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Abstract

AN T AT A CCL25-Eval 4145 10 Wit RS, AR5 M dih Ed SUIR 58 1H
51 (FGCHSR). FATI#EH T —F#idin) SRAG-MAV HESL , ZHEL A RE & TR 55 HHT
g (TR). HiwZEMEMmAM (SRAG) FiZie B E (MAV). JATH 7RI o i
U S5 SR o = o2 0, IR b ah SRR Ll BT SR, IFiE
it Z LS SR EOR IR S R E PE RN MERE . FE T Qwen2.5-TB BB AT RGAE
STATE ToxiCN 4L b IWRHTS5-8 26.66, #AF5-h 48.35, 91545k 37.505, W&
T RELHAL GPT-40 (P934 15.63) FIIAE R Qwen2.5-7B (PF39154) 35.365).,
RIS AIHE https://github.com/king-wang123/CCL25-SRAG-MAV {45,

1 515

FEAT AR K TR T IR F 18 1% 4% (Fortuna and Nunes, 2018) , & E N AE A%,
WX FIPE RIS @Y, X AR S S T E RGE. ARSI E B B 285 S Ab#
(NLP) RUEZE XS, BESMX R EN (Davidson et al., 2017; Waseem and Hovy, 2016)
o BLAL, W PRAS AR ZRL 1) 2 P~ DA 2l G YRR AE Al X T LS B 30 28 22 56 B %L (Sap et al., 2019) .
587 B RO T o0 2R I AR %S (Fortuna and Nunes, 2018) , {HiX 28546 =
MR S8 N EREE M A0k BERE 77, BRI T AT AT fEREME AT R e B9 %0 (Yin and
Zubiaga, 2021) . KL, 4R EMIRE SRS (FGCHSR), B4R HFRok LR 27 45
LERAE B, IEZEMORZ 1Y 63 (Basile et al., 2019; Mathew et al., 2021; Ren et al., 2021)

CCL25-Eval {45 10 LT Mo SCHEACHHA SR R I e (B bR, 8. SFxrfEk.
R) . BT HXIRE R (Pavlopoulos et al., 2020) B RS PEAESTKBIET, PUICAIICHAY
FHEMSHNE, DA S s R A A A BRI, X 0T 55 4 0 A Dk Akt . STATE ToxiCN Af
¢ (Bai et al., 2025) (W2 TXLERME, REIRIR et piAan GPT-4o A BEARAT-F49 2>
15.63, M Zad R A TR AL A Qwen2.5-7B 153 35.365, (HANFEEt—P ik

N T XSk, TN T A E i SRAG-MAV HESE, ZHEL MRS & TIE5 =
(TR). HRZRHGRAER (SRAG) MZRRRRE (MAV). TR AR U THR R =
JCALPREL, A RGN (RAG) (Lewis et al., 2020) &5 & HSIAG R _EF SCH R,
Hl BT AT4A N (PARSCALE) (Chen et al., 2025) J5UPRIK) 22 8 HEBR A fda Hh Ao R E
Mo AT TTIR A4 -

o P2 T —FEFN) SRAG-MAV HEZE, ZAELRLL L T TR, SRAG Fl MAV, J&/R T
FGCHSR itk I HalDAER HLAb4sHI L NLP £5 .
o BT AEWASEES, KUk T HATIIAR A BEAAR RN, PP AN P RE DT
o 1E https://github.com/king-wang123/CCL25-SRAG-MAV KA MAH, {eit T ERE M
FEHESD T OUIR SR AN B AR 5¢ B AR TE 5 AL BRI HE— 2B 5T
Corresponding author: Jing Li (jingli.phd@hotmail.com).
©2025 China National Conference on Computational Linguistics

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. License details: http:
//creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

www.xueshuxiangzi.com


https://github.com/king-wang123/CCL25-SRAG-MAV
https://github.com/king-wang123/CCL25-SRAG-MAV

Computational Linguistics

2 ke
2.1 ARGtk

HAMMRGL G T TR, SRAG Ml MAV, M AP SCHESS A SCAS s AL EE ) LR 512 DU e
e 1 poRe TARTRRRRAESS R0 = e, B IR e bR SO, R B iR AR
FeUEHH -

