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ABSTRACT

Information Extraction (IE) is crucial for converting unstructured
data into structured formats like Knowledge Graphs (KGs). A key
task within IE is Relation Extraction (RE), which identifies relation-
ships between entities in text. Various RE methods exist, includ-
ing supervised, unsupervised, weakly supervised, and rule-based
approaches. Recent studies leveraging pre-trained language mod-
els (PLMs) have shown significant success in this area. In the cur-
rent era dominated by Large Language Models (LLMs), fine-tuning
these models can overcome limitations associated with zero-shot
LLM prompting-based RE methods, especially regarding domain
adaptation challenges and identifying implicit relations between
entities in sentences. These implicit relations, which cannot be eas-
ily extracted from a sentence’s dependency tree, require logical in-
ference for accurate identification. This work explores the perfor-
mance of fine-tuned LLMs and their integration into the Retrieval
Augmented-based (RAG) RE approach to address the challenges
of identifying implicit relations at the sentence level, particularly
when LLMs act as generators within the RAG framework. Empiri-
cal evaluations on the TACRED, TACRED-Revisited (TACREV), Re-
TACRED, and SemEVAL datasets show significant performance im-
provements with fine-tuned LLMs, including Llama2-7B, Mistral-
7B, and T5 (Large). Notably, our approach achieves substantial gains
on SemEVAL,where implicit relations are common, surpassing pre-
vious results on this dataset. Additionally, ourmethod outperforms
previous works on TACRED, TACREV, and Re-TACRED, demon-
strating exceptional performance across diverse evaluation scenar-
ios.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Information Extraction (IE) is a significant process for represent-
ing unstructured data in a structured manner, such as Knowledge
Graphs (KGs). One of the main tasks of the IE process is Relation
Extraction (RE), which aims to identify (implicit or explicit) rela-
tions between entities in a given text data at either sentence or
document level [11]. Implicit relations cannot be directly extracted
from the sentence’s tokens, as illustrated in Figure 1, whereas the
explicit relations between entities can easily be identified by taking
into account the dependency tree of the sentence, as demonstrated
in Figure 2. Identification of implicit relations between entities re-
quires semantic (or logical) inference, and Large Language Models
(LLMs), while powerful in many respects, lack the capability for
logical inference.

Figure 1: Illustration of an implicit relation, Entity-

Origin(e1,e2), betweenhead (e1) and tail (e2) entities in a sen-

tence from the SemEVAL dataset.

The National Congress of American Indians was founded in 1944 in response

to assimilation policies being imposed on tribes by the federal government.

org:founded

head

(subj)

tail

(obj)

Figure 2: Representation of an explicit relation, org:founded,

between head and tail entities in a sentence from the TA-

CRED dataset.

To identify the relations between entities in the sentence, var-
ious approaches, including rule-based, supervised, unsupervised,
and weakly supervised RE approaches [3, 23], have been applied
so far. Well-performing RE approaches using supervised learning
require a large amount of labeled training data. However, they
have not achieved better performance compared to pre-trained lan-
guage model (PLM)-based RE approaches [19, 27, 31]. In the era
of LLMs, various approaches using Retrieval-Augmented Genera-
tion (RAG) [10, 18], in-context learning [22], and simple vanilla
prompting [16] might be applied to extract information from the
text corpus without undergoing any model training process.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.14745v2
https://doi.org/10.1145/nnnnnnn.nnnnnnn
https://doi.org/10.1145/nnnnnnn.nnnnnnn
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RAG-based prompting approach achieves outstanding results
when relations between entities can be easily extracted from sen-
tence tokens [8]. However, the RAG approach fails when relation
types are implicit, as illustrated in Figure 1. General-purpose LLMs,
e.g., Mistral [15], Llama2 [26] and T5 [5] could not accomplish bet-
ter performance on implicit relations in [8, 16, 28], since they lack
logical inference capabilities and domain knowledge about rela-
tion types. Introducing the relation types into the language models
might tackle the problems of the RAG4RE approach using general-
purpose LLMs [8]. Therefore, we propose fine-tuning of language
models, namely domain adaptation, to address the problem of iden-
tifying implicit relations (see Figure 1) between entities at the sen-
tence level.

