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Application of Decoupled Knowledge Distillation Method in Document-level Relation Extraction

LIU Le,XIAO Rong and YANG Xiao

School of Computer Science and Information Engineering, Hubei University, Wuhan 430062, China

Abstract Document-level relation extraction is an important research direction in the field of natural language processing,aiming
to extract semantic relationships between entities from unstructured or semi-structured natural language documents. This paper
proposes a solution combining decoupled knowledge distillation and cross multi-head attention mechanisms to address the DocRE
task. Firstly, the cross multi-head attention mechanism can not only simultaneously focus on elements in different attention
heads,enabling the model to exchange and integrate information at different granularities and levels but also allow the model to
consider the correlation between head and tail entities and their relations when calculating attention, thereby enhancing the model’s
understanding of complex relationships and improving the learning of entity feature representations. Additionally, to further opti-
mize the model’s performance,this paper introduces a decoupled knowledge distillation method to adapt to distantly supervised
data. This method decouples the original KL divergence loss into target class knowledge distillation loss(TCKDL) and non-target
class knowledge distillation loss (NCKDL) , which can adjust their weight importance through hyperparameters, increasing the
flexibility and effectiveness of the knowledge distillation process. Particularly, it enables more precise knowledge transfer and
learning when dealing with noise in the DocRED distantly supervised data. Experimental results show that the proposed model
can more effectively extract relationships between entity pairs on the DocRED dataset.

Keywords Natural language processing, Document-Level relation extraction, DocRED, Cross Multi-head attention, Decoupled

knowledge distillation, Distantly supervised data, Kullback-Leibler divergence

T B ARG B SRS 4R IS iR =2 B T LG &R AR JE TR ST

JR A S AR 9 56 AR 4, T B 25 4 Ak 1 56 R = oo 2 (S 52

RS G 5 F il B (Document-level Relation Extractions R RBEM) XS BUE R A R =Jud v L)z

DocRE) & H %X 15 & Ab ¥ (Natural Language Processing., T fiE i) 20 3R A O (g R B B S 2 A R i
NLP) 454k (1% 25 BEAF 58 05 ) . HC H AR 2 DA TG 25 1 B2 25 14 1Y f£% .

il

B3 B 97:2024-06-05 3R & H 1] .2024-11-16

H T H WA [ AR 4 (E1IKF291005) ; = B4 SR BHF 3k 42 (2022KZ00125)

This work was supported by the Hubei Provincial Natural Science Foundation(E1KF291005) and Yunnan Provincial Natural Science Foundation
(2022KZ00125).

WAEMEF . 1 %5 (20040363@ hubu. edu. cn)



278

Computer Science FHEHLEIZ  Vol. 52,No. 8. Aug. 2025

1E DocRE 1T 55 v, ) F # )1 45 15 75 455 AL °) (Pretrained
Language Model, PLM) Az Ji SCAR Ji] 2t 3R 7R /& — ol 35 3 5% JTT 119
Tidk . BUIGRTE 5 A B 7 IO SO s b b AT J0 e &
5] XAEAR B RS 2B A R SO R IR R R AR
TIN5 08 FRERAE L T A R SR Z R 22 C &R L X
JE PR O S A TR SCAR T B RS Y R SO SR AR S
T I L — I e A A AL PR SR Z R B A58 B,
TR — R AR SCTI AT A SR B AL ALE A
AR f% A 50 AL 7 A7 SC AN R &0 Sk A on R i AE RN [
B ZE R AT S B sS AE G B AR VAR R AR
Lk G RSk Z [\ R e, Fe B e S X RZ M
B A 5GP DA TG 5 0 RS 25 B 4 T e L A O R 0 5 Tk

BRI Z Ah AR SRR B T —Fp T Zhao S50 1 ff #E 1R
ZEUR EURUBT S LAY O vk L B A BB AT AU R ] DocREDY (1) 32
B EUE S . BRI & L% 07 Wl A% g IR ZE AR i
4% KL # B (Kullback-Leibler Divergence) , %t T — F & &
KA 0 . R FR KL #8E (Decoupled Kullback-Leibler Di-
vergence, DKL), DKL SZHL 1 Xf 5 i KL HUE & H bp 2R 50
HZEM R K (Target Class Knowledge Distillation Loss, TCK-
DL Al H B 28 5 %1 7 2% 18 481 % (Non-Target Class Know-
ledge Distillation Loss, NCKDL) Wi K & 4> 09 it i,
TCKDL % % T4 % B A5 28 51 A5 5 1R, 1 NCKDL 1 b 3
Ak AR B0 Z [ AR XS OC ZR o 33X Pl i T8 45458 B 7 Ak HUAS [
& 1 J R B 68 ST AR 4K L 3l e T A% GRS A O 2 SR 9 AR
A, BRI DKL 7€ DocRE {1 45 52 % i H v i1 7
P 0T A R A AR S IR g 0 R A R T X
DocRED 3t #2 Wi B $C 40 v 1% M 75 i), 58 0% 5 inoK§ o b 2% > F11
7 T2 AR 2 4 A A AR, DA T . 2 R T A R Y I £ R
(R L3 3 f# Bk TCK-DL Al NCKDL Z [ () R £ B #S 4
DKL i 45 27 A2 AR AT DL XoF 0 T A58 A% 328 114 K1 3R HE 47 B 4 3
b D43 AR 2R 33 ROk Sz A Ak B AL RS ACHR @ TR AL G I
B R R G B TR 9 5 R R BLRZ L RE

