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HENHEEETIET V20U - AX—F 7727 MU —{k
DD T & THRENRIENZURICER L THD, HtkT
LTINS O ZEBICTHEH L T T EDRATHS.
A H& TIXIATCO (Guangzhou) Automatic Transmission Ltd.{C
B3 HETEOWMOMAZIENT S, T DOE TIEHIEK
g, BHEN, BREH, BREER EZIICD T 5 %D
HY, FFEDFEKIIFITHEL, TNOEZIELL SHET 200
ENH 5. AW TR, BRILRAEK (RAG ! Retrieval-
Augmented Generation) & KBS FEET )L (LLM : Large
Language Model) ZflAGbE 725k E U, wiflle-
BUPRR 70 > T S it 5 & CHRERICE M TEE
B AT LML

1.1 R
1) LLM"

KEDT — X THAIEEH I N KHRAIET VT, £
PR SREILEE (BIER, M%) Z34T7TE%.
2) RAG™

LLMOD &K E xR L X 5728, BT — 2 RX—2Z
(HEERE, HANXES) HSBEEAGEEY 7V 2 A LT
@ﬁbﬁﬁ?%&ﬁ?%é
3) A HALUE (Hybrid Similarity)

RAGY AT LORMEHEFGIELE T, F+—Y— FELE L
&7Fwﬁﬁﬁ@%$ﬁ%@A%ﬁ@ 7T EEDT

c EROBAENTEAEZ/RY. HIZ0%5100%% T
T, BUEDENZ ERREH—BUENE .

4) F—T— FELE (Keyword Similarity)

RAGY AT LOMRKRFHEFERR T, 7TV &EXXFHDF—
U— FEEEICEDSFH—BEZ/RT. HIZ0%)5
100%E TT, BENENZEEF—T— RO—BUENEL.
5) N7 MVELLE  (Vector Similarity)

RAGY AT LOMEFHEIERLT, 71V &EXXHEDEHR
TENT MV O ERBEE 2R 9. l0%D) 5100%
FTT, BUEDEWIE EERO—FIENE .

2. FERUEZSA

2.1 EHOWE D7 HEIHER

AWFFETIE, N7 > — b E U THRIE S Nz @4
JE - B TRURER Y F U AR EY T, 2hudix, A
R, BN, TardoLa—T a7, BRESRES
DOATEHEDYF VA (Table 1) BEENTEL, WA
FNCTEH & N 500 5 EFEA OHMIGH X T, 2k
IR — AL TV 5

Bty 2l T LT, RAGEATHRRBRILY YV E
UCHRAL, SCENE LY MVPRRE Y S, @i
PR HERRZIMET %, [, LLMZSEETILY—
CADORME UTIHHL, Y ATLDAT k3 = iari
N O REZ 129 5.
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Table 1 Matrix of departments and works

Department

Production Engineering
Information System
Management
Finance
Legal Affairs
Purchasing
Manufacturing

RACI: | (Informed)
C (Consulted)

AT AT LNERAG E LLMOD i LEE « $L UL I3 LWL
HFEZRG - AL, B ) AORKNRENICK
LR ESH B, Fig UWTRT X921, 2AEMKIIRAGE
LLMDHHEIC X 5 AR - SaEl OmMEG 7 u— L5 %.

Reinforcement

Knowledge

Sence Control & Business
Parsing & Orchestration Generate &
Governance Layer Execute
Layer Layer

-
Vector Ml Graph chatbots
DBs DBs m—
.
-

Relational APls
3L [ APIs)

Figl Configuration of the system

2.2 pisnIE

ATLERE, RAGELLMZH ML T 5AIT—Y 2> by
AT LG, e, RFEa e it 25
WiETTHD. AVATLBPNRE T SHME, B
REDEH> TV AT, WH SR L% % CFHMDPDF,
Microsoft Word, Microsoft Excel™ &\ Vo 7 LR 7 + —
X Mcbh, Bl 7ot X Tid e TDHS
Z—R7ZWilz T T ENNHETH B.

