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Abstract

Generative retrieval (GR) has revolutionized document retrieval
with the advent of large language models (LLMs), and LLM-based
GR is gradually being adopted by the industry. Despite its remark-
able advantages and potential, LLM-based GR suffers from halluci-
nation and generates documents that are irrelevant to the query in
some instances, severely challenging its credibility in practical appli-
cations. We thereby propose an optimized GR framework designed
to alleviate retrieval hallucination, which integrates knowledge
distillation reasoning in model training and incorporate decision
agent to further improve retrieval precision. Specifically, we employ
LLMs to assess and reason GR retrieved query-document (q-d) pairs,
and then distill the reasoning data as transferred knowledge to the
GR model. Moreover, we utilize a decision agent as post-processing
to extend the GR retrieved documents through retrieval model and
select the most relevant ones from multi perspectives as the final
generative retrieval result. Extensive offline experiments on real-
world datasets and online A/B tests on Fund Search and Insurance
Search in Alipay demonstrate our framework’s superiority and
effectiveness in improving search quality and conversion gains.
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1 Introduction

Document retrieval plays a vital role in large-scale search systems,
potentially engage a user query g € ¢ to a series of relevant docu-
ments {dj, - -+ ,dr} € D from candidate documents D [13, 17, 20].
The traditional document retrieval approaches include sparse re-
trieval (SR) and dense retrieval (DR). SR focuses on building a com-
pact inverted index with term matching metrics like TF-IDF [12],
BM25 [11], or query likelihood [8]. While DR trains dual-encoders
to generate dense semantic embeddings for both query and doc-
uments [4, 9, 14], and subsequently retrieves the most relevant
documents by embedding similarity. However, the traditional ap-
proaches are limited by the embedding space bottleneck and missing
fine-grained interaction of query and document (q-d) pairs [6, 19].
Most recently, generative retrieval (GR) is an emerging paradigm
for text retrieval, which employs a sequence-to-sequence encoder-
decoder architecture to retrieve documents by directly generating
their identifiers (DocIDs) [5, 16]. With the rise of large language
models (LLMs) such as GPT [10], LLaMA [1], Qwen [2, 3, 7], LLM-
based GR has attracted significant research attention [5, 15, 18]. By
memorizing candidate documents within its model parameters [13],
the LLM-based GR effectively leverages the capabilities of LLMs.

Fund Search and Insurance Search are two essential search sce-
narios in Alipay Search, aimed at providing users with relevant fund
and insurance products based on their queries. The user queries
are often diverse, incorporating complex and nuanced intentions,
which requires the retrieval model to possess a certain level of
reasoning ability. LLMs have demonstrated strong reasoning capa-
bilities and the ability to handle complex tasks [21, 22]. Therefore,
we aim to leverage LLM-based GR to better understand users’ com-
plex intentions and enhance the retrieval performance.
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Figure 1: An overview of our GR framework, which contains 2 modules: knowledge distillation reasoning and decision agent.

Despite LLM-based GR’s remarkable advantages, it suffers from
the inherent hallucination problem of LLMs, leading to the genera-
tion of irrelevant documents in retrieval. To alleviate the hallucina-
tion, we introduce a novel optimized GR framework, which enhance
generative retrieval in the following ways: a) Knowledge Distilla-
tion Reasoning. We first construct positive and negative retrieval
instances (i.e., relevant and irrelevant q-d pairs) as the source data
for reasoning. Next, we employ a larger LLM to generate explicit
reasoning processes that explain why a document is relevant or
irrelevant to the query for each q-d pair in the source data. These
reasoning processes are then distilled into the smaller GR model
as additional knowledge, enabling the GR model performance. b)
Decision Agent. For further generative retrieval precision en-
hancement, we introduce a decision agent as a fallback strategy.
Specifically, we leverage traditional retrieval model to retrieve rele-
vant documents for each GR retrieved document. Then, we leverage
open-source LLMs to evaluate the relevance of these documents
from multiple perspectives. Only the documents deemed relevant
by the LLMs are retained as the final retrieval result. In summary,
our contributions are as follows:

e We propose an optimized framework for generative retrieval,
which integrates knowledge distillation reasoning in model train-
ing and decision agent in post-processing to ease the hallucina-
tion phenomena in GR and improve the retrieval precision.

e Our framework requires no additional manually annotated data,
is easily applicable to any existing GR models, and significantly
enhances retrieval accuracy.

e Our approach has been successfully deployed online to power
Fund Search and Insurance Search in Alipay, delivering substan-
tial economic benefits.

