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Abstract

Abstract

With the rapid advancement of large language models (LLMs), Artificial Intelligence-
Generated Content (AIGC) technology has been widely applied in various fields, such
as advertising, news reporting, story creation, and code generation. The quality of the
generated text is comparable to human writing and, in some cases, indistinguishable.
However, the widespread adoption of AIGC technology has also introduced numerous
challenges, including the proliferation of misinformation, increased instances of aca-
demic misconduct, and more complex legal and ethical issues. Therefore, developing

effective AIGC text detection techniques has become increasingly important.

Key Words: Artificial Intelligence-Generated Content, AIGC Text Detection, Large
Language Models, Structural Entropy
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LLM probabilities and random watermarking functions
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ROR, AHENTHIEPIR SBEPRAC: (1) #8552 HLm BT AR R, mizdic
MEDARR | LLMs ik fg: (2) TP ee A Sl il G, X a A
7] LLMs 2 A2 AL BE A I . JC By 5 1500 skt 1 T i, (L3 o {30
TASEIISCARAE (ANXF AL IR EY token 4375 ) #EAT40HT, RAEHIHE SCAZ (1Y
BEHRBERGIT KR

—ANEERMESE, LLM AR 5 SCAATE ST I Ge v HRR I _EAAAEAR I
AR H R HREE AL A WAE I . AR EOM (L LLMs A i) oA i T JE 52 A=
AR, FEGETT S P S IR E i . 2R, IAARI R 2 RET AT
AYMTEAANSCAR , RBEFE /I X B R B 25 A (RO C 22 o RGOl AR AT A1) ) SC
AR IR KR, DAY SR LLM A2 iSCAR R GE ), e 5 AR s A AN 5 5
EWET, T —PERk.

FT PG I 7 VAR 1 4 Jry 548 ¢ 2R 07 T Jee B i 5 R By, {ELH B LLM
P BSCAS RGBT 5 04 4 0 L PRI . IR, i f B Be U120 — 4 44y
Wt/ T e TG AR S AT 45 U T S R 2k B ST BUR I L 1%
T A A ) 22 5K B RN G50 R de/ M DT YRR A b —BF 25

N T FRDOX — PR, AT T BT S A (5 BRI o MG I 75 ¥ Structural
Information for LLM-generated Text Detection, i/ SILTD., 54 BB—450E 04
(LG EEANIR], SILTD i ik #4) 78 22 56 28 SCAR 1) S TS SCAR 1] 1 45 1 IS O 2R
BT IR AR A =4 KD IR -

2R FEPEE : ZIT R SOR RS N E TR R, R I g Y 2 R R
RIPE . XA BB TE - & MR AR SUARTE A G T 2 R P A L AR

RTS8k MER)ZIRER - 2T 2 KR B ISR, IR
S5 MR/ MU, DAZIRZIRAGR) SCAR RIS S5 o i RERENS S I SCA SR

jilll3
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HOVEELL 5K, FE AR TR TR

R BRZEHEBI: 127 PR Rt A MultiRank SR HE35 11 A28 P A
HORREE M, DASINFERR 75 1 A TS0, LLM A WS A LA

EN T UMIEE S CURE

o BLINT T LR B0 T LLM A ARy v

o PLOET FIBTHIEHER AL, A R SCR R, T SOA
AR S

o PLIT R AR MUV, IFET MultiRank HERAIEA Y
WA FRRAEARE . V7 T ERERT 2 5 R IR R U R4, AT S B IRE Bi  a B

pAl

LSV AN

TF

iy
To
o 7t WP, Essay fl Reuters S5 AHHHH4E FilbAT T T 12 585, X LERAE M
TE TSP R RBUE SR A U SUAS . SRS IR, iR IR B T R e
RPERE, F RIS R iz bR

32 fAXIfE

ARATNEE T IR SCAA SR AR P TE AR, PARCASCH R A 45
(AKEPSN P

KB SCA I

FL S SR R T GOy vk O I AR S A B S T 4 B ]
FE B0 BSR4 T SCARAE . R, X SR AR A A P K PR B AR TR AE
SR . BEE RIS SRR, 15 S AL IR (5 A 48 I 4 R T 3 4] v —
AR, ARt T B B e U T 2017 4F ) Transformer 4%
U200 S 3t [ 2 LRI AT T R R T TR BE A 2R, LR
% B A R AL PR BB

WYINZE SR (PLMs) B9, gilan GPT-2121 F1 BERTPO!, #i<r 7 “¥
WNZR-0” JEC0h FERITE. B, OpenAl 1) GPT Z 4R i@ o KA TG
W BTG A B , A SO AR AT 45 PR B T kbR . GPT-3122 4
1750 12381, SCBL T i . HARWISUAR A . ChatGPT it 5] A NS iR
23] (RLHF)MO2 g8 71 T SCAS BB A 6 GPT-4 10 g5 13 T 304
PERR LR SCRRARRE S . BN, VP ITIRGE S A SR L, 41 LLamal'>]|
ChatGLM! 1 Dolly?,

"https://github.com/THUDM/ChatGLM3
Zhttps://github.com/databrickslabs/dolly
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B A B SC A o

FAER AR S SC AR R —A TR 2, H bR KA AR
B SCARFINLES L B SCAR T2, A — AT RER CAFOREE S S, AR SCA
(95310 h(s), VARCHLERAE SCAII M m(s), g D(s) ¥FEAS s € S Bgt3)
—/NSEEL. AR D(s) HEIE p AT IRORIAT A2 R D(s) > B, W% SC
AR IN AV, W I N A

LI SCAKR I BF ST R TR AE T AR 73515, BiiJs, GROVERUY) jgedf i
AR E RE A AT P IE SCAS , U RET BB SOAR . N T AL S AR T A
M, GLTRPO 155 744 token FXHEBISA(E B )7 Pl . DetectGPT D! i it %} 50 4%
PEATHEEN, F FCBCL B o 5 BTt 1 X S 2 2 Sl A ) S A B 5 L g A
J§. Guo % JF% T #T RoBERTa!'?! #i71) ChatGPT SCAK M7 .

COCO3! SRt H 2 SRR | 3 3ok P 23 W) A D 25 B8 A L e o L 45
%, PABY IRV URIREL T LS A B SCA K M1/, DetectLLM 7 42 i T %44
AN EHE P I (LRR) FHH—fEXT4HE 745 (NPR) J7yk, FIHXTEGHETE
B BRI R AN B0, DATE MR M4 A RS AR R A S0 A 2 i
M5 5. ConDAP 2 —Fhtf H AT 19 18 R HESE , KR4TUR 1 38 R 45 AR5 % Heo
SIAREE A, PASEELTE G AT 45 i 45U R A8 R 24> . SSSENT i 17— Fif
FINEZE , BAEMRYE B IR IAE AL B AR AR TP B AT 4 etk R, DA e
S L SR R IE A A

Skt

SERIIF P et Li A Pan 32U R0 AR 202 R 00 SRR R LR
AR EE. 5 AEBFFTZEM IS, 232807 0T DA —F0FR -k 4 i e 454 3
TR AT B T IR G R A S B R
4ithh (Encoding Tree) & G Iy4mhis e oh— ARG 7, FH 2 AR PR :

(1) XT2amdts 7 PR 8 o, 7B G TFFEAE— N TS FHE T,
He T, cV, V IREWITA TS ES.

(2) XFTHmism 7 IR A, W T, =V,

(3) RTAERN A «, HTARICHE o, FBAAEBIARTHES, K51
i, Hoa =a 38 o BT

(4) XMTALREY R @, AEREAR LAT A, MR TE T, SR Hsz, H
T, =T, .
(5) AR HFA R o R TFE G P — T, BT, = v,

— Y45 (One-dimensional Structural Entropy) —4E45 1445 ] T & & G 1E
A AT 53 2000 00 B ANER e PR o GIRE, X6 B 18 G AL A A g — AR s AR 11
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AL, AT R AERBATGE vV, M7y SRR T . —4E
SEFIRI o SCANR -
1% dU
H'(G) == 50l(G) & 50l(G) -1

veV

Hr, vol(G) = X ey dy,, BIE G A (volume), 2B T0 M) EEECZ
K 445145 (K-dimensional Structural Entropy) i1 HA &K EE N K K405
BT, B G K e R AR E ST

T = — Ea vol(a) ]
= oceTZo[;é)L vol(G) log, vol(a™) (3-2)

HX(G)=min H” (G) (3-3)

Hrr, g, RN THE T, WIS E T, PASMG TS A P19 AL ; vol(a)
PR T, WITA DRI e FoR Bt NI EFI ik T, MRS

SEPU2N L — a2 5 R 1 2 B 23 2 WAL T ¥, 3R 4 R D A S S st ]
FE IR AR BRI S i s 4540, FE B0 RN i AT S5 R R AT . S5F0 PT A
SRR, R > R RCR RO OB 2 Bk RS
SRR IMEA B T SURE FUA S f €, 3R R T A R A 102,

HISEvent! 12— ] T 52 F- A0 1) TG B BHE 42, siad 1D Al 2D 454
T fe/ IME R G TR S I 2548, MTFE TG 75 Se i - B0 iy 5 O N A I =4 . HEXT
Pt Sl ge Ny T, STASM Y] i ot 5/ IMb A B B S5 AR, 505 T L
F R AR HERR PRI R o K2 N A, SR E 22 AN S5a ik ) i g A
PEREAR T 1A )2 (a1

UnDBot!" P4 T —Fh Fo I . AT AR RS2 WA ARG IR SE (5 7E Aok
LR TZ R 45 1  EAEAE Y B4R ) . SEPCUY B —F i MR 22 iip AT
fippe 7 IUE B TE B (IB) JEmmif s il . HAGK! ! B—Fugr g
KIAZAESE , fifd T 1250 R-GRUEIAL 208 0 2 454015 B R R B ). Yang 45 $2ih
T Incre-2dSE, —Fpgip st EMESE, H T AR s 25 B G5 A0 I I & e g 1 A, H:
H B 3 TGRS TR dm A R e R AR R R () ) S5 A

