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Abstract: With the rapid development of artificial intelligence technology, large language models have been widely
applied in numerous fields. However, the potential of large language models to generate inaccurate, misleading, or
even harmful contents has raised concerns about their reliability. Adopting alignment techniques to ensure the behav-
ior of large language models is consistent with human values has become an urgent issue to address. Recent research
progress on alignment techniques for large language models were surveyed. Common methods for collecting instruc-
tion data and human preference datasets were introduced, research on supervised tuning and alignment adjustments
was summarized, commonly used datasets and methods for model evaluation were discussed, and future research di-
rections were concluded.
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S O B 5 R AR AR 2 [B) ) KL #3RE A O F 51 10
By 1k 5 A 2% ST R e 5 S AR BT o . AR B =P
H, N TR LR, SCER[417E sk 5 2
AL IR R AR AR 2 88 in KL B4R IR AL
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B E B ANRNEN, HEETPPOK
RLHF J5 % (AR 58 PR A e A 45 K 22 B0t 7t
EAMVEM AL . RN GWRE T V2R
RLHF {77

Deepmind [ Sparrow! - X6 471 #€0 Fi1 KA )
ARG N T RLHF, B H b 0k 7
ARBRRAZIEAE 1) B ARTE F R . STIR[2718 5 1
{8 FH Al 5 Ak 2 21 SR SRR 5 BRI E I 45
XS KB 5 B E FE Bl R G 55 T A A g
177 VEAIER Y o« STHBR[491HIE 7T 1 78 73 F) H 5 Ak 5
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BR[S0142 tH T — ¥ L HE 42 £DPG, f-DPG &
RLHF {J—F 3 & )51k, £-DPG ] LLF) AT A £-43
A K& 1 A] PEAL ) H AR 23 A . TAE RLHF H, 18
HECRFUEE B bR oA KL AET], f/MET A
KL# . f-DPG A% T RLHF fF iz —7E &
AE 6 0 X A R YRR B [\ SR B
SCHRISTI3R 7 — AN ERHESE, % RLHF i K
Wi F Ak S DA R B G — ek, R NI A
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PPN 0% 48 RLHF 108t 7532 — . FEIX b
Jrk, B R N ST KB 1 2 i) R £
THEE, AR B AR IC B G . X R T VL REA
R b B DA 6 T b i R A R R B bR e S
B RLHF )5 — P ERE S HAH O AR
B Il el 2 DRI i R 3 e, 3X — AP Rk
GPU BAFMITHRE R IEHA R m 2R . N T ik
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B PPO BIEH A BB A S I T A AZ R IR 15 24

ANTH S BE T

5 H #0148 F RLHF 3247 N2 U Il 2RI 471
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(1) AN/

e JoE B N 2R R o) 2 il A R AR SR AR A B O
HE, (HIRECE WL BRI R Ak
it . TEAGE T REAEAE IR ., N SR VFAl B 52 I 8]
AN BRI A, SRR R AT RE SN
i o SEEE M, AR IR 3 Bodk DL
TSR TS5, HUPAh T Re sz, ok, Hik
FEWCER SO T AR S50 . FEE SR
[E] FRI LA

(2) PR ]

AL IR AR 1) H A R R NS S T S B 3 1)
KhiE5 o R 2RI A IERf AR I SR80 t
R, MPNAERIL AT BE LA R, HOP A 2 A R
W FERE R, A S o 1T 2 Jah o HiHE AR
TN NERARPINEM, B — 1 2 5h R H e 1%
REBEZ AN S, XA 582 1) 22 il AL gk
ATARAGIE VT e 2 S B AT 2 DA E AT . Rk
faf Lk 2 J5) R H 2 2] NSk 2 A E B A5 2 — 2
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(3) B > S A ]

— 71, XSRS, m R Rk
AR E A, SRS B E W] e o i I m) )
F o TRIZRBITY 2 25 SR AR AT et 22, SRAL AR
RA e OB . B AT oK i ) e 1R
FEAE ISR B2 v R 22 5 56 42 TERA, SRR AE #2 1d
PR AT e R ILANEE, T o A B Ak 2% ST AR U it
TSR Fi—T5 i, R R S
FEIC A IR A I A0 AL — A SRS AR Y W] B 225 R
—RAiAE . B, Xk R R T U A
F 5 AR AEAE BRI 38 G S 1 AU TA) HAS-T
. LA AS 58 36 1 22 il AKX B 2 3 3022l 1 B
i1 2 o