L5 LT AR SO EE AU G TE TR I T — R 855 il
B8 S22 3k T T8 D3 AIL A 000 R AR A 0 1 SO R 06 R A
A, Ho, 32 2 Sk VR B ML Ao B R e 3 S TR R 0
B SCMAR 2 8] 4 B A O AR T A SR AR 2 AR O v ) £ R
JEUth KL OB i i R 50 R R 2 1 4 k. TCKDL Al
H A5 28 B R 28 8 B 25 NCKDL, 48 55 7 4 28 X 37 72 W 4
I rv IR P M R A ) O R LR T B SR T T SO R
KRBT 55 1 tERe .

2 MHXIE

2.1 ETHHEMZMNRR

ST P e 22 R0 % ) SR 2 G R A1 IR AR R TR G R A
MR R SR T PR PR R g AT R . BRI L %O
R — R M SR R A SR i B R SO AL R
B 1 b3 . HOCHEAE T3 I P B0 2 4 L of S 1A 2 T YOG
AT AL DI A5 4 J5 0 B DA 97 I S 1A 2 ) Y G Hk

A H L B AN D T 3 T ] 28 190 4 10 A 28 O fip bk
SO A IRCHE 55 O 50 AR o e 0 A ] o 42 I 4 A 8 oy

Scarselli % F 2008 442 1 ORI R RANBUE S 28 E T
Heht. RS RGN W S8 R AR R T X — B, 2020 4R,
Nan 25578 T —Fh 36 T W5 7 25 4 4040 19 3k B0 5 95 % 7
T B A AR B SCRY G P S5 A IR A b AT 2 BEAHE L, AT
FRFT ORI R IR R . [FI4FE, Zeng R T —
TR Il 3% 3 7 3k o A% O U e S A AR B Y SR A o A A
SCRY G L TE O R AU S R AR T A ADE B AR . 2021
A, 2 R FE T RRAE AL G 0 B B 28 IR 45 B R FC-GCNE'Y 4
P R TR B G T AR AT R B T M RR s e L I 2
SeIn FIRN TN ZE 5, R AL ) B Ak T X BR 4 4% 48 B L 7 DocRE
5B T W& M RE IR T, 2023 4F, Wang 50 #2H T
— AT SR R E ) M LR NEHGAN, 5164877 i
ANTA] AR TR 3 5 25 51 A 2SR RN 0 S TR, g B A L3R K
GRS 3 AT, T SORY SR 2 TR 0 B 4 G B
TR MCERE . Bk B, L E VR #R R DocRE 4F: 45 #i
BT Y LB RN O SRR T R AR I 4% A i 4 B Y
st
2.2 ETF Transformer 2244 gy 4% 24

T Transformer™ LAy 1 SCRY 9 3¢ F il BOBE 18 32 22 )
FHVE BRIy AL 38 2 % SCRY A AS 7] A7 B 19 S 4R 37 AN [R) A e
T AT Rl R S A 2 R A OB AE L

