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Abstract

In this work, we employ two AMR-enhanced
semantic representations for ICL on RE: one
that explores the AMR structure generated
for a sentence at the subgraph level (short-
est AMR path), and another that explores the
full AMR structure generated for a sentence.
In both cases, we demonstrate that all set-
tings benefit from the fine-grained AMR’s se-
mantic structure. We evaluate our model on
four RE datasets. Our results show that our
model can outperform the GPT-based baselines,
and achieve SOTA performance on two of the
datasets, and competitive performance on the
other two.

1 Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) have shown re-
markable ability for in-context learning (ICL) on
many nlp tasks, such as natural language inference
(He et al., 2023) and text classification (Sun et al.,
2023). ICL enables LLMs to perform new tasks
without updating any of the model’s weights, by
simply providing the model with a few demonstra-
tions of the task, along with the desired outputs
(Brown et al., 2020).

However, downstream tasks that require high
precision, such as relation extraction (RE), can still
be challenging for ICL. RE consists of finding a
predefined semantic relation among entity pairs
mentioned in the input sentence, or NULL if no
relation is found (Wan et al., 2023). Relations be-
tween entity pairs are often implicitly expressed
in text. In addition to entity mentions, entities are
associated with their arguments, which in turn re-
late to other semantic elements (Hu et al., 2023).
Existing ICL methods for RE underestimate the
semantic associations, as they commonly rely on
entity mentions or overall sentence semantics for
representation (Han et al., 2023; Wan et al., 2023).

* Equal contribution.

Figure 1: Overview of the Trimmed AMR graph con-
struction.

Abstract Meaning Representation (AMR) (Ba-
narescu et al., 2013) represents relations in a se-
mantic graph structure, with nodes corresponding
to semantic elements in the text (e.g., events, enti-
ties, concepts) and edges indicating the relations
between them. AMR graphs provide precise de-
scriptions of entities by incorporating their argu-
ments and semantic roles, making it suitable for
the RE task (Hu et al., 2023; Zhang and Ji, 2021;
Gururaja et al., 2023). Figure 1 exemplifies the
AMR graph representation of one input sentence.
Its concise relations and AMR graph intuitively
indicate the "Content-Container" relation between
the entities "rum" and "bottle".

We hypothesize that the AMR’s explicit repre-
sentation of semantic structures can improve the
quality of few-shot demonstrations, and further en-
hance LLMs’ ICL ability for RE. To exploit the
potential utilization of AMR graphs for RE in ICL,
we propose two novel semantic structure-enhanced
ICL frameworks: one that explores the AMR struc-
ture generated for a sentence at the subgraph level
(shortest AMR path) , and another that explores
the full AMR structure generated for a sentence.
In both cases, we demonstrate that all settings
benefit from the fine-grained AMR’s entity struc-
ture. We evaluate our methods on four standard
RE datasets. Our results indicate that our model
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consistently achieves higher F1 scores than other
sentence embedding-based ICL baselines; incorpo-
rating supervised fine-tuning and LLM’s capability
can even outperforms SOTA baselines on two of
the evaluated datasets. We further observe that our
method can achieve promising performance in a
more cost-efficient manner.

2 Methodology

In this section, we first show the prompt construc-
tion for formalizing RE into a language generation
task (Section 2.2). Then to investigate whether the
AMR graph can improve the quality of the retrieved
ICL demonstrations, we propose two structure-
aware demonstration retrieval frameworks that ben-
efit from the fine-grained relational semantic struc-
ture information: one in non fine-tuned and another
one in fine-tuned settings. An overview of our pro-
posed method is shown in Figure 2.

2.1 Task Definition

Given a set of pre-defined relation classes R, rela-
tion extraction aims to predict the relation y ∈ R
between the given pair of subject and object entities
(esub, eobj) within the input context C, or if there
is no pre-defined relation between them, predict
y = NULL.