S HISKYE, RLHF H RTDAFE 1 2 1) E 15



Bl i EEAEBEEERA

- 182 -

2 2 ik — P ROT R T . A IR i T
RLHF A& S A7 AEAR 2 ARA P i) @, B afi R E X —
SEEFT REAN B DA IR KT8 5 B B 0] 55 40U Y
P ), NATE 75 S H A T 10 BRI FE ok L R i
RIX— [
2.2.1.2 RLAIF

JAE RLHF 1ERE KT 5 8 5 N S i 4 % 5%
J7 AR A R E SR o A N S e e B
ER A CHERRH, XA RS HORIE RN S
RORAE . BV AR X (a7 B AR 5%, SREN S
BRI RO AR R S &, JF HUE A T A
o R AT FRE SR O F R AR — 3
e R E A AL TS0, 3 — R A T A 2
R HB AT R 1 5 R LT o

N RRXAN R, T AL 51 5% =)
(reinforcement learning from Al feedback, RLAIF)®’
SE AL ALRARE N bRic i Bodhs, FTaxLe
AUBRIC A D 27 B0 DI SRS s 2, 5 5 FH e Ak
MW KIESEA ., RLAIFM TERES
RLHF dF % KL, e A1 8 & K X 5 72 T
RLAIF i 1] ATR A R 158, 58 4of AR MK
SRR AR . RLAIF (5] N SR AL ST gt T
—ANEHH S AT, AZITIEAKET &

e R FEIT (8] N 8 PR 246 AR, (HA7SR W] LA
BB 5 NS ARBL e . RLATIF 5% 1) T4
ABRUTR

(1D f8FH ALAE il it 8 o ik ALZE AN 1]
BB R AT BE DR . N T IR R
—8E, XMEFEREKEITZR, HEER
ROt B ATL A e o AN KTE 5 M TR K R P
JYE%E (chain-of-thought, CoT) PO sfit,
PASRAS SRS TR 5%

() FRFE—PHEE T AURGEHE R
Fitdy th AR B HE DI SR 22 A A

(3) A BN GR 2L R 47 9 Ak 2
3. fEIX— 5 h RLAIF % 5 1 Fi§ RLHF # F (1)
PPO 3%, Tfi/2 KA 1 S0 M4 BT B U A2C
k. RLHF 5 RLAIF X HC A& 3 s .

CHR[57]WF 9T 2 B RLAIF 5 RLHF f % fig 5
AR . 7E B3 H B RLAIF M1 RLHF 42 B N 2
I, N ZEPPAl X P IR A R IR A AR S . X
o2k R B 7 RLAIF 5 RLHF &7 R 1 w47
PE, RIS S AR T AN SR AR ) e
Mo BA R R,

SCHR[S8]1%: T RLAIF #2 H T Starling-7B #5%7,
AR T TN SRR T B GPT-4R TR E

(2) NI b St

(3) Rz (4 NFRB: >

i yN S

\ &k ) %

(1 BRI

(2) AThRC e &

fRA+EIE

RLAIF

-

-
(3) IZRZL sy (4) ARSI 2]

3 RLHF 5 RLAIF %Lk
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HEFF B4R £ Nectar JBT 89 52 Jilh I 25 A0 5 v 8 H It
F2. Starling-7B 7£ MT-Bench!™ i [ & B4 T b5
OpenAl ] GPT-4 Z MK 2 B 8L, FF HAE Al-
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25, BRI RAEE TR RN SR S 5 AR 1 el
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A 56 A4 S AL I R A, DT S T SR AL 2
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N B B4 B A 5 . SALMON () 835 1 TAF
L I

(1) WA S D) SR B0 1 1 O 4 50 o AT 463
SRISAE R PR AN, ATARYE NS T e X
Fi Ji D i 43¢ B e ) [0 52

(2) YIZRIEAF S50 2 A AL, {45 BT LA
FRAE AT N2 S JE U 2y FL A2 i o 4. i 2l
i 55— 25 BT WSCER 9 5 D0 3K 3 4 G s Al 2F B R A
—ANREIR I HHE SRR ST, R O A
G — AT & S R AR o