ZHRAE SCRY HOC RN A 2017 AR LR ES R R
EXNERASRF, Vaswani 2509 32 1 9 Transformer 5
A SR T AL BT R T A A 0 AR A R T R R L
TR IR O 5 Be i SR BE e T R A, B R X —HEZR B 5] AL BF
FEHE TT R PR AR QA K G N T SRS 6 R A RAE 45 . 2018
4, Verga S50 1 YOk B VE R LHI N F o5 S M E Y %
FIMH, K Transformer #1723 R 0 BUTE 55 JF R T 8T 1Y
Jri ., R4, Devlin ZM 3 T BERT X Ff 3% T X[ Trans-
former B W 4518 F AL, BLJS . 2019 4F Liu 0742 19
RoBERTa 8k — 25 4k T BERT 1 3 Il Z5 2k #2424 04 3R
W, Ry SCRS 9 6 FR AN MUAT 55 3243 T A A BT . BE B B
[E] (9 4 8% . BIF 5% 3 30 6 N TR R0 1 5 R T B L3 v A T
. 2021 4, Zhou N H T A & M B (E R H R SCHb
B A B R AL RS B i — B R T T SO RO R A
Bpy s . 500 R A, Xu 207 B 58T U0 4n] S G b A S
TR S H A4 AR OC R L LAk T SO ZOC R Al U 55 1 A 2
Jridi. 2022 4F, Xie UV SR T Eider BEAL 8 2 5 20 A GIE 45
PRI HE SR B BE Al M) T SO O R R B R R
[F)4F , Tan &80T $2 T (8 FH il 1) 3 22 7 AL o 484 3 2 4k 5 AE
o] = RN 0 J7 ¥k % 7 B R BT AL AR T OC R S nd 2 A
AHE A FR T W 3E 4R T T OB O R AR M RR L A
DocRE {145 W i - AE TR SR AL T —Fh QBT i i e 7 %6
2.3 ETRRBREEEIMNER

BT 0 W 2 3T 1 STRY R G R el JBORSE TR gk R T R 2K
AN R (1 190 F 320 0 A TR B S A 1 1) SCAS B R A
R AR AR B . 3K — D7 R DR AE T Gl O R B
A I B R R SR AT AR 2R

2009 4F . Mintz 800§ 7 — i oz 2 M 2 0 R A
WP RE B B 304 bR iC Bods . T T 0 45 0 & il o 84,



XU AR 5 A5 o AR R SR TR R SCRY 06 AR Il ) 1z T

2021 4F, BEE WF I 9B A Xu ZAE DocRED % 41
b 5% — AN 2 B 1 3 B 97 7% SSAN-Adapt 3K #1752k 6 &
L. BRI &, %0 vk 1 56 26 R il U 2k 7 o R B B
P b AT BB I S5, SR 5 AR A 0% B bR e N bR v s b
AT AR

Wil o 2 B 2 ) R B R R OF 9 ¥ 1) S R ZR AR
HASE I 7 ik LA 3k — 2 2 T 4 B0 0 1k BB RE B P . 2022 4,
Tan ZVH A Hinto 2742 09 R 288 0 AR 4R T —
Filt FH T SRS G 56 Z1 48 BOAY e Wa B 2 o HE 28, 5 2ok 3T % 0 Ui A8
AU PR 42 oy 2 2R AR PR . ELUAT 5, Sl i 00 A
RIFE DocREDY 376 7 W B 50 4l b A il 390 0 25 5% B0 6 455, 4R
S 25 A LS Ak 5 BT A 4 Ok A W BN S 2k AR R, 2023
AF, Zhang R T A FHEE L L AEE BRI A
IRV HERL R SO P oC RO Y, I 2 3 7 T MR, %
R SE 1 4 A F7 Sk o I EE AR 4 R AR I R R £
KR ZICH I AL FE U R 2 K A e DI 2 R 3k 1] Y
BN 2 BE ) S, N T O G S B SCR R B A e R L 4R,
Ma 2548 1 1) DREEAM A2 #L 58 5 51 5 i 2 1 ML 23R £
FOEKRLRWIEE .24 B UK, B E 88T T 30

Input Localized Context ~ Cross Multi-Head Attention

Document Pooling

Axial Attention

279
G R AN PERE
3 EHFEX
AR SCHY SCRY 56 2 BUE 55 1B AL R . S — 43

D, Bl — S e ) A F R SORY H  SE R
Bo SCRIGOCE R BT 55 19 B b 2 T SCARY rp 4% A 52 Ao
Cense )it ae ZIANA I RIHL  Hoh e, Fle, 43 IR 3k 52
RS RESE, XRMEE XN RUINR), H i NR(Null Rela-
tiom) fRERTEIE R . B F — A 55 1R 7T G 78 SCRY v DL J 1y T8
B K, B T8 A SR e BN LA 2 AR R
(i} ey R N, R BEA SR e 18 SO A3 SR B,
SAFAE — %t SEAARKT Cey e, ) AT AT — Xof 42 B A7 £ 3 56 2R L TR
AVEWZ AR Cep s e ) MAFAEZEFNSE R L T X T AR AFAEAT fi]
S F SR K HOPRE g NR. 75 T2 B B, 4 75 45 5 )
WA SRR Cepse ) nre (1 e IR RIREE

