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Abstract—Few-shot document-level relation extraction suffers
from poor performance due to the challenging cross-domain
transferability of NOTA (none-of-the-above) relation represen-
tation. In this paper, we introduce a Transferable Proto-
Learning Network (TPN) to address the challenging issue. It
comprises three core components: Hybrid Encoder hierarchically
encodes semantic content of input text combined with attention
information to enhance the relation representations. As a
plug-and-play module for Out-of-Domain (OOD) Detection,
Transferable Proto-Learner computes NOTA prototype through
an adaptive learnable block, effectively mitigating NOTA
bias across various domains. Dynamic Weighting Calibrator
detects relation-specific classification confidence, serving as
dynamic weights to calibrate the NOTA-dominant loss function.
Finally, to bolster the model’s cross-domain performance,
we complement it with virtual adversarial training (VAT).
We conduct extensive experimental analyses on FREDo and
ReFREDo, demonstrating the superiority of TPN. Compared
to state-of-the-art methods, our approach achieves competitive
performance with approximately half the parameter size. Data
and code are available at https://github.com/EchoDreamer/TPN.

Index Terms—Few-shot document-level relation extraction,
NOTA, TPN

I. INTRODUCTION

In practical scenarios, document-level relation extraction
(DLRE) [1] has gained prominence due to its effectiveness
in extracting complex relations from extensive data. Although
numerous efforts [2], [3] have contributed to effectively
improving the performance of DLRE, the method is still
constrained by the need for a large amount of annotated
data. Inspired by meta learning [4], few-shot document-level
relation extraction (FSDLRE) [5] is proposed to address
this issue. But this task suffers from poor performance due
to modeling of the NOTA relation. Existing works fail to
address cross-domain migratability of NOTA representation.
As shown in Fig. 1, previous methods directly model the
NOTA prototype using a global multi-proto, which is very
limited for cross-domain tasks. Because of the different
true relation distributions defined in different domains, the
distribution of NOTA varies greatly from domain to domain,
which results in a significant degradation of the model
generalization performance.

To tackle the above issue, we propose a novel Transferable
Proto-Learning Network (TPN) to adapt to the more complex
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Fig. 1: Illustration of relation prototype embedding space for
previous global multi-proto (left) and our TPN (right). The
previous methods share the embedding of the NOTA prototype
across different domains. Instead, our TPN dynamically adapts
the NOTA prototype from Domaintrain to Domaintest.

semantic scenario for FSDLRE. It includes a Hybrid Encoder,
a novel plug-and-play Transferable Proto-Learner, and a
Dynamic Weighting Calibrator. Hybrid Encoder hierarchically
encodes the global and local semantic information of the
input document with attention information to enhance the
relation representations. Transferable Proto-Learner learns the
regularized representation of NOTA relation, which models
the way to compute NOTA relation to eliminate NOTA bias
in different domains. Dynamic Weighting Calibrator aims to
detect relation-specific classification confidence, serving as
dynamic weights for different relations to calibrate the NOTA-
dominant loss function. Finally, we design virtual adversarial
training to encourage the embeddings of the sentence in
different domains as closely as possible in the shared latent
space. Unlike [6], which utilizes Projected Gradient Descent
(PGD) [7] to enable us to perform diversified adversarial
training on large-scale state-of-the-art models and soft labels to
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constrain the direction of adversarial samples, we use FreeLB
[8] which performs multiple PGD iterations to craft adversarial
examples and uses a hard label (ground truth) to constrain
adversarial samples more efficiently.

Compared to the most recent work, RAPL [9], which
introduces a relation-aware contrastive learning approach with
two independent encoders, our method achieves competitive
performance with approximately half the parameter size
(123MB VS 221MB) because RAPL uses two separate
text encoders, whereas we use only one. Besides, RAPL
generates the NOTA prototype by leveraging the hard distance
constraints from support relation instances. Instead, as a soft
learnable module, our Transferable Proto-Learner will learn
more flexiable features about the representation of the NOTA
prototype.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:
(1) We propose a novel Transferable Proto-Learning Network
(TPN) to adapt to the more complex semantic scenario for
FSDLRE. It includes a Hybrid Encoder, a novel plug-and-
play Transferable Proto-Learner, and a Dynamic Weighting
Calibrator.
(2) We introduce virtual adversarial training to encourage word
embeddings in different domains as closely as possible in the
shared latent space.
(3) We conduct extensive experimental analysis on FREDo and
ReFREDo that demonstrate the superiority of the framework.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Relation Extraction

Advancements in relation extraction (RE), particularly
sentence-level relational extraction (SLRE), have seen rapid
progress [10]–[13].