(3) e FH 2817 JoL DI ) 2% Jihy 455 284 3k AT 8 4K %
3. fEJRUAH RLHF 8{ RLAIF 1, iR 75
TERTH P S s R A W RL i &, JR4h TR LT
(oM B B 7 1) 42 5. T /E SALMON ", B4
JEE D0 P 22l R Y o I S e BN 2K s SCRA PP R
U A= S 2 ity 73, b D DU T S AR
SRS ST B B GF T TR o J8 5 7E SR A ST

SRB B B i RN, R e 4 A i 2R R AR
AU i, AT V8 B RLHF X 78 28 A\ 2 i Ui 42
AR o
2213 HAfE&KeIRTFRLEG %

¥k T RLHF I RLAIF, W75 N REERER T H
fib B T s AL S ST AR O T &R . SCHR[61]4R T
“Second Thoughts”, X & —Ff i i A G 45 2 2]
X FE R TT 58 o KT RS (R AN S I 5., 8
B B AR B — AN s IR AN
B4 R G B o SRS A FH 4 1 5 1 )1 2R
PR R AT PR RE, IR SRS S iR
BRI

SCHR[62142 th T — M 47 & B Bt 1) 2R Ak o
SJEE, Kb a7 R I I SR
A R AE N AR w2 ds . seilix—H
Fr, R TEINPITE LGS 18 T AR R AL 7
ERCEA R B E 2 EOREREA, B
MAeE i ER AR S . BfE, XA
KA R E PEHE T IR, DLUITZR AL . S
BR[63]15I N T 5E MBI AR 77, X2 — P fd
FH SR A 2% 2T 0 K8 5 AR Y 3R AT RE G TR B T
2071 BAER AT IR0 S il S AL, 5] 3R
BRGSOV S A AE R 8 B ARRTIE, X AL
BE—M B R R R TR A TIHME
SR S AR, BEFCE SR A T R A AL
21, Forragfl 2 o) 22 A 1 O B AR AL HR
P 5 FRE A —RBNFTVEAR, RLAFY
e — M2 AHEMERESE, BA—DHTROERR
T T BN — AR O AR /N B T
WAL LT € MR 7R, RLAF S4T30
KA, EHTRERA . SRS € R
IR, XSRS BEBSVIGRR,
T2l — R 5 RKAE SRS TR -
222 BAEAEGITI %

TE 2R B0 T N AR R B A A7 s, H I
SRt FE TR EARAGREAL . AT O TREE . AL B A
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MZ M H, XFHERBTZESHURMGE
U I FeE MEA I RE, X AN IS ARIR 2 &) A X 55
ARG seah, $ik S Mt it A
W BEARGE, XX EIRIN LRk htiie 1 AH
BRI T R GRIXA R, R E A S
R T LB A7 L ) N m s, X Fh7 sl
TR AR .

CHik[67]3 B #E RLHF i £ 71 25 5 PPO 1)1 2% ,
IR T — MR 22 A HE 0 (reward ranked
finetuning, RAFT) 75k, &7k LA 2
RIS TR e T R T Ay Y e R B A R R E A S . R
kUi, RAFT HAEMBURHLERTES, KM
F AT RIS 5 A B X B8 4, BEE 2
Wﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁyﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁémi

AT W B R RE . RAFT ¥ 76 5 28 N\ 250w 2% )
iR, Hrh e RS SES AN h S HE 4
o AR AL B . X AW B 2R84
&, HERAP RIS S8R i = .

CHR[681HE H T B ¥ W iF 4k (direct prefer-
ence optimization, DPO) 5%, DPO ilZ: H
5 LRI PPO SLE (B AT KL 3R T3 04 22 il
0O L. DPOFIEMIIZH AR T .

Ty (Ywh) _

Lppo (o) =_E(x,yw»yl)~D[log oflog Tret (Vwlx)
e

proe 20
Horb, ag AR, 7o NS, (x0.01)
e MR PR N,y RS S T
v R NKL )RR .