2 Methodology
2.1 Overview

In this section, we first introduce the preliminary generative re-
trieval. Then we present the details of our optimized GR framework,
including knowledge distillation reasoning and decision agent mod-
ule as Figure 1 shows.

2.2 Preliminary Generative Retrieval

The preliminary generative retrieval serves as the foundation of our
framework. First, we construct training corpus T with annotated
relevant q-d pairs {(g,d*)} and structured knowledge {(d, k)} of
the candidate documents D = {dy, - - - , dp}, n is the total number of
candidate documents. Then we supervised fine-tune (SFT) the base
LLM Mjy to preliminary GR model Gg with T. The training loss is
denoted as:

1

L .
LGr =~ Z Z y; log p(y!lxi ), @
]

where T = {{q,d*),{d, k)}, (xi,y;) € T is input-output pair, L is
the length of y;, yf is the I-th token of y;, yl.<l means the tokens

before the I-th token in y;, yf is the predicted /-th token.

2.3 Knowledge Distillation Reasoning

Benefiting from the strong instruction-following capabilities of
LLMs, we employ larger LLM to generate explicit reasoning data
for smaller LLM-based GR model training. The detailed knowledge
distillation reasoning algorithm is illustrated in Algorithm 1.

2.3.1 Reasoning Source Data Construction. The reasoning
source data consists of relevant and irrelevant q-d pairs. While the
training corpus T includes annotated relevant pairs {(g,d*)}, our
work mainly focuses on obtaining the irrelevant ones {{q,d~)}.
As described in section 2.2, we have trained a preliminary GR
model Gy. Subsequently, we randomly sample a query set Q from

search logs, and utilize Gy to generate retrieved documents {dy, - - - , d. }

for each query g in Q. Aim to filter out irrelevant q-d pairs {(q,d ™)},
we employ a series set of open-source LLMs {Mj, - - - , M, } to iden-
tify the relevance for each g-d; pair, i € 1, - - , k through Prompt 1.
To ensure high-quality evaluation, only documents deemed irrele-
vant by all LLMs are classified as irrelevant. After relevance judge-
ment, we construct the reasoning source data Ry = {(q,d*),{q,d ™)},
where {{q,d")} is sampled from training corpus T.
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Algorithm 1 Knowledge Distillation Reasoning

Input: Training corpus T, Query set Q, Base LLM for GR training
Mp, Relevance judge model {Mj, - - - , My}, Reasoning model
My

Output: GR model Gy trained by knowledge distillation reasoning;

1: Train preliminary GR model, Gy < SFT (Mg, T) >§ 2.2
2: Sample reasoning source data T = {{q,d*)} C T
3: for each q € Q do
4. Retrieve D = {dy,---,dr} < Gp(q)
5. Relevance judgement ensemble
Digbetea = {{¢d1 ) -+ Aqdi, )Ll € {+ -} <
Ensemble(M;(q,D), - -+ ,Mn(q, D))

6: foreach (q,d;,l;i) € Djgpereq do
7 if [; == — then
8: T+ = <q, di_>
9 end if
10:  end for
11: end for >§23.1
12: for each (q,d!) € T, 1 € {+, -} do
13:  Reasoning r « M;({q, df))
14: end for
15: Update training data
T—>T=T+{{(gd,r}le{+-} >§23.2
16: Retrain GR model Gy « SFT(My, T) >§233

17: return Gy.

Prompt 1: Relevance Judgement of GR Retrieved Documents.

Input: In information retrieval scenario, the search query: <g>,
please identify if the retrieved document <d;> is relevant to the

query.
<task-specific relevance judgement instruction>

Output: <Relevance judgement result.>

2.3.2 Reasoning Generation. We employ a reasoning generator
M, to generate high-quality reasoning process with Prompt 2. To
ensure the quality of the reasoning data R = {(g.d*/~,r)}, the
reasoning generator M, is a more powerful model (e.g., larger model
size in the same series of LLM) comparing with the GR model Gy.