However, in practical scenarios, document-level relation
extraction (DLRE) [1] has gained prominence due to
its effectiveness in extracting complex relationships from
extensive datasets. DLRE, though promising, presents several
significant challenges including the identification of relations
that span multiple sentences [14] and imbalance in the
distribution of samples, commonly referred to as the long-
tail distribution [15]. Attention mechanism is applied to a
variety of tasks [2], [16]. ATLOP [2] harnessed attention
mechanism derived from PLM to enhance the understanding of
length textual content and introduced Adaptive Thresholding
Loss to tackle the multi-class classification issue. Furthermore,
SSAN [17] incorporates these structural dependencies within
the standard self-attention mechanism throughout the overall
encoding stage.

B. Few-Shot Sentence-Level Relation Extraction

Due to the substantial cost associated with manual
annotation for relation extraction, Transfer Learning [18]
emerges as an ideal solution. In the realm of transfer learning,
whose essence lies in acquiring the ability to generalize
from different datasets [19], [20], FSRE has gained extensive
traction and demonstrated promising performance, for example
[21], [22]. Many FSRE methods have sought to establish

meta-learning frameworks based on prototype networks, as
pioneered by [23], with the objective of cultivating a class-
agnostic metric space. [24] has taken a different approach
by leveraging relation descriptions and knowledge graphs to
enhance relation representation, while [25] introduced the
concept of Label Prompt Dropout, which selectively omits
label descriptions during the learning process to enhance
generalization.

C. Few-Shot Document-Level Relation Extraction

The application of relation extraction in more complex
scenarios is still at an early stage. [5] curated the FREDo
dataset, a benchmark designed to assess few-shot document-
level relation extraction. This benchmark specifically focuses
on the prevalent challenges of Long-Tail [15] and Out-of-
Distribution Detection [26] commonly encountered in real-
world low-resource scenarios. In RE, OOD targets at none-
of-the-above (NOTA) distribution. [5] utilized the MNAV
architecture [27] as a baseline to analyze the difficulties and
research directions. Recently, [9] presented a relation-aware
prototype learning approach to refine the relation prototypes
and generate task-specific NOTA prototype achieving the state-
of-the-art.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we begin by outlining the task definition.
In the FSDLRE task, the entity mentions in each document
are pre-annotated. For every training/ testing step, an episode
contains a set of support documents S = {Ds1 , Ds2 , ..., Dsm},
the corresponding valid triple sets pre-annotated, and a set
of query documents Q = {Dq1 , Dq2 , ..., Dqm}, where sm
and qm represent the number of support document and query
document in an episode. In the 3-Doc task, sm = 3 and
qm = 1 and in the 1-Doc task, sm = 1 and qm = 3. A
triple set in the support document contains all valid triples
(eh, ri, et), where eh and et are the head-entity and tail-entity
for a specific relation instance ri respectively. Note that the
annotations of the support documents are complete, meaning
that any candidate entity pair without an assigned relation type
can be considered NOTA. The goal is to predict all possible
valid triples in the query set based on the relation types and
semantic information from the support documents.

Our approach follows the typical meta-learning paradigm
[5]. In the training phase, we sample an episode containing
a subset of relation Repi from Rtrain, where Rtrain is the
relation set in the training corpus. The proto-based model
will learn the way to compute the relation prototypes through
support documents. In the test phase, the model is evaluated
on the test episodes sampled from test corpus containing the
set of relations Rtest which is disjoint with Rtrain to predict
all possible valid triples in the query set.

IV. FRAMEWORK OF TPN

In this section, we introduce the TPN framework.
Subsequently, we provide a comprehensive overview of each
individual module. As shown in Fig. 2, in each iteration step,



Fig. 2: The overall architecture of our proposed TPN framework.

the support documents and the query documents are first fed
into the Hybrid Encoder to obtain hybrid representations. Then
the Transferable Proto-Learner module is employed to obtain
the prototype of NOTA relation. Furthermore, we compute the
classification confidence to dynamically calibrate the NOTA-
dominant loss.