SCHER[69] 428 T I U HE 44 A Ab (preference
ranking optimization, PRO) %%, X/ CHR[70]
PR IR B G H AR Y R RCAS, BRI H bR
et — LR RS 5 AU 5 N K I 4 X 5%
Yy sE R4 x M — LB NSRBI B i Ly >
Y2 >>y", PPOSLEIIINZ HARI T .
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LpRo(ﬂ,'(g) =— Zlog " ( i‘ ) (5)
k=1 26”9 yw

PROEIE N 1 5 B R I 25 H b LK F) 1E )
T E . 5B EIINZ B FsAE, SCER[71]
P S F & AP HE A oR BRI UE 7 51 AT REE, BLEE
HE2Ak . AR, IR R TIR B
£k, AN T AR AR A KL B AR
NIENACTR . 72 &M SCA A AT 55 b SR Ee 45
RW], A KL HUE DU HEA 5k R IR 4. B
SCHR[TIMAE T A ik th 5 2 E N T H
S 4% 5 2 [ ff) BERTScore SR gt A 5wy,
HANAE RIS /N T 2505 5 B8 B O
2B) HEAT TSN SCHER[7515 TR THEF A
A lF Xt 5% (rank responses with human feedback
RRHF) 772 A] H & Aft [m] AL AG AT 5 N 2t f
XtFF. RRHF 2 FRIRFZ IR, (AT LI 4E
REWR 7L, 53CHR[72148 [, RRHF & B
Wi BRI 25 B AR L KL B A 2. 3 & ot
Bk RiE SRS G . X RER, ik
AR RN K T 55 A2 SR FH AN [] PR R 4% SR

3 EEIFE

TEVSCEE 214 4 5008 AN 28 i 47 B0 4 5 78 %
YR R 34T W B AN I 2 G, fAin
5 LT R B IS 1 RS B R e RN 55T
AT AT VA .

31 HEAR
3.1.1 A%EMH (Truthful)

TSR AR TR B A AR R N AR S TSR
TH S ) SR AT SGIE R E B — 80 AT S K
B BT B . RIE S A ) M e
FET KBS A R SO R B HE, —Ras
HEHNEE, UAERERWIRMES muFs—
FNE R, T2 KIESHRN S, a2
ARG SCRHE., XHERGAE BRI R4
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J I P2 e HE A 5 L SE R — R R
(¥1, BAASHERABUE AL 15 B AT Ao 3 80R 3
ANEER )25 B o DR L L SR VP A 2 1 TR RS 2 e
IR LRI E G B T . HATC &R T
Z AT IERVEAL AR () S

SCHR[7610F 4 BT [ 32 SR VP AL 77 iR AT T 4%
R, KRB S PSS EEE RS NG — I
X A G — s LR T A 7P 1 et
AR, SCHR[77148 1 T —FhEE T3 B3R
VAL 7 VE T PPAS RIS & B ke AR AL
0L o VA 7 AR T R0 R A AN 1 E 1
&, I OKE S EAUH S IR A A A R
SRR E SR R W E . IR R
IR P 5 IR AE VAN 08 55 1 A 1 B S 7 THI
HEFR 2 LU AR G HER 758 T 30% BA .

SCHR[781BC T T — N A %5 QA-Eval A HH
(1) £ 4% 42 EVOUNA, @it N TiTAl K18 & B
A IR SR 5 R IR i) R (R b v 22 2 TR ) L
St DN T SN BT VT A RIE A R
ek, SCHER[791#4 & T — A Truthful QA %4 % .
X RIE 5 AR 2 i H AN S A5 B s R gE AT T
PG — AR GRS 5 HEAT A R
iz —RUIGEEE T Re S s, M
N TR R, Rx ey S S R H At
ITT 52 3 AR P iE SO A J Sk s B
Toik BRI G KRR e i) o Truthful QA 5 nJ
DT Xof 35— B S ) AT VAl . H R
Truthful QA H#E 48 CL &) 2 H T VP4l K1E 5 A4
R E e,
3.1.2 M AFRIL (Biases)

KB 5 B (0 B AR i L 48 RS & AR AL AR
JR IR SCAR B S v AT BEAEAE X SR LU AR L R T
SCEUREE F AR FEAPERMN AR K
B S BT R MITZRER 2 3k 2 . SOHHER
BT AETE 0 I, FFTEAE BSOSO AR B H e SR
ST S L, o