2.2 Prompt Construction

Following Wan et al. (2023), we construct a prompt
for each test example. Each prompt consists of the
following three components:
Instructions: We provide a precise description
of the RE task and a set of pre-defined relation
classes. The model is required to output the relation
corresponding to these predefined classes; if the
relation does not belong to any of these classes, the
model will output NULL.
ICL Demonstrations: Given one test example, We
search k-nearest neighbor (kNN) demonstrations
via two different types of retrieval proposal: non
fine-tuned TAGSim (Section 2.4) and fine-tuned
FTSim (Section 2.5). All demonstrations are in-
cluded in the prompt.
Test Input: We provide the test input in the same
format as ICL Demonstrations, and GPT is ex-
pected to output the relation.

2.3 AMR Graph

We propose to explicitly model semantic associa-
tions between two entities by integrating semantic

structure for RE. To get explicit semantic struc-
tures from texts we adopt an off-the-shelf AMR
parser1 to process the sentence into an AMR graph.
We parse the input sentence into an AMR graph
G = {V,E,R}, where V , E, R are the sets of
nodes, edges and relation types, respectively. In
AMR graph G, the labeled edge (u, r, v) ∈ E,
where u, v ∈ V and r ∈ R is a relation type, means
that there is an edge labeled as r from node u to
node v.

2.4 Trimmed AMR Representation for ICL
Recent works (Jimenez Gutierrez et al., 2022; Liu
et al., 2022; Wan et al., 2023) adopt the kNN
method to retrieve the most similar examples in
the training set as the few-shot demonstrations for
each test input using sentence embedding obtained
by the PLM. Since kNN relies on the choice of the
embedding space, previous works use various meth-
ods, such as SimCSE (Gao et al., 2021), Sentence-
BERT (Reimers and Gurevych, 2019), and fine-
tuned relation representation (Wan et al., 2023) to
improve performance on the RE task.

As relation extraction focuses on pair-wise enti-
ties, existing methods focus on entire sentence simi-
larity or only capture implicit associations between
two entities by directly modeling the texts with pre-
trained language models, which underestimate the
explicit semantic associations. In this section, we
introduce a Trimmed AMR Graph (TAG) represen-
tation based demonstration retrieval method that
leverages fine-grained semantic graphs to enhance
the quality of retrieved demonstrations.

2.4.1 Trimmed AMR Graph Representation
In an AMR graph, we hypothesize that the shortest
path between two entities consistently contains in-
formation that reflects their semantic relationship.
Therefore, the shortest AMR path is regarded as the
trimmed AMR graph, which is the most informa-
tive subgraph in the AMR for representing seman-
tic relations. Formally, TAG is defined as GT =
{VT , ET , RT }, where VT ∈ V,ET ∈ E,RT ∈ R.
Figure 1 shows an overview of the trimmed AMR
graph construction. Consequently, the TAG bene-
fits not only from the information of the entities but
also from the semantic associations between them.

We adopt a graph encoder for linearized AMR
graphs to effectively assess the TAG similarity be-
tween train and test samples. In this work, we
adopt AMRSim (Shou and Lin, 2023), a PLM that

1https://github.com/IBM/transition-amr-parser

https://github.com/IBM/transition-amr-parser


Figure 2: An illustration of our proposed method. Given an input, we first adopt two distinct structure-enhanced
demonstration retrieval methods to select proper demonstrations from the training set. Subsequently, all retrieved
demonstrations are included in the prompt construction to facilitate the prediction.

was self-supervised trained on AMR graphs, as the
graph encoder.

2.4.2 Self-supervised Training for Trimmed
AMR Graphs

As mentioned, the original AMRSim is a self-
supervised approach for optimizing the represen-
tation of the entire AMR graph. In our work, we
adapt this approach to the subgraph level to obtain
representations of the trimmed AMR graphs.

