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Abstract: As artificial intelligence continues to be applied in highly regulated domains, ensuring that large language models comply
with strict legal constraints has become a central challenge. Existing approaches often face limitations such as high annotation costs,
poor adaptability to evolving regulatory environments,and conflicts between user preferences and compliance requirements. To address
these issues, this paper proposes a fine-tuning framework based on Reinforcement Learning from Knowledge Base Feedback ( RLK-
BF) . This method constructs a structured legal knowledge base using semantically enhanced vector representations and hierarchical re-
trieval mechanisms. Additionally,a dual-objective optimization strategy is introduced, incorporating a compliance deviation penalty to
balance user intent with regulatory constraints. Experimental results demonstrate that RLKBF outperforms mainstream models in terms
of response accuracy,compliance stability ,and expert evaluation metrics, significantly improving the model$ ability to integrate and ap-
ply domain-specific legal knowledge.
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TEHA SOA ) A G A B AR5 32 1 T —Fh i R
BRI BT R, BRI BERME B G RS
Bl ARTE AL , 32 THEMOCA RN BB D AL R R, 10
Rk fin. BREE SHER, E AU R A R
R IE URIERR ST IR BBTEAL R AT ST HET S DT O ALY 1 F
BRSO ORE ] R AR A SR B Bl 45 A
&% 1. Enhanced Legal Semantic Vector Construction
1.  Procedure ENHANCED_LEGAL_VECTOR (input)

it BN R 4 2026 4
2 level_tag «— Extract legal reyulation level tag(input)
3 entity_tags «— Extract applicable entity tags(input)
4 key_terms «— Extract key legal terms( input)
5. vec_text +— Text embedding ( input)
6 vec_level « Embedding (level_tag)
7 vec_entity < Initialize vector( )
8 for each tag e entity_tags do
9. vec_entity «— vec_entity @ Embedding(tag)
10. end for
11. vec_terms «— Initialize vector()
12. total_weight «— 0
13. for each term e key_terms do
14. w «— TF-IDF( term ,doc)
15. v «— Embedding ( term)
16. Vec_terms <— vec_terms + w X v
17. total_weight «— total_weight +w
18. end for
19. vec_terms «— vec_terms /total_weight //Normalization
20. vec_fused «— FUSION (vec_text,vec_level , vec_entity , vec _

terms) //Information fusion

21. vec_final < NORMALIZE (vec_fused)
tion

22. vec_final «— MAP_TO_SPACE (vec_final)

unified vector space

//1L2 normaliza-
//Project to

23. return vec_final
24. end procedure
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o BRI TR OARBRE N SE, BB &3
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Wt Query A EE B R m M) it B RWEFHE T
IVF e A 3R 2 O i 3 PQ 78 He 45 B A i35 B g
BRI, B RO S T W B A DAL R R P R AR

TRAFHE.
3 SHMAAEEIIRNE RIS

ASCR T — R 1] B MU JGE A AT
2, 2T AU 5458 1 U E AR £ 3% HL %I (RLKBF) . 0%
52 R, T R A MU R B 5 1R SRS XUE 5 B R
D, 5% T B DPO B 5 AR T HE 7 fin & F) B H AR BR 1,
SCBLT A B 5 LA AR (R B S A 4. RLKBF A R R
THERA & MRS KR F BN = S M 5 =
IV . AT B vk, AR SO R P AR BRE A
YEBE - B AT AR A B A AR N 3l 25 g P SRR R A
PR A SCHTRITSE AR A iy o A 75 2 S AR 8 S 457
AR FE R AT, SR 20 P A ST R R 2 % AR, T e
TE R B AP BOR M SN 5% & LR .

& 7% 2. RLKBF

1. Procedure RLKBF_TRAINING ( sample_set S, knowledge _base
K ,model_parameters 0)

2. for each training epoch ¢ do

3. Sample a mini-batch(x,y_pos,y_neg)from S(x,y_pos,y _neg)

4, L_pref < DPO_LOSS(x,y_pos,y_neg;0)# Step 1 :Preference

loss calculation
5. sim_y_pos ,sim_y_neg «— SIM(y_pos ,K) ,SIM(y_neg,K) #
Step 2 . Compliance distance calculation
A_y < GAP(sim_y_pos ,compliance boundaryy(t))
L_compliance < A_penalty x EXP_DECAY(A_y)
A_base , A _domain < Update frequency-sensitive weights( ),

contextual risk factor(x) # Step 3 :Dynamic weight tuning

9. A_t (1 + A_base) x (1 + A_domain)

10. g_pref, g_compliance «— V8 L_pref, V0 L_compliance #
Step 4 : Gradient orthogonal correction