33 FAENE

ARG T — R T 45 R (5 BRI LLM AR B SCARR I 3% SILTD,  Hg (A
ZRAUNGE 3-1 ffroR . B, BT SURRHIEAE AR BUGE VT 25 8] v A AL PEAR 8 SCA 2
KAM. TR, I T ARG R TC B BRI &5, 4G
MultiRank SR ARUEATRE N PRZEHERE , DARIG IR 73R4 R
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)‘czt%x‘.g_ %JJH?‘LP. B a2 @
5 ° & — Tk $96 % .
: o B WY
o 09, _ wumm ,ﬁ’pfd‘\ . U.g® (ge0o®)
bg ko0 N g0/ fof2t: T o fio
L0 & MulhRankJﬂ:;k
l Merging

g
, AR ﬂ%
.‘"' R ; Q e A
. o
o

ok

M » \..__,-—”ku.,__,_jzj b5 tety g fyg xl.,r =— ns i JH (G;a)
g =1
Mergi
N l e ﬁﬁl*ﬁﬂ? 5 P
wk = similarity® (¢, t;) / | |
s e St I
l,“'f,",, \ d AN e (o]
;o tz 1 s Y ™ O
(8 26 P (a9} : 0 o g [awcxa
—wiiag | o & N o /P o
i\ Qo7 e / 3 fo) #
w}f}: \t g FXAHE ty tz t3 Ly ts g Ly ta lg fyp =) W Ak
SR XAEME HW 2 XAEEE HB 3. SRR E T

3-1 FETEHE BRI AIGC SRR i 5P
Figure 3-1 AIGC text detection based on structure entropy

33.1 XAEHE

MFFLEI AR x = x1, %, Xy, HAx; 255 i /> token, N HFFIK A,
4%‘313@@ G=,&) EXH—NEXRRE. K, VIR SES, EkF

WA W o o, ZITEER K FRHIE N eijt.

HRAEXTEIZR  (Log Likelihood, LL) FIXI4HE/Y (Log Rank, LR) J7yATEX}
Bl SRS 0 (Log-Likelihood Log-Rank Ratio, LRR)IS7) s B i5 ) R 7%
F WA 3-6 iR, FERESUAR L K R A B S 8 X AR . LL 4
FERIIRBCEBRINTR « (1) REFIAL B 5 1 SO A GPT-2 #5581, 15 FLml i 4%
PR po(xilxoy), Forf x; SFRIREE i DN ERIRZ BIR IR B3], 0 RIS, (2)
TSR B, BRI B log, po(xi1x<;)e (3) THELFA ELIA] X £l
PR, DAIRASHEAN SCAR IR E DL SR -

Log Likelihood(x) = % Z log pp(x;|x<;) (3-4)
i=1
LR =40 F:
1
Log Rank(x) = N Z log ro(x;|x;) (3-5)
i=1

Hep "g(xilx<i) > 1 FRtrid X; HHES -
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LRR 547 LL MILR, 230 h:

LRR — % Z?:l log pg(x;[x ;)

Y0 logrg(xilx.)
Zgzl log po(x;|x;)
Zzt‘zl log "e(xi|x<i)’

IH4h, XFF Dolly #il StableLM JCig F ALY, BT LL F1 LR RRAERYIX 53 fE
Ao HIG, ZEPFREH BT AR RE . BRI, 1] DetectGPT Fi11H
—AbXTEHERF 3N (Normalized Log-Rank Perturbation, NPR ) 4R A4 £ X &
K.

DetectGPT FFAF i 12t % J5t 4 SCAS VS N /N4 3 of A 2452 2 6] Z3OHR 232 e 2517
k. W DASE XARBNZE ST d(x, pe. q) AT

(3-6)

d(x, pg, q) = logpe(X) — . y(x)/08Pe(X) (3-7

Hrr, qClx) 2PahR %, X e HPLsh 54 i S .
b, NPR FRAEE i ] J5 4 SCAS TS /N 30 R A RS AU BCHE P 11 22
1t
% YL log ro(%)
NPR = (3-8)
log re(x)
W FRFHE, 8T A2 X RE, WEB-1E5R 1 os. fEizEd, 35

RFERICAS DR RE T SCAR IR R ARMBLE -

efj = similarityk(t,-, Ij) (3-9)

Horprty Ml S2 WA SO RRAE RN o RIURE St 2 ) 18 5 ey i
TRARHT,

BRTTE, 207 R ERAR P it e PO RHAE DA K SCARFAE 22 (1]
WA BER . T SCARZ KA S iE] . BRI, 4T Dolly Al StableLM K7
TR AR I S OO, 1205775 1) NPR A DetectGPT 474k
332 ETFHEwEs/IMERIBERZE

SEFIRAS I _E 3 5 T BRI AE B AN R SR A R A S T e
SRR R BE , T DA fe/ MM IRRE SCAR Y R AR 2R 2 o X AR ik
RES I AP MBS IR AL S T, AT A5 81 BE RS Y R

TESCRIER G R, AR SOAR R HH — SRR Al 1) T (8 ) o A RIS
XRBTEANTA] g e R AU S AR AR R o Gl AU 1A, SX 2SO
TEMMRINE, PTRESHREHR .
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MM CARZ RRE, AR T — DR R AEgm iR, b Ry BTl
TR, TR BN 2 IR, WEB-1R . AR R K R
PATE A, PAS/IMEARISRE T 1) —4e45tas. a8fEE il Li 5 42 .
ﬁ@kﬁ«%’éﬁﬂ? (1) /THE)Z Ta = XX, XA, V10V YN ,H:%}Eﬂﬂ h(a); (2) 5@
THEA € L2, M, EX T, =x;, A (o) < h(ao) + 15 Q) XTHEA
JEM+LM+2, - M+ N, EXT, =y;_y, HIEE ) =h@+1; &M
RNk

BERYL, A IR IR DB TP AT a F B ST — TR v
BIREHEAEG , mEMSHRTTRE L4281k, H B2 (R R R ERR BEAS 1 /D
Wi " HEGRASAR EE AR 0 AR A ] DL AT A X FRR

AngEa,ﬂ = SE, ..o = SEo14
- (HT'(G; o+ Y H (G y)> (3-10)
Yy =a

(HT(G;aHHT(G;m*ZrEa,ﬂ e >

Ho HT(Gyy) REIHHITHR « B B 0L, HT (G:y) BEHETH 7 1055
FA0 o

T H A AR H S gm0 — 4E S5 AR AL, W IZ B E R A AT
IRt Ak . BN AY S E B3R AE T A S5 DA & . il A
Wi H A I8, B DS, AT/ NSRS, R gm0
R E R R B S B AL . 8RR MR 22 57 A S SRR 4540 . PRIt
ARSI RN, R T

B AR T BIME eSS Mm I E . A, R SO RIR LA B, S g
Ty, A SCARER— R (5 1-417) wPITEMITE S, fkhasra et
PR (58 6-1347) 5 WALARIEE@ b, W4 b+ 1 4RI R
o, R IRL SRS R k &5 (55 17-2147) 5 SR B SRR
WA, HERABEOGED (5 12-1547).

333 RENIREHERT

13 7E MultiRank 81 ch i AL RHESA LR, BTHERSHIIE L X RE G
FSCAR T A A T B o XSRS AL B SO W BN SOAS T S I T B, iF
BE S SCA 2 [T AR 6 2R

MultiRank B35 ] PATSEI £ 3 R G BTSRRI X = (%), Xp, oo Ty ]
Fy = [51, 5ps oo Bido Hor, N RSURMECR, k 2EHESC R ARG . x Bk
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Sk 1 S5 e MBS
Require: K| G =V, &)
1 WG gAY, oA SRR R RS
2. n_cluster « A
3: mg_cands « REEF R LR
4 r— REFH DR B

5: while True do

6: k <« (n_cluster — 1) X r

7: for (u,v) € edges do

8: dH (u,v) < AN'SE f#fE/4303-10

9: m < median(d H > 0) > I I E d H W AiEx
10: if d H(u, v) > m then

11: K1 (u, v) P3| mg_cands

12: end if

13: end for

14: if len(mg_cands) > k then

15: M mg_cands FIEFEH] k 0

16: end if

17: if mg_cands = @ then

18: break > S5 R G
19: end if

20: n_cluster « n_cluster — len(mg_cands)

21 HORTIAAIERIEHE

22: end while

TR G HM A Z AR T A RSE TR B R A A
WIS m K, RANREI BRI T o, TSR, SR
Xp = o S0 Xy, HoA n R o TR ROR . x, R T RSO 2 )Y
ALY

ISR SCA R LM AR, TG R RO, IR0 LLM (A 4%
FORKEI . I, SRRSO Z A T 2 W e, 3 RMAER R R 3R 2%
A

A3 31K REE R, I THEMREIRE, BT R
A SCAR ST ph A5 FR A2 Y LM A Y -
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H(G;a) +p Xg
2= H(G:B) " X xp
Hrr, H(G;a) ;1A 32 158, WPRM FR A2 W fE S A BIE 0,
KL a PIRSORM I RBR A B SCAS s B, BT8O 20 ARG R
AR

334 HEEZREESH

AT AT I ) 2B BT T 00T, iR IR =B 24 A
SCARPME . RIS, MIEZ X 2 SOAR BB R 2 BE e T SCAR T 5 e %
RIECR . SENIVE N ASSORREA, RS O(N?) YfE. T8
R, SRS B AN O(Ellog N), HiHh |E| R E P
YR B REZ MMEMI2ES, "IEH O(E)), i E 25 i Kk
B REZ N BT RERREURE N log,_ -, Fif r FIREH
W, o TRUGER BRI LB, BRI R, @
FEHAEBEN 015, L, K E R O(E|log N). fie)a, A3adiE, BIhsC
RBIATARLE, RAETHA R, TRARIN O(N). I, %A
I 24 O(N? + | E|log N).