To evaluate the performance of our approach, we conduct ex-
periments with LLMs, including Llama2-7B [26], Mistral-7b [15]
and T5 Large [5], on four different RE benchmark datasets: TA-
CRED [30], TACRED-Revisited (TACREV) [2], Re-TACRED [25],
and SemEVAL Task-8 [13]. In this work, fine-tuning addresses the
performance problem of the zero-shot LLM prompting approach
(e.g., RAG4RE [8]) in identifying implicit relations, namely seman-
tic or logical relations, between entities in all the benchmark datasets
mentioned above. Our approach’s contributions are as follows:

• Fine-tuning mitigates the identification of implicit relation
types in the sentence-level RE on SemEVAL.

• Fine-tuning yields substantial enhancements in the perfor-
mance of language models such asMistral-7B, T5 Large, and
Llama2-7B on the aforementioned benchmark datasets.

• Thiswork also compares the performance of fine-tuned LLMs
to RAG4RE [8] using fine-tuned LLMs.

• RAG4RE using our fine-tuned LLMs achieved outstanding
performance on TACRED, TACREV and Re-TACRED.

The rest of this paper first summarizes language model-based
RE approaches in Section 2 and then introduces our proposed ap-
proach 1 in Section 3. Afterwards, the experimental setup and re-
sults are presented and discussed in Section 4. Lastly, all conclud-
ing remarks and future works are summarized in Section 5.

2 RELATED WORKS

We categorize recent works into: (i) Relation Extraction and (ii)
Fine-Tuning of Large Language Models in this section.

2.1 Relation Extraction

Relation Extraction (RE) is one of the main tasks of IE and plays a
significant role among natural language processing tasks. RE aims
to identify or classify the relations between head and tail entities in
a given text. We mostly focus on sentence-level relation extraction
approaches.

RE can be carried out with various types of approaches, includ-
ing supervised techniques, unsupervised, distant supervision-based,
weakly supervised and rule-based RE techniques [23]. Supervised
techniques, needing large annotated datasets, are time-consuming
and expensive [23]. Distant supervision, relying on existing knowl-
edge bases, tackles the annotated data issue but suffers fromwrongly

1Source code is available at https://github.com/sefeoglu/RAG4RE-extension

labeled sentences and noise [3]. Weakly supervised RE is error-
prone due to semantic drift in pattern sets per iteration [1]. Rule-
based RE is limited by predefined rules in relation discovery [23].

With respect to best-performing RE approach, based on fine-
tuning the language models, Cohen et al. [6] introduced a novel
approach for relation classification that utilizes span prediction,
rather than relying on a single embedding, to represent the rela-
tionships between entities. DeepStruct [27] innovates by improv-
ing language models’ structural comprehension. With a pretrained
model boasting 10 billion parameters, it smoothly transfers lan-
guagemodels to structure prediction tasks. For RE, it provides struc-
tured output (head entity, relation, tail entity) from input text and
entity pairs. Zhou et al. [31] focused on tackling two pivotal chal-
lenges that impact the effectiveness of current sentence-level RE
models: (i) refining Entity Representation and (ii) mitigating the
impact of noisy or ambiguously defined labels. Their method ex-
tends the pretraining objective of masked language modeling to
encompass entities and integrates an advanced entity-aware self-
attention mechanism, thus facilitating more precise and resilient
RE outcomes. Li et al. [19] devised a label graph technique to as-
sess candidate labels within the top-K prediction set and to discern
the connections among them. In their methodology for predicting
the correct label, they initially ascertain that the top-K prediction
set of a given sample contains valuable insights.

Zhang et al.[16] developed multiple-choice question prompts
based on test sentences, featuring entity verbalizations and rela-
tion types as choices. Despite falling short of previous rule and
ML-basedmethods, enriching prompt context improved prediction
results on datasets like TACRED and Re-TACRED. Melz[21] en-
hances the RAG approach with Auxiliary Rationale Memory for
RE, learning from successes without hefty training costs. Mean-
while, Chen et al. [4] propose a Generative Context-Aware Prompt-
tuningmethod, addressing prompt template engineering. Their prompt
generator extracts context-aware tokens from entity pairs, eval-
uated on TACRED, TACREV, Re-TACRED, and SemEval datasets.
RAG4RE[8] constructs an embedding database from training datasets,
regenerates prompts, and inputs them into general-purpose LLMs,
especially for RE, evaluated on TACRED, TACREV, Re-TACRED,
and SemEVAL benchmark datasets.