R AT LOFLE TR, a4 ) A RHE
O7 7u—F (Fig. 2) ZHAL, SEHFOREICIL R
AR 22525t L7c. 97k b, GEOMEMNT, Eik
i & 7 HE R TR 2 b 5 & &8I, HIRkMR
RDT=D ORI SCE T +—<y MY, RS R
DR & BEMEEE RO TS D O VT > ORE & k%
%75 EEH ORI 7 T A2 RS L Tz

Knowledge | Information | Program| Translation Request and

retrieval |organization| coding

an . s
Interpretation| for approval | "€VIeW service kitting

o Contract | APPlication|  pc
submission proxy

Vector
DB

Relational
DB

Embedding

Chunking

Pre-process
Strategic Format Decompose and

Conversion Materialize

SOURCE FILES

Fig.2 Pre-process of RAG

2.2.1 BRI T 4 — <y P B

RAGY AT LITBWT, SCEMNT OB IZRERIRIC
BN 52 5. (EROFETE, TDT+—< v
N (RFICExcel 7 7 A )V) DXEZ BTS2 L, H4
7T TEKOM L) & TS IROER] Lo MED
FET D, ZOHAE, Excel7 7 ANV EINEICT —
7y — M REETEICHE D M R QUEICRTE L T
D, VIV OIFHIBRSD T — X OB EHE 2 U T &
. FEHROM AL & MBI DD DL AIEL T LIH
%. E5IT, ExcelDfEFTICIZZ K OHE, BREAUIHS
A7 ZVUNHWSEN, PDFETCEMLLTWAL AT Tk
IINTR IR BRARIC K % 2 ERBEALEE X ) = X LVRENL T
%728, BHIREROREERES T — 2 OB RZ RS
THIENNETH 5. BRI NI U2 R 2
e, RYATLTIE, £IEMCEEZR—MICPDFT 7
AIWCEHT BT e Uiz, PDRIE, LA 7D FDEEE
N, BENLZELTVWEDT, XHEDOTTDL AT M EE
RO Z2 /RS 5 L TEAMNTHS. Lich->T, i
I5Excel Y — AT 7 A )V BT 5 X O & RIS
Kigicm Ed 5.

¥ 1 Microsoft Word, Microsoft Excelld, K[EMicrosoft CorporationdD ¥ ExHA% T 9.
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222 AV T VY DEEDT & BER
CYRREEDT Y ZIALICBNT, HaRR & R

BWINEEELRY ) r—yayyF VA TH5. Wi

(ESCERNT & RO LA v — THAR 2 G35

DD, Excel 7 7 AIWICEENZEMILE, 75 THEOR

WHRIE T +—~<w MCBUKTH O, NG 0t

ATIELA7 Y DN, BEHRODHRH, TV TFARD

Wikl & o T2 RTEDFEAE L0900,
COMEOMRE L LT, UR2DOEE LT — XL

NH 5.

1) Excel 7 7 A ICHBF BT FAMER ()b, AV,
757 IN)VE) BN L THEETSEDTIERL,
ZONIE & FEAIRENEE R ZERN T > 7 F X b
ML TW5A. T T, ExcelZZE% H{EExtractorlc K D
HMUT, 7—ZX—A &N BT & & L7 (Table 2).
BB, TTIWRLELDIIBEANEETH D, FHE
DEHY TV AICBT 3582 EME TRV,

Table 2 Structured tokens of the text
[ Idx | File name | Sheet name |Element type| Location | Row | Contents | Result |

1 File 1 Sheet 1 Cell $A$1 1 Test 1
2 File 1 Sheet 1 Cell $AS1 2 Test 2
3 Filel  Sheet2  Shape  SMaPe 5 qegiq

name

2) AExtractorld, HEHZHICIS T, fiHi/ 2 —20%
ARIARZXR, XFDT )R VT ZHETE B
REZFRlz 8z, B2, LLMETGEHAT BB, BHaRkSE
ERIERA Y — RZHERT 5728, Hixs 104, [—],
B EOBRAEGZERIIGRNE T 5T EHARET
H5.