Label(a) = (1 —p) (3-11)

34 TGRS
3.4.1 ¥IEE

N PRI LLM A BSCAR R ITARA R, R T ISR I RS Es-
say. WP, Reuters, NarrativeQA Fl1 SQUADI1 ., X 88 a4E ] Verma 55 $24t
W5 He 25 34007 PUAS LLM AU RSN SCAS . R T ARIESE B A 850, A5k
HERS: 7 B ge v I B Ry, Bt LLM AR R 28 SAR . 36 3-1 R 1 a4
MG EE, AEAEARREIEINAT , ARFHER R, 1A, B
AT TN B 5 SO R R AR U T SRR . R, A
B AL T NG SR SCASHI AN R] LLM AR ) SO

WP. X J&—4~ T subreddit r/WritingPrompts 8 = GESEE, 0=
ARG IER R ARG SR BIER . B & 1,000 MEEA . XM
A, SR AN A, R0 ) K ANES —A KT (prompt) B
.

Essay. B2 T T AP IR S 3 2L  SCHRIE, F Tvy-
Panda, %ffidtd s 1,000 MEAR . XA, SEHRREN—RSCE, #R
KA S —fw kT (prompt) Y SCFEE”
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%% 3-1 MBS

Table 3-1 Data statistics of common datasets

Wi | RBOW A SOk B RREEHIUE

LL: 16,884 0.5748
LR: 102 0.2778

WP 200 200 400

LL: 8,089 0.6997
LR: 68 0.5867

Essay 168 168 336

LL: 16,139 0.6721
LR: 101 0.4458

Reuters 200 200 400

LL: 4,534 0.4523
LR: 29 0.1911

Narrative 152 152 304

LL: 2,787 0.4422
LR: 11 0.1376

SQuAD1 138 138 276

Reuters. X2 —/NET Reuters 50-50 7331 % ae 139 i S e,
5 1,000 f il 50 A E RS BRI SR, T ez B SCEE AR, AF
FHSEA5S ChatGPT Jyde fis SCE A BIARAE, SR 5 IR B2k S AR iR 5 S0,
WA N SR PALA AR A K P HOH e SC#5: (headline),”

NarrativeQA." 32—~ £ 1,000 ASREAS Y HLEE ATHL 743 1) & 846 . LLM
BT SR OO 5 IR S

SQuAD1L.2 X &— MU A 1,000 ASEEAHY F) B ECSE , % T2 B M
. LLM EE T AR S 44 2 1 B A4 2

342 HEXMARIE

AT RAEFR O RRI A R, RS I TA AT R, AR TC B A
2 B e P 2R

Rank. 1848 BUAE A SC BT SCHRYERTHES o SR KFEEA BT A HE
BAEHAT T, AT SO 1543 .20

GLTR. {ff {558, GLTRPON PF4 1 SCA B b2 i P10 B4R
Heg . STECHES RITN . 2EAG MGTBench difg £ P, R H T Guo % i
(1) Test-2 Ffflk, ALIEHEZAE 10, 100, 1000 K HoA il P ) B 3R] EE A8 o

DetectGPT. 3@ i %} [t SCA AT RSN BN, I EASE 2 1) 3o JOAE o5 e K5y A2
6PV, H LLMs 2 B0 SCAAEAE O TR B sR B R s e i R, %
FRZM A FSCHA) SCAS B /NI PR BI85 S P ARCHAE AR (R X AR

"https://huggingface.co/datasets/huyen89/NarrativeQA_LLMs
Zhttps://huggingface.co/datasets/huyen89/SQuAD1_LLMs
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LRR. Su 5 $21} T LRR H¥A&, 456 T OEUSRFIRTECHES

NPR. 2/l DetectGPT, [i]J5i4f SCANG| A T HE5h . LLMs ZE30 f5 i X6 EicHE
PG E N B

ConDA. ConDA P! fifi Ffj It W B 45138k 1 35 157 Al 19 7B SoF B2 o) sfe 3] A Y
TR, AT 3RS

ChatGPT-D. i id % RoOBERTal 2OV 4 AU BEAT I , 5438 731 B SCAS SR B g
T, R SCAKE I ATUIEAR L T R ey 2 1O,

TEALFEAT LB ] F1 2080 AUC-ROC 3%, 455.4.277 v i L St (il 2
T F1 434k, MEE5.4.2.195 W3 )2 AUC-ROC iy thig . A5ie % & T 1H—4k
HFE (NMI) R =550 (ARLD) EREAL R A RRRIFE 4R -

F1 580 AR5 1) 2 A FR R . B RS R [ R 45 il —
AN, PR TR RE A B RSB SR BB I T A R
SHIERIRCE, S T IE S i v o -

P B IEf

W = S+ e G-12)
o, BUIE B IEA TN R I BB, fRIE (R AR A I G R . A e
HGE X ELIE BRI A5 SR IE B A H AR TR AR B A A 5 S
) fig

FLE D
K= 3-13
AR = e -13)
F1 80 SO TR LA AR T8, 0 R s
o MR HiEE o1

= R+ AR
XA T F1 5058 18 TR MEFIR I . 7575 2P A X B br B4R 1
A, JCHR AR A AR B PR AR TRl R 5y, B AR AP LT - FI
SPECRTEE AN 0 ) 1, o 1 FREAEMERE (SESEnEm BRI A %), 0 3R
ZEHITERE

H—ACEAR BT PR RGN, HAnT

NMIU, V) = — V) _ (3-15)
VHWU)HV)
Hep, Hep: 1(U, V)2 UMV ZEPERFL, &3Xh:
10, =Y Y pu,v)log 22

breril=s p(u)p(v)
HU) M HW) 73512 5RRER U FV BIR, ESCN:

HU) =~ ) p(u)log pu) (3-17)

uelU

(3-16)
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HV)=- ) p(v)logp(v) (3-18)

veV
Hr, p(u, v) ERAGRERT, p@w) Al p(o) 7352 A FEIER D B 1 .
REZTERREC (ARL) T AP RGO RINE, I B2 T AL —
2tk HAUy:

ARl = — R~ EIRI] (3-19)
max(RI) — E[RI]
Hdr, RI @218 4850, TR BRI EREE, AXh:
Ri=2+4d (3-20)

(2)
Hofr, a @ RIZERON IR, d 257K axmgeE, () 20 Xt 8. E[RI
AN AR — R EE(E, max(RI) 2 = FEFEN oK (E.
X EIR AT AR PSRRI o, Rl A 22 R R 5L T, RERS
RAAFIRIGIR R LIE 525

343 SRR

HAFARER LSRN 3-2 & 3-3 R, LML ERMN, AEERSHE
WA R S A ST 2 , ConDA AU R AFF, PIKAE NarrativeQA
1 SQuAD1 %44 H11#) ConDA 55 AR ALETEN . SATM, ConDA ¢ H A EHH4E
(PRI T

Y, 7E WP R4 |, SILTD Jy¥:7E44 1 Dolly, ChatGPT FI Claude 7%
A U SCA TR A N3 3-2 PR, X =ABIANEE WP Bidinde By FL 43
B 0.822. 0.932 1 0.774, 435 b HA L vy vE3R S T F /0 0.005. 0.091
F10.001, 24457 ChatGLM, GPT4AIll 1 StableLM 4= i [ SCAS ), A 53R 40
GLTR %%, JE&HETHE 10, 100, 1,000 S8 H NHES 1 BRIRRg L il . R AIX
BEASUYE WP Bl 48 v AR ) SCARTE BRlie 8 B2 etk Bilan, {1k
W LEFR A (HAETESR T A ) Bl . AN EBUREA SUAR I E I HES , T axX fpz
AU (HERTT T, SILTD REFE ARSI LLM A2 s SCA, HAEARTH
LLM EJon i 35 thaede It . B4 SILTD #4544 15 B RRe A 2 A1
T2 XRARNEELE, XM EESECT R AR5, AT A 3]
LLM A= 50 SCAR AT 43 A1

Hk, HA A AN R e 2 5 B 8, ARy YR I B i 1 1
Mo MRPEFE 3-2 B3 3-3, KIS AR ZBUE AR AR BSCA T3 FL 400 iR
BT 3/00.029, 0.013, 0.05. 0.008 F10.047., F Hi4FZL BT 8 —4E,
NPR Fl DetectGPT, EAIA & PMEEREZRAL LLM, Jb4h, FT il gl
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K 32 ARG IEAE BN it F1 5 8
Table 3-2 The F1-score of different detection methods on the writing datasets

HHE ‘ ChatGLM Dolly ChatGPT-turbo GPT4All StableLM Claude | *F-¥j F1 {i§
WP itk
Rank 0.840 0.760 0.797 0.891 0.781 0.709 0.796
GLTR 0.983 0.766 0.800 0.935 0.861 0.733 0.846
Entropy 0.800 0.662 0.770 0.766 0.644 0.731 0.729
LRR 0.980 0.774 0.728 0911 0.875 0.649 0.820
NPR 0.970 0.801 0.352 0.905 0.764 0.521 0.719
DetectGPT 0.812 0.719 0.608 0.808 0.695 0.517 0.693
ConDA 0.585 0.039 0.075 0.674 0.667 0.000 0.340
ChatGPT-D 0.880 0.528 0.352 0.795 0.616 0.044 0.536
SILTD 0.971 0.822 0.932 0.917 0.799 0.774 0.875
Essay $fli
Rank 0.740 0.737 0.915 0.843 0.667 0.772 0.779
GLTR 0.988 0.848 0.954 0.925 0.756 0.806 0.880
Entropy 0.806 0.683 0.874 0.699 0.566 0.771 0.733
LRR 0.982 0.810 0.925 0.904 0.748 0.746 0.853
NPR 0.956 0.865 0.218 0.927 0.740 0.238 0.657
DetectGPT 0.891 0.844 0.227 0.908 0.704 0.236 0.635
ConDA 0.668 0.069 0.000 0.260 0.663 0.664 0.387
ChatGPT-D 0.923 0.630 0.742 0.815 0.491 0.057 0.610
SILTD 0.985 0.876 0.956 0.927 0.761 0.851 0.893
Reuters ik
Rank 0.650 0.413 0.847 0.665 0.635 0.648 0.643
GLTR 0.987 0.556 0.946 0.742 0.750 0.772 0.792
Entropy 0.477 0.553 0.703 0.668 0.620 0.694 0.619
LRR 0.992 0.590 0.948 0.796 0.766 0.715 0.801
NPR 0.950 0.790 0.284 0.843 0.751 0.560 0.696
DetectGPT 0.866 0.782 0.270 0.821 0.756 0.558 0.676
ConDA 0.664 0.137 0.000 0.667 0.000 0.667 0.356
ChatGPT-D 0.968 0.650 0.931 0.898 0.617 0.019 0.681
SILTD ‘ 0.977 0.872 0.932 0.709 0.866 0.801 ‘ 0.851