A. Hybrid Encoder

To enhance the model’s contextual relation representation,
we propose the Hybrid Encoder to hierarchically encode
global and local semantic information of the input text
combined with attention information. Given a document D =
{w1, w2, ..., wl}, we use a pre-trained language model (PLM)
to obtain the contextualized embeddings of this document:

hplm = PLM ([w1, w2, ..., wl]) (1)

where hplm ∈ Rl×d, d is the hidden dimension of the PLM
and l is the number of tokenized tokens. For an entity ei with
Nei mentions

{
mi

j

}Nei

j=1
, we apply average pooling to get the

global embedding of the entity, hei .
Attention information from PLM is used to enhance the

representations of relation between entity pairs. Specifically,
from PLM, we can obtain multi-head attention matrix A ∈
RH×l×l, where Ak,i,j represents attention score from token
i to token j in the kth attention head. Then we extract
the attention scores of the head and tail mentions for other
mentions from A and average them separately as the entity-
level attention score AE

s , A
E
o ∈ RH×l. Then we compute the

localized attention of the entity pair by multiplying their entity-
level attention:

A(s,o) =
1

H

H∑
i=1

(
AE

s ⊙AE
o

)
(2)

where A(s,o) ∈ Rl and ⊙ denotes element-wise product.
Then the local attention-aware entity pair representation is
calculated:

c(s,o) = hT
plm · (A(s,o)/1T ·A(s,o)) (3)

The hybrid representation zs ∈ Rd for entity pair (es, eo)
is fused with the global and local representation and then
transformed by a shared block:

zs = tanh
(
Ws

[
hes ; c

(s,o)
]
+ b

)
(4)

where hes is the global embedding of the subject and Ws ∈
Rd×2d and b ∈ R2d denote the learnable parameters in the
shared block targeted at subject. We obtain zo for the object
in the same way. The representation of the entity pair (es, eo),
i.e., the representation of the relation instance is [zs; zo].
Finally, denoting the set of all instances of relation r in the
support set as Sr, we obtain the relation prototype pr:

pr =
[
sr1, ..., s

r
min(|Sr|,ω)

]
(5)

where sri is the representation of the ith relation instance in
Sr, and ω is a hyperparameter that indicates the maximum for
selecting candidate relation instances.

B. Transferable Proto-Learner

To improve the cross-domain transferable capability of the
model, we design domain-adaptive Transferable Proto-Learner
which can learn deep NOTA features. Specifically, we design
a learnable block to learn the regularized representation of
NOTA relation which models the way to compute NOTA pro-
totype to eliminate bias of NOTA in different domains. De-
noting the set of all instances of NOTA in support documents
as SN , we obtain the representation of NOTA prototype:

pN = fθ
([
sN1 , ..., sNβ

])
(6)

where pN ∈ β×d, fθ denotes the transferable learnable block
with learnable parameters θ and β is a factor that indicates
the number of selected instances from SN . In addition, we
design double MLPs to model the learnable block, which is
plug-and-play for other OOD Detection problems.



Model
FREDo ReFREDo

1-Doc 3-Doc 1-Doc 3-Doc

In-Domain Cross-Domain In-Domain Cross-Domain In-Domain Cross-Domain In-Domain Cross-Domain
DL-Base 0.6 1.76 0.89 1.98 1.38 1.76 1.84 1.98
DL-MNAV 7.05± 0.18 0.84± 0.16 8.42± 0.64 0.48± 0.21 12.97± 0.88 1.12± 0.38 12.34± 0.36 2.28± 0.19
DL-MNAVSIE 7.06± 0.15 1.77± 0.60 6.77± 0.21 2.51± 0.66 13.37± 0.98 1.39± 0.74 12.00± 0.80 2.92± 0.41
DL-MNAVSIE+SBN 1.71± 0.04 2.85± 0.12 2.79± 0.24 3.72± 0.14 4.59± 0.30 2.84± 0.24 5.43± 0.24 3.86± 0.27
ATLOP 6.33 1.66 7.08 1.42 - - - -
HCRP 6.41 1.71 6.22 1.50 - - - -
CHAN 7.91 1.95 8.65 2.78 - - - -
KDDocRE 2.59± 0.71 1.03± 0.31 4.66± 0.83 2.00± 0.46 4.76± 0.55 2.30± 0.59 9.02± 0.64 3.61± 0.43
RAPL 8.75± 0.80 3.33± 0.50 10.67 ± 0.77 5.35± 0.72 15.20± 0.80 3.51± 0.79 16.35 ± 0.60 5.48 ± 0.63
TPN 9.12 ± 0.31 3.98± 0.28 8.64± 0.44 4.48± 0.29 15.54 ± 0.14 4.72 ± 0.43 15.73± 0.53 5.02± 0.50
TPN(FreeLB) 8.80± 0.62 5.00 ± 0.32 8.68± 0.21 5.93 ± 0.44 - - - -

TABLE I: Results (Macro-F1 across relation types) on FREDo and ReFREDo. The best score is in bold and the second best
is underlined.