HATHFR N R TR T 2R 715k Pl R
LAY [ A AN g DL ) R o i ARV A A - FH SR
TR SR I WIAE S 2 —, EilH KM Fl
A3 BAE R B EbRE . Winogender™ #ll WinoBias!®!)
FRIBIE 5T AR K 5 BRMP AR S R v S e L o AT TR
Winogram-schema X% (1) 4] 7 8 7R T 76 it F%
“HE” A1 “SHE” B}, oM RAMIZIRENS .
GICOREF™ I 5t 1 6 A7 K Al = oo vk i A = g
P P BRI SCAR R . (EIRLEESCARH, BT
PG R S8 R INAA AL AL B S — Ta ] i 5C
ARG, AR F1 2 HUN 34%.

WinoMT Challenge Set ™2 & — AN K AR 5
WAL 8 B A 5 i v e L BRI, B
Winogender Fll WinoBias % /E — 2, FF N2 MG
FWE T VPAGARTE B E e AR ol v A A R T
FEEARE. AT IR LS BB RGN = 2
AR AR Y HRAE A S5 ) O A,

DAL R 5T R SR M i L ) 8 DL 792 2
AR IR A H N, LA 58 T 55 B0 A A
SRS VR IR LAY R A S e A o

CORGI-PM™ 1§ t 7 — AN 5 4l ) 4 530 fivi 1.
HOCERLE, Hrr A 732 000 AN PRI A] T,
AR — A R SO A) T G ) e L A
BOLD g — AN 55 5 il i 002 B4 fr) B R i 4
BRI PR PR SRBREE R IRES.
HolisticBias™® L& — AN, 5 600 2 AN 51 1) i .
HAmAR, T DASR BB A A Bl N 2 1 A T PR A
I FTIESS & 1 H M N Tl DUSE 4 1ii
M W4 . Multilingual Holistic Bias™ ¥ Ho-
listicBias ¥ JE 3| T 21X S0 FE S, R T ZER
58 H O AL PR35 3 14 0 22 FE A

CBBQ™ Ay e KA A A et 17— L
TEAGEHRAE, WG 1 14 MR A T B ST A i i
WAL, BT RimW2KEA, CBBQILHEH | —Fh
TR EE B AR UE AT TP R TR SORE S
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3.1.3 462 iE4% (Ethics) HIRES AR I 2 Jo S S B &8, DUMEH TR
KIETHEHEMOHEEEE B S EANE RIS TE.

e REBAT AR Z G 2 E AR 314 &4 (Toxicity)

SRR E— . BAEmE, KBS NG TERBEHE A, “FrE” —f B A

G EARELL T L. AR, SRBAT AR EANEE TR, X

(1) JEEAE

KIE TR AE N BT N R & A2 B
Wk AP ) TE S E A, AR EAR T EE A
B RAFERL . AR A S A 5
I~ BESFIFAAAE BN 5 o
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KT 5 R R 206 L7 A ) A 228 e S 4H
Tt XA, ANHU R R
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(3) TEEPRE

KB 5 B 75 ZA TR SR, N R %
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L. RUE AR ()40 BHIE SR VT AN 2 6 OB AL A
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(10 VP Ak g 925 3 R e ek ) A5 2R B A 3 5 8 )
AR, T AR A R R VR 5 N SR E ) —
Bt

CHR[90]15] AN T ETHICS J: 4, X2 —/M
P 13 AR B S ANk (IR L 3
L 5 THRIE SCRE IRTE ) I S AT
Bt SCHR[O1IKRH T —FiANE T4 1) 26T QA
W75, RN o gy 12 S A RI4ERE R A
THWT, IS X7V R BE S
ANIE AR B AR ERS oL, AT E ChRvE s
(IR E AN B o

A6 R TE AR PPl RS2 IS S B SO S
SO o JE DA BRI 7 S WUAE ST SR B Bt
FRENTR S R 257, (HIAER 1R 28l
ZE RGN FE R E B SRCHE =. N
TAAPRIX — ), BIEFT N O3 TEAE R U B AN G

e EANR AR LEE. fE. B Wi
R B ARG R BEAESNESRLAA
B fASE . FEEPRAL I 32 2 B AR 2 R 0T BRI 2R
AHFICER, WIRKTE F R S N A A
Bk P AR o BEVEDPAL 2 R DR OB fE
RS PORIERRAE R D . Hanlk A c
LI T 2007 15 DAPPAl KA ] e A7 A2 1) B
R LTP