4 BRI

W 1% A SRR H K B 5 5 45 L BV G T2
B AVHCRE R A A i

Loss Functions

/

I

Representation Learning

Localized Context Pooling
v v ¥ v v v ¥y
Cross Multi-Head Attention

©O®

Pretrained Language-Model

®O®®

[@@@@jhoooq

A

Axial Attention
FFN Classifier
f
|
|
|

®O®®

[@ Entity Embedding] ’© Context Embedding]

[® Relation Embedding]

[. Teacher Non-target Logits]

[@Srudem Non-target Logits] [0 Teacher Target Logits]

[. Labels]

[O Student Target Logils]

B 1

8RR

Fig.1 Model architecture

TERAE AR H 43, 1 56 38 2o FI 2k 1h 5 803 A im0 1Y
FARRFAE 1) i Fe R, R AR R SOt O R ke SR
AN TR LT SCHE SRR 1)t RN AR RIS L 2 ki
IHHIBIARRIEASH IR AT H BRI G RRZ
VEL] PR DG | i 2 B — 25 0 5 SR Y R AR 1) i ROR L FR SRR
S A& 22 18] Ak 8 S A S T il ) A ML A R
SRS Z2 1] (¥ AH EL AR A S DT 38 5 S 1A X 14 R AT 1h] &
TR

TE BRCRE R 25 1R M B 23 23 3 43 2 AR B L 0 R AIE L R
H2h G B A E AT 5 A 2 W 4% (Feed-Forward Network,
FFNDZ AT R R P28 ARG i i G R R U &5 2R . 2 A
P 56 28 I 235 R ] 7 G A AR 25 18 i B i) SR A 45 BR G 1

3] b B AR A W 2 T SR A GE B AR B K (Adaptive
Focal Loss, AFIOAE N 3¢ & 43 JEH 2k LU i 2 AR BRI OC &
TN &5 R 5 B AR A Z IR B R . 06 R A PR M R
F . AFL g8 LA AL 4 st A R e rh 24 30, T A 2 M
2 5] )R P AR KL H0E DKL AR R R ZE 3 2, DL 1 2
A IR T 45 SR L5 2 U A I8 T 45 SR 2 ) A BRI R 2
TR R TEF . DKL 432 B A0 28 51 AR 2 48 4 8 TCK-
DL FlHE H A5 28 51 1R 28 18 5 8. NCKDL P A~ 1 1 fig 4 14 &6
a3 s HORS A0 AL B B T Fo vF 2 AR B R DL — R Oy RS 56 200
5 325 ) A e A B RO AT U R AR T R B Y
B VR 2% 10 B B g ¢ i 1 B4 R & AFL, TCKDL #1
NCKDL X 3 4~ 43 049 in A A1, f5 J5 A5 204 R T 48 2% i A7



280

Computer Science FHEHLEIZ  Vol. 52,No. 8. Aug. 2025

b FEE 2 [ A% 7 B RSB ST

TR AR 2 A R 5 A A e = A [ Y ) 4% 48
AR EAMEN G B i A e o TR, Bk
M5 . &M DocRED A T 4% v S48 Il 25 0 i 450 79 , o 17
HEaek R el A5 U254 14 200 B2 8L 7E DocRED
JE AR W RO TR AT IO, AR R OR824
H o W TR RAY S G B B e G AR R B AR A A
FH MR A= 1A Bbm 2 FVECHE 48 T B Y RE R 48 (X AR
ZORMATH A W B =, X — D BRAE R AR ZE R A R
TEEN YR ZE 18 b B v, 2% A A A 5 ) 2 3T FOPR 48 A BRI AR Y
B T 5 [ 30 ek 2 > B 48 DR A5 0 B S BOHE o i . 7E
56 JR A28 R W B A B BN 2 S TN R T 0 BN 4R X
2R BT WO, A — D4R FHRE R TE R e AT 55 R PERE
IS5 WA TR AT A T A PR AR T4 DL E HE 7E 52 B v
WSRO . X R I SR W Y B Ak AE T O RS R bR 4
FUGEAR 2, 2 R BT HU RR A2 01 A7 &k % > Rz Ak
4.1 HIERTES
4.1.1 kR EARHIEL T

St T 45 5 R D= [roken, 1, + token, FmpiE p 1K
FRid L FRoR 3O D RS ARIC DG B SO K B . 55Ty SC
R 200 FR A AR — R AR SOl ] — S T 208 = B ERUE R
g, T 0 A 7R SR B M R R AL B AT S+ TR R
SRR K B E . BEG 1 F ZRE B BLR PLM fi A SCAY
D, U AT K453 S0 RS i AR IC B AR B 08 H, BRI N
(DR

H=PLM([token, s+ stoken; ]) ="[hy s+ sh, | (D

X TSN e BB B () e R N, SR e, B3R
KK, 53 )% LogSumExp Pooling $ A ] LU 3k 15 H:
A Ry SR A R, 3K R 3R R R A8 4 B S8 R 1B SUAE B
I=REN N E W EAY