W, BN UOCA BRSO — e B, AT 555064k, X5 TR B AR —
Ho N, WAOVE KRB A I A g 2] R, A eI ZRmn R B
Bt Bl e 3% -

BB XA, RONINGEPRR L 52 B UER (MEmAES), K
KR B A S5 AR DUR IR o X SE3 7R S HOR W i = el i, 80O TR g Bl
HHEA

ERPTE: XTI A, BATRR SHEAMURE & DNIGEARE kA Rn. B
BAEZ A NI kb MR, AR = oA n AL B T, B
I MAV REHEN AR = e B R N5, Wl A HAREEAR A HEWRT  OUR T, Rt r) =0
YA Y IEAL

XAFAE, WA 1 o, FERERE BAERYEI, SR BN SCEE M (Lewds et al., 2020)
R ARETE, Hb kR T RIS
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Figure 1: SRAG-MAV RyRGHH, ik T MG A SO B e & U o4 i i TARRE . %ad A
fud: (1) RrocdBRsE s Hon — e RS, (2) KAl b DRRUREATF 55 A SCAR 2
B ESR, (3) RFEEEEEBI EIE  M=JuH B R, EWRSA M R k2 BE, (4)
RFIESE A = TCAL o iR 2B TH A i

2.2 fE5#4l (TR)

XGRS a1 H AR S OURMEAR S Z TR B3 Al ek “TefiR” FE o0 24 H s
FEAC CEIR” MITEIETS s B, URPERARIC S “OUR”. M8, A TR aRA Y
JUA SR BUT 55 B A —JC AR BUT 55 . BLf ARk T &5t A S 2k, PN IR MR
S5 T A FAREEA i PR ok, Tif i 7R ANE SR (LLMs) AR AR .

B2 fefit 7 EARR R R B, PAUEH] TR AaE GRS 451 A it S8 SR PR RS [ I ] A B

2.3 AWK AEK (SRAG)

SRR (RAG) EHCh NLP AR —AsREst, Bz T . xhs Rl
WERBSCA A AT S5 (Lewis et al., 2020; Gao et al., 2023) . sl iR EMIMBHIE, RAG
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Input . [ Prompt

AR AMEYMUK FRE—WERELR, AR
FHEAFIHMNFRE—PEHFEA
Output =JTa:

JMiliZ | BEL | sexism | hate | [END] Bl

aF:
{rag-context]
- =7E:
train corpus {rag-triple}

a7

=xd:
+ rag item:

gﬁ {rag-context, rag-triple} Output

sillZ | BEL | sexism | [END]

retrieval model

Figure 2: TR il SRAG (/RE R BB M IGREpt i AR BISCA, Rk 2SO TE R A
—AM, HASA R A = e

P T 2R U A BTN SCHERPER LR (Ram et al., 2023) o Sl iyt fik— itk 17
RAG, PAMEIRESHIACEEH-SR m IR B JRERIE P & 1 (Zhang et al., 2023) . #A0fT, FGCHSR
AR TR PR AR, LR 2 R A S SR A A A A A Y O Y A R

N T fRUGX BEPR A, FRAIFEE T BRI EA N (SRAG) HESE, ZAMELLE i I g
SRR EREAR TR RAG Ju. SRAG FIIiE X EARIRERE R R $8 5 = e i AR,
Bl OR LT SORE 10 1 T TE R MO BER . SRAG AR

Lo EREM E: FRATMHH bge-large-zh-v1.5 #il (Xiao et al., 2023) A I ZREE AR R A,
PAAR %A DU Ry B R A A R VB

2. BIESKR: XMTEMASCE, BAENGMRR R R A B 5 AN S EAEA, 7E
FEPYIE AR BT k D RAR A .

3. PR RREIMEEARSWMASURS G, QPRSI 51 A AT ST 551
=Jedl, WE 2 Por.

SRAG QB EHIFIIZREEN N — SR ZIERHE AR SRR AN BIRSE B R A 2]
PARESRAT 55 BRAGANG HRVERIME. 51858 RAG A, SRAG AFREANTEEE, M HARIE A 5
UEA IR EREEAIAS E SURI (LS5, 41 FGCHSR.