Prompt 2: Reasoning Generation.

Input: In search scenario, it is known that the document <d; > is
<relevant/irrelevant> to the search query <g>, please explain the
reason.

Output: <Reasoning process r.>

2.3.3 Distill Reasoning Data. With the reasoning data R, it be-
comes possible to enhance the model’s understanding of the reason-
ing processes. In practice, we SFT GR model Gy with the updated
training dataset T = T+R. The training loss of reasoning instruction
is:

L .
Lreasoning == Z Z rlz IOgP(Vﬂxi, rl_<l)’ ()
i1

where (xj,r;) € R is input-output pair, x; is the q-d pair with
relevance judgement (g, d+/ ~), rj is the retrieval rationale, L is the
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length of r;, rf is the [-th token of r;, rl.<l means the tokens before

the [-th token in r;, rf is the predicted I-th token.

2.4 Decision Agent

Although we have enhanced the GR model training through knowl-
edge distillation reasoning, the hallucination problem persists. There-
fore, we introduce a decision agent in the post-processing stage for
further precision improvement.

Given a GR retrieved document d; and the candidate documents
D, we first leverage a retrieval model RM to retrieve top-m rele-
vant documents {d;_1, - - - ,di—m} for dj. RM can either be sparse
or dense retrieval model. Then, we employ a powerful LLM My
to assess the relevance between query and the RM retrieved doc-
uments from multi perspectives with Prompt 3. In our scenario,
structured information like product company, product type, and
product duration are served as the various perspectives for deci-
sion model. Only the documents that are deemed relevant by all
perspectives are retained as the final retrieval results.

Prompt 3: Decision Prompt.

Input: Given the search query: <q>, the retrieved documents:
{(title : $title, persp_name : $persp_value), - - - }, please out-
put the titles of the relevant documents that satisfy the query’s
requirements from the perspective of <persp_name>.

Output: <Relevant documents.>

3 Experiments

3.1 Experimental Setup

3.1.1 Dataset and Metrics. Our training dataset consists of rele-
vant q-d pairs and structured knowledge (e.g., product company,
product type, product risk type), with approximately 250k records
for fund retrieval and 200k for insurance retrieval. Additionally, we
construct 20k reasoning data for each scenario and combine it with
the original training corpus to train enhanced GR model.

For offline model validation, we sample high, medium, and low
frequency queries from the search log as the test dataset. Experi-
enced annotators label the relevance of the retrieved products to
the respective queries, classifying each result as either relevant or
irrelevant. We use accuracy (ACC) as our offline evaluation metric.

3.1.2 Baseline Models. We compare our proposed GR model
with the following baselines:

e BM25 is a representative sparse retrieval model that estimates
the relevance based on term frequency, document length, and
document frequency.

o GR-baseline is the preliminary Generative Retrieval model in-
troduced in section 2.2.

3.1.3 Implement Details. For preliminary GR model training,
we take Qwen2.5-14B as GR backbone model and treat the product
title as DocID. As for knowledge distillation reasoning, we employ
Qwen2.5-72B and GPT-4o as the relevance judgement LMs. Addi-
tionally, Qwen2.5-72B is used to generate the reasoning processes.
For the decision agent setup, we use BM25 as the retrieval model
and Qwen2.5-32B as the decision model to generate the final GR
model output.
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Models Fund Insurance  Models Fund Insurance
BM_25 69.33% 47.33% Ours 87.17% 90.05%
GR-baseline  83.83% 8583% w/o0 reasoning 85.17% 87.66%
Ours 87.17% 90.05% w/o decision agent ~ 85.50% 86.17%
(a) Performance Comparison. (b) Ablation study.

Table 1: Offline experiment result on ACC.
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Figure 2: Comparison of Different Recall Numbers.

3.2 Offline Experimental Results

3.2.1 Offline Performance Comparison. From Table 1a, it is
evident that our method shows a significant improvement over the
baseline GR model, with an absolute increase in ACC of 3.34% on
fund data and 4.22% on insurance data, thereby validating the effec-
tiveness of our approach. When compared to the retrieval baseline
model BM25, the increase is even more substantial. Specifically,
our method achieves a 17.84% increase in ACC on fund data and a
42.72% increase on insurance data, which highlights the necessity
of incorporating GR models into fund and insurance search systems.
Notably, insurance search queries tend to be more fuzzy, which
explains the relatively poor performance of BM25 in this domain.

