B A -BRF L) 1%
P o Ak s KMk AREHREARE TA
MARAL ) HRERES MG - BT
AR E B FSTAREN » RMAFT zero-
shot # 7% (WwMéA2) » EHRABHES
AN TWMERBRERTGSRMATA G
N Bl gRARAENG 7 X HEAL AR
89 prompt (%= 4k A3) he A B Z AT 89 H3E F o
PEBEALHEEINBEAEE G S EHEBLRN
o R B 5 REFRBEANDE » £018] 5 5
ERGELTH c AZERRT A EHELE (fF
/\#5‘5\‘{7’7 =L R R BT R MR ) Ao bheRAT
A BAME (R wmTi) ~ &R
Bl (BB B maIAE) AA APIE% (AR
BEIREEHBENEFIEE) o

Table 1: Gemini ## GPT R AL 3L E 447

Gemini GPT
EAEAZZE | 26,218 | 25,614
& REER 29 226
BRI 5 0 207
API % 46 246
B 26,293 | 26,293

By ER1IPT AL » Gemini /£ 453 =& 69
#HEL AL GPT BR2VHS > AKX
TR G RAT o Bk —F &R RMEEA AT
EFEAR LAY E A e 22 0 T AR B KI5 69 4
BXEAREAALZ MO HAAE » ZHAE
HM G5 TAH o FBKAEZHEA 6 4 R AR
o BPT @A 8 A LAy BB A A L o

Table 2: Gemini 7= GPT E#EAZZ T » LH AL
M5 L3 b b

Gemini Gpt
A W% 2,268 3,576
AR 23,950 | 22,038
AMBEERL | 8.65% | 13.93%

4.3 MEoH

JERE = u A 6T A BT A9 545
#| Gemini #» GPT T AR E R = TLHA R
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Koo RIOVERAT ARG B A5 AEHE > A
ABRAERMPT T AmiEERN P o L&A
Gemini ATAE R =040 » M4 895EH % £
1,142 # » £ GPT AT R =¥ > 2 %
¥ 1,825 A8 o mAERTEE 0 RATE BAFE R
BABHITH B EIT R RO @AY (B ~ 67
A~ FF - L) o

R o &1?17‘1%27‘@9}1&)&%1 1445 5 B -
EPAHAEAE—BEHEOO LM E £8
Gemini ## GPT XA R 7 X E A X
T A BB 42 B TR ] - A1 44
M EEAAPT 7 o RMAFRER X8 280K
HER wk3 e TULAEH £H Gemini XA
GPT #F 2L HE a3 09 /845 % 3 - KA K
A 6B % » % BT B RMPTIE T8
BB A REZIo

Table 3: B AL 69 W AAE A 431

Gemini | GPT 1& Tt
EN 135 105 | 8.09%
A 61 108 | 5.70%
Fl 194 93 9.67%
) 752 1,519 | 76.54%
AERE | 1,142 | 1,825 | 100%

4.4 R Lh#E
B EraE LLM AZ e 69 gt ﬁmﬂﬁGmmi
%GFFW SAMBARE 4,619 EEE AAH
B (RA2) > RMH LA RN =LA EATH
4% 5% BHFAMBERGERERIZ LA
¥ (L&A -
kb%ﬂ# HMFRA BAAAZE. = LELFAA
AR o A2 FRIEF A o AR EHT
Hb%- BRRA o KAVE OpenCC””rﬁﬁﬁ
LT E AR ALY o

Table 4: AR E AR EHFEA R LAEE

Gemini | Gpt | Inter | Union
AHZEER 2,268 | 3,576 | 1,225 | 4,619
BN S 6,697 | 8,598 | 1,027 | 14,268
ZAMEF /doc | 2.95 2.40 - -
R %7 > Gemini %n GPT £FRl32% 1,225
BLEEAYH AR ﬂu&% mﬁ%
1,027 4 » y%%a&xﬁi‘t AR A 5] A &

6,697 #= 8,505 =4 > X EAME 1,027 4>
16 a7 B 15.34% A= 11.94% 2 & AR #
ARBIZAMEZRK A EEIIF K o

it > XML IER B =% FREH

"https://github.com/BYVoid/0OpenCC
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THFHEH T ARG T AL T ERE o AMA
BRM 1,027 AtFm a4 EHEXK =T
MM (RS LMERAD) - 54 T I H
ﬁiﬁ_ﬁ’;ﬁ@é‘?’%A Eﬁ{?‘éa%"t’ B. —g-,g'g 3}5/\Z’ C.
TR AHR, D. AT RAR -

B UBRE R IR o fRE 46 £ =
wELK TR H B A R ZLAAR
BHAE 90% o B—F 9 ER > FWEE S
REAL (WWHEBLE S BELEF) 05 #
W AR TRALREUH G - $ 507
ER—H o MAMBERIAL FRGESY > &
IS & 8551 IR AAE LI ok 5 £ o