11. g_proj < ORTHO_PROJ( g_compliance ,g_pref)

12. g_total — g_pref + A_t x g_proj

13. 6 «— 0-n x g_total # Step 5 :Parameter update

14. if violation count exceeds threshold then # Step 6 ;Real-

time compliance feedback adjustment

15. Increase A_penalty < A_penalty x o
16. end if

17. end for

18. return 4

19. end procedure
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Ceomptiance (Y- K) = 2] 1 A; » exp( =+ (y,(2) —sim(y,K)))

- M (sim(y,K) <y,(1)) (3)
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vy

- exp( _B'd(k’y’t)) (5)
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Wy
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(8) s :
VgL =@, = V gLy + (I-e)-P (V H[compliance) (8)
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FIHRE AT
A SCHTRI ARG IS B RSB TE SR L 160 E
SRR R AR w2, A 1] i e R PR TE 3T 28 TR, RS
BUIE SR WP R, B BRI TE IR A B ]
W, AR R E T R AR5 S, TR Bl iR O BL& 3L
LR ILHE B AR, a8 X B ARG A 3R 8 1 AU B &5
T HE M IEBALH, RSB T X R e BR 4 v ik
LR o XY B SR
3.4 BEEHUREESREUE
Sy SE PRSI WA R R M 37, AR SC SR T — N SR R AR
ML BURRERA I RE R, RGLER 2 B shit 1T & MR .
SNSRI 2 & B IR, 22 45 7T LA IR B MO B AH G S 0, T AR
TN YR SN A A B . 3 B I £ 9 R AL 2 DR IR
TR g R SR D LA S .
R R A YI Gl B b A ST S M EOKR, 5
AT S TARE M A R TIIE A conptianee VDL BT HIAE
RERITE— P AR RS B0 st <1 & MR AL , B Y i fe v
HRE PR IR BT 1 25 SR BR AL T T 46 A B0 75 5 AL AR HE B
. B, iR R G e B A A 2 LK R R T
BRMEESR, AR AT TIE A e DR ERE
B AUEHBEL Pareto R Acompiance WERIIAME; BELE
LT % B A5 58 AL 58 g 25 o, £ B PT P 35 42 il 55 i 1200
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A comptiance » T ZEB PR B A 22 4 A ] I 4 15 A AR JBCBRE. AR A
(4 B B IR AR R X 5 AL P B R e 3 o e R R P
E AU S PR BEAS 38 AR TR R R AT O, LSBT B B
HIER.

S AL B SR R BUR B R AR B 18
TR S AL BUREE AT S BUAE 21 U 15 058 T AIZ A — 2L
PEIE X SR, WA SO PR T AL FE 24 ) AL R oA
W P SR A ML BEOR (] of -t (SRS B BB 48 B 3R 15 L ST X
AT AE H BB AL X B0 25 S R R A R SR
AT TR A AL DR RS, I 58k T RN 7E SC PR A o
Ayl e A 2e A .

Z5 b A SCHR IR H AR S AR AL LRI ZE R BT 1
T T —E BB TEA R R AP 5 A BN S
BRI ARE S SR A AR, S B SR AR IRRE ) S B
P R, B UCKE & AL B ARAORE B TE S BRI S I AR &
IARAL R B R R F AT R (R

4 X W

TERR AL P T, Target LLM ( Qwen2. 5-14B-Instruct ) 1
RS, S 5B R HKE S %A Ref LLM
(Qwen2. 5-32B-Instruct) 17 XF [, £ BRI {it o5 T = A
Y BB B B e B R — B SR ERA R R
A R BHE S T IR U g5

A SCRT T B SRR R S EE R 5 1 A
TR E R, M P RS R A (LLM) 4 B
[BI, HEEG IR R IE R IF 81 & %T, 33t 1. 7K & 56 2
BT R N AT IR PR B8, S 95T % & A IR i % 19 A\ L 4
BEFRRET, LI 0. 6K 4.

