Artificial Intelligence and Robotics Research A\ T e 5HLE5 A5, 2026, 15(1), 38-49 Hans X
Published Online January 2026 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/airr
https://doi.org/10.12677/airr.2026.151005

HLERHE RO AR SRk

Fh—, ERp2
b5 BB RS, b
R B BRI AR AT, Jox

Wk H . 20254F11 26 H; FHEM: 20254F12H22H; KA H: 2025412 431H

R

BEE N TR BEAE R A & (AIGC) 5 N2 Bl (Y 5 PR H 25800, L8842 B OCA K o B AR TE = 0L
BEMRFT T, XESERVEAEBSCEENMEAREE, SREEINHRARHESRKEBAR, ETHRHE
GRS T FIATSHE S8 (IRoBERTa. DeBERTa) T H BB % HiE, URES
RTRIAHE M FHMES A ZE R R . HER, RN SRR T BN BT BB 7T 7
B, RN RS R B AL R A BOMRERAAIKYE. AT, BEEZL. ZESHERESHEERE
IR BIHRERIAEDT . AR S THREEA FREELENTTERERNESLR, &6HERHREE
52 5EBIRFE MRS, B AHESILLMA BRSCARME R KL AN S TEHL R R .

R
REEHE, BRETLE, TR

A Comprehensive Survey of
Machine-Generated Text Detection

Yikai Sun?, Hongjun Wang?!2
ICollege of Computer Science, Beijing Information Science and Technology University, Beijing

2TRS, Beijing

Received: November 26, 2025; accepted: December 22, 2025; published: December 31, 2025

Abstract

As the boundary between Artificial Intelligence-Generated Content (AIGC) and human-written text
becomes increasingly blurred, machine-generated text detection has emerged as a critical research
direction in natural language processing. This paper reviews the technological evolution of machine-
generated text detection, including watermarking techniques that actively embed hidden signals,
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traditional methods based on feature statistics, supervised learning approaches leveraging pre-
trained language models (e.g., ROBERTa, DeBERTa) for discrimination, and probability-based de-
tection methods thatincorporate model prediction uncertainty and feature distribution differences.
In recent years, localized detection and interpretability analysis have become new research
hotspots, enabling detection systems to identify specific generated segments and explain the basis
for discrimination. However, cross-model generalization, multilingual scenarios, and adversarial
robustness remain pressing challenges to be addressed. Future research will focus on constructing
detection frameworks with enhanced robustness and interpretability, integrating causal reasoning
and multimodal information to improve detection performance, thereby advancing the practicali-
zation and standardization of LLM-generated text detection technologies.
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1. 518

WL B S A A4 (Machine-Generated Text Detection, MGT Detection) & i/t 4F 3K [ 4R 1E = 4 ¥ 5 A T
BRe AP E BT A 1A, BRI KIS 5 1 8Y (Large Language Model, LLM)AE A SCAR N 25 . Bl
% ChatGPT. Claude. Gemini &5/ AE SRS R R, N TR HEE RN B (AIGC) 5 NKEEE A
Z IR SRR IE TR, 51k TR T ARG . WA FIZAE B2 25T 12 RE1]-[3]. B E
R T G R R 508 5 A R S AT R, ARk, R T TN ZR0E AR A A A SR B v,
RoOBERTa. DeBERTa fll ELECTR [4]-[6]%5, X SU A A3 ik A HUBLAR 3 B0 2 2] NS5 M8 SCARMIE S
S, FERGINKS FEAZ AL BE 7 TS T BE T FIN, REBALS I (Localization) /79[ 7] f4R H itk — 5 4
B T ZSURAI K E, RS TE )T B BRI R A AL O 2%, 385 T R £ SR IR AR P AT ] R R
BbAh, GEE NP S S 2@ ik [8], R m G R RE N TR . R
il MLAAESCSCORR AL TS 2Pk, WS EANZ AR IR . 2B S SCARRI R A . XS
RPN AFRE, DR AR AR B = 3 B . AR AR S 35007 T4 B T s s P A mT e 1)
RrIAESS, 256 D R 5 2 B AE AR FH R I Ae .