N

h, =log ;}1 exp(h,, ) (2)
Hoh, e WERAFEREERR.
4.1.2 A ET bR kR SRS ELF

DUAE B 58 E 258 0 1 T SCAF B0 F 00 OR [8] 5 Ak
ZHKAMEEM. H, AR SCR A Zhou 1 Y A
Hb BRSO T vk ROG SR AE SCRY R A 56 1 TR ST A b
bR,

B X TR SR e, o 38 3 7 49 b Ak Sk B A HAR K I TE
FRSCPRERE . B U ) BN .

N,

A, :‘%: A, (3)
Hrr,a, K3 K m; &R HFEZIIANE.

R B R SCRAE R . R R an k() A
5 R

¢ = (AL« A W

i=1

C(h./) — H’I'q(h./) (5)
ot on FRTER S KB+ 7 F0R Hadamard B A, 2 %k
SR e, BIBAEE IR A, W RREIEK e, WESEE N
i g™ SR IR Cep e ) X UAR S 0T B SIAUE L H LB

ASCRYAY B SCm RN

I Ja B R SCRRAE 1] i R 7R ¢ 5 S8 PR RRAE 1] 1 R OR
he, BA A3 B 1R SO AR R AE i R R, BRI E U
K (6) 7R

2, = tanh(W,h,, +W.c%") 6)
Hor, 2 J2 SR X (e se,) TR TR ¢ (9 1R SCHG 3 RFAE 1] 3
T RIG VARIFER 1158 77 348 B S0 B SO o R AT
i KR 2,

T EE R ATTRB M LT SCRRE m R R W
PR 56 Z2 S A RRAE ] 1 7 L 76 J5 ST RTRR Dy G 3R Sk, HAH
KPS T ARIE R r.

4.1.3 XX 5 kEFENHEBKEEHRBFIELT

R 2 3 1 T I WL BE 9% IF AT R AR B ) Sk iy
JCE , I SRV AE R [ R BE A2 9 L HE AT (5 800 38 T AN 4
S NTTE R E PO R R LN S 1 N =2 BT TP G ' = A
K I HLE S B A S R AR N S S AL RE S fu i
BERSAE T3 3k S0k 5 R SE Ak =2 B) 1 13 3 0 B [ B 25 AT
5 R Z IR AE DG, DT A5 B AR 92 4 0] DL E AT g AT %
A, B AL A B TR 2 Sk i B O i el b i —
2 B0 SR I RRAE ] R m IR B SR X M E e O R
L2 K E R BE 2 s,

Linear

Concat

AAA

[
[
[ Scaled Dot-Product Attention

AAA AAA AAA

n v,

k,
[ [ [
C I C
[ Linear [ Linear [ Linear
K \/

Z/ U(/r. il
a

B 2 382 S v Sy p

Fig. 2 Cross multi-head model
FLRINE 58 X 23 1 B L o 2 i o 58 X & AL
T 5 Sk SR 5 56 FR TR ) TR R A B RN AL G R ST
A B8 1) 2 15 B 32 L R 1 d i CrossAttention (g sk, 50, .
SRJG MV BT A 38 E R 1 S i Head, T G 2 M2
W)E BB RAN TN LR ER N E CrossMulti Heads(z,) .
B )i 38 X £ 3k v 2 7 W i R 5 R AR A Gl AT AR 2 B AR
AL 45 oo, o FEIX L B 22 7 2 09 4E AN AT DL 4R
e A AR (90 R e R P L I B 08 S W AR A BRI
HE 28 38 X 22 S T8 7 1 LA A B S A0 4 o 5N R A L A 4
PERE N 8 RRAE R . AR X (D — A0 FiR .

k)
CrossAttention(qy, sk, sv,) = Softmax( %jv, 7



XU AR 5 A5 o AR R SR TR R SCRY 06 AR Il ) 1z T

281

Head,; = CrossAttention(z, y¢™"”) ,i=1,2,+,n (8

CrossMultiHeads(z,) =W,cat (Head, s Head s*** »
Head,) +0, D

o, =z, + CrossMulti Heads(z; ) 10

Hrr, g, =Wz, R 3k LR WARIE R IR sk, =W, ™0 FoR K
R R R 50, =W, " R K R MR IE R R W, , W,
W, W, 7R R 2% 3 (1 AT 5 B4 5 6, 287 D & 505 8 0E 11
28 E T 1R B cat FRom MR 38 L 1 S B 25 3
AT 0, RN SR LR MRAH ., KF,#8d R