) 3%, U ConDA Fl ChatGPT-D, FEARYRIRIAE H{LAERFE LLM L RIFEE .
SR, YA BRI RE S HY LLM B, X 8877 YA BES B IFAIR 2B 4K

SRS, SILTD A2 MR R RBUE L, 188 T8 &M F1 2%k
T % AR A Ty v EL A S A 3 A S SR PR N BB 7, L RB SRS W R [R] SCAR AR
AT 55 R A P A g OB

G 3-2 firss, WP Al Essay Z4l4E1%) NMI Al ART $g A A2 . A%
TER I GPT4AIl, ChatGPT F1 ChatGLM Hf B B 47, ARI 4395 T 0.7, &
A3k 0.94, SR, FEAI Claude, StableLM FI Dolly B, FEEAMTFR . xA]
REA2 H o WP iR dE M T8I E 51, 1 Essay Z4E N L yE TR IB CE1E.
Claude I StableLM F£ % LE45Ia ] R HA BB BIERE ), A2 WA INAEAE XU |
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Table 3-3 The F1-score of different detection methods on the question-answering datasets

JrE ‘ChatGLM Dolly ChatGPT-turbo GPT4 StableLM | *}-¥j F1 {fi

NarrativeQA % fiidl:

Rank 0.861 0.766 0.878 0.846 0.737 0.818
GLTR 0.927 0.869 0.907 0.811 0.846 0.872
Entropy 0.734 0.673 0.730 0.636 0.653 0.685
LRR 0.878 0.829 0.890 0.715 0.705 0.803
NPR 0.495 0.553 0.489 0.728 0.708 0.595
DetectGPT 0.495 0.597 0.568 0.784 0.790 0.647

ConDA - - - - - -
ChatGPT-D 0.761 0.661 0.821 0.733 0.779 0.751
SILTD 0.932 0.884 0.930 0.794 0.862 0.880

SQuAD1 s

Rank 0.841 0.773 0.827 0.771 0.713 0.785
GLTR 0.873 0.820 0.862 0.825 0.733 0.823
Entropy 0.628 0.555 0.640 0.593 0.563 0.596
LRR 0.876 0.815 0.876 0.775 0.701 0.809
NPR 0.422 0.542 0.454 0.632 0.756 0.561
DetectGPT 0.458 0.565 0.497 0.653 0.825 0.600

ConDA - - - - - -
ChatGPT-D 0.626 0.533 0.693 0.646 0.635 0.627
SILTD 0.882 0.845 0.897 0.856 0.869 0.870

L N, FECREACR A MBI . (HAERERRE, T Lk
Hr, GPT4AIL ) NMI Al ARL SRR T 0.2, ZHHAEFH 5 1 H I RHIE -5 A28
AR, A, NarrativeQA Fll SQuADIT J& [ 24, (i i) T [B] AT
Ve R A E A R 78 BOFE I N o XS BN I R S B AR S [l A L
HARAEER B R PARUE . X — A 329 A A BE, DA XM
RIS NMI 1 ARL $5 R 52 R FE 55 . X SR A UE 7R T AR
I, R TN RSB SEAIE E R IAE N AA URHIE B R

3.43.1 jHEASCLS
AT PEAT T B SE 5 AR R AR O YRR A R . X ChatGLM., ChatGPT
Claude 1 GPT4All S KiBETH AL, W& T AN FYERFY F1 2380k F-1 AU-
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Pl 3-2 AR %diadl B NMIHIARI fiks

Figure 3-2 NMI and ARI metrics in various datasets

CROC 43%}: Log Likelihood, Log Rank, LRR ., SILTD-LL ({¥{#i ff] Log Likelihood
MyEEScAE ). SILTD-LR ({Uffi fl Log Rank #J& C4<&) HI SILTD. %fT Dolly
F1 StableLM, A T DA R ¥ SILTD-DetectGPT ({Xfifi ] DetectGPT 4#4iF #4) 7
Z KA K ). SILTD-NPR ({UffiJfi NPR #FEM#EZ X R El) F1 SILTD,

2 3-4 Bon, MTRIEZHA ChatGLM, ChatGPT. Claude 1 GPT4ALL,
SILTD-LL 77 A T Edl s FRIRGF. B LL D730 s ohodt, #8256
T LRR J7{k. SR, BRI T 5680 SILTD J5vk. XKW, S5aPifRHiE
FEAASE ] B—Rp ik SE A RO I AR 1S

4% 3-4 {6 LL F1 LR FFAER TRl a5 R

Table 3-4 Results of ablation experiments using LL and LR features

Method WP Essay Reuters NarrativeQA SQuAD1
F1 AUROC F1 AUROC F1 AUROC F1 AUROC F1 AUROC

LL 0.86 0.868 0.925 0.925 0.813 0.798 0.889  0.890 0.866 0.874
LR 0.838 0.838 0.908 0.905 0.774 0.741 0.885 0.891 0.870 0.876
LRR 0.817 0.819 0.895 0.894 0.851 0.834 0.831  0.844 0.836 0.914
SILTD-LL 0.896 0.893 0.929 0.928 0.851 0.854 0.884  0.887 0.865 0.872
SILTD-LR 0.498 0.717 0.603 0.73 0.473 0.671 0341 0572 0.390 0.550
SILTD 0.899 0.907 0.930 0.937 0.855 0.870 0.885  0.891 0.870 0.880

Improvement(%) 0.31-80.701 1.62-26.541 0.08-54.291 1-28.367 0.53-80.8617 1.84-29.751 0.56] 0-55.701 0-128.461 3.7

SILTD J5¥EAE fL AN EdE 4 i F1 Al AUCROC 734 | W #1T LRR J5 ¥k,
RAE LRR F¥E45E T LL A LR F#-4E, {H'E{UHE Reuters F54E ik T LL Al
LR J5¥:, FEHAWE A LRI 2. X2 PR S5 5 I BB S A5 300l & SO PR [F]
KARPUEE, MMAEREFE . HEAGIER SRR R ERE I E
TSR, PR S ECT AR

26 3-5 J&/5 T/} NPR Hl DetectGPT R HFIE A [R5 354 LLMs |
H°F-¥ F1 43%0f1 AUCROC {fi. SILTD-LLR J53:(# fl LL Il LR 45AFf 8% %
Z A, i SILTD J53:M{# F] NPR il DetectGPT 454iF . 45530, SILTD JiEfL
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Figure 3-3 AUROC results of the SILTD method across various models

F SILTD-LLR 5%, #5512 4E Reuters $#E4E I, F1 fil AUCROC 43 5l42 5 T
39.93% H1 43.09%. NPR I DetectGPT 4#F 4> 51| 45 Sc A LL A1 LR (B 1% 3,
TEXT ORI G, FE T XARNFR . SRR, A7 — e E F o
TIORR IR, B LL A1 LR RRAE AT GBS /& DA R0 I BT A 2R 24 Y LLM.,
PR, ARSR B AR A Wb SR AR o 22 i M s YRR HE R RS SO

344 SCE

4% 3-5 {41l NPR Rl DG F#AERI RIS 45 80
Table 3-5 Results of ablation experiments using NPR and DG features

Method wp Essay Reuters NarrativeQA SQuAD1
F1 AUROC F1 AUROC F1 AUROC F1 AUROC F1 AUROC

SILTD-LL 0.805 0.808 0.772 0.794 0.605 0.632 0.721 0.752 0.606 0.692
SILTD-LR 0.569 0.677 0.480 0.621 0.287 0.479 0.389 0.549 0.332 0.547
SILTD-LLR 0.811 0.839 0.782 0.788 0.621 0.601 0.764 0.795 0.691 0.632
Improvement(%) 0.81-42.531 3.84-24.027 1.3-63.091 0.76] 2.65-116.751 4.83) 5.96-96.401 5.71-44.8117 14.03-108.131  8.67|
SILTD-NPR 0.802 0.742 0.836 0.809 0.861 0.844 0.818 0.846 0.864 0.880
SILTD-DG 0.805 0.759 0.806 0.816 0.866 0.859 0.858 0.875 0.864 0.880
SILTD 0.811 0.765 0.819 0.839 0.869 0.860 0.862 0.879 0.869 0.884
Improvement(%) 0.75-1.191  0.86-3.107 197)  2.88-3.711  0.35-0.937  0.12-1.967 0.47-2.137  0.46-7.467 0.581 0.451

FEE 3-3 i, JR/R T SILTD JryAfeANRIEAL L% AUROC g5, Jf 5 HAx
f& (SILTD-LL A1 SILTD-LR) #4717 . ME A A EE T, SILTD-LL (¥
S5 B EA0T SILTD-LR 455 . SILTD JyyEAH% T SILTD-LL ¥k mie Tt T
3.67%.