AR SCAHRELEEE T LS A R CSCAR I R B AR AR B SRR AT, 518 T IUE BRI R R B e s Bk ik
DUH A SRATE T 35 IR R QT 7 i 5%

2. HLERE AR MIES

WL A RS AS AR I 1 3 22 H FRa FN 25 58 1 3 2RE 5 SCA R AR IL 2 LA A pl, FEnTaE—
W SCARF R IIRANNNZ GRS« AN A A A 7= e A B B SR ARL AT 25 R T FL RS
DT 55380 0 Wi AR — 40 SRl AR DU 2% 0 tH A5 25 {Human, Machine}, 1% 1. SATBEE (L5 5 M
SYE, B2 TS EERRE, B2 K9], B SE[10].
2.1. —4r¥{ES(Binary Classification)

FERH AR IAE 55T 308 =036, BIAIWT A SCASZ 1 L e il O R ANy — ATl — B
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TR R SCEE, B~ “Human” 8¢ “Machine” HIAG KRR EMER 704 . 43U 07 VA B 63 T N 2 %
(Perplexity) /3T FIREIN Fryde . Mo BF2 SR . DLURVREE b N SCEAR I TR ZRAG I 2% 25 .
2.2. B (Multi-Class Classification)

BEE A R T ) Z A AL, TR R E BT ER R, AT S AN 2 “ 2B EILESAER” , M
HE— B < s MRV R o filhn, £F%F GPT-2. GPT-3. LLaMA. BERT-based Generator 254 7] 4
ZERE, HA R, B XS B NERTESEFFAE AR, R E RN TFAEI AX 5y 3T
55— FRAEARVE B th IR it 22 8 A BB R RE AR, KT BS I 25 K AR K88 (K > 2).

2.3. RERLHMIESS (Localization)

Ja AL A (Localizing Machine Text) AR A4 il 41 55 5 B bk, H AR A 52 A\ STA g
SeR) T T BOBLER A e AR ST AR AR ON P AR B T G SRR, i 2T OIS
T EA) TR R AT 1)

AZHRE 3T -HNT \ [ HLBRE RLSCAS-MGT
(Human-Wr itten Text) j l l K (Machine-Generated Text)

( RKERARAKRE )-J Lr( MELIBATRX S, TCEMRE >

Figure 1. Using a ChatGPT-based detector to distinguish text
1. fF ChatGPT #2288 X 53 3¢ A&

3. HIESEXXAEMEIRESE

FENLEE RSO, SR, F5 2R SRRSO AL 2R 9005 PP I B B
FEFIRT T, S E AT 2 AT PR U Bl i — MR A e i Bt B, RV el SO MRS SO
KAES5. R, BEHE LB T I3RTT RN I3 St 2 FEAL, B TCE AR O, i 2R
LA G s i g e B g, DUESIIE I T iRz A 5 S BRI 0. B AT A TT B2 A8 A s 4 B4 -
MAGE. MULTITUDE. RAID. MAGRET. MGTBench. M4GT-Bench. M4. MultiSocial % .

3.1. MAGE

MAGE #4E4E[11] & £ N H 2357 T IIHLER SO SR AR, 1280 S aE 27 Fh B FOE SR
ERMSCAR, EE T REEES, AR, e, WE . WSS, K- AEER SR HANg
7 TIPSR AR A8 R WA 5K W AUSCR iz AL RE ) BURSETH REARAEAPRIE N “ AT 5k
“PLasAEme”  FFRAVEBERDRIRGE R, (R AT AT AR R Ao BRI R, YIRS
BUREACR THEIT 200 J35%,  REWS SCIFIR L 5 TR RS 2R Fr) KB 5o
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3.2. MULTITUDE

MULTITUDE ##a£E[12] 2 — N2 1B Sl ORI L ERE S, B 11 FiES, BIE9SE. Ffz
A, FaC. B, 2L T H 8 P2 E T KB SR AE T SCAS,  [FIBEL & A R NSRS 1R
FEA . MULTITUDE AR SCA 7 AR %S, b FEAEAR A R 2R | 38 5 FSCAAE 5K ME B . 1Z5dE4E

MZIEE . ZAE SR i OIS T8 SR 77 A T E 20 R. HB Y 500 2R SUAREAR, 2 H
AR ER HL et B SR 2 —
3.3. RAID

RAID 4 SR [13AE VAl WL & SCAAG I 5 VA AE X DU & PP 5 R IR RE . 280 SR B 5l i 600 75
FAROCAR, B 11 R A AR AL 8 ANSCARSUIAN 11 P BB S, AL A SO B . AR EHELL
TRA AP . RAID 3T 5 90 G 45 8 6 2405 5 Uehe 26l SCARIN OB B8, X AT 7 i A 7 A
SIS SR B A 2R S BRSSO 7 A B R AR, W T R AE A R i 3
SORNRIPEREZE R, 2 H RTAT SR SR A SCA RS I ) B 2 B YR
3.4. MAGRET