TR A 153 7 U0 AS R SR 22 XL £ 3k i 0 3 R AR AR )
BER o,
4.1.4  FARNSHEET

4k Zhou 55 2 J5 , Tan S0 (ff ] 43 2H WU LR 1 o6 B 4T
FRAERI LS o Ao BYSER B S B0 B &k > /AR B9 41
Blo, =[zi sz s 2t Jo SRR Mo MR RE M 37 43 . BRI 1153
A AD A2 Frs

L » .
yf"'”:Z(uérW;Mo;)+/}; (1D

ji=1 !
B O I BN a2

Hop, y"0 RRAE B @ b RSSO R AE 8] 4 R OR L, W G =
Lyesdsj=1, )RRYEE i FIIREMERE. b, RRYEE i
A g 0T, 0 RN 4 T S AR X AR AR B RN

T B T HESR D iy n A5, FEX 2
= DA SLAARXT HEF AT 4326 . g 7 bt i A S R B HeAor
B, Tan ST — A2 R n X n X d BREFE G R FR
SCHS D B BT SRR (d 3R B2 4 B I 78 I 25 R 3
SRR AR n X0 BRI,
4.1.5 AneiE & A KR R AR AT

Tan 500V 4 8 A 9 Bk O V8 Ok 4 1 45 A SE AR X Cepve)
T 1 ot o) AR SBAF L WA A 3k B AR #EAT R 5
K, WA REMOEREENARFEEHEN., 5
S 5200 B SR W il 1 R 0 AL A A ROME AL A i
R BE 5 A 32 3 5 SR LA AR O R I IE UG Bl 5
B4R JE o DATIT £ T 56 R Al URCR . LA 306, il o 7 R T A
MR T T B il R SE B A Oy 1) A ST AT A R IR I E R
WIT 55 8 0 5% 22 T 3R Al G JRUA B A RIS A R . X TR X
SEART Cepsee ) o Hil1 ) VR 7 B B 9 o 0 B R B 2 i =X
A3 ML AD P .

o) — (hat) T
T *Ilu'gl( + EIZ: SO[tmaX/)(C]m.nk(n,/)))"U(/../n 13
PE e

Chyt)y —  (h, T
-Ihi’gl() -y 0 + e; SO[tmaX/} ((1</z.1>k(p,;7 )7J(p.n (14
PEL e

d

H s qa,) =Waoy ™ ki =Wy ™ v, =Wyy 0 FOR LK
SHRRAE ] 4 Fas y FENLE Go ) B IERPERGE sWo Wi W, R
7 0] 2 ] B R R I 5 A 3R il i T A B e B B 5 sof -
mazx, BERR—DEMN THATREM p= G, ) A E 1Y Soft-
max B AL, 1% BRIV R S Pk C R = Jn iy — BR AR .
4.2 BENESABRK

BJEH— AT IR LR, =5 Fis

1" =W,z {40, (15)
Horr, 100 R IRX T A O F A WU 4 logit, W, R OR MG C R
A BT B RS0 Logit (A TR 4 [, b, e on i B I,

AR ORI 56 Z2 A BUAR 2 pR B2 i Tan S50 42 H 0 A
N AR S AFL, AFL fE24 Zhou U 2 /9 [ 38 17 4
{E 41 5% (Adaptive Thresholding Loss. ATL) [ 1 55 i A< 1M 5
A B SR AR HAT S R B2 1),

5 ATL 26, AFL oty 75 3843 41 A% 43 51 41 %6 1 2 A i
Zs. BAAORUL, PRI SR ad B i bR 4 A [ B o A T4 IE 2
T4 Pr MR FENr, IEXRFE Pr A& SRR Cey e )
FERRR MR ey e ZIANFEEX RN Py Ryzs (Pr =
D). H—FH.nFE N G5 A)ETIEX N =R\Nr 1%
I, X TIES, KR E =06 PFrn .

exp(/{")
exp(Z{") +exp (i)

Hod,x, 89 logit 20915 B {E2: TH /9 logit HEF . X F 3k,
HAME R =X QA7) iR
exp(Z))
Plarule se)= S e)i;(l(,"“”)

P(x;ley se,) = (16)

an

2. € Ny U(TH}
7

AFL FI F A2 A5 5 ¢ 1 S8 A8 ok OF #5151 28 9 ME R 0 A .
2 AFL #5128 s B0an =X (18) i 7w -
Lrg= > (1—P(z:)) log(P(x;)) +log(P(zy)) (18)

Hr,y BBSEP(aile e FILHA P(x) Plam e e ) T
CHN (o) o EHR R B 2SIk L P
KEERE, DItk R,