FERE SR G fE T, BEEE S W
W) RN H W o X8 ) REUIE 6 ol TRV L AR
Tl AL &SR, H R IR E
(A N BREAR> ), SR (948 72 5 30 1 1l T 1
BRI, & DL Twitter IWFRNT % AEIX T 5
MR b, SCER[9515E IS EIXE S U0E, B 1
A5 41400 2K SO SE . SCHR96 X 42 T R
AR BL AT 1 0, 4R EX T 9 500 73 TR
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N T RRIE B R BEPEREAT VRO, BLATHY
TR PSP LA F RS, FE AR
WA R ACT BEAT PRAt . SCHR[9713 1 —Fh 7

I KR LA AT A S, T 5] S
BB A 22 A R R XM EGE R, 1 AR AR
SE BRI AT R A O BT R, IR X

75 S 7 ORE RO TR, X LR B S T
T VP Al R 1E F B ) B M . RealToxicityPro-
mpts” I [FURE A B AR QI T — RBUR R, IEx
ANFIOTE & RREAT T ATV AS, S GPT-17,
GPT-2P4, GPT3!"), WRFLR I, BIAE 1 e 1
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SCHR100THR T 1 H SCKTE 5 MR ) ff B k1
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SESCARKAE, X U IR B AT TVl . X
TR 58 R BLASE i N & 15 B (i B P
BRI H A RE 2 AR RS A B MR S . X
B 900 B T % KO AR A () kAT VA
EE,
3.2 THHEE

FEVHAL KB 5 AL BOR AR R, R
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S, 3 TR AT IR SR R, T T A
FEAE D) 55 22 4 Oy AR S B A 2 R B
50 FHUAVEAS KO8 5 B AL TN T R RUAS A S 38
BRI .
32.1 HHAEEA
dob DA AR B e 2 T DR S R R, B
Wi ar, BETHRES (E 0k
D

MMLUM Y — AN 03 [ 5 4 MR FE v
TSRS 5 BB TR AR S S R FEAR S 2]
WEAMEIREES . iR T IR E] 57 4%
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B A RS X ESE MMLU BN G R
BRI BARE R . I — SRR
TF R SCRIE SR LA AR . C-
MMLU" - c-Evall'®™, M3KE!""FI AGIEvall'™
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GSMSK!M VA1 Maths! Vi FH 105 K15 5 4
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o
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FINRIEMZ R, KiEF A H 25 i A [
ESHEZMEE . R BT,

[13] [12] [18]

HumanE-

+ User-Instructions
1 28 ORTE 5 B ) 2D & R AR A s
], HrA 2 51740 ) K TE 5 AL 2 8 AR )
Rfe 1R AR, AR JE R T N REORE 5 B
FIVEAG 3 R BEAT VAL o (2 X B S A ) R H R
A LB LA RIE S A, XA/ A PR 2
AN KAE 5B DL R 38 5 o 0 I AR 45 5 2 Bk
A o

AlpacaBval™ & — T [ S VR (5 56k, 45
VAL RTE AL 5 B ARE 5 A B 5 rh i
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FEPEVEAL, DA E TR SRR /). AlpacaEval
It 2 5P RIS 5 AN T 2% K8 5
Y1 28R LI A [ o SR v 1) K0
RN T RN RESER. MT-
Bench!* #E— 3G 800 T VR4 MERE, A8 & T8
LR ) R VPl K TE 5 AL 2 5 X iE h i 3E
Mo R T —EL TR0 B T Il A
TE AL HE 2 B %5 U5 HH 1 B8 /7. MT-Bench 7E B4

Vicuna~ ™. Open-Assistant
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S SR 58 B0 E T T R IR e, XA R
BEAE I H VPl KIS 5 LAY A Sk e
3.3 iHEEE
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I AEET R SR B R B PEAE T
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bEE IG5 AL RE D AT 5, 2SR
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