Model 1-Doc 3-Doc

In-domain Cross-domain In-domain Cross-domain

DL-MNAVSIE 9.92 4.68 27.91 5.42
DL-MNAVSIE+SBN 14.89 4.15 20.63 4.87
RAPL 13.91 3.87 19.99 6.34
TPN (Ours) 22.63 ± 1.97 7.41 ± 0.49 26.04± 2.74 7.16 ± 0.68

TABLE II: Results (Micro-F1 across relation types) on
ReFREDo benchmark. The best score is in bold and the second
best is underlined.

Model 1-Doc 3-Doc

In-domain Cross-domain In-domain Cross-domain

TPN 15.54 4.72 15.73 5.02
w/o HE 2.91 2.07 2.90 2.50
w/o TPL 4.75 2.46 4.44 2.98
w/o DWC 12.85 4.63 13.24 5.08

TABLE III: Ablation study results for three key components
on ReFREDo.

C. Dynamic Weighting Calibrator

Given the jth entity pair in the query document, we can
compute its hybrid embedding as qj . Targeted at the entity
pair, any relation r from support set is defined as positive class
P q
j when lrj > lNj , otherwise is defined as negative class Nq

j ,
where lrj = max(qj ·pr) and lNj = max(qj ·pN ) are the logits
of relation r and NOTA. We design a Dynamic Weighting
Calibrator to detect relation-specific classification confidence,
serving as dynamic weights for different relations. Specifically,
the probability of positive and negative classes are computed
as:

P (r) =
exp

(
lrj
)

exp
(
lrj
)
+ exp

(
lNj

) (7)

P (N) =
exp

(
lNj

)∑
r̂ϵNq

j ∪{NOTA} exp
(
lr̂j
) (8)

Furthermore, we use (1− P (r))
α as dynamic weights to cal-

ibrate the NOTA-dominant loss. So the final loss function is
computed as:

L =
∑
rϵP

q
j

(1− P (r))α log (P (r)) + log (P (N)) (9)

where α is a hyper-parameter.

D. Virtual Adversarial Training
To alleviate cross-domain generalization performance chal-

lenge, we use virtual adversarial training (VAT) to smooth the
semantic space and enhance the model’s robustness. Specifi-
cally, given a text, we add an adversarial normalized pertur-
bation ξ on the word embeddings of PLM while assuming
the model prediction should not change after the perturbation.
We adopt FreeLB [8] to perform multiple iterations of PGD
to craft adversarial examples and simultaneously accumulate
the gradients ∇θL in each iteration. After that, it updates the
model parameter θ at once. By taking a descent step along the
averaged gradients at x + ξ0, ..., x + ξρ−1, we approximately
optimize the following objective:

min
θ

E (zT , y) ∼ D

[
1

ρ

ρ−1∑
t=0

max
ξ∈SV

L (ϕθ (x+ ξt) , zT )

]
(10)

where ρ is the time of PGD iterations, y = ϕθ(x + ξ)
is the output of the language model, zT denotes the ground
truth, SV denotes the set of the adversarial perturbations ξt at
the tth step. Under the constraint ∥ξ∥F ⩽ ϵ, the adversarial
perturbation ξ is updated in each iteration:

ξt = Π∥ξ∥F⩽ϵ

(
ξt−1 + γ · gadv/ ∥gadv∥F

)
(11)

where γ is the step size and the gadv is the gradient of the
loss for ξ. Compared with PGD, FreeLB achieves more com-
parable robustness and generalization by taking one descent
step on the parameters together with each of the ρth ascent
steps to search more stable position on the perturbation.

V. EXPERIMENTS

A. Benchmarks and Evaluation Metrics
We conduct extensive experiments on two public FSDLRE

benchmarks, FREDo [5] and ReFREDo [9]. FREDo has been
meticulously reconstructed from the amalgamation of the Do-
cRED [1] and sciERC [28] datasets. Notably, the proportion of
NOTA relation in FREDo significantly surpasses other bench-
marks, standing at 96.4%. Training set comprises 62 relation
types sourced from Wikipedia, with 16 relation types from the
same domain serving as the validation set. For in-domain test-
ing, 16 relation types from Wikipedia are utilized, while cross-
domain testing is conducted using 7 relation types extracted



(a) Proto-DL-MNAVSIE (b) Proto-TPN

Fig. 3: Visualization of extracted prototypes for the support
set from validation dataset.