2.2 Fine-Tuning of Large Language Models

Undoubtedly, Pretrained LanguageModels (PLMs) deliver outstand-
ing results across various tasks, including text generation, transla-
tion, and question-answering. While zero-shot prompting of Large
LanguageModels (LLMs) often yields impressive outcomes onmany
downstream tasks, fine-tuning is crucial for adapting LLMs to spe-
cific datasets and tasks [12]. Yang et al. [29] conducted single-task
fine-tuningwith various settings, demonstrating that this approach
outperforms zero-shot LLM prompting. However, their results in-
dicate that single-task fine-tuning is prone to catastrophic forget-
ting. In contrast, Feng et al. [9] proposed a multi-task fine-tuning
method that incorporates a mixture of datasets and LoRAs. Their
experiments clearly show thatmulti-task fine-tuning enhances per-
formance over single-task fine-tuning, particularly with datasets
from Finance, Medicine, and WebGPT. Additionally, Liu et al. [20]

https://github.com/sefeoglu/RAG4RE-extension
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applied multi-task fine-tuning to generate code from text data us-
ing different code-generation language models, such as StarCode,
CodeLLama, and CodeGeex2, demonstrating effectiveness across
various coding tasks. In addition to these attempts about LLM fine-
tuning, there are parameter efficient fine-tuning approaches, which
are focusing on only target modules of LLMs and freezing its re-
maining modules, such as Low RankAdaptation (LoRA) [14], LoRA
for quantized language models (QLoRA) [7] and Direct Preference
Optimization (DPO) [24]. LoRA fine-tunes models by adding train-
able rank decompositionmatrices to each transformer layer, reduc-
ing parameters and GPU memory needs [14]. This approach main-
tains or improves performance while keeping pre-trained weights
frozen. QLORA [7] introduces innovations to reduce memory use
without sacrificing performance, including 4-bit Normal Float for
optimal quantization, Double Quantization saving about 0.37 bits
per parameter, and Paged Optimizers to manage memory spikes.
DPO is a novel algorithm for aligning language models with hu-
man preferences without the need for explicit reward modeling or
reinforcement learning [24]. By increasing the relative log prob-
ability of preferred responses and incorporating dynamic impor-
tance weights, DPO effectively prevents model degeneration and
simplifies the training process, making it a promising alternative
to existing Reinforcement Learning from Human Feedback (RLHF)
algorithms. RLHF [17] is a variant of reinforcement learning that
learns from human input rather than an engineered reward func-
tion, enhancing the performance and alignment of intelligent sys-
tems with human values.

3 METHODOLOGY

In this work, we aim to address the issue of identifying implicit
relations between entities in the sentence when using RAG with
an LLM-based generation approach to identify these relations. We
propose applying domain adaptation or transfer learning, specif-
ically fine-tuning, to alleviate the weaknesses of general-purpose
LLMs in identifying implicit relations between entities in the sen-
tence. We first introduce our proposed LLM fine-tuning approach
for Relation Extraction (RE) in Section 3.1, and then integrate the
fine-tuned LLMs into the RAG4RE approach to evaluate whether
the fine-tuned LLMs improve its results or not in Section 3.2.

3.1 Fine-tuning Language Models for Relation
Extraction

We fine-tune both encoder-decoder, i.e., T5 and decoder only, e.g.,
Llama2-7B and Mistral-7B, LLMs on datasets by leveraging Super-
vised Fine-tuning Trainer 2 (SFT), which is a crucial step in Re-
inforcement Learning from Human Feedback (RLHF), so that do-
main adaptation is applied to general-purpose LLMs. SFT requires
labeled training data and is easy to integrate and train.

To leverage only specific parameters of the models for text-to-
text generation, LowRankAdaptation for quantized languagemod-
els (QLoRA) [7]method is also used to fine-tune LLMs on the datasets
(see Figure 4). QLoRA not only reduces the parameters of LLMs but
also reduces the memory allocation of LLMs on GPU. Therefore, it
is necessary when limited GPU memory resources are available.