Table 5: MmAEA & LA @4 3

AR | BREHA | Al | K@ | k]
Gemini GPT [ 5,166 | 504 91.11%
GPT Gemini | 7,254 | 317 95.81%

4.5 &S EH

KAV R AL R ARSLA 3K A 1,027 A=
4> AR Gemini 3% Gpt BE ) 5,166 4 -
GPT i@ Gemini 523569 7,254 41 > 4 13,447
MEMM AW A RMY G EBAMY
MR Znd - £33 13,447 R MMA =14 -
Eohk 4515 FWMALFEHT > WRAR
A B R EA 4,619 F > BB LREFEK B
PR T RABEREGRBRL TR - KMGEFwE
MR8 B IR AR e &6 o

Table 6: AWM A Z AT » T FHH K 45
o b —BXETRAEHA SR> RS A
EE PPV EE Y S VER ST T8 Fhit:
¥

MGEA | # =18 | B | # XFK| i
EN ) 1,168 8.69% 642 14.22%
B 1,192 8.86% 743 16.46%
R¥ 6,172 45.90% 2,196 48.64%
B 4,915 36.55% 2,255 49.94%
B 13,447 100% - -

A B AERMATE RGOEMARALY » £
MALEShZAAE R TFEY > LPRFfL
MBI 1469 = L 448 T 45.90% A& 36.55% © A8
WER3EAE » TABERARFEZGRE LR
AE o KA LA B A EATH AR>S AT A
BT A B MR 4888+ » A48 % 74 5 9
=% BARAERMEELERE RGALZAK
1o 4o A~ R2. %> 238887 <&
flo B A% BT 8 B KA R P o 2] F R 1R
B ST AR 9.67% 0 A% HLE A
255 1.58% ~ 3.97% » FBEZAEKE T
W% T A 30% AL o Bk o KA AR
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ERMBTARGBEAELET > 2R FHAMEY
AHAGHERBREFFAOEE -
5 Data Quality Evaluation
5.1 NER 3X/EH1E
EIVEFH4.4F £ B Gemini #= GPT 89
ZAMEE > AR L UIRE B 0 B
AR A B BT AR SR A = L4 £ AR K 0 24 AR
= el B9 SB F oy PTAR e By B o SE @R
BRG] AR AT MAL TRH
Wy BT ERAAZ R —E o
BTRERMOGER  KMEAR&EG T
IR BT A GAL KRB R &
4% A 8 F L SOTA-NER # & & F 5 I
Bt B IR 89 ckiplab/bert-base-chinese-nerS (# ##%
CKIP) » &1 CKIP P74t i R g A% A
BAZRA R > 5 774 Gemini > GPT » A&
SR ERAD B A = L4 (Consensus) 9
NER %k » % NER 2468931 £ » K&
FXETHERAEE AR AR A E
AR EBAT—K » RZ L1 OpenCC
BEETRY UK ERBRALATEERA—
BARAAMFI T » &AL KRT -

Table 7: # CKIP FiAZ 69 BB A EE £ » 7HEH
A NER 2k ¢

Recall | Precision | Micro-fl
Gemini 11.53% 66.48% 19.65%
GPT 12.84% 51.92% 20.59%
Consensus | 19.55% 55.47% 28.91%

MARMRWGEFLEMM G = Lat
R MIERBATAALER - Ak o RAL
Z iR G LR ARZAL TR AW A R
BBEHE o 2T KM T A & B AR AR &
B 4% 89 2£3K > Recall R B 20% - KA A A
B 80% WA L&Y AL X AR A A MG o B
FAVIE £ FEH5AT 0 48 CKIP ATAZ 3 d &
AL s BITEHUMAZ TANFEALTR -

WARTETUEZE —% » 38% Gemini f
GPT W EH AR AL B 1 Precision A%
51.92% ~ 66.48% Z M » T A HE KRAZEZS
BRARETRS OGAL T TIEE9 SOTA-
NER Ff #& kA% 5et) c mB X E L 2L ha =
BR AT R 1. BA&s e £ d b &RIME
R A ot > FAF LA R A—B - 12 LLM £
AR FF G A s
FHAL AR B R o B R B F IR
TRA—2 -2 SPLFH: KMOTHRARE
AP LR MINGE S A E K o 12K

8ht'cps:
//github.com/ckiplab/ckip-transformers



SOTA-NER #&1% Al bert-base-chinese * # 7~
A~ B X REMI TR A B KR o
12 & 42 Gemini ~ GPT %iE % LLM » £ %
BRETLMROLETPRETH AR LA
8 0 3. 235 A R B AT % B — B A APT
KA AR » Gemini #2 GPT 2L R4 9 o
b BAMEFEH52F &3 Gemini ## GPT
8B 475 pup| o