HI TR AR 32 FR T EEE b AR 5 L T 7y
GEMALNERE , B SE B E 4R AR AR BT AR X A FR. ELR AR 3
TEHHEBOTERFFIA T LM 5L ZHRHLH, L
P SRR, AL ARG e i R B BT B A
RS, LLOR R S0 8 7 B0 R4 (] R 2 R4 B P-4 I
Hb, A SCRTHR Y ) RLKBF J7 38 i 7] A AR 4y AL
BE R TR A KUK G M T R A BB, A AL
Wefe T 15 SUERE 5B MARA A XU, LR SR T, R
T/NREA e AR R RIF G B S MM, It T
RLKBF 7L 8 2 53 5 5 o i) IZ G R ).

TERSFIPEAN T, A4 3 A~ BE AL b s iR, 00 oK
BT & RZGIE P A AT B R 4. E i Bt RiET %
ChatGPT $RECH A4 5 ML BRI B3 IR L Rk AT
N L ARG , ORI A B B AR R R . SEBe X
HAE BB 7 L B T ZE RS R R, 3 v E (i
Qwen2. 5-32B/72B-Instruct) LAAFHT A IS HUHE T AR
AR ; 2 81 RAG #3 ( i1 RAG-Token/ Sequence ) fii
DPR 2 a5l BART A A , 373 A AR R) 0 R DR I 52
A B ANE I AR AL I RAG £ B datagemma-rag-
27b-it, Hiifiid Data Commons & 45 Ky 40 HIR ST, %Al
RLKBF J7:7ERTHY RAG BOR T W HERE , A SCHE— A B
TR AL : Self-RAG 38 33 #ii A F2 il 4 10 55 B 3 AL R Ak

K, ARSI A < complaince_check > FRiC I R i K
W X1 ; FLARE 3% F“ 42 IR-B R -T ik S A AL B T B
REAWREIAT IR KR, FEX A R 287 o) BHR B 22 R4k
BB P A R AU AR BE. LR R B F S — A AR E
YIS E SHCH TR YT, AR TG 45 R R e 5]
k.
4.1 REGEFMERME IR

AR A ST B R B B O iR A AR S R R
AR RIMER T 2T A SCROFIE BRI SE e Jr B A, 3F
WHMARSST T REX . ALTRRE L MARIEELEN
90% B T il 87, 10% AT W3R 745, S %R A F1 434,
ROUGE-L FIER % (Ace) A & SR A W IEH B 35 8UR. Fl
1543 FA T IR AR AL 7E T i SEAAR A o IE A 5 2 T P A
fig;ROUGE-L W it e AT F /73 be i, WE A R SRS
SH AR AL , DU SR8 35 I v T B S T 1 Ace
FFEERRTEE N SEA 58 SR8 1 VC E b v . Wt
XEPREE G, BE T IEA R SRR 58 3 ik
EREHFTEARN.

£ 1 SRS RFY] A SR A I EE T AR R IR
TR G ES T LA T RS K& MHM R T,
R4 FLARE H Qwen2. 5-72B-Instruct 45 Jk 48 B 7F 4 i 20
F1 184 FRIE L, B AR XSG = T 25 5 Bt
F 0 FLARE 7£ 50 i 5 4 B0 3 i3 #7210 , Qwen [H
BRZ IR0, 2% ML AR IR, Self-RAG
B3k 0.766,1H ROUGE-L {{} 0. 656,18 & B PER .

K1 RFABRBIERERCRN L
Performance comparison of different models

ROUGE Reject

Table 1

Reject

g l
L Fl Ace -L  Rate(% ) Rate* (%)
PN g Y i 0.662 0.743 0.668 25.00 43.00
Qwen2. 5-72B-Instruct  0.678 0.767 0.681  30.00 35.67
Qwen2.5-32B-Instruct 0.657 0.719 0.664  32.00 37.00
rag-token-nq 0.658 0.756 0.656 20.33 30.00
rag-sequence-ngq 0.619 0.664 0.609 22.00 31.67
datagemma-rag-27b-it 0.652 0.749 0.674 28.00 38.33
Self_RAG 0.677 0.766 0.656 23.00 36.50
FLARE 0.693 0.772 0.683 34.00 37.00

T, A SUMIRRELAE(L 14B SH0E % T 5L H10. 743
FRIYERR A 0. 668 (1) ROUGE-L, %L MEREHGE 32B KOBEAY,
FLAE 200 431 e B RS: I0 32 oA o Bt AL DL 4 31 2 A O X
2024 AL, 258 RAG BEELHER R FEZE 0. 541, T A 3C
FRATAG Sl AR F R BT ORI AE 0. 823, S 7 L3R K M) 38 R
FUTEHT HE J1. 1 S, B8 20 A f SCAS B 35 R 4% OB 36 R A
93.4% 41X A ML AHIE 98. 5% , 3 W5 AR 9 B B R BN
0.067 , fF Hefthxoh AR AL, SR L T F AR E ML 5 2 1540 F
Btk