2SFT: https://huggingface.co/docs/trl/sft_trainer

The format of simple query prompts proposed in RAG4RE [8] is
used to prepare the training prompt dataset (see Figure 3).

3.1.1 Prompt Dataset Generation. The prompt dataset is constructed
following the template outlined in a prior work by [8]. This dataset
is sourced from a single domain and task supervised dataset, uti-
lizing a specific template depicted in Figure 3 for fine-tuning pur-
poses.

Figure 3: A prompt template to create a prompt dataset for

fine-tuning a language model.

3.1.2 Parameter Efficient Fine-Tuning. We leverage QLoRA, one
of the parameter-efficient fine-tuning approaches. Firstly, quanti-
zation is applied to a pre-trained language model, reducing the
high precision floating-point representation into low precision to
reduce the memory footprint. This quantization is achieved us-
ing “4-bit NormalFloat (NF4)”. 4-bit NormalFloat is an information-
theoretically optimal quantization data type, specifically designed
for normally distributed data [7]. This innovative format surpasses
the performance of traditional 4-bit Integers and 4-bit Floats, deliv-
ering superior empirical results in a variety of applications [7]. Af-
terwards, LoRA, focusing on targeted modules of the pre-trained
language model, is added into the 4-bit quantized pre-trained lan-
guage model. The fine-tuning process is carried out by using the
Supervised Fine-Tuning Trainer (SFT). The model is fine-tuned on
a single domain and task prompt dataset. Figure 4 illustrates how
the pre-trained language model is fine-tuned along with QLoRA
and SFT on a prompt dataset.

3.2 Retrieval-Augmented Generation alongside
Fine-tuned Language Models

We integrate our fine-tuned LLM on RE prompt dataset into the
RAG4RE approach [8] in order to figure out the problem in iden-
tification of implicit relation between entities in sentences. In our
work, the LLMused in theRAG4RE approach’s generationmodel [8]
is exchanged with our fine-tuned LLMs as shown at Figure 5. All
other modules in RAG4RE [8] remained same.

https://huggingface.co/docs/trl/sft_trainer
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Figure 4: Fine-tuning a pre-trained model on a prompt

dataset alongside the QLoRA adapter and SFT.

Figure 5: RAG4RE [8] with Fine-tuned LLMs3

4 EVALUATION

In this section, we present our evaluation process, conducted on
four benchmark datasets, in conjunctionwith several languagemod-
els. Firstly, we introduce the datasets, metrics, and settings for our
approaches, including fine-tuning language models and Retrieval-
Augmented Generation along with fine-tuned models separately,
in Section 4.1. Subsequently, the results of experiments are pre-
sented and discussed alongside previous Relation Extraction (RE)
approaches that achieved the highest performance on the datasets
used in this work, in Sections 4.2 and 4.3.

4.1 Experimental Setup

Through this section, we initially introduce the datasets utilized
for evaluation, followed by a detailed settings used on the fine-
tuning and the RAG4RE framework [8] leveraging our fine-tuned
language model within its generation module. All experiments in
this work are conducted utilizing 48 GB of GPU memory.

4.1.1 Datasets. To examine the performance of our proposed ap-
proaches, we leverage four different RE benchmark datasets de-
tailed in Table 1: TACRED [30], TACREV [2], Re-TACRED [25],

3We changed this figure from the original work [8] for integration of fine-tuned LLMs.

and SemEVAL [13]. The prompt datasets listed in Table 1 are gen-
erated from validation partition of the original dataset splits and
different from the training sentences in TACRED and its variants.
The training datasets in Table 1 are utilized in the Embedding DB
of RAG4RE [8]. Test splits of all datasets in Table 1 are employed
for evaluation. Unfortunately, SemEVAL does not provide an ad-
ditional dataset split, such as validation or development data, for
creating a prompt dataset. As a result, we have to construct the
prompt dataset directly from the training split. Consequently, we
are unable to evaluate RAG4RE using our fine-tuned languagemod-
els on SemEVAL. We strictly separate the training and test splits
of the datasets in our evaluation.