We adopt the self-supervised training process
Contrastive Tension (CT; Carlsson et al., 2021)
on TAG to ensure that the model accurately per-
forms on such structures following Shou and Lin
(2023). The training objective is to maximize the
dot product between positive pairs while minimiz-
ing the dot product between negative pairs. For
each randomly selected TAG GT , we create a pos-
itive instance by duplicating GT into an identical
pair. Then, we construct negative instances by pair-
ing GT with K randomly sampled different graphs.
The K+1 instances are included in the same batch.
In CT, two independent encoders are initialized
identically. The training contrastive loss L is bi-
nary cross-entropy between the similarity scores

and labels.

L(GT , ĜT ) =

{
− log σ(e · ê), if GT = ĜT

− log σ(1− e · ê), if GT ̸= ĜT

(1)
where σ refers to the Logistic function; e, ê are

the representations for two graphs in one pair, re-
spectively. After CT on TAG, we employ the up-
dated model called TAGSim for computing struc-
ture similarity.

2.5 Fine-tuned Structure-aware
Representation for ICL

Considering that using fine-tuned relation represen-
tation can achieve promising performance for RE
in ICL settings (Wan et al., 2023), we adopt a fine-
tuned model for retrieving ICL demonstrations. As
current RE models that capture context and entity
information show their effectiveness, we combine
AMR graph and text input into a single model ar-
chitecture to capture both semantics and structure
connections of the input data, following previous
works (Schrack et al., 2022; Li et al., 2022; Guru-
raja et al., 2023).

To better utilize both AMR graph and textual
information, we propose to adopt a feature fusion
architecture, called FTSim similar to the Hier (Bai



et al., 2021). In this setting, the sentence and over-
all AMR graph of input are fed to the textual-based
model and graph encoder, respectively. We employ
a marker-based approach PURE (Zhong and Chen,
2021) to encode a sentence by adding special en-
tity markers surrounding two entities. We employ
AMRSim to model implicit associations in AMR
graph. After computing node representations and
token embeddings, the mean pool of node represen-
tations corresponding to two entities is added to the
token embeddings of the beginning entity markers.
We then feed this fused representation into a two
hidden layers multi-layer perceptron (MLP) net-
work with a ReLU activation between the layers,
before applying softmax for the classification.

3 Experiments

3.1 Dataset

We evaluate our model on four RE datasets. Two
general domain RE datasets: SemEval 2010 Task
8 (Hendrickx et al., 2010) and ACE052, one tem-
poral RE dataset: TimeBank-Dense (Cassidy et al.,
2014), and one scientific domain dataset: SciERC
(Luan et al., 2018). Due to the cost of running the
model in the API with GPT, following Wan et al.
(2023), we sample a subset from the original test
set for ACE05 dataset (due to its large size) in our
main results.

3.2 Baseline Methods

To ensure that our methods are comparable with
baselines, we group baselines into two types: those
with non-finetuned retrievers and those with fine-
tuned retrievers. For the baselines, we select gpt-
3.5-turbo and gpt-4 via the OpenAI API.

Baselines with Non fine-tuned Retrievers : We
implement three categories of Baselines with Non-
finetuned Retrievers:

1. GPT-Random: We randomly selected few-
shot ICL demonstrations with additional con-
straints to ensure a more uniform label distri-
bution for the selected demonstrations from
the training data.

2. GPT-Sent: We adopt SimCSE (Gao et al.,
2021), the state-of-the-art method for sentence
similarity tasks to retrieve demonstrations.

3. GPT-RE_Entity+: We adopt the entity-
prompted sentence embedding proposed by

2https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2006T06

Wan et al. (2023) that incorporates both entity
pair and contextual information for retrieval.

Baselines with Fine-tuned Retrievers : We im-
plement GPT-RE_FT (Wan et al., 2023) as the
baseline with a fine-tuned retriever. GPT-RE_FT
employs representations encoded by PURE (Zhong
and Chen, 2021), an entity marker-based RE model
for retrieval.