5.2 %1%

WA RAUE R o) £ R KX ik TRELTHA
EAXEPHTE - At K0T 8 EK
BB AL > AR E Gemini 2 GPT AT A& A B R 8
ALEH REHAERALET » AH G e
&8 TABILUA 3% AL ETBREL
MELOE TR LT RARTREY > &
FEANREUOTRE 0 & 5% £
%= —ﬁaigﬁﬁﬂ? °

Table 8: A AT 415 AL TREAT » AT AR

BBz

Gemini GPT Consensus
R ERK 173 480 568
BARETEHE | 9,687 | 13,403 19,263
FERRS | 1.79% | 3.58% 2.95%

5.3 ¥ a)itE

BHOFFL EMABIEWEEH TR
B AR P SUE R AR \nes; 1177
Fo AT R R EAT I B] o T3 4108 S b &l
B 58.19 1848 F - KMFIETE R A F e HEA
LAGCHBERLEARGF » ZAEALLER—E
GFF o BlIAREE 6 THEMY -

Table 9: SR 6935 B T MM AR » A
B E A B4

Pt

Gemini GPT Consensus
EARE—CIR R 2.88% | 6.59% 4.91%
THAFLEMR ST | 63.42% | 67.03% 65.28%
BaRRH 33.70% | 26.38% 29.81%

EMT AR LT A E » AR BT
MAREH 30% 24 » A B & T8 MK
1 o BNV — 5 oA BRI » TR Y
Megm I MBTs Lt TR T REE
# (Shortest Distance) ° %= &10A7 & » &AI1E
RPEE i EAES @ ETFUALE > RS
TRAAE LA G AR B RER G B
BT RAZZHEALALGTRGES LGB

RH, o
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Table 10: 3 FHMHAT » TH AR I HRFTHR

Gemini | GPT | Consensus
EORHARE 2,257 | 2,268 4,009
EEZE-ONGIES 246 123 186
REMRIEBEFE | 3376 | 1,803 3,376

5.4 FTHMAAEL

KMVEZH51F A H » AL NER E45 8
Recall 23X A8 JE# & » A A2E 80% WL L&A
ZARRMIE o b KMEFEHEROEE
XFEITEHRA BRAELES - KM%
#i® CKIP RELFFPHRMAALEM > &
HERRANARETHRA ARTRAOTHEY
WATH A48 » B SHE > R ETHRM
% o

WATHARAK  ZEHEHEFA > BH
HEEHNEGHE ()  HEER “ERTE
LB BRAERELFTORALOBEEN » &5
EF 211,550 AE M o FF R B8 L
T BFRMRELT LM EGHAA - Ak
HMEE T REEFRB R AT A4S
SO LFERA. F—AEHBRALTE » &AM
& By: CKIP entity 32 /L F# » &K1t
A A MR EFHALEER 0.95/100
Foo KM 2 G FHAL BEAALEZME
— 1B AR o H o EEH R TR Y ER
s ZERAARE (V) ik 105 M8 K
I8 AR FE R AL A £ — K request T TR ©
¥ s ko F CKIP PTAZRE T8 A 2
R & kR TR RAARNETRARA
A4 A& Gemini X GPT A M =LA P »
KMATAE TR AR IO LE - KM AL
PHRERHBLOLFTAVE LN T EUETR
BAFRBFTUEBRANLEREL L] -

Table 11: FB &k 74k b

XEH [ M
THHAS 776 17.19%
ATRA 1,525 | 33.78%
FHA 2,214 | 49.03%
B3 4515 100%

FASE MR R A ALK B HR 0 &I Gem-
ini WM AR A —ERA MR
Bl o A R E A AR BRI G BRR %
TR o LRSS RAG

R MBS IAE » BRI §RATRAH A
PG =00 o e > RAIVE A TP B
TRABS 09 776 FXE > BAKBALE
BFRE 3,730 £ o Mtk £k ARAN M A
FEREORTHMY =AM AREXMET



B %

EHARTHE —'—r-Q—E *”h
': Gemini

Le-a iz gl

it 5
Expansion
Person Relations
Golden
Consensus Flé) Answers
: : Person Relations %g“é}
AN 4738

Figure 3: B # M4 = L4k A4

7 3,583 FWAXLF » £33 & 30,407 A

(%12) =14 » %@kmm%#&‘% 4R (Golden
Answers) * £ &8k 21,632 =T 4

VAR Gemini > GPT #3%89 9,164 42 =,041 o
R RMG PR A =0 » &E8E 5
BT 0 de & 12 o T VK KM PTIR ALY
BAF > Bl FEOHEIEAAREBROKRE -
S RAVEFE ST O TR ﬁiéﬂaﬁgié
b GA R FH AN LB LETR S 0 BT
FHRHARATRER FHNAEET RN o

Table 12: AR AAZ 0K » =L 489 &-28 7] 46 b

EX=AM | TRAZ=LHA | Golden 1k b
e ) 783 2,231 2,967 | 9.76%
A 853 157 085 3.24%
EES 3,988 18,826 22,667 | 74.54%
B 3,540 418 3,788 | 12.46%
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