(a) Proto-DL-MNAVSIE (b) Proto-TPN

Fig. 4: Visualization of extracted prototypes for the support
set from in-domain testing dataset.

from the sciERC corpus. ReFREDo has been reconstructed
through a more complete annotation on FREDo. In ReFREDo,
the training, validation and in-domain test corpus is replaced as
Re-DocRED [29], but the cross-domain test episodes remain
the same as in FREDo. We use Macro-F1 and Micro-F1 as
metrics to evaluate our model.

B. Implementation Details

We use bert-base-cased [30] from Huggingface’s Transform-
ers [31] as the encoder and Adamw [32] as optimizer with a
linear warm-up [33] followed by a linear learning rate de-
cay. We train the model for 50k episodes and perform early
stopping based on the Macro-F1 on the development set. We
take the learning rate as 2e-6. The hyperparameters ω, β,
α, γ, ε and ρ are set to 10, 10, 1, 0.15, 0.45 and 3. We
clip the gradients to a max norm of 1.0 for all tasks. All
hyperparameters are tuned on the development set. We report
the mean and standard deviation of different metrics by five
training trials with different random seeds. We use gradient
clipping of 1.0. All models were trained on NVIDIA 3090
GPUs or NVIDIA 4090 GPUs.

We compare our TPN with a series of baseline methods:
ATLOP [2] uses Adaptive Thresholding Loss to tackle the
multi-class classification. HCRP [34] uses relation description
files as clues to capture useful context from sentences. CHAN
[35] designs instance-specific attention to localize the relevant
context for each pair of entities. KDDocRE [14] is the state-
of-the-art public-available supervised DLRE method. RAPL
[9] proposes a relation-aware prototype learning method for
FSDLRE to strengthen the relational semantics of prototype

(a) Hyperparameter α (b) Hyperparameter β

Fig. 5: Effect of hyperparameter α and β under the 3-Doc task
setting in ReFREDo.

representations. FREDo [5]: (1) DL-Base only uses the pre-
trained language model bert-base-cased [30] to encode each
document and then average the output tokens of each mention
of the entity. (2) DL-MNAV applies MNAV [27] to document-
level relation extraction. (3) DL-MNAVSIE uses all individual
support instances during inference, instead of their average.
(4) DL-MNAVSIE+SBN uses only the NOTA vectors sampled
from the support document and ignores the learned vectors
during inference in a new domain.

C. Results

We denote TPN (FreeLB) as using virtual adversarial train-
ing to complement TPN. Due to the limitation of the compu-
tation source, we don’t evaluate TPN (FreeLB) on ReFREDo
benchmark. The main results on FREDo and REFREDo are
shown in Table I and Table II. According to the experimental
results, we have the following observations: From the met-
ric of Macro-F1: (1) Compared with RAPL, TPN achieves
the best average results and stability in the 1-Doc tasks and
competitive results in the 3-Doc task for both benchmarks
with approximately half the parameter size. 3-Doc task, with
more support document supervisory signals for computing the
prototype, does not get a better boost in effectiveness, which
is likely due to the limitations imposed by the number of
selected instances and the simplicity of the learnable block in
Transferable Proto-Learner. (2) TPN (FreeLB) obtains the best
results in the cross-domain setting, exceeding other methods
by a significant margin. This indicates the substantial benefits
brought by generative adversarial training in enhancing model
robustness. (3) Compared to other methods, TPN exceeds them
by a large margin in all tasks, demonstrating the superiority
of our method. From the metric of Micro-F1: (4) As shown in
Table II, our approach outperforms all methods significantly.

D. Ablation Study

We conduct a thorough ablation study to investigate the
effectiveness of three key components in our methods: Hy-
brid Encoder (HE), Transferable Proto-Learner (TPL), and Dy-
namic Weighting Calibrator (DWC). From Table III, we can
observe that all components contribute to model performance.
Removal of the HE module results in the most significant
performance degradation in all four tasks, which indicates the



Fig. 6: Case study of an in-domain 1-Doc episode in ReFREDo. The positions of entities have been color-coded.

Fig. 7: Entity-level Relation Matrix. The indices on the horizontal and vertical axes represent the sequence numbers of entities
appearing in the document, while the numbers within the table indicate the relation types between entity pairs.

crucial role of the Hybrid Encoder as the backbone network for
encoding complex document information. Furthermore, omit-
ting the TPL module leads to an average decline of 11.04%
in the In-domain and 2.15% in cross-domain. As a crucial
component for adjusting the predicted distribution of positive
samples, we argue that DWC will play a more significant role
as a class balance predictor when the predictive capability of
the model improves.