– TACRED (TAC Relation Extraction Dataset) [30] is a su-
pervised RE dataset created through crowdsourcing, specif-
ically aimed at TAC KBP (Text Analysis Conference Knowl-
edge Base Population) relations. Notably, the dataset does
not prescribe a direction for the predefined relations, allow-
ing them to be extracted from the given sentence tokens.
We utilized this licensed dataset directly from the Linguis-
tic Data Consortium 4 (LDC).

– TACREV is a refined version of TACRED that minimizes
noise in sentences labeled as ‘no_relation’. We generated
this dataset from the original TACREDby utilizing the source
codes 5 provided at [2].

– Re-TACRED [25] is a re-annotated version of the TACRED
dataset designed to enable reliable evaluations of relation ex-
traction (RE) models. To create Re-TACRED, we employed
the provided source codes 6 given at [25] to create this dataset.

– SemEval centers on multi-way classification of semantic
relations between entity pairs. The predefined relations, re-
ferred to as target relation labels, are directional and cannot
be extracted from the tokens of the test or train sentences
in SemEVAL 7.

Table 1: Overview of benchmark datasets.

Split TACRED TACREV Re-TACRED SemEVAL

Train 68124 68124 58465 8000
Test 15509 15509 13418 2717
Prompt
Dataset

22631 22631 19584 8000

# of Relations 42 42 40 19

4.1.2 EvaluationMetrics. The benchmark datasets used in this work,
especially TACREDand its variants consisting ofmostly ‘no_relation’
as a target relation [2, 25], are imbalanced, somicrometrics are con-
sidered. For instance, there are 12184 ‘no_relation’ out of 15509 re-
lations in TACRED test split. Micro F1-score, precision, and recall
metrics have been computed in the evaluation of our experiments
alongside LLMs on four different benchmark datasets.

4The TAC Relation Extraction dataset catalog is accessible
at https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2018T24
5The TACREV source code repository is available
at https://github.com/DFKI-NLP/tacrev.
6The Re-TACRED source code are at https://github.com/gstoica27/Re-TACRED.
7Weutilized this dataset fromHuggingFace: https://huggingface.co/datasets/sem_eval_2010_task_8.

https://catalog.ldc.upenn.edu/LDC2018T24
https://github.com/DFKI-NLP/tacrev
https://github.com/gstoica27/Re-TACRED
https://huggingface.co/datasets/sem_eval_2010_task_8
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4.1.3 Se�ings for Fine-tuning Language Models. Supervised Fine-
tuning Trainer (SFT) 8, based on RLRF [17], is utilized to fine-tune
languagemodels, e.g., T5 Large, Mistral-7B, and Llama2-7B on prompt
datasets at Table 1. Taking into account previous works using lan-
guage model for relation extraction [8, 16], we leverage the follow-
ing language models.

– T5Large is based on encoder-decodermodel architecture [5,
22] with 770 million parameters.

– Mistral-7B is a type of decoder only model with 7B param-
eters [15, 22] and is used for RE task in [8].

– Llama2-7B has only decoder in its architecture [22, 26] and
is utilized for identifying relations between entities in a sen-
tence in [8].

Instead of fully fine-tuning language models, we integrate the Low
Rank Adaptation (LoRA) approach [14] into the language mod-
els and apply 4-bit quantization. In other words, we employ the
QLoRA approach [7] for fine-tuning language models. As men-
tioned in Section 2, LoRA and QLoRA are methods for conduct-
ing parameter-efficient fine-tuning and reducing the usage of GPU
resources throughout the fine-tuning process. These methods fo-
cus solely on targeted modules of pre-trained language models
and freeze the remaining modules. The language models are fine-
tuned on a single GPU with 48 GB of memory. Throughout the
fine-tuning process, parameters listed in Table 2 are utilized.

Value

Parameter Llama2-7B

Mistral-7B

T5

Learning Rate 24 − 4 5e-5
LLMs Batch Size 4 8

Epoch 1 1
Weight Decay 0.001 -

LoRA LoRA Alpha 16 32
LoRA Dropout 0.1 0.01
r 64 4

Table 2: Parameters and settings are utilized in the fine-

tuning process. r in LoRA config refers to the rank of the

update matrices.