24 ZRIAPEE (MAV)

HATgioEd (PARSCALE) (Chen et al., 2025) B, Xt A R AR AR LA 2 422
t, BRGREATHATHERIRIAT AT 2 ) SR AR IR G, ATLARZF PRI RIEFEAL (LLM) MPERE.
AT IRAEA TG ZE R FR N ZRI I O R B R R R, A B IR IR R
AL BRIZ JAT 55 I R v K

5%| PARSCALE XtZ i AFATALBRRSRIAAY S A, FATTIA T 2R ZREEE (MAV) 1
3 FGCHSR 1y—MBIH g, Billid SRAG BRZi Bl 1A e uifen, g S
B = e i . MAV iRt fs

L ZREiR R did SRAG, M =Jodlidn s iR 58 A SCRREARI AT & AR,
R R BIMREA S A SRR, WE kE DARER .
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2. ZRE: XA RRE AT HER, FE2 UOENPAEROF BR eGP RR, |
P FAREA = o4l B T o

3. BOEEHUH: PERBIRBIE =T, R DU TR R A SRR

MAV A m ms iy, AFRASMAOHEBI R 5, MATR =SS S8, HR
{EYEAESE 3.2 VS AR R, il AR B R R 4R, ARVRIRE AT TR SR AT
SRR . BeAh, LRI SEBREE S TR E, (1S MAV ES2 BRI M REIA R

3

3.1 SR

FATHE STATE ToxiCN $#fi4E (Bai et al., 2025) EPHAL TRATW A, A HREAE 4,000 4
YIZAEAFD 1,602 MKFEAS, ] 4 4~ x NVIDIA L40S 40GB GPU #7115, B flifia
Qwen2.5-7TB (Team, 2024) f#i H§ LLaMA-Factory HEZZ (Zheng et al., 2024) #47iI%%, FH-6H
vLLM (Kwon et al., 2023) #Ef7#E. X TR, AV T bge-large-zh-v1.5 %4 (Xiao et
al., 2023) , A S EAEB N TECE AT 0.7, ¥E MAV HEB S 0.1, MAV BUEMEH T top-
kAHM 10 FIHEEIME 7 o~ 200, WAL FEbnE4E

o ARG T REHIYCAICEER) F1 2340

o ARy X ICACH F1 4303, ZOR HARREAMOUREHEA R, 5F H B ARANE SR
it 50 %.

o FIo s WEVE RIS BT (E

HAEAHUH STATE ToxiCN EHEMA (Bai et al., 2025) , JF5 AR5 IE2EAT AR AR IR
AR
3.2 SERER

FNTHAT T =528, Al — A A AREHENNAF A T R SR AR, A —A MAV
SRABIENE AT ARG A AR PERER 2, A BRI ATPAG B A LR 5Tk

3.2.1  BAXILERE

Model Hard Score Soft Score Average Score
mT5-base 16.60 38.61 27.605
Mistral-7B 23.72 45.62 34.670
LLaMA3-8B 24.27 46.08 35.175
Qwen2.5-7B 23.70 47.03 35.365
ShieldLM-14B-Qwen 23.59 45.58 34.585
ShieldGemma-9B 23.49 47.14 35.315
Ours 26.66 48.35 37.505

Table 1: 1 STATE ToxiCN {4k ERYMERELLEL . SRR ZE R E RS B STATE ToxiCN
IB3C (Bai et al., 2025) , fUR T EURIE RO (SFT) M45R. FATMIEENTA fiits L2
[P

# 1 JBR TR RS AE STATE ToxiCN {4 FSCHL T 26.66 Y Hard Score, 48.35 f1)
Soft Score, il 37.505 [ Average Score, EE#E1d T A 3w B E (SFT) iIZkngkt
AAEAL, AR AR T Wkl JUHETE Hard Score b, HARIL THGHHIT) PUICH VLR,
FHRWHE FGCHSR R 3.
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Figure 3: MAV JH{EZ4 (- & =10) X STATE ToxiCN MHLHERYE M. LR T BH
(7 ) BUES PSR (a). 835 (b) FPHR (c) ZRBIMRAR,