2237V NIV
Ny FRRONG L BB X2 AL, Tar Tz
BT %.

a7 b
1. Input format : {{Idx}F0S RS {IdX}FISC RS- (Idx
&A1 > T ADEEF)

2. Output format : {{ldx}ASZEHER}}; {{1dx}HSZEHERY, ...

ENCRES X

¥, cTCRLIETa Yy NNAE, Table 21D
WTERE NI BTH D, FEEOMEF TV A
B BHER TR,

FREDANC X B RIEDN SR 2RO T AT T 57
W, FFEBRER W \MOHNNCF2N) D2 FWT T{{ldx}
R} OFEMEE< Y FEES. TOWET, LLMO
INVY FR— g NS KB REEEREE g (B
CHEIRAM), {ARIBE 1Y (Adx AV ECE LA, {3HUAR3) (N
BHUEOFHN) %) ZYPSIICHET 5.

R, IEHEBIOOMERICHDE TS L EMGETE
RIS S, BRI, B E N EERRT O & ik
ZHE L, BE () BEEERT L) AR T2 EICE,
LLMIC U TR 7 857 U7z [ S O K ) 2 ST % (F
FITRED. chic kv, LLMO/YW S 2—¥ 3 vick 3
MEEA LR 0D RSB 7 a3k U, FROCHIH DRSS 72 PRAES 5.
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HEEDOA—H M E 7z kT 5 728, ARWFFETIEEIER
BAENRT = — XICEHHFEEIE A = AL 28 A LT
(Fig. 3). AV AT LISHREREZY 7V 2 A LTHREL,
AN Tz FHRE & 7 O IN T OREHEREREE 72 S 7 il
G LCLLMO 70 > 7 M &AL T & T, V—A
5 F—T— FORRZEE L, &cBT2HEO—
HMUZIRFET 5.

REME L7z 7 a7 N ELLMY 7 T A MM HIA R,
R EBHRRE 75 Elc @ LTI M D 2 iR 9 5.

Multi-scenario
T T T TTTN

{‘ Knowledge
i retrieval

Prompt
engineering

Structured
output

Glossary

Improve

\

i

- i
il Information [
il organization JI
i

i

i

i

i

i

i

Pre-process input Output! gur———

i review

Translation

7

Fig. 3 Prompt engineering

2.3 &I
2.3.1 717 )VLLMD S SEEiR"
WM—ETIVDINA T AEMRIRT B 728, KR T 2
77 JVLLMIC K % Wi 5 EIER & B B iR X -1 = X L 72 4%
L7z (Fig. 4). KT AT LIEIRXD THitHEEE ] #2587
U7ct%, HREO—8UE, a2 7F A MOIERENE, SiE0ON
NOERT LWV o T2 HoTHEICEDINT, 1HHEH I
Lbig « A7) V77TV, KA EN TR 2 HEI
WCHRAT %, UmEEIR A AL, Bix2ET7)V0
B2 IR R U, BERE OBEE Am L2528 Uz,

Agent A Agent B
Agent C

Final Output

Fig. 4 Optimal selection of dual LLM outputs
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2.3.2 BIRDBAEEILIE

AT E SICCEROEBGRRRE 2 Rk Uiz, —
7 B GEIRR Y — )L K 721X APT (Application Programming
Interface) TlE, JCOBEFDOHERMNL AT F 27T %
TEMEFENHETHS. F T TRHRBUIL S Nzl egy 7
Tt AEFETLie. 20a 7 ATy 7L EfiraE i L
OO TH%.
1) M SRR PR U T+ A & B OREE L

%9, Excel NOH AR i {7z —FEHliH L, OCR (Optical
Character Recognition) CTFA ATV EZDINT Y
TV TRy 7 AERE (A, B, C, D) Zili#d 5. Th
KK D, HmRERETFA N &R ZUMEEE T — 2
ZHL, BOEREEUHORREZHET 5 (Fig. 5).

Structuring of
text and coordinates

!

Coordinate refinement

Photo OCR recognition

Photo processing
text improvement

!