4.1.4 Se�ing for Retrieval Augmented Generation-based Relation

Extraction. Our languagemodels fine-tuned on the prompt datasets
at Table 1, are integrated into RAG4RE [8]. All experimental set-
tings are replicated from RAG4RE [8]. Unfortunately, we are un-
able to fine-tune T5 XL model used in the original RAG4RE [8] due
to limited GPU resources. Therefore, we replicate RAG4RE along
with T5 Large and vanilla prompting (or simple query) as defined
in [8]. We adhere to the experiments conducted in RAG4RE for our
work.

8The information about how SFT works are available
at https://huggingface.co/docs/trl/sft_trainer.

4.2 Results

We evaluated language models fine-tuned on prompt datasets de-
tailed at Table 1 in Section 4.1. Furthermore, we integrated these
fine-tuned language models into the RAG4RE [8]. It is worth not-
ing that due to constraints in GPU resources, we opted to utilize
T5 Large instead of T5 XL or XXL for fine-tuning. Hence, we chose
T5 Large and meticulously replicated the RAG4RE experiments
within the confines of our work. In this section, we first intro-
duce the results of our fine-tuned models and then the results of
RAG4RE approach using our fine-tuned models.

With regard to evaluation of fine-tuned LLMs alongside LoRA
on four different datasets, fine-tuned Mistral-7B models accom-
plish outstanding performance (see Table 3 and Figure 6). Notably,
these fine-tuned Mistral-7B models achieve remarkable F1 scores
of 89.64%, 94.61%, and 90.09%onTACRED, TACREV, and Re-TACRED,
respectively (see Table 3 and Figure 6). However, its performance
on SemEVAL falls short of this excellence. Conversely, the fine-
tuned T5 Large demonstrates the highest F1 with 79.94% (see Ta-
ble 3) on SemEVAL. The Llama2-7Bmodels fine-tuned on TACRED
and TACREV follow the fine-tuned Mistral-7B models with micro-
F1 scores of 88.20% and 93.75%.Unfortunately, the fine-tuned Llama2-
7Bmodels could not exhibit the same performance on Re-TACRED
and SemEVAL at Table 3 and Figure 6. The fine-tuned T5 Large
model takes second place with a F1 score of 86.94% on Re-TACRED
dataset (see Table 3 and Figure 6). Moreover, fine-tuning LLMs out-
performed simple query prompting and the previously introduced
RAG4RE method [8].

Additionally,we integrated these fine-tuned LLMs into the RAG4RE
approach [8] in order to explore their potential in addressing the
limitations of general-purpose LLMs. However, due to the lack of
an additional dataset split in SemEVAL,we could not examinewhether
integrating fine-tuned languagemodels into RAG4RE improves the
results of RAG4RE using general-purpose LLMs or not. Remark-
ably, the integration of fine-tuned models into RAG4RE yielded
significant improvements across all three datasets, including TA-
CRED, TACREV and Re-TACRED, particularlywhen leveraging T5
Large (see Table 3 and Figure 6). While we observed enhancements
in RAG4RE’s performance, as detailed in [8], with the integration
of fine-tuned Llama-7B on Re-TACRED, it is noteworthy that this
improvement was not observed on TACRED and TACREV. Regret-
tably, the results indicate that the use of Mistral-7B as the fined-
tuned LLM did not yield improvements in the results of RE. The
reason why the performance of the RAG4RE approach could not
be improved when fine-tuned decoder-only models are used as a
generator in its architecture (see Figure 5) might be related to cata-
strophic forgetting. Previous work fine-tuning language models on
a single task is also dealing with the same forgetting problem [9].

As a result, the fine-tuned T5 Largemodels consistently achieved
the highest F1 scores among all the experiments conducted in this
work, particularly when integrated into the RAG4RE framework
proposed in [8]. However, fine-tuned Mistral is slightly better than
RAG4RE using fine-tuned T5 on TACREV. In addition to the find-
ings of the experiments using T5 Large, both fine-tuning language
models on the dataset and integrating these fine-tunedmodels into
RAG4RE outperformed zero-shot prompting approaches, such as
simple queries and RAG4RE [8] (see Table 3).

https://huggingface.co/docs/trl/sft_trainer
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Figure 6: The results of each datasetwhen three different languagemodels are used alongwith different approaches. Each color

refers to a languagemodel. Blue, Red, and Green point out T5 Large, Mistral-7B, and Llama2-7B, respectively. In addition, f on

the gray curves of eachfigure points out the F1 score. Note thatwe could not replicate the experiments for finetuning+RAG4RE

on SemEVAL dataset due to small dataset.