4.3 MRMBAHIREE

SEHT A WS R W], DI R W SR Th R AT I 2R )
F IR K S R HR I, o, AR R DocRE T 45
EREE ST — R E Tk, — RS, KL 8
(Kullback-Leibler Div-ergence) .38 X 4 (Cross-Entropy.CE) .
)7 1% 2 (Mean Squared Error, MSE)/E R SR ZE @I 26 . AR
T R 73— 20 0 P 782 B i A SR T — ol 1 % S
IR ZE IR T 1 K i D DocRE £ %5 . %5 38 T #8 KL
H#UE (Decoupled Kullback-Leibler Divergence, DKL)/ f #11R
FRABBIG LA 1 2 IMASE TR 55 2% A MR F 25 2R 2 Ry 25 5
DKL 8445 KR A Lok » H B ARHE S o B2 =X (19) —
H 25 FiR,

BT RIS p, HEMAT R =0 (19)
i .

JZlexp(l,-)
Ho 1 IR logit,e IREWNEL.

R AR 2 (19) 4 38 WO AR 93 40 A, BRI R,

B —FHER A . HAR 2 5 A BARZE 0 — 4 B ME R 4 1
b=[p s pu]. ZBERSMMGRIEBRES REME . X550
A5 T B AR MER R AR AR SR I JT E, BAR Y
HE R 20 F1zk 21 R .

(
2 exp(ly)
k=1

exp(/;)
= _XPT (19)

p="c (k=1) 20
2exp(l)
j=1
c
2 exp(ly)
P =D ¢2))
2lexp(l;)
i=1



282

Computer Science FHEHLEIZ  Vol. 52,No. 8. Aug. 2025

55 B T (200, % VE B0« th T Lo, ST 00K
FE T B 2 43K 6 R DR JHG 4 M0 D5 A 1 B4 2K
Bk % bR M8 % 2 A 9 B 2 LUE B DocRE X — % 40 3
% .

8 R A A S P 35 S 0 4 4 M A A
D=L husposeee s po o 1o HVEE BN BE Ay A H 45 2 09 BT 42 F 48
A A L IMERR AR D o %A 350 1 A 2 W 15 5 2
R KB 40 3 156« DA 36430 1 o 4560 42K L g
BB (5 0, 240 A4 o 7 B RE AR 43k bR i i 4 F
AR A BHER, KRR R 22) PR .
b= ‘ Eexii;)z/ )

Ci=1.j%

Wi S5 7E #4185 5¢ P RUH A9 HE R 2 A 5, T LAAR$E =X (200 —
K 22) e —FpIE X B d KL 8, X 23) fiR .

Ao
;1. c o, p’l ) »,;
L“:Mm4%q+m¢§#{b{zﬂ+wqﬁﬂj

ouf P L -G bl
:PFIOg(%)+p3xlog(fJ)+pi Eﬁflog(?sj
P1 p! B P,

I\ =1,i#t

22)

—KLGT | 654+ —pDHKLGT | p5 (23)

)5 - M Zhao ST 48 0 fig A KL HICRE 381 2K 19 487

KR E AT Z A A A HE A, DL b )8 8 £ A4 19

M, BRI S R Laexo FANE (1—pHO B3N 8. 3 4

Lrexp W B —MUE o, M0 2R KL BUEBR Lo, . H
AR = (24) F1 (25) f R

Lok = alrekn 1 BLxckn 24

Lok, =KL | 65 4+BKLGT | p%) (25)

B, FER T XS Lok (1945 AT AT LA A5 1) 45 A8 7 5 7
WEB B B BN 0 BBR Lo o G030 19 B AR 1T 5 5
M= 26) iR .

Ltow = AL -+ Logo = AL +aLrexo +BLackn (26)
Hp a4 #ZRATIHT MBS

5 XWRESHERIN

5.1 LHWHIEENE

TESCRY 56 BB I H IR 5 DocREDYY E Al T4 3¢
A, DocRED ${UHE 88 S — A A A ) 18 S0 R4 2 56 R il LB
WEE, B 8 AN T i DocRED %t 4% 4£ ( Human-annotated
DocRED) #1iE 2 Wi & DocRED %% % 4 (Distantly Supervised
DocRED), Hi, A ThriE DocRED ¥ 4E 23 7 R ML 1Y
N AR, 3405 5053 £ 304, THZ 2 M8 DocRED #i# 4
O 258 oK Wikidata™ U o 56 R AF B A B w4 3 4k
FET R SRS A Y 3R A 101873 B SCRY L H MR b I AR W
(R R L ARy R = € N NI S B S |
H RS S A I LA 1 60 R v A X R S L AR T AR B
TR G 56 20K 3 88 36 2R b TE A X 2 ST IR B SO BE TR
W BRI . BLARIKRE R A A K R bR T B L (R AR S T
P U R R st U I A 06 R A