Overlaying of
text and photo

Text translation

Fig. 5 Use of position information in text OCR
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2) TF A MEEOERELFY Y T L—2 a3y

OCRDGEFEREICERANE L B LWV S FEICH L, &
W72 HEERER 7 VT AL E&et Uiz, [ 7))V
ATA B —] A=A LIzl T E 7 &)V B0 HEREYE
BEREEHTSELEEIC, VIV ALICEX>TTFARE
FROBNE (B - SCFE O EREYE, AT O G
ZHET B LT, miEROREER (A1, Bl, Cl,
D) ZHEL, IRXTF A MRy 7 AHEIGRE = &2
WC—ET B 2 RAET 5 (Fig. 6).

Coordinate refinement

1. Coordinates after OCR recognition: A, B, C, and D
0 0

Text

2. Refinement process: By moving the slide
pixel by pixel, the refined coordinates can be
determined, based on whether the text can
be recognized or not.

_ 2 =

Block the
left side

Block the

Text right side

3. Coordinates after refinement: Al, B1, C1, and D1

3. &R

2.2, 23 TRzl & B 2 RIFFEDAIL— =
YV E AT L (RAGELLMOHEE) ICHHAEDE S T & T,
EIEOEENREL M ET B xR L.

3.1 BB R

KoED T 7 A XD IEFUKIC BN TSE ZPDFICH—
LTS R &GS 2 728, N7 VKSR E W Tz iz
i Uiz (Table 3). F—7— RELUEIXE—7 TV R
T—HLTEHE, ThEF Y I7ONBICBITEF—T—
RO—EHANBENE CTH5DTH%. PDFF ¥ 7T K
Dy —ATRT MVERIEN K D &L, ZOHEHEMEZ
KO BIFICRFFCER T ENEILINTNS.

Table 3 Effect of file format conversion

Average Average Average
File Format Hybrid Keyword Vector
Similarity [%] | Similarity [%] | Similarity [%]
Excel 71.86 73.95 66.98
PDF 74.8 73.95 76.78

Block the
left side

: right side

Block the

AEEBRTIE, EHETO YT~ fEERIE Ty T R
Bl %2D0DOREMELLM AL LLM BOMERER LG L, %%
T—T CHEEERR DK U CHEEEE L Uz, Fig. 71
RT KD, HRBZMHDAT T & THGEH AR, LLMA
T32%h598%, LLM BT22%h 586%ICZNZhh L L,

Fig. 6 Refinement of text position

3) 7F A MR, VI A bR UHESEERK

RSB 2 UG LTt AV AT LG T F A b
WU CLLMIC K AR Z9479 5. HitCHF vV T L—
T a VEDOBRICHEDWT, BT 574 M TR L
YRV VT U ETrERICEREDYE, EinE s BRR
BOEKEEZTRLZE 7T 5.

FE65%D KiEEdGEN R 5Nz,

Terminology usage before and after terminology injection

32%

LLM

| R |

98%

86%

22%

A

Before injection

LLM B

92%

27%

Average

[l After injection

Fig. 7 Terminology injection effect
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SHDEFDTIZIUE

3.2 B R

Al—7F—&tv MRt L, 220875 LM TERNIC
R I U7z As R, AR 28BN E TS T & iR
7z, BH—LLMOFRIEE X TH96%TH 50, 2DDLLM
DOFHR 7 L2 W % 55 = OLLMIC K 5 i e 3 b 7
BATZCT LT, EROBREEZIT%ICH EEEZT L
MufREL x> 7. TORER, HEBOLLMIC X 2 i A 7
Z AL X BTN E DN ENFIINEETH S T & R
T 5.

ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁm@wﬁbfdlﬁs‘W?ﬁé$lﬁ
5 HAGENORERIC BT, R LI X 0 BEM
HREL A ELTWB T EWNgh 5.

fEegisieg
1. String_Mask.py Q9E884 =0
o BN TextlinePreciser, WRFSTHEEEM
o TIEFUHECLAI TR R
o delih 3 LRI BX
o WHET TS E0thRE, SRS OEN RS