SR, 7E Reuters $i#fi4E |, SILTD-LR J5¥AE Claude £i%! | ) AUROC 75
Oy HOBER S, fEXAMEN T, LL B2 R ME I SCARZ M 2E 5, 1
LR 5| A T4 B MR, SFEOEABAIERE %, Rk, SILTD FiktHT

HAB PR EIR R R, S s E] 4% .
BT E, AU LL 3 LR %8 B—FpfiE R P4y LLM A BOSCART N TE
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Figure 3-4 Hyperparameter sensitivity
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3441 BSOS

X} SILTD HpARZEAEWT A S8 p FBIME 0, &SGR [R1 8 p (B K 2F
TSR, JHHEE 3-1 Hhis 3 DI SO ML R . SRIR g R anE 3-4
FiioR, 2B p {EXT WP, Essay 1 Reuters £ 4E 1 LLM Az 5SS 1 F1 43
BOAE R, 1% NarrativeQA F1 SQuADT F A6 V5 A 52 1] o

BRoR, AT REBIE, ST T BER SR, Ha AT e DR
RERYSEI . SEER4 R IR, SILTD Ak PEfe R BAAAE B3 1 BIE MR HE, K
3-4 (5 ARIE TR . FEBIESY O I, FraEUREEN F1 3 8U0R R R R
K- (0.667-0.870) . 4 EfEIEINE] 0.6 B, PUNERMELS] T fefErERE (0.858-
0.890), i SQuADI fr¥FFEE (0.870) . HE—EHmEfEE 1.2 5, Fra¥dsE
EPERERH S T, JUHAEBIEN 1.8 I, Reuters I NarrativeQA 1) F1 43457}
PIZEPEZ 0.163 F1 0.284. XFEH, BARWEIE (0.6) FERZHE L T RE R+
Ao 2 R FIRE M, SR TR ERE . B, 0.6 2 X4 LLM AR 5C
AN L5 N2 0 B fd o 2R A

3442 645

4] 3-5 Ji7R 11k Essay £idadE EAGII ChatGLM HYZER . N T4 5 i SCA R I
HEZ RN, R RIEAFSER T, NS EEIA R ZES . M2, LLM
ARSI SCAS, e 3-500) iz, BERS HERIMER IS E kS . JR1T, AFAE)S,
PASCEL— SRR RIS O, 1X %2 T SILTD FEX 73 AN T 3CAHI LLM Az i SCA
IR R PR N L SCARBR S LLM A SeAR . R4 TR, X B0
TR — S SO E B BRI XA, SEHAESE T B LLM AR R A
o AT R T IA TR RAEER T SO RR , R E 32 250 5
TN TLSCARM LLM A SR Z 8] 2 R GE v AU o ORI, AT 98 32 2 SOk
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Prompt: Write an essay in 300 words to the prompt "Discuss the importance of
effective change leadership in adopting..."

ChatGLM: Effective change leadership is crucial in adopting social media ...
Effective change leadership involves a range of skills, including communication,
motivation, and organization. It requires the ability to clearly...

(a) sample texts

Cluster 2
{0:0,0:2} Cluster 1

/ {©:199,0:6}
~ T N 7—

\

N~ 7\ O
\\_,A Cluster 4 ...
Cluster 3
{0:0,0:2}

© LLM-generated text © Human-written text
(b) SILTD result

3-5 AR SCEAR A PRI B

Figure 3-5 An example of detection in a Essay dataset

Tt ATREZMG AR T B bMC g BRI IR 0 SR AR - X — A
BRI T XA R AR A T E B A A B A Rl SCRRYRE T, AT
HUPRM DR N T RSN AL, AR TAE N R b Rk A, il g AR
PR 2 R o TR

35 EKE/MG

AFGLL T — MR T E Tk, TR R ABE SR (LLMs)
B SCAS . R S50 15 SBE R 5 . B Sl A 2 6 AR SOR K, i U
RIS IR R ZR , MIMTHRAL T — B RIS LA o 3558, $ih T —Fh 4
SN R/ MERIEEE, A G TN W T k. X — SR g oy )= %) 7>
ZRAM, LI LR iz 38, A ERE L Smai )%
W, #E% 8 F1 A1 AUROC 34t} SILTD J5 AT i Jo i B A B 54 A
MBIk TR T BRI IA I T LLM A SRR B g, JFRlBE
N LLM A S SO B ST REBT T 1 o ARk, rTRABFSSE 22 HA XA PR Y
SCARFFAE DA S THm A LA IR T 1A
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F4E EBTRFEH-BMHRIEN AIGC XHAENHZE
41 3

AIGC AR A ELSE R A A P 17 8 FU Bk, R Sl e e s A
RRAMERR Y SCAS A ARG D 5 AR A ME LUK VT o1 G e i 5 A S R
P . 2490 AIGC SCAKGIN J5 ¥4 T EMI G VTR Ak Ve e B8 5 B R R 2
17, AEME H AR F ORI R R A, (HIE R BA Ees 1z SR R SCAR I
HHEMELAT BRI R R A PR BN, e R Bess R SOR T, RIMETE S
AP A HARE TR, TR E s B R eG2 e, Ptk
KBk

EATFFT R, AR LB BT 45 O SRR B R P i,
PEZ T N TRUER e i B ENNL b, OFFEN RGETT T R A A ekl i, I
BB AR W PR T R P R SR, LR AR AL R U (A
E4-1). Horp, TEFSREg . Brris B oA R PSS B, R R A iR
W T ANIIK- BT, A SCO7 VRl BRI A 1A 5 NS
Z IR RS R, AT SE IR ATGC SCAR B 4G o

L, A5l T —METHesis B — SRRk r) AIGC SUAS I 75 ik
Mathematical Calculation Consistency Verification for LLM-generated Text Detection,,
L MCCV-LTD, iZJ5 k& G4UF s B 5XF e T R, DARTERT AIGC
SRR HE R RE Ty A B — B BE ) . 20T IR D AR I B AR TR &
SCARFA O aRa, IR R N B HZ B A I, AT A
W AR IR

HAKIS , AT T =AM

(1) 534 KA 28 S SRR AIGC SCARKE IS A, 1205 Pl i)
e — o ) i A A ST, 5 SO o e 2ok, R Bz 8
U HEA THERRSAE , AT 380R Bl SCAS B im AR R

(2) ATFEALRT I B S50 2R, IR RERS A FR B A e Bz 5
R i S R IR B A BB Z I R/ R B e X BT IR Y R T AIGC SCA G
AR TS R, o L BB SRS HE IR A SO B BB HE PR o R T 4R TR A4
IR SOR ERZALRE ST, FIA TR I 5K, alad i SCRILL LN 1. () %K
SRR R UREAS, S e g S0kl 0y . BRI, A7 ORI 2d)a
SR TR AR TUREAT, 51 A ) Jer ek P Y A 57, IR PR BE
% TR DX 43 im SR TE A 5 S R ) SO

(3) ARSCBIE T — AR Rk XSk, 5B AT SA B X,

jilll3

39



FT B —BUERUER) AIGC SCAK I 5 5T

)
s S
g Ly & . I O > S

S P FT I &y T 9 F s §8 &9

T IS T s 5885

FSEFSESTIELEF LS &L
Type Math ’ Logic Tab RC ‘CR Vis | g o

# Platinum Questions 150 100 171 273 274 268|200 191 200|173 | 184 164 209 | 195 | 248
01-2024-12-17 (high) 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 00 |0 5 0 |5 10| 075%
Claude 3.5 Sonnet (Oct) 0 0 0 1 3 21 0 0 1 1 0 3 6 3 | 17 | 1.08%
01-2024-12-17 (med) 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 0|0 |0 8 2 |8 6 |127%
DeepSeek-R1 0o 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 1 (3 [1 6 6 |7 1.64%
Claude 3.5 Sonnet (June) |0 0 0 2 5 29 0 0 0 3 0 5 3 8 21 | 1.83%
Llama 3.1 405B Inst 0 0 0 3 2 280 1 5 (1 (2 4 4 |8 1.91%
GPT-40 (Aug) 0 0 0 7 4 2 0 0 4 [2 [3 9 4 [10 8 |240%
GPT-40 (Nov) 0 0 0 6 7 200 4 4 |1 |2 7 3 |12 6 |248%
ol-preview 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 15 3 |4 3 11 5 |6 2.49%
DeepSeek-V3 1 0 0 3 3 12 0 100 |1 [1 9 3 |16 2.85%
ol-mini 1 0 1 1 2 5 1 2 1 |2 (3 9 3 |19 3.03%
Gemini Thinking (12/19) [0 0 1 0 4 3 4 5 3 |2 |3 6 6 |17 10 | 3.03%
Qwen 2.5 72B Inst 0 0 0 4 7 16 3 10 3 [3 |4 8 5 |12 3.09%
03-mini-2025-01-31 (high) [0 0 2 1 1 2 1 1 0 |0 |2 35 3 |14 3.18%
Grok 2 1 0 0 4 3 15 1 2 5 |5 |1 8 5 |15 |27 |320%
Mistral Large 0 0 0 7 3 3 4 1 113 |4 1 11 |1 3.5%
Gemini 2.0 Flash 0 0 1 4 8 6 0 0 7 |2 [3 7 6 |22 7 |35%
Llama 3.3 70B Inst 0 0 0 7 7 4 0 1 10 (4 |2 8 7 |14 3.61%
Llama 3.1 70B Inst 2 0 0 7 7 39 4 2 9 (4 (1 7 9 |17 4.02%
Gemini 1.5 Pro 0 0 1 6 6 13 2 9 9 [5 [1 14 7 |17 9 | 416%
GPT-40 mini 0 1 1 6 6 24 2 14 7 [14 |4 16 13 |27 [29 | 6.88%
Claude 3.5 Haiku 0 0 1 8 10 4 4 5 11 [13 [3 10 10 |31 6.88%
Gemini 1.5 Flash 0 1 0 13 11 23 '5 15 18 [17 |3 13 12 |21 11 | 6.96%
Mistral Small 1 0 0 11 19 62|27 18 30 (12 [10 21 25 |39 | 11.09%

Pl 41 CBORIAE ) SR L iy e R ™)

Figure 4-1 Errorness of LLMs in simple math problems™

BAREFTIA TG “>7 M U< AR R BeAFA KIEPREN], 18
A AR SR LTI IR , MCCV-LTD J5 iR A3 e 1 B Rl YA AE Rk
B SUR EA R, HRE T T S R R N A SO A A R

42 BXIIE

AT T B IRTE T SCAR A N R ik e R v i e B ] e DA Bk
R L PRI MK (B

B L] o]