AHNRIER 1 R PFI LR, Qwen RIURTIAIE
4t RAG Jr ik 48 (B S0 17 SORS I IR 28 5 AR e HE R PR,
FLARE B BASEMPIIRIEL R HAIER Z KRS BRI
AR s Self-RAG B BEFERR 3% T $271 Reject Rate ™ , {HEE{A
BEBER. WA OB ELIE I HIHR A HRE s, A2 il A T4
IHHEMER IR UG 55 , FEPRFRIE 7P Reject Rate B[R B2 48
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R R 4 2026 4

F} Reject Rate ™ = 43. 00% |, 2 31 H 55 9 ) IXURS: ) BT 16
4.2 BREHHITMG

MR 2 FiR , BT & F T, Qwen2. 5-72B-Instruct
F FLARE 25 ) AR B 1) HE 0 80000 SR T, A IR 75 R 1K
L ER AR AITE 0. 6 MEFS AT Y BU A Wik Bl , SR A 22 1
Fase k. FEOCHEM 0. 4 WA 2 X ), A D BUE B RIS A RUHE
PUiE SURB T 4E R e B R

K2 RFEIRDIRMERA(% ) LS
Table 2 Accuracy results( % )of noise robustness experiments

I 7 2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
A SCHA AT 96.1 93.9  92.3 80.0 75.5
Qwen2.5-32B-Instruct ~ 96.5  94.8  94.2  90.5 75.8
Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct  97.2  95.4  94.6 91.3 76.4

rag-sequence-ng 92.3 90.4 88.5 84.2 72.1
rag-token-nq 91.8 89.7 87.4 83.6 70.8
datagemma-rag-27b-it 93.7 92.1 90.5 86.7 74.3
Self RAG 96.8 %4.7 93.2 89.4 77.6
FLARE 97.5 95.9 94.1 91.8 78.3

M Z T, AR SCROR AR BT TR 500 T HER R
96. 1% , £ R W 75 Z8 T AR $F 75. 5% WY HERT 2, P 3 U
3.3% , B BRI BB SR E I, Ik T HAER HE K
s R SE N AR
4.3 TUHATUIBRER

MR 3 R, A SO0 2 ERAERE 5 s kiR fE iR
M HE AT 7 X, i 35 RAG-token-ng., Qwen2. 5 % %], Chat-
GLM3-32B 8, & q P K E TR E S HRESEMN
PSR T RYTEREZE . SEI0 [R] B 23 o R BR. | vy S50 PRI ¥ 3 2K,
S3BIRT LA [F] B R B85 R A

3 RN A s RER

Table 3 Automated experiment results in specialized domains

-~ T

AR o TR A R

% i \
Vis% 00 100 som 1Y

Qwen2. 5-32B-Instruct
J&o Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct
ChatGLM3-32B
Qwen2. 5-32B-Instruct
Qwen2, 5-72B-Instruct
ChatGLM3-32B
A rag-token-ngq

97% (97) 88% (88) 56% (28) 80%
96% (96) 85% (17) 76 % (38) 86%
95% (95) 90%(90) 70% (35) 85%
98%(98) 92% (92) 86% (43) 91%
97% (97) 95% (95) 88% (44) 94%
97% (97) 93% (93) 82% (41)91%
989% (98) 96% (96) 87% (44) 94%

Self_ RAG 97% (97) 94% (94) 86% (43) 92%
FLARE 98%(98) 97%(97) 89% (45) 95%
S S G 98%(98) 97%(97) 90%(45) 95%

EERBY], AR SR BB 2T 5 P B8 RATHE RE
HRERTIAA BRI T E L5 B E R B it 5 RAG-to-
ken-ng F1 FLARE SFAE R A b, , A SCAE B A8 o B 1 A0 40 802
{LRE ) Iy T R BB R . R P S DAL K R 4wtk AR AR 2L
T EZERARYE R T AT KB SR A P ISR S AR,
4.4 EFRWMHER

R USRI RO, A SR B s iEAL A1, B8 E A
RERER(FERBEAL RAHMRZHEHER)S5AT
A RRIEESET 50 B GRS, LA 30
JEAE A S Qwen2. 5-32B/72B-Instruct 7E [B] 2 ffa 1 0 I P
e R R