[ £ 0 ERITENY S {0 BT U 0t

EEARAETEE

BERRRAERELL

. ARSMESRELL . o FOMPREHOS & MIF

Fig. 8 Coordinate precision effect

RIBICHAFIC B 2 EAMCEO KERRZE LT,
VLU TR AR PRV — b 2 EEEL, T a7V
umeéﬁwm@+ﬁ%ﬁm(mm)+%ﬁmﬂ@+

fh RN ) ORGHISZERH L, 57 A b ORER,
N A @ﬁ&k%wé—ﬁﬁbk%kﬁib XEDOH
EEENNRMNARE T NS LRIFFC, BIRROMRAEIME
MNP ICUEE I NIz, REROER ot AR, BHERIC
M ZEETEE RIFICHIRE Nz, FRCHEENTF A O
FIRRICB W TIE, BTN & W - 2 REROFREM R RIS
fE S A, BAE RO EfER mE & HA I B R m i E s
FIERECRZ ZEMIC Rt TE S X5 Ik o Tz,

FROFHEOEHAIC KD, AT AT LI HE) R,
ERAEDZIIT DT 5 FAEEFICB T TREE L & %)
Rl O fTEERK LTz

4. ER

AR AT LORIETE S NI IE, RAGELLMD
WA= AL X > TEREHEINTWS., BRI,
RAGHINES T — Z R —Z 5 ARESL N AR Z ) 7V &
A LR LRSS & T, LLMONLVY 32— 9 v
2L, BIRRIC I 2 HEEO—H SRR EORE ~
M X FRC, HEBREEKICHB WV TIFRAGIC X

B R HER Y a—)Uh, RERO FEIRRERIC AT KRIE
R E R EB L. DX SIS, HIFRMERREIZAL
AT LOXEFSTE A & WIRRS 72 1N & B RN 7R S
Z e300, Al & Z DA ORI A RIZERT
H%.

ZLT, ity T7 4w 7 F ¥ 2F 7 (Semantic
Chunking) [FRAGODERAIKE %2 W] & & 5 i EIK T dH
%. FER EFEO—DE LT, ExclDBIIR 71t Xic
B % Shape AR DN NAH P EBERICTENLSN
KO E & TF— 2O OREL Y Ta—FiF, it
DI 7 AWVERICEB T BT 0wy « Fv T
HICH 237 AT 7 2R EL T 5.

AW DKIIE, RAGIC X 2 HIFRMERAES L LLMIC X
SRBLEERE I DR TIVAY, HENHEER M ELEE O 2
IZ DT B FBEFBITH L TE Vs LRI 1256
IRZFHIETZH 2T L. TOETIVIE, EHERZ
B O HEME & SR RREZ W73 B RR 2 Rt L, B
BHEEDAR— 7 77 Y —(LIC B B AT O
RticH7afimz 52 %.

6. LoD

AL T, RAGELLMZ S8 /ZAIT—T 2 > b
VAT LT KB EBHIKOEST Y 2k - TEE 5
BL7. Hhic B 3 A OTE G HHEMICE S N
9, EFEBUGICB O TR IARRIC, E{GLEE & R 72
MU T L ERE oA AEEICE D fHA TV 2
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AIL—Y 1V bV AT LOVEMBERARRZMEE LTz &
T A, Table /RS K D1C, BN « AR (7220, HIFK
Mgk G81KEHED 72 E8DDEEWRT T U Al BT % LRI

BREL, FMERGET1,83 7R O TEHIkZ 2 L 7z,

Table 4 Labor hour reduction effect

Core business scenarios Reduction in man-hours (h)

Translation and interpretation 722
Knowledge retrieval 381
Application proxy service/PC kitting 243

Contract review/request and

s 240
submission for approval

Program coding 231

Information organization 20

SHBOMEL LTE, UFRD4EERTS.

) RWFZE ORI « BT —F 7 7 F v I DWVT, &K
DZ L DEHKYF V) ANOEZ B ILHZRETT 5.

2) BEY 2 — VO ITEENE & B E O FE K Z L
X%.

3) LLMOEFE RIS, FERE T —F 7 7 F v L 230K
W8 DFEE 1T S .

HEEICHZHIEL, FBERITIITOT VARV N, &
WmElaH, AEW, RETHIA YT T UAT VAR
Vb, WERRETT VAR NEFEOO— )V T —Y
[T %.
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