Fep ] )R (Math Word Problem, MWP) SR AR RS S 7 PTE ] 2 20 1H
4t 60 4EM . B my R R ELR R T RN, RN T F T4 5 ng RNk 34 3¢
AR R R X TR R IA ] DA PR R L0 i i S, (EAEAL PR A )
W BB KRR . Geitas > iE R LR 2] 43 S8 e B B o) R b 1) 5
. BUEFEELT, H45A TR ZEMEIEA N AR XRERI TR
fhEE ST, (HAZRR TR BB, MERAR A ZREAbp B Rah . BT a sk i
J7¥: (Koncel-Kedziorski et al., 2015; Roy and Roth, 2016, 2017) 754> Fl| i $2¢ 3%
PP W< ) N A (B R N B8 s B 1 R L AL I A i G /N W <
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JFAE|F5) (SEQ2SEQ) Hitsdi it 5| AVREE: > #E4 T MWP KRR 7 v% .
Mg, WFE il akika:>) (Wang et al., 2018b; Huang et al., 2018) . #54E
F@% 7~ (Mishra et al,, 2018) . AR CEC (Wang et al., 2019) PAKZHIE 75 1L
il (Lietal.,2019) k$&F+ SEQ2SEQ JiAMRI . JFHEIH (SEQ2TREE) J%
(Xie and Sun, 2019) @i APAR RIS EE A2 igeE Rk, DAREOT N 260 H ARDK S )
Wik . 454 BERT. RoBERTa 2577l 2345241 SEQ2TREE J53%: (Xiong et
al., 2022) #—4ETF ToRERE S . KEH (GRAPH2TREE) J7¥: (Zhang et al.,
2020b; Li et al., 2020) il 1 28 W 28 FIARPIR RS 25, 7553 F1) F 0 i v i 45
HfE R AR RAMBOTE (Jieetal., 2022) K MWP SRBEN I 2% 5 Rl
155, Shia PR S BRSO  H Ar 7 7R

BT KRB F75 J7 VAR RS AL )/ IR AR 27 o) g 1 EAT R e B . B,
Cobbe etal. (2021) ffif] GPT-3 FEATA I, (HILIRRW], BARBAHL—
SE ) B ARTE S B BERE ), (HAEE UL 55 EAE e BRI . A WF5iTs
AT BT LLM 78 R27 2], i/ N RO T4 (Ho et al.,
2022).

XFEEA 2]

XfHa#>] (Contrastive Learning) J&—Fi [ T RIES T I BOR, B
MG REAS Z (AN AIPE 2o, B2 ) BT A M R R o AR 25 A1 bR
HAFE, X2l A R Jo B X) H2% >3] (Unsupervised Contrastive Learning,
UCL) 23] (Supervised Contrastive Learning, SCL).

T MR H 2 2 Jd — RO AR R SR AR S vk, HE R A
%#>] (Self-Supervised Learning, SSL) 1755\, i Bodha i s HAt T Bo b i 1E
TREAXS, BEMICEBIALA RAEBE ST . FEX PN A, B 32 2 i S X 43
ESHATINGR, B AR (IEFEAXT) WARTERHMEZS A g, AAHRIEA
(TREAXT) ARFERHE S R 8. 25k 2 N A TR R B 2RE S
WPREEG, SUHAE TR ¥ 5 R T . TEARIEFLF (NLP)
Xf He 2 ) 2 W T TR AEAE 55, 40 Dropout AL 45 HI/E £k 1 08 - Bt
PARGE IE SAFEARXS

BT 22 >)  (Supervised Contrastive Learning, SCL) fz FAE LT B AL 545
R, BRI RO, MRS R R R TN, WA [F] 2R
AR I, ARALRENE R T 2R HIARE(E BEEAT it , A miE& T
REJJ. 7E NLP $ilsl, CAMRGIABRET R (NLI) FdhElEniEEs,
DA ST e ST B RICR 1O TR SORBRARMT 55, Her ek s L T
PAREAL R —FP H ARG S HERE R . I, AT B R A B b2 3 T AR
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‘L
|— R *°—*"' *-
R o—

BAES BA%E
XA T (a)
NL2Mathi&ik
"
ERET" | pms w
9.11£9.8 K
ERAIEE

BAERS AT

9.11%79.8 -_*:%§%:}_* ﬂﬁﬁ iﬁfE
SR Lpe
2

GHEFT )

9.1/ F9.8 _*E%%]_* "

Lo (b)

42 JETEAASTE - BOERIER) AIGC SUAK: N 5 iR ik

Figure 4-2 AIGC text detection based on mathematical operation consistency verification

TERIX LR AR IR, TR SO 5

43 FENE

RENH T MCCV-LTD J5ik, I ik B RSN 4-25R . B o
NL2Math BB, 5 5 85 5 ORGP RIEEE K RO B 3k A g 4
FikE (E4-2 (b)), RSN AMRT R Han Python S5 kAR FIKr 47z
FEERMEE R (WE4-2 (a)),

Ni

4.3.1 [EIEEX

BRXEHRIES IAEAH D =d,, dy,....dy, HPEAOR d; G5B
SRR KR . H sl i B R e i DA Km0 6 1E 5 o B A A
D W s B

BepAak R Broa i B AR B AR TE T SOA d; Fo s 3k e,
SE PR AL
F:D-E 4-1)

R FE A A IR

4
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(1) HrepsAam e M d, P ERBeE I LR Seik , AHREUE . A RALEHAT
Entity(d)) = {(v;, 7))L, 7; € (KU, 285k, G5 5A%F) (4-2)

(2) B R AR RSO BT SO SR A2k

K
e; = U R(z;,v;, Context(d;)) 4-3)
=1

Sorh, RIZXAWUHHAL, KRR (1“1 07) BHODECHER (1
Wik <),

T R BB F 250 R B
S HOREICLTR F, NI B U BORCE ST R . O RERS B s AT
SR, I B AR AR, RV S M

B —FEEUE IRk e, MR, BHAIETIRY = vy vy, HH

1 N=
) = CFFAERR D) e
0 (Je#hiz)
ERE AT QN R U BURE =g AR oall BUA L S S i
V(e,) = R (e}, ) (4-5)

Hr, I = RC) Fn @t R ErA kAP R, LHS/RH S FoR3%18
XA, 2 DAL 45 2R X 73 Hy AIGC SR

432 NL2MATH #&i5 it

NL2Math B A% DI RE A H ATEF H A Ber e N3, BN, 45
SE—BUARTET SOR NIRRT 4 ASER, ANVER T 3 ASER, /NIRRT
SERERCE T A", BB AR 4 +3 =77, X,
A ROH B BB R T, SRR RO 2 (B ¢ &R M AR R AR E AT
RN —F . AN R 47 NL2MATH B ic0t, M gifdd . &
TFHERS AR g% = I T

432.1 #Ymfose

TEAATH, 1%4% DeBERTa (Decoding-enhanced BERT with Disentangled Atten-
tion ) fE AT GRE T AL, DRI A H SRR B R A HEREBE /) . DeBERTa
Hy He 28 $21 , #i%%F BERT 1 RoBERTa, A /E L5 M 1T kAT T 254k
F AR B AL ARG SR MR R0 4% (Enhanced Mask Decoder, EMD) .,
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R TE R B fZ4EHY Transformer Z544, FEABESCAME R, Gl 3a] )
507 A JELFRT BARE S P ABEBY . i DeBERTa SR T FBAB A s, R3]
LA BN OLEAR B0 B, AT = B AR AN ] bR SCERBE T )2 fR fiE
T30 BRI, EANERTCIER A g sy PR i) R MR o7 B ) R AL 6

x; = (Hj;, Py)) (4-6)

Horb, H AGERTEICA B BTG XAE R, T Py WA 1 2% 1] SO T HoAh i3]
TCAHRAL BAR R . MBS T LB T 48X (LB G i 1) J7 V4, DeBERTa 3R i1 AH
Xof (37 B G i 7 5T DA S S S A R SO IR e AR, 1 9 X UL TR A R A6
B P

FEVT S O [ LT RGN, R PUNER 0, LA S EEE A A
LB AR FR

_ T T T T
A= HH; + HP, + PjH; + PyH, @7

WR-NARZE. NE-EAR ., MEE-WARRH. (- EACH.

XPUAER IR s (1) WAR-NASCH: SURET R IC A 2R B B AR L
WS (2) WR-MEAH.: TN S EF R Z R (3) 8-
AH: M OCE A BXC AR (4) CCE-MERH: (UET B
BRH,, X XGRS RARDS, FrA— e i — i

N T SEBLHORT AN TR SCEBATRI G B RO, B EERCIPLEIR T 28K
PR AIARR LB 2 SRS o T A R, ol = A R B R W5
W Hl Wy Selsaim Al & H 35281 E i asn) . s mAEEsm, 25528
LR R Q.. iR K, MHE V.. XEBP RIS AEA
(w18 A5 T o TR HEA T AR A A 1, 358 T AR AE B PERE J1 . [H]
5, A TSI AL E AR R, AL B il B A W) A W X EAS
BHEATHEY , RRIAAR A E AW ) O, MR AL EL B ) B K, o IO BRI
R — Rk RT3, BRI PIAN x; A x;, AR RS 63, /) AHUETE
B R HITE [0, 2K) . FF]TT x; FITRITT x; Z [ AR X R g SR -

0, if i—j<-k
o(i,j)=42k—-1, if i—j>k (4-8)
i—j+k, otherwise

PR M HORE A ROTERSR £ 16 T A AR G (., MASSIRS
i 2 A T 4 TR BI04 0 Ay, BRI x, A x,
WVER A, S AR
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1 T T T

Ay = OiKj + OiKy,,, + KOy, (4-9)
U —— N——
WENESE o WA ROBE WA

X — BV A5 I REAS A BB RR I Z [ AR OO B R R, X b o7
FERARE R TR T, AR S B SO Z5H 5 B _Eh STIRA SR
N

iy

|

4322 ¥FIERL

T2 Mo, AT T TR AR T B RS
AP IEUER OB 74T, 40 [NUML], [NUM2], [NUM3] 2%, B4, K
B “4+3=7" Fh: [NUMIH+INUM2]=[NUM3]. i fEpsinic, wzdny
A I bl P o Ak s i AR, i o A BEEL AR R 1 S 2

4323 fRADSE

TEAFISET B, R T DeBERTa Bt (#ERS MR ML SEME ,  RIIG S f A i s o
X B EAEASE RS TG 5 BT S5, BB RENS 5 5T 20 b A AR B AR
ISR/ SV €