Table 3: Results of the experiments conducted on four different benchmark datasets alongside different LLMs.

TACRED TACREV Re-TACRED SemEval

LLM Method P(%) R(%) F1(%) P(%) R(%) F1(%) P(%) R(%) F1(%) P(%) R(%) F1(%)

T5 Large simple query 95.10 03.18 06.16 96.72 06.90 12.89 90.91 00.26 00.51 18.74 09.28 12.40
RAG4RE 85.99 34.50 49.20 91.28 08.20 15.04 80.77 00.27 00.53 07.39 07.21 07.30
Fine-tuning (QLoRA) 86.74 86.76 86.74 89.93 90.13 90.03 86.27 87.62 86.94 79.94 79.94 79.94

RAG4RE+Fine-tuning 89.93 94.17 92.00 95.02 93.66 94.34 92.31 93.73 93.01 − − −

Llama2-7B simple query [8] 84.97 01.21 02.38 74.64 00.44 00.87 80.2 00.94 01.86 05.89 05.08 05.45
RAG4RE [8] 81.23 55.01 65.59 84.89 54.57 66.43 55.93 03.46 06.52 04.36 04.20 04.28
Fine-tuning (QLoRA) 88.07 88.34 88.20 90.07 97.73 93.75 87.54 44.58 59.08 57.20 50.13 53.43
RAG4RE+Fine-tuning 80.29 89.18 84.50 84.10 97.26 90.22 83.53 68.16 75.07 − − −

Mistral-7B simple query [8] 94.67 11.96 21.23 92.34 05.15 09.75 64.64 05.48 10.11 25.50 24.37 24.92
RAG4RE [8] 87.81 30.10 44.83 93.23 22.59 36.36 60.19 30.08 40.11 24.10 22.75 23.41
Fine-tuning (QLoRA) 94.73 85.06 89.64 95.79 93.48 94.61 92.40 87.83 90.09 76.99 76.99 76.99
RAG4RE+Fine-tuning 86.57 82.88 84.68 97.58 79.33 87.50 90.86 85.95 88.33 − − −

4.3 Discussion

In this work, we conducted two experiments: firstly, fine-tuning
of language models, and secondly, integration of the fine-tuned

language models into RAG4RE [8]. Our findings indicate remark-
able improvements on results of original RAG4RE [8] on TACRED,
TACREV, Re-TACRED at Table 3 when fine-tuned T5 Large mod-
els are integrated to RAG4RE approach. Regrettably, extending the
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same experiment to SemEVAL in conjunction with RAG4RE and
fine-tuned language models proved unfeasible, given the absence
of additional splits beyond the train and test sets in this dataset.
The process of fine-tuning languagemodels, particularly in context
of the domain adaptation, demonstrated notable enhancements in
the performance of bothgeneral-purpose languagemodels and RAG4RE [8]
(see Table 3 and Figure 6). However, our fine-tuned languagemodel
obtained slightly better F1 score than the RAG4RE using our fine-
tuned language model on TACREV dataset at Table 4.

We analyzed the effectiveness of our fine-tuned language mod-
els in Relation Extraction (RE), comparing their F1 scoreswith both
LLM-based methods and state-of-the-art (SoTA) RE techniques in
the literature. Our findings reveal that our approach consistently
outperforms other LLM-based zero-shot methods [8, 16, 28], as
demonstrated in Table 4, across all benchmark datasets. This supe-
rior performance can largely be attributed to the lack of domain-
specific knowledge used by LLMQA4RE [16] RationaleCL [28] and
RAG4RE [8]. The reason why these LLM-based methods could not
achieve better performance on these RE datasets, these works rely
on zero-shot prompting with general-purpose LLMs, whereas we
fine-tuned general-purpose LLMs using QLoRA on small part of
datasets. Obviously, our fine-tuned language models outperformed
all these zero-shot prompting approaches on all four datasets.