MAGRET HIEE[14H T IRAINIA A MCSCARFF T “UFBEE” 1145 . ZEPRERH R —#r i
TR RS, BBl AZRITM S, UME “JRAER — 5 ” Fol. TR RIME & PR R T
RSO, AEXUS R @ Gt B0E SO RREI . MAGRET SCHRAGIN S I8 FT S, & T30k
VR A FT
3.5. MGTBench

MGTBench ##E 4 [15]1/2 15 & 1810 -5 K KiE 5 A2 (41 ChatGPT-turbo. Claude):: il SCAS 1) 45 5
RrFEvE . BEE P B2 THEIEE. 2R LLM A oeA . ANESTARHIE . DK 58 B s S 2%
TSEIG (0 paraphrasing. BEHLZE RS PLah) T VP A0 28 10 & . IS R B, SCARHK B 35 R0 o i R
FEAF RS TERE, RIS VF 2R I VELE B D U RAEAR R B AT A BZR LA . MGTBench SCHE 73 A A1
KI5 (attribution) (55, & Ak AT 7T Hh AN AT Bk AR bR AR HE o
3.6. M4GT-Bench

MAGT-Bench H#fs &2 [16]1Hi 7] “ R &7 ML AERCOARR M 5, Wit 7 =0iE%: RiEE 5 2EEM
A RR (N vs HLER) s 2 RARRITSS, SRR SCA R R — 3R A BB AR R TRA N — LS
CAKMAES, FEREMNEG GHERE Z ML . SRS 28 (B EE. FRaiE. $30. #
L EIE . MRFNE. BURANE. SRINAIEIE. ENJEiE). 24k (news. Wikipedia. [FE 18I 18 S0 E
) Z A, T SRS IIAE 55 11 52 2% B 5 B S 1k
3.7. M4

M4 FHEE[LTIR EARRTE “HBa” Wb R IHLES AR AR, BIBERRIFE AR F1, 0@ I SCAR R
W FCRIN, A8 0 >R B R DL IRECR WL AR AR i, R AR B, R E SIS Nz Aee i1
RE APk, Fk, M4 SO ET MGT 58 A (R As i 3£ 1 (benchmark) 5 & 770Uk (stress test), JE# &
A ARV R 2 AR 7T B DL B IR B U S B
3.8. MultiSocial

MultiSocial S [182 5 — N RETAHZEMR A FOESOR . DB Z1EF T 6) KR
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MEHE A . 2R A o 22 G S L b MER A&, 354 472,007 26304, Hh2) 58k W AK#RE,
HARM 7R 25T RS A AL, MultiSocial #1041 AC AR SCARS s d2 i 7 SR AR RS bRy, G2 Al
HisEwmbt., REGAETSFA %N hashtag. emoji. URL). LA & JE T X il & 00— 70
MultiSocial CLiZ#T A TR AL AE BLSEH P 5 N & PER E 2L benchmark, $lid& H T IKEsF &
ZARE ) 5 ROSUAR R RE -

1 PSR A BCCAR RN BHE S S 45 R T HUR SRR A, TR A Rt S
IERRFF O R B 5 .
Table 1. Datasets for machine-generated text detection
= 1 MBI HiESE

G/ HE HIAR A AR R A F BT Fi&
NN

il

MAGE L 200 5 27 M ER LLM R By STRRUIRLEE A HT
D T K 3 =3 g >
(AR ORWHE 5w,
11 FiES N ZiEE XA BANES . £%.
MULTITUDE G T ) 500 /3 8 FiZiEE LLM e HR T
N A5 11 Mot Pt
b
RAID LiEE 600 75 11 % ﬁhﬁaﬁ W ([ S e, ik
oA He)
. e My R AR — B
MAGRET st sl e L
R I SEWAES .
ZRp(ln sk N NI
e , ; ) S & LRSI
MGTBench HL B+ Tk cm%Tumm KPR d R
aude)
%+ i “BE&” g
MA4GT-Bench ZiEE H% 2 AR 208 + B SCRFBALIR A S
TR AR NHLIH S E B
% P (ChatGPT. RERNE SR IAE
M4 ZiEE HH% GPT-4. e Rl s T RSz AL
BLOOMz 2%) Sy BT iR 1) R
e X MAE AR, ZiES
MultiSocial pEEE  NtAm pmLm OBRIEE o e
A6 -
&
4. MGT &