AN T DocRED %4 £ 5 it 72 1B DocRED %4l &
PITEAIE B angk 1 g,

F 1 BIRENIEAER
Table 1 Dataset details

HBEE BEERE &
X A% 5053
4] F % 40276
. ted 193 % 1002000
lman-annotate N
' DoeRED Sk 132375
x RS 63427
KA E LU 56354
X A% # 101873
IS¢ 828115
Distantly W iE # 21368000
Supervised SR H 2558350
DocRED F R RAH 96
xS E 1508320
KA E LU 881298

5.2 XWESHEESTFMIER

K JHT PyTorch HE 4 5237 $2 77 125, 70 20 UK 24 H 55 9%
Woy X & B HEAT AR R S8 .

SR e TP A AT B T 2R3 5 BB AR Sy SRS S i %
43 14 BERT-base™ fl RoBERTa-largel™ , i S T )I| £ 455 %1
TER M SCATE B BT TR B4R 48 1iE UE B,
WA T AR TR P RE R T Adam W R SRy £ 4k
L XCR AT B AR F RS R A
MIOLAR S . FEAEEL 1 BT A B Be iy I 25 b, 2 B I 45 5 8
WEINT AEFMIRZE B B, 5 R E R 3X107° 8 1X
107 I AE VN ZR0 6 26 25 B8 v A 71 2 > SR B T i SR
LEASE TR B A 4 3 RN T AT 55 . ML Ah s Transfomer JZ 2Z 8] ()
dropout F % B A 0. 1, LB o 81 & 5 e KBS B AL i BN
L. O LAk 6 A 88 A8 X IR R 1) ¢ A= T 7E O B B, U — 25
PHAEE S AR 1 X 1070, F 4R B 28 58 BURN R 28 18 19 2 A 4
BRI A . BARRY SE 90 S 5 B 3k 2 fsk 3 Bl

F 2 FREEH B S E
Table 2 Experimental parameter settings for the knowledge
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Table 3 Experimental parameter settings for the fine-tuning
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Table 4 Results of comparative model experiments based

on BERT-base encoding
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Ours 62.72 60.78 62.58 60. 48
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Table 5 Results of comparative model experiments based

on RoBERTa-large encoding
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Table 6 Comparison analysis of cross-multihead attention heads
Dev Test
A Heads
F1/% Ign_F1/% F1/% Ign_F1/%
4 62.68 60.73 62.50 60. 39
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Table 7 Comparison analysis of knowledge distillation loss
functions
%)
. fm% Dev Test
3 F1 Ign_F1 F1 Ign_F1
KL 61.61 59.69 61.54 59.53
CE 61.77 59. 85 61.66 59.68
Ours
MSE 62.12 60. 20 62.09 60.06
DKL 62.72 60.78 62.58 60. 48
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Table 8 Analysis of hyperparameter tuning in decoupled

knowledge distillation

Dev Test
“ B A F1/% 1gnF1/%  Fl/%  IgnFl/%
1.0 7 1.1 62.50 60. 47 62. 43 60. 27
2.0 7 1.4 62.64 60. 58 62.29 60. 11
15 5 L4 6241 60. 34 62. 30 60. 25
1.5 9 1.4 62.57 60. 62 62. 49 60. 36
1.5 7 1o 62.42 60.51 62. 34 60.19
1.5 7 2.0 62.35 60. 23 62.21 60. 04
L5 7 L4 62.72 60.78 62.58 60. 48
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Table 9 Comparative experimental results of models without

applying the proposed method in this environment

%)
Dev Test
#a
F1 Ign_F1 Fl1 Ign_F1
ATLOP* 60.78 58.72 60. 94 58.77
EIDER " 62.23 60. 24 62.19 60.07
AFKD” 61.70 59.74 61.65 59.59
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Table 10 Comparative experimental results of models applying

the proposed method in this environment
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A
Fl1 Ign_F1 Fl1 Ign_F1
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(EIDER+ CrossHead- ~
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(AFKD+ CrossHead-
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Table 11  Ablation experiment results analysis
%)
, W %iE=E Dev Test
AL o
#A F1 Ign_F1 F1 Ign_F1
AFKD BERT-base 61.70 59.74 61.65 59.59
AFKD+ Attention BERT-base 62.12 60. 20 62.09 60. 06
AFKD-+ DKD BERT-base 62.59 60.51 62.54 60. 38
AFKD-

. BERT-base 62.72 60.78 62.58 60.48
Attention+ DKD
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