1t Transformer Z5H4 4, i T4XMEE RS RT LA, ATRES # %S
FIXHO ELAR B EAEERE /). 1T DeBERTa {fEfj5—/=, BI%IT softmax Fijll =,
A AL E AR B, MIMTARIE Transformer g 2 7 AL 5 BB X7 B
FEIATITE, MASZEN LI ACEF SR T MR O ET

H iy = softmax ( A ) V. (4-10)
V3d

Hobr, A EMOEE oUEE B IEGERE, 1 V3d BIH—LET, BYE
YR PR Yl i

I SR 0 BT 45 R0 252 2 (0 M52 SR SR 3, [RGB 1 De-
BERTa f) EMD HLH], (k20 1e 1|25 ast A op 0% T A AR 4% L, b
208 % (7 17 RS o 4R T AT B I B 1 5 R A BLARRE ), RT3 725
TERHE SR T 45 MR
433 Y&tz
4331 Efkestge

TEN St e | A TE SUREAT BT R SERRT L% > o IEREARA AR B Bty
SR R R A B SORAS R I . X 2 AR B Se, e S
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JESCA Z TR T SORMILRE , e BGE SR I ) A IEAEAS o 7 SRS
SN
Sim(T;, T;) = cos(Emb(T;), Emb(T})) “4-11)

HA AR Emb(T) F1 Emb(T)) BB HIZAEFH2 (4 SBERT!) 45)
B A BN o

PARE A ) 1 e 2 By Rk 3 b 1 ek DA BN B 1) AR TE S SCAR NS R A
. fin, s ERERA PSR NAEX (WK TENTRR), X
W) B RE T AR SRR X R RIBBECH R TEUNT X R B0z
TS, W) B ARE E SURT] DA A REA S G U S 18 AT A VLD
1) HRE T SUARNZS . DXFER TR AS BEAZ S B AL T Syt 2 > X4 [A] B 40
KFR, NHEEXAREX 2 Bzl

4332 XtbE3d
TR G R, SIAXS o ST HESE, DA PR AR SORRAR 2 [B] f i L2 5

B ARSCASA Ty, IEREAN T, SOREAR T by, by b G B EAT A E)
Gifihas < JalRUZ IR, 0 BRACR RS e ) 2k -

exp(sim(h;, h;r)/r)

N
1
L, =—— Y log (4-12)
‘ N lzzl Zj.vzl(exp(sim(h,-, h;r)/r) + exp(sim(h;, h)/7))

4333 mEKEE

FERIRBETT b, 8] DeBERTa #5570 U4 0 4 28 F1 i &% . DeBERTa A
AR T SCRERE S, RS A ROHIEE o R RIS . HIMSR A )
ML FNA S B G i 5 v, (AR 7R RE A% PR A A 2 1 (G 5 22 RN 36k s i
o Kok

TENGA R, BURRECEFE X 2 S Wik L., FIE HBHR R Ly,

ﬁctr =a- ﬁctr +6- ﬁdec (4-13)
Horpr, a1 p RSB S AL, TR PG 2 A A
434 HFIEE-HMHRIE

i it NL2Math BEHURF H R 5 SCR R A T SR Bee 3Rk X, MR
Fek A . [ AMERISIESS T Python, MKIRISIE B ELE R EREM. BT
Hag— @ B R N A (] B ) g Rs U iz S b Al DA 4, T4
B A KA AT gE S tH B R . UL, AR E B R 2S5, W
ALAIT SCA 2 5 ATGC AR
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RRER:

TERAE/RE, ESRBREDBAFRE, FTRALOEAER; BRUERAHRERER,
FERSES; RIFRSIRF, WIREquationsUX=Fa, BEHLERBCHEER. I8
sQuestionfl1EquationPREFAIHEIIFT, WM48.0 I 48.0 MARE 48,

Example 1:
Input:

Description: "There are 397 butterflies. Each butterfly has 12 black
dots and 17 yellow dots. How many black dots in all?"

Equation: "397.0x12.0"
Solution: "4764.0"
Output:

Description: "There are 397 butterflies. Each butterfly has 12 black
dots and 17 yellow dots. There are 4764.0 black dots in all."

Equation: "X=(397.0%12.0)=4764.0"

Example 2:

Input:

Description: "Spencer walked 0.3 of a mile from his house to the
library, 0.1 of a mile from the library to the post office, and 0.4 of
a mile from the post office back home. How many miles did Spencer walk
in all 7"

Equation: "0.3+0.1+0.4"

Solution: "0.8"

Output:

Description: "Spencer walked 0.3 of a mile from his house to the
library, 0.1 of a mile from the library to the post office, and 0.4 of
a mile from the post office back home. The total miles Spencer walked
was 0.8."

Equation: "X=(0.3+0.1+0.4)=0.8"

Input:

Pl 4-3 Ko B bt i
Figure 4-3 Prompt template for building dataset

44 ZLHHERBRGHHIT
44.1 HIEE

MAWPS %diia: 144 MAWPS i 2 — e L K240 F 55 (Math Word Prob-
lems) fER8PE . ZEHRAE S FE B A A R e FHE I EdR S, IR T B R
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41 B Bdngeit
Table 4-1 Data statistics of datasets

Bhide MAWPS SVAMP PARAMAWPS MATH_NEW
SCA B A 2,373 1,000 16,278 1,463
LIRS 4 4 4 7
SEX R AT B 1.606 1.236 1.68 2.596
Tk AR BB 2.59 2.53 2.67 3.49

AN R L, R RENS I DRI T 2 A SR ). MAWPS H
AT, SCRE X TR AR E L 3,320 ERCA M A, R a iR A
ST A SE B A

SVAMP %141 SVAMP i de 2 — >4 11 T Hb A B I 8 (MWP)
SR IRAE, EEAS—UEARN N, B RS R EER. 5
MAWPS #fLt, SVAMP 7ES AR IR R FARL, IR 20 72 1 g A s
SR, SVAMP iR, g TR 22 2 AR 2 DT i e s A

PARAMAWPS $c#i 45 1146] PARAMAWPS % 82— AN K MUBER B AR
P, A8 16,278 JEBA— RN . B LA MAWPS $ii4e i iint, it
AR Bl T 0 DR B I RRAR R T MAWPS [ 4B, ] H i
Lk P I L 2 PR R AR . S R £ T A 16 NS, T
4 FORERB AL . B A SRE A h 3 S ARE N T, B e .

MATH_NEW ¥iidls AR50 ET WAPS Bl Rrvbit, W 7 — M &gy
[F1) R i S OGS 25 S I AR 4R o i M R IR Sy B SOfR AR
AT 5 B IR S A AR B O B 5 IR A B R R AT, BRI
TE4-3, Flhn, 45508 “Melanie picked 4 plums, and Sally picked 3 plums. How
many plums were picked in total?” , ##t)5°4 “Melanie picked 4 plums, and Sally
picked 3 plums. The total number of plums picked by Melanie and Sally is 7.”, I7},
MATH_NEW el 53t 51 A 507 ORI R S ikl , DA B &
KB G XS SO FE A KARAY (U1 GPT-40., Claude 3.5 Fil Claude 3.7)
A, BRERGEITE B ANER4- 17 . T 24 B R AL 3 ] B 2
RS WA E RS m AR, AR E AR T LA T & B s AR R
FEBL, T2 aimmrsc . Hodr, KRR B HHRAEGI 2\ 5%, 1T NS48
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42 KRB SO Ui i
Table 4-2 Metrics of LLM-generated Text detection

Method Accuracy Precision Recall F1
Log-Likelihood 0.571 0.564 0.625 0.593
Rank 0.429 0.454 0.714 0.556
GLTR 0.500 0.500 0.571 0.533
Entropy 0.654 0.654 0.654 0.654
LRR 0.464 0.471 0.571 0.516
NPR 0.500 0.500 0.563 0.530
DetectGPT 0.467 0.462 0.400 0.429
ChatGPT-D 0.542 0.526 0.833 0.645
MCCV-LTD 0.714 0.714 0.789 0.749

ALY 1% . REAEZM AL EIEAT AIGC Rl Al DA S A SO A S A
JTERY R AIRE

442 SCIGHER

XJH MCCV-LTD FHAWART F 8- 75500, 15 0 SR 4 R ansk4-2. Log-
Likelihood 77v% (0.571 #ERf) BEASHFHEBIAY A UM IR SO, BTGy H
Bz B2 A IEHf . Rank, GLTR. Entropy 557 VAMHI SO GETHA-E, M
AIGC A Jl e SCARTEE X 5 NSRRIk 28 AR Fis B A
I_ZRIAEE . ChatGPT-D J AR A B %80, 188 T 0.833, (ERGHHFEAN, Ui
HHE ATHERA X 43 ATGC A= s 530 o« ) FU I ¥ 2 SO T8 5 i B
A AR B T AIGC SCAKGIN o 33K S8 5 YAFEAS I A2 A B 38 FH SCAS J T
IR, (BRI R S S BB i P, R AR 48 7 Y E A 43
AIGC A U R IR B SO 5 B AR BB IR IEMEEE O . BT Hesz BN
IR s A R R IR, SRR SRR T 5 I I A I T YA ) SR B
SRR RCEEHE AR AR I RE )7 . SEIR 45 F I MCCV-LTD HA B M%, #E
BR A F1 AR 8 = T HAM v, BRI T2 6% 1 9%, PRI T S 42
S A e

5 s R, WS H AT SR

o BUA HEMMUE S E, TEECAHERRE R TS5 L AFAE RRYE, S8
HERFSRAN F1 808K

e MCCV-LTD il it #2412 B — B IR IE, 78 AIGC A B BeF SCARR AT
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K 4-3 HARIE S SUOR B BERAGE X B R
Table 4-3 Accuracy of NL2ZMATH module

Method MAWPS(%) | SVAMP(%) | PARAMAWPS(%) | MATH_NEW (%)
RNNVAE 77.9 23.0 65.8 62.7
LSTM 76.4 27.0 66.1 65.3
Transformer 72.9 22.0 58.6 53.3
BERT 774 26.0 65.1 64.4
RoBERTa 77.9 28.0 66.5 65.3
DeBERTa w/o CL 78.4 634 68.1 67.1
w/ CL - - - 69.2

b LAVIRIPERERT, 271 T4 9%,
o SRLERAE TV, RS R T A A B A
FUES . DRI M B SRR ORI A ).