Moreover, we carried out a thorough comparison with exist-
ing works achieved remarkable results on these benchmarks in
the literature. Remarkably, the best-performing results in our ex-
periments at Table 3 surpassed the SoTA results on the TACRED,
TACREV, and Re-TACRED datasets, obtaining F1 scores of 92.00%,
94.61%, and 93.01%, respectively. All thesemodels except for RAG4RE [8]
are trained on train splits of these datasets, which means that they
have domain knowledge of these datasets. Furthermore, our ap-
proach, Fine-tuning+RAG4RE, also outperformed to original RAG4RE
using general-purpose LLMs. These achievements are detailed in Ta-
ble 4.

Consequently, our fine-tuned languagemodels achieved outstand-
ing results on the TACRED, TACREV, and Re-TACRED datasets
when integrated into the RAG4RE [8]. Nonetheless, we could not
repeat the experiments with RAG4RE using our fine-tuned lan-
guage models for SemEVAL. However, fine-tuning LLMs on the
SemEVAL dataset outperformed all the methods using zero-shot
prompting.

Table 4: A comparison of our best-performing results with

those of prior works.

Method T
A
C
R
E
D

T
A
C
R
E
V

R
e
-T
A
C
R
E
D

S
e
m
E
v
a
l

DeepStruct [27] 76.8% - - -
EXOBRAIN [31] 75.0% - 91.4% -

SoTA KLG [19] - 84.1% - 90.5%
SP [6] 74.8% - 91.9%
GAP [4] 72.7% 82.7% 91.4% 90.3%

LLMQA4RE [16] 52.2% 53.4% 66.5% 43.5%
Zero-Shot RationaleCL [28] 80.8% - - -

RAG4RE [8] 86.6% 88.3% 73.3% 23.41%

Fine-tuning+
RAG4RE (Ours)

92.00% 94.34% 93.01% -

Fine-tuning

(Ours)
89.64% 94.61% 90.09% 79.61%

5 CONCLUSION

In thiswork, we propose to fine-tune Large LanguageModels (LLMs)
to figure out the domain adaptation problem stemming from utiliz-
ing general-purpose LLMs, in particular identifying implicit rela-
tions between entities in a sentence. To perform this, we conducted
two approaches: fine-tuning languagemodels and RAG4RE [8] along
with fine-tuned language models on four benchmark datasets, in-
cluding TACRED, TACREV, Re-TACRED, and SemEVAL, using T5
Large, Mistral-7B, and Llama2-7B. Our fine-tuned LLMs achieved
remarkable results and mostly outperformed previous works [8,
28], including the original RAG4RE approach, onTACRED, TACREV
and Re-TACRED.

Furthermore, we integrated our fine-tuned LLMs on relation ex-
traction datasets into RAG4RE [8] and evaluated this approach us-
ing three benchmark datasets: TACRED, TACREV, and Re-TACRED.
We tested three distinct LLMs: Mistral-7B, T5 Large, and Llama2-
7B. The results showed that integrating fine-tuned LLMs into the
RAG4RE approach improved the original work’s performance due
to domain adaptation, particularly with T5 Large. However, we did
not observe consistent improvements when integrated our fine-
tuned Llama2-7B and Mistral-7B models into RAG4RE. This issue
might be related to catastrophic forgetting caused by single-task
fine-tuning. Overall, RAG4REwith our fine-tunedmodels achieved
remarkable results compared to RAG4RE using general-purpose
LLMs as reported in [8]. Our proposed approach exhibited notable
improvements on the benchmarks compared to the original RAG4RE
and previous works. Unfortunately, we could not evaluate the per-
formance on SemEVAL dataset, as it is quite small and lacks addi-
tional splits not used in the original RAG4RE, unlike TACRED and
its variants.

In our futurework,we intend to extend our approachwithmulti-
task fine-tuning for entity recognition and relation extraction, since
single-task fine-tuning might encounter with catastrophic forget-
ting of learned knowledge and reduce the capabilities of LLMs [9,
20, 29].
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