Moreover, for the decision agent, we analyze the impact of the
number of input documents (Top-K) on ACC in Figure 2. The results
show that as Top-K increases, ACC first increase but then decreases.
When Top-K becomes too large, it becomes challenging for the
decision agent to effectively select the most relevant documents
from the input set. Therefore, in our approach, we set Top-K to 5
to strike a balance between performance and input size.

3.22 Ablation Study. We conduct ablation experiments to ana-
lyze the contributions of knowledge distillation reasoning and the
decision agent module. As illustrated by the experimental results
in Table 1b, removing the reasoning component leads to a 2% drop
in accuracy for fund retrieval and a 2.39% decline for insurance
retrieval. Additionally, the decision agent module demonstrates
its effectiveness by contributing to a 1.67% improvement in fund
retrieval accuracy and a 3.88% boost in insurance retrieval accuracy.
These results highlight the indispensable roles of both components
in our approach.

3.3 Online A/B test

3.3.1 Online Performance Comparison. To evaluate the effi-
cacy of our framework, we conducted an online A/B test on the
Fund Search and Insurance Search in Alipay. Variant A represents
the online baseline recall system, which combines both SR and DR
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recall paths. Meanwhile, Variant B incorporates our optimized GR
framework as an additional recall path.

Fund search includes exact and broad search: exact search matches
fund names or codes, while broad search handles fuzzy queries, with
the GR path affecting only the board search. In insurance search, as
most queries are fuzzy, we evaluate only the overall performance.

Table 2 shows the performance improvement of our method in
comparison to the previous online baseline. The result demonstrates
statistically significant improvement in several key search metrics
with a 95% confidence level (p-value < 0.05), including Click Page
View (Click_PV), Click Unique Visitor (Click_UV), Trade Count
(Trade_Count) and Trade Unique Visitor (Trade_UV).

Metrics Fund Search Insurance Search
Overall | Broad Overall

Click_PV +2.84% | +12.71% -

Click_ UV +1.45% | +11.06% -

Trade Count | +1.31% | +11.75% +1.89%

Trade UV +0.99% | +10.63% +2.07%

Table 2: Online A/B Experiment Results.

3.3.2 Case Study. We present the generation cases from the Pre-
liminary GR and our optimized GR framework, with factual errors
highlighted in red. It can be observed that our model effectively
reduces factual errors.

Case 1: query: FLIL/EHEES: (Anti-flu fund)

GR-Baseline Output: [ 7 55 5 [71; RO EI TR AC TR O
ESTIEA A (Guotai close-end fund; BOC Innovative Healthcare Mixed C;
BOC Innovative Healthcare Mixed A) X

Ours Output: FHRAIFTETIREC; HRAGFET IR &A; FLLZEST )
TR A C (BOC Innovative Healthcare Mixed C; BOC Innovatlve Healthcare
Mixed A; Huaan Healthcare Iinnovation Mixed C) /

Case 2: query: H H ESMREE (One-day accident insurance)
GR-Baseline Output: “F-Z 5 HALE & B ING; B s BN IRE; 100077 42
LS E IS (Ping An Short-Term Comprehensive Accident Insurance;
Sports Accident Worry-Free Insurance; 10 Million Annual Aviation Accident
Insurance)

Ours Output: “FZ M HLE G BING; IBEE SN LM (Ping An Short-
Term Comprehensive Accident Insurance; Sports Accident Worry-Free In-

surance) 4

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose an optimized GR framework to allevi-
ate generative retrieval hallucination. Our approach consists of
two key modules: knowledge distillation reasoning for GR model
training and decision agent for post-processing. Specifically, we
generate high-quality reasoning processes using a larger LM and
distill the reasoning corpus into a smaller GR model to enhance
its retrieval precision. Furthermore, we employ a decision agent to
validate the relevance of GR retrieved documents. Together, these
two mechanisms effectively filter out irrelevant documents, thereby
significantly reducing retrieval hallucination. Experimental results
from both offline evaluations and online A/B tests conducted in
two Alipay search scenarios show the effectiveness and scalability
of our proposed method.
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