4421 HRSCLE

R T B UEXT H2E > A 80 DA S NL2MATH BiHest AIGC SCA K 4 fig
PIsE ], AT TR SE S . SEIR A T A RS, B = AT RS
(MAWPS. SVAMP., PARAMAWPS) DA AH5##21) MATH_NEW %(#iE4E, 52
IREEIRANFRA-3 R, I LAER R AN PPN P64

MBS EER R, ARBRIYE NL2ZMATH (145 FEIEEHE LR %
%75 (RNNVAE. LSTM) 7E MAWPS 1 PARAMAWPS ¥4 | 291 i
A, (BFER BB SVAMP $idinde ERIME 2= ({L 23.0% F127.0%) . BERT
#1 RoBERTa 7 SVAMP b [ HER R = (26.0%. 28.0%) , {HATNA B AL FEAE
L e ) B8, Transformer 7 SVAMP (22.0%) %1 PARAMAWPS (58.6%) ix
P B RN 2, R DAA RO R X &R . DeBERTa 71
AR LRI AL, FRZ7E SVAMP fil MATH_NEW A5 7 B W47t
DeBERTa w/CL 7£ MATH_NEW 45 Eit—204E 7+ 2%, UiHHXT 2 > fighg 1
SRAR TN B 2E Rk AU XA B ), SRS HERRRE Sy PRI RT DA R R TR Y 4
w:

o FRifE Transformer Z5AA A BCFIERERE A BR, M HUIZ0E S8 A H T
BRIz A AR

o X bbaE ) BRI TR E A X R AR AE T R & 7 MATH_NEW
B AE LI R — 50 T AR

o NL2MATH BBE5 A% a4 2] J5, fei8 BORGEHbAS I Bl RS R, A
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THRLIERTE T4 2.1%,

45 KEING

AREPE T — R TR E SRR IR A )7 5 MCCV-LTD, %
Tyl R SCAR o B E A, TR BCEEE BRI B 2 e A P bE A
A TR SO T B B A PR AR IR N P G o A T TR S T R B0E &
BRIMEAE 7371 1 J ¥ , MCCV-LTD Feff SRS HEHDAR R SCA B HEBR GG © A<
JEAGE TR, R RBAITE e Beris B, i kR A
PARBEHE RN R R . PR TR g2 ia AR Iz ALRE ), MCCV-LTD 5|
AN TR FEAR , TH A E AT, 5 S8 e e b X i g i 2z
5, MG XHEE I R X BE 1. LIRSS L, fEHH Y MATH_NEW
E4E I, MCCV-LTD AHE T HAAS I 005 7 9% Wi T, B0k 7 HAER:
A2 s X P R I & SCAR T A . R AAEAR 2, HRTH
2 MTRT BRI B0y 0 AR A AT ARG I, 224 T i 1 5 4 A 4502 d S A B ) B4
R SCR T RES NI, [RIB T IG e 52 2k ) 23k X NL2MATH ()3t #2 b ] R
SHAE, SEEIER R TR
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55 A E 2 EER — B IIER AIGC UK A

ESE RISBEHEE—-FMEMER AIGC XFXEMNFE
51 3|&

AIGC A Jli) SUAAE IR ZAE S5 S ISR IRl Iy, g th 7 — RS iR )
R X ) R A A G . PR R AR LI IR A BN, TR B
g, FRU RN BT 2R S AU 5C 5 B AR AR R I RT REAE [ul S B = W]
JE 5 T8 G NPT RE AR UM R R (5 R o X B AU A ) 1 AR SO
I RTRENE , 3 n] BEX ORI 28 SCAS AL 5540 R SR ST SE Wi o DRI, Al A 2K
Kl AIGC SCA GRS, PRI SR — 2t JCh i R ke i) e

PAH) AIGC SCARKGIN T ¥k R A T B —4EFERY AL, AT iE S
() SCASTE 5 i B B0 S R B 3 5 SCANTE BRI [ ) 28 A A TR I o SR, 3
YT A T SCARZ R — SR ), JE R 3 A 2 2 AR %
X 8 1) Ui 26 A A OCAS Y N 285 LT e i R S8 40 5, sl
WA R A —E, FEERCOR NI EE R <" AR

AR T EAFENT =AU

(1) & T 2567 18 3 8URH 5 PEAN 2 48 HE PR BE ) 1Y 22 4 2 A U HE SR TLCV-
TLD (Integrating Logical Consistency Verification for LLM-generated Text Detection ),
SO T A TR R e A ) SR B o GRS R R B A A, AT
TRBENE TRA AT SCARRUTE SCHIZ AR E5 ), IR (3t SRS HE A AG T 25

(2) 42 TP BB H i — BRI Oy vk o, ot T —FhimE] i B AR
P B—Prig 2 (First-Order Logic, FOL) i, ff F AR5 T CAFH N —
Irif 2 Ras A, FRAE AR S A MR . Y, AT AR FOL
RIS A5 1) R IR AT AL, A A AR AR

(3) $&H T Fh L IESRNE , BERSEHXT B MBS Wi 2 i A ml Bk
I R T A SRR, — AR E R T X R R I A R AT R
IR, AT T A i SCAS ) R o £

52 #HAXIE

AN T BIRE T -—Brig 28 i LA S FOL SRIAER A R OF5E TAE.
52.1 BRES-—HBIAZEEE

R ARG E—Hrili 2 g (NL-FOL) #ef TAR 2T & T
AR ERIT K, X EETTVRAEAL PRESHA A WA A SR BN AT R, ABAE RIS S 2%
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TR ST RCR A . T ENTMERALL BETC I 2 45 R 1, i B NE S A
R SO A — [RL B AN SR T o AR ER I 4% . TR 22 > IR AU TE S AL Y H By
NL-FOL #45| A T HFHdni s, BLtnrizm Y me—prgig s
SRR B OAE F ARG T IR SR, 15 S B AT SR ARIX 2T vk
ToE MR AT 52 2 ) A B 4P . Yang %5 jfiid A GPT-4 it 4 NL-FOL X
BT, $ET1 T8 LLaMA-TB XA A AAE NL-FOL T 55 iy R 8. H
AT SRR ORI, AR A B Z 2 AR A B 5 T 1 BB ) T RE 2% 2 2 BRI
Aly 25 WERH T —F 1T A SRR AL, a2l 8 SR AR R TR Bl
FINIEYE SCAR | Be 2 [ 5 2 o fiLalwani 5 W25 & S s0fpT— S A0EE R, X
MOTIRALPRAT S5 N 2%, 16T R BT 55 - (2, AR
HEF AT — 2 AR R, AR MR A AR AR . TR BB R, AT BT
— Pl g B 285 F RIS 2 (NL2FOL) ik, 5 B ARG 5 U
—Brig A2 R, R A O] I RO A o R R S5 R A T R
il

5.2.2 FOL kfi#sg
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Figure 5-1 AIGC text detection integrating logical consistency verification
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P SCAWLET S m 2 i) 25 ) -

PiVec = Embedding(P;)
(5-3)
Q;°° = {Embedding(Q;;) | j € {1,2,..,k}}
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%52 RS AR

Table 5-2 Ablation experiment results

Method 0 =0.05 0 =0.2 0 =04
Method ACC Fl ACC Fl ACC F1
ILCV-LTD w/o LCV 71.60 82.21 | 61.59 70.06 | 41.46 38.86
ILCV-LTD w/o TD 52.56 57.59 | 52.56 57.59 | 52.56  57.59
ILCV-LTD w/ TD w/ LCV | 74.65 84.56 | 70.40 79.17 | 66.16 74.23
Improv. 3.05t 2351 | 8811 9.111 | 13.61 16.641

o ILCV-LTD w/o LCV: R/l A/ NI 77 3 v ) S AU S A AsE B, 1
A 7 4 A PRSI AR B 5

o ILCV-LTD w/o TD: FR/RAl A/ N7 v i 2 S HE B uE I, TR
o ) 3 R S A AR B 5

o ILCV-LTD w/ TD w/ LCV: 7R [R] B i1 F A /N5 7 3 v ) 32 80RH S PEAs:
AT HRT 2 45 T PG IR

ST T ILCV-LTD w/o LCV 55 BRI PERE 22 5. 58 8n, A
WAL IME 0 BT, SeBMAENER A FL (AR _E3 R B
B LCV Bt TR RS B A EZAEM . Lok, ILCV-LTD w/o LCV
Fhe TD B, WA FEREM, MR IS . BT, ZBEFEEX TD #
P Az sgmm, LCV BN SZ 580 . BI(E/INT 0.4 iz, TD R e 20
F1 {H AT LCV Bk, 14 BI(ES] 0.4 2 5, TD BHEREIH AL LCV 45
Be. BhEAEELE iR ILCV-LTD 13854 66.16% RHERGR, FH PR E7E
NI BE R AR G, 12T TRIPERE .

TIRLE R RN, BB A AR (TD) FZEMEMEHE (LCV) Ak
B P EBIVERER B3 T HE, XA IR T WETE AIGC SCAAS I r i) 5% 4
TER.

5422 4L

MSE AN TS (BIE) M%E, 458RMES28R. fTAE
B, AEBEXAEAR (P), GHx (R) MFLE (F1) AT RBEL0. HHE
BIERSE N, PRAL ETHEY, FEBIE Y 0.3 Bk FIE(H 0.897, FEJSTE 0.4 I
WA TR A 0.878, BEHRE I (EAT B TR mkg i, b (BRI 2RI IE
Bl). RIMETERES, Real @AM 0.2 275 0.3 i 28 R, REFE S 3
HESFECEZMEAYE, BEARE S TE N ] EA el T, FLEAER AR B {E AR
FPRE, 0.05 BfikE] 0.846. BAKRE, MREIE (0.05-0.1) & A FXH4HRAZ
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Figure 5-2 Hyperparameter sensitivity
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