LRIPARA 3 B85 RdniE : UM (Win) (F¢F (Tie)
£ (Lose) . R W, AU E S 4505 LRUFM, €
FWIr TR 46% R 12% HEFT- 2% AE D BT F
RUBCALE A ] W AR

H—HE 8 GPT4 HIFT A TH B BIE, R 5 LXK
— R, GPT4 45 SR, A ORI A L X 3k 48
66% tRHETE 2 34% HyFeF, T 45 5 TR, X RAEE A
SIS S MA YU, 3 XA #LE 5 & B iR
FIRIA AR B
4.5 HEAZE

A 30X AR Y T R P R B TR AR B T T I RSt
W, BFE PPN AN RIS 7 X R RE (R . 3R 4 4
#1-RKB ( Remove Knowledge Base) & n ARl 22 i R EE#
RERG RN, M A IR MR, B E-RDO (Re-
move Data Set Optimization ) 2% 75 4S5 B 75 Pl 2k 1 72 P = 5%
X 4 B8 4R B AR 4 2 )5 19 R 3. K B-RCR ( Remove
Compliance Restraint) 378 A8 B X B &M E A RTALH 2 )5
HFR M.

R4 HRLRERN L
Table 4 Ablation study results comparison
720 #) A0 M) XERECI0R)  FH

A A 100%(20) 85%(17)  50%(5) 86 %
1% -RKB 90% (18)  75% (15)  50% (5) 76%
H11-RDO 100% (20)  80% (16)  50%(5) 82%
% RCR 100% (200 75% (15)  50%(5) 80%

HERGRIIRERRE R G , BRI § 5 80 25 R o
WRSBI TR 90% M 75% , Bk RILRERME L 57
BRI AR i B EE. BREIREMRLE,
SRR R 2 80% , S AL/, (BB R B T SR 4k 3R 8% 72 48
FHEfAS EMER ZRAMELRG, BT RER R
100% HERGZR  (H AP Z I N2 75% , 32 W& 302 24 T o) 1t s
BRI AT AR I E X EE. BRE, N
PSR AR 5 A U A O R S B T R i A LT
SR D RS S, R AR R TR, & AR
T R ST

HEfEmBIER T TR NS a B e, B AT
RLKBF 55t 7 KU 38 55 17 0 B AR B8 7. SR T, B Ty
BETRMMIRERN S SRR S R, HERERR %
B R . B AR ER R SR A E T, RLK-
BF A5 il HoAh & 4R ik AL BR . JE 8 TR K5I A
BT SRR ZR ] LRI R 2 R B3R LA KL T G A R A
B, DA E— B I TF L ATZ AL BE 5 A B 4 RN ST R 3
R et FREE G T Wi S P et ny
TR, A BLI T S 25 B R Bk

5 #%RiE

ASSCET XA G M R B XA R AL
TR RE T AN R RSB A A B AR A A R B 1) R
$e i 7R T AR B s Ak 2 S 1R i (RLKBF) |, 3 Hi
SEEE AR R R M S A ML B R IT RGBT
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TR SO TR BRE LR, BOH R R R L, 55
AR ARSI DPO (kg , B2 127 THRAITE
TG A5 AE A R P AT T

SBUA R i am AL 28T v R B MO XA 47 HE )P AR TR, A
SCNIE BRI A AR AR AL B ECS # B2 7 1) B R 2 2R,
T - AL 2 T R B2 5 5 AR A o A TR] A, A UM B
W BRIV T A RLAIR A SCPR AR 5 A 55 0 7 B8 3 L
il , BB KA SR BT T FT 4R H 7 TETEHER % A HLIE T
P USRS R ML 2N T BERYERE B A R ARLL T B
WEIE 3 25 AR TR R4 T8 B i 4 SR AL A B — %42, AR SCHR
f#y RLKBF J5 3578 “ FR R B2 AL — AL DLl A s
T ARG RIHT. IS TTIE T & YOR B PURE R A R
T fbag A Gty Rl S A A S BB IE SR 3R
JB T IR AR AT 55 T MG R, BT BB
B R X TR ST TR 1. AN, IR RIS PR A S 5 v
X GEUR  h BE A S B R B SR, AR T ST TS A ML
BRI R AL RN, 32T A 30 2 3 5 5 TR S ] BT
AR E R S S A
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