3.2.2  MAV SEiU&Esbr
K3 g T MAV B (7 ) SEoHE R RE s, MK B (1, 2, 3, 5, 8, 10, 15,
20, 30, 40, 50, 80, 100, 200], Hard Score I H EHIK, M 25.30 Hhn%E| 26.66, Hjm T 1.36
gy, UHGEEE S EE T A B (Fan, N 7 =280 19 26.11 #K 3| 7 = 200 ) 26.66),
TCHR Y T 1% 7 V5 S BN B VY T 2H DT IC 7 T A A0 . Soft Score AR, M 47.85 HEnZ|
48.35, HE T 0.50 43, X FRIAERA VCECHERPE ISR . P4 M 36.575 T3] 37.505, £
T 0.93 4, FKHLEPAFEAR DML TE . 5 RIRUE T MAV 75 i 2R 225 5 fay 5 TR A
H, Hard Score )& 351K 58 B 7 HAER AL OUIR 518 11 51 FH g Al .

PRI R0t T LR RE 7, T HEELR I L 5 | AGE E W TR IS RO B T Ty,
F AR A

323 ilHAIZE

Configuration Hard Score Soft Score Average Score
Base Model 23.70 47.03 35.365
+ TR 24.33 47.35 35.840
+ TR + SRAG 25.30 47.85 36.575
+ TR + SRAG + MAV 26.66 48.35 37.505

Table 2: JHEADIFCLER, R TAESEMN (TR). ARRHIRAE N (SRAG) MZHRRBBIHE
(MAV) R KPR BT -

W 2 R, IHRBTSE R A RS T AR SR RE T T A AL AR
R Gl pniE SFT YIZRRY Qwen2.5-7B) JTaG, SIA TR fajfl TR 45t SEERe
MR EPRTE, X T HAER AL S A R . FEEAS b, 380 SRAG sl A1 BR3¢
R IE— sk A, SRR W R, R T HAE AN O AR . A
MAV 40T fe B E e, ik fCHERE 2R TR R TERER I, X5 T MAV
TERE IR RE P O BEAY DTk o

4 Hie

X CCL25-Eval /145 10, FATTH A T8 SRAG-MAV HEZE,  BHEA R0k A4
LA FAENENERE. RO ITETE STATE ToxiCN Jillif4E (Bai et al., 2025) FSZHLT
26.66 HOTEST4L. 48.35 MIHIHOR 37.505 B304, BETHARAL, Fl GPT-40 (F
15385 15.63) PR Qwen2.5-7B ((F¥434 35.365) . TR RFPU ST FREUTE 55 4k =TT
PRI, BRI TR A%0E: SRAG R I GRERVE A R TE R AR IG5 bR SCREf ;. MAV jifiad ik
PFEIR AR USSR O s R P o XSS pir R DA, FRATTA DI RR 5258 /R T & Msialy ok
3 RE AR T

FEMARGEHITFIEEI (https://github.com/king-wang123/CCL25-SRAG-MAV ) {gift 7ol &
SIS, R, BRI R R GUERE . W2l SOARFR R A . MAV
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R R BB N T T SRAS . RO TARRHR R ES T A2 > PANG 32 AL fiE ) (Toraman et
al., 2022) , RMZHIEITIRGS G SCAM EIRLATAGHE F & 1_E T 3 (Gomez et al., 2020; Das et
al., 2020) , FHLtk MAV BT RRER DAY RHE A1

bt

gt

A TAER > i P EE R B R RE A (62476070) ., SINTTRHZ 11 (JCYJ20241202123503005,
GXWD20231128103232001, ZDSYS20230626091203008, KQTD2024072910215406) &)~ 44 R}
T (2024A1515011540) B,

FA1EG CCL25-Eval WZHZVE ML F-F, STATE ToxiCN ##nE M H (g X3 A 155560 11
SRR, PASCH AR PR LR S U5
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