4 Results

4.1 Main Results

Table 1 presents the experimental results on
the RE datasets. TAG-ICL denotes our TAG
representation-based ICL and FTS-ICL denotes
our fine-tuned structure representation-based ICL.
Compared with baselines utilizing non fine-tuned
retrievers, we can observe that TAG-ICL consis-
tently outperforms baselines on all four datasets.
This shows the effectiveness and generality of
TAG representation for selecting more relevant
ICL demonstrations. FTS-ICL outperforms base-
lines with fine-tuned retrievers on three datasets
(SemEval, SciERC, TB-Dense), it achieves 0.57%,
1.05%, and 1.43% improvement, respectively. The
results indicate that the fine-tuned structure repre-
sentation benefits from both structural and seman-
tic information. Consequently, FTS-ICL achieves
SOTA performance on the SemEval and TB-Dense
datasets while delivering competitive results on the
SciERC and ACE05 datasets.

4.2 Ablation Study

We perform the ablation study on CT and fusion
feature, the results are shown in Table 2.
Impact of the self-supervised training: We con-
duct experiments without the additional training
phase to investigate the effect of CT on TAG. The
results indicate that CT on TAG significantly im-
proves performance, demonstrating that CT can
enhance the graph encoder’s modeling capability
of TAG.
Impact of fusion feature: We conduct experiments
To illustrate the effect of the fusion feature in fine-
tuned settings. Although fine-tuned graph represen-
tation performs worse than sentence embedding,
it shows that the model incorporating AMR better
captures the relation than the text-only system.

https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2006T06


Method Retriever GPT SemEval SciERC TB-DENSE ACE05
ICL w/ Non finetuned Retriever

GPT-Random - 3.5-turbo 52.05 17.35 22.97 6.95
GPT-Sent SimCSE 3.5-turbo 65.37 21.64 23.21 5.46

GPT-RE_Entity+ SimCSE 3.5-turbo 66.21 21.90 23.53 10.07
4 80.25 26.15 31.19 13.10

TAG-ICL (Ours) TAGSim 3.5-turbo 68.63 22.73 27.39 11.32
4 84.68 27.57 35.10 14.65

ICL w/ Fine-tuned Retriever

GPT-RE_FT PURE 3.5-turbo 89.73 64.53 65.64 66.81
4 91.46 67.15 67.58 68.59

FTS-ICL (Ours) FTSim 3.5-turbo 90.33 65.14 66.72 65.83
4 92.03 68.20 69.01 67.29

Table 1: Main results on four RE datasets. All results are given by Micro-F1 in 10-shot ICL settings.

Dataset SemEval TB-DENSE
ICL w/ Non fine-tuned Retriever

TAG-ICL 68.63 27.39
w/o CT 65.37 24.37

ICL w/ Fine-tuned Retriever
FTS-ICL 90.33 66.72

w/o SentEmb 88.42 64.86
w/o AMR 89.73 65.64

Table 2: Ablation study. w/o CT indicates that the re-
triever does not apply additional CT. w/o AMR indicates
that the retriever doesn’t incorporate AMR graph for
fine-tuning. We show the 10-shot results from gpt-3.5-
turbo.

4.3 Effect of the Number of Few-shot
Demonstrations

We investigated the effect of the number of few-
shot demonstrations on performance. Figure 3
shows the results: TAG-ICL achieves a more sig-
nificant improvement with fewer demonstrations
compared to non fine-tuned baselines, indicating
that our method requires shorter prompt for achiev-
ing promising performance; FTS-ICL achieves bet-
ter performance throughout all k-shots than GPT-
RE_FT, demonstrating the effectiveness of incor-
porating AMR graph.

5 Conclusions

In this work, we employ two AMR-enhanced se-
mantic representations for ICL on RE: (1) TAG-
ICL can benefit from the trimmed AMR graph
and self-supervised training and consistently shows
improvements to sentence embedding-based base-
lines; (2) fine-tuned ICL framework achieves SOTA
on Semeval and TB-Desnse, which incorporates
AMR graph information to enrich the RE repre-
sentation for selecting high-quality ICL demonstra-

Figure 3: Performance for the different number of few-
shot examples on SemEval.

tions.
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