VI. ANALYSES AND DISCUSSIONS

We conduct a comprehensive evaluation and analysis of
TPN from various perspectives to provide detailed guidance
for future work.

A. Hard VS Single

[5] introduced various strategies to sample training data,
including ”single” and ”hard” methods. These approaches indi-
vidually signify the presence of either a single relation type or
multiple relation types annotated within an episode in the train-
ing dataset. However, due to the large number of instances in
the NOTA category within the training data, averaging 96.4%,

employing a ’hard’ sampling strategy even fails to alter this
imbalance. This might explain why previous models did not
benefit from this transition (from single to hard). However,
from experiments conducted on the in-domain tasks of Re-
FREDo, we observed a significant and consistent improvement
in performance (1-Doc: from 15.54% to 17.13%; 3-Doc: from
15.73% to 17.41%). This suggests that our approach is adept
at sensitively capturing this subtle shift and enables the model
to obtain better performance.

B. Latent Space Visualization for Prototype Representation

To illustrate the learned latent space, we visualize the latent
variables of the observed characteristics in the 2D plane using
t-SNE [36]. We select the top 4 relation types including the
NOTA category from the first 40 episodes of the validation
and testing datasets of the ReFREDo (3-Doc). In particular,
we focus on the support instances embedded in the selected
episodes to gain insights into the performance of the TPN
and DL-MNAVSIE . We can observe that (1) In Fig. 3(a),
the global NOTA representations of DLMNAVSIE occupy a
larger space in the validation data set, which aligns with our



previous knowledge that the NOTA space is more extensive,
but this effect is not evident in the in-domain dataset from Fig.
4(a). (2) From Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, the TPN effectively distin-
guishes the NOTA relation from the other relations, exhibiting
a clear demarcation in the spatial domain. This distinction
is notably pronounced in both the validation set and the in-
domain testing dataset. In contrast, using DLMNAVSIE , the
classification boundary between the NOTA relation and other
relations appears to be ambiguous. (3) As discussed above,
the challenge of constrained and uneven category distribution
poses a significant obstacle. Even our method struggles to es-
tablish very clear boundaries between known categories, which
is a potential area for improvement.

C. Effect of Hyperparameter

We tune the hyper-parameter α in the Dynamic Weight-
ing Calibrator and β in the Transferable Proto-Learner, then
evaluate the performance of TPN on the 3-Doc task setting
in ReFREDo. Fig. 5 shows the performance of TPN with
different hyperparameters.

It is imperative to acknowledge the potential for catastrophic
outcomes when α is less than 1, which manifests in signifi-
cantly amplified (1−P (ri))

α value. We observe that optimal
performance occurs in the vicinity of 1.1-1.3 for α. How-
ever, with variations of the hyperparameter, our model exhibits
relatively stable performance, which implies robustness in its
effectiveness. For β, when β is between 5 and 20, the model
exhibits stable performance. However, when β exceeds 20,
a noticeable performance decrease is observed in the cross-
domain setting, while in the in-domain setting there is a slight
improvement. This may be attributed to the overfitting of the
same domain caused by the excessively large β.

D. Case Study

To better demonstrate the performance of our model, we list
an example from the in-domian tesing set in Fig. 6 and Fig. 7
where red block represents that head entity and tail entity are
the same, blue block and beige block represent that entity pair
is predicted as False Positive and True Positive respectively.
DL-MNAVSIE correctly predicts three triples but introduces
a considerable number of False Negatives. Our approach pre-
dicts the majority of relations including <West Virginia, P17,
the United States>, although mistakenly treating West Virginia
(state) as country resulting in four False Negatives for the P17
relation. But from the perspective of the global and local se-
mantics of the document itself, it is difficult to distinguish the
subtle difference between West Virginia (state) and country.

VII. CONCLUSION

We propose a TPN framework based on Hybrid Encoder,
Transferable Proto-Learner, and Dynamic Weighting Calibra-
tor, and use virtual adversarial training to adapt to more com-
plex semantic scenarios targeted at few-shot document-level
relation extraction. We conduct an extensive set of experiments
to comprehensively showcase the capabilities of the model.
Compared with the state-of-the-art methods, our method achieves

competitive performance with approximately half the param-
eter size.
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