AN RGBS A SOOI M AR R R PIRE, FHZ HAZ L ERNUHIREAT 2 R S50 2, HEmE
ARHAFH L FRIRE PR

4.1, BFRARMGHFHER SR

GUUHRHIE 7ol SRR  AVE 2 R A, A RO R I R A B e e A e
bR, AN AT 227 . HOUAAE T SCOU Ry T RCE AT AR 1R, (HREAE K 5 R A AR
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JREIRTT, FALHDNS S I s s 5 S 2 T R

NBER ) .(E?Nﬁﬁ% %?%EE&) ,( .
(Itﬁw SRR BN ﬁﬁﬁﬁmj)
RAS % ( ; %_{ THES
( TR ERKENRA LR >

Figure 2. Machine-generated text detection methods

Bl 2. HBSE A SCAR N T E

Gehrmann 26[19]#2 i GLTR, GLTR FIH GPT-2 tHH &A1 i) Wl HE 4 , #3454 top-10. top-100.
top-1000 ZIX (0], FfiEid v A S Goit B 7 B ZR SCAR I T T 73 A o NS SCAR I 73 A SE 40 8, AL
FRICAK top-10 b FE L, FULATHEMX A P . BON R R RRRAL 7 RN T AR S B
i, Zellers Z£[20]7F Grover T {E 42t F K AUBSHT BB BRI ZRnT 5 45 e, LT A pli a8 BRI R M 11 55
34 SC B 1A A= AR e 30028 5 ] 2 B AT P A A, NI S A3 A PR RIS N B0 S0 5 DRI AR 1, T
B EGERL” G TR IHLE] . Mitchell 55 [21]4& Hi MAE2E it 170 45 14 £ B R SCAS Tt /Mg H 30 31 W 43
Al X B R (A A (RO R R il %), TS B R 2 R b8 7, AT MR St ve “HLags N7
JHJ& . Bao ZF[22]42 H LR AR M % 0, HERFEBINEN PR, RS AUSR SR I0RRIE, £ A SRR
EE N R AR T2 75%, SHEFHET 340 £, H@HMEsh. Li Z[11)#/H 20+Fh LLM fE[F—
PR A O B AE OO s B B2 U TS — A S HRFE (A0 perplexity token-rank 43 A REHE . 1A
PEGUTTAE), F X SOREIE T S 25 R U 25 B A 9 B4R mT AL T H . Venkatraman %5[23]42 H i) GPT-
who Krlgs, LASSSIE B3 B (UVID) R M AZ Oy, 8 V15 S0 token TR BERIIIME . 7 25 AHAT Z R K%
IR B/ ST BEEE R, 65538 B0 e VS ST 8 A RSO AR AR o

4.2. BT ESRERFS BRI

VR S0P 5 5 R R 5 1o v 5 S A 1 ] 8 T 8o O 2 O 0 B BEAT ), SRR A Kol
AU {55y SR REAR SKAE SRS LA S I S R, B PEAT IR, RN J5 SR F 70 R 7 SR 7 17 -

Ippolito &5 [24]17E 4 FUALFE MY BoAR T SCAR KB L SIBRA% e, JRERHIE LR Z M & 2 45001
BRI AR ENE, TR SRR IR 15 59 RO Z o IR A . Welleck S5[2514 i AE Il 2k H
IR “HARALER” T, G QAR AR A A R R (W E R token) (K470, #E M0 ESCA AR AR RO 20 A
Fith. Megtas ZF[26]#0 1 N R4 (perplexity) {14 70 RA5 S AEAS N P 4 AT, B LR R 32 A P 7R Y
ANTE 582 5 IR . Holtzman S5[27]48 Y 1 it T 5 R 22 DA% 25 T 25 B R (R =R 2 A oK X 2 L& 2
JRSCAR NN Jrid o X b 2 A A R RAE AR (R SCA BRI, it 17— 2 T IR R A )
HEZE, @I PR I A MR BEAT I 2. SRIRRBY, FE—SESRAE N, ST W E I REA RLX M HL
e EROUA .
4.3. AEEERNGZE

A MR I8 1R B U 2R AR X AR S P AR OO, HE AR B AR s, KAE
Transformer 53R BESUH, A BAHACE LS 452 IR fZE R, B I THROBRZ Goit sl H R £ 5
FB I 9 A ) e

DOI: 10.12677/airr.2026.151005 43 PNER ST IR YN


https://doi.org/10.12677/airr.2026.151005

Pl ER

Uchendu %5[28]#& Hils RoBERTa M. T 3 FATMAT 5 197735, K SCARF A TRYIZR ) RoBERTa 15
A, I Transformer Jufid 2 HEH BN SCRHIE . Bl 7250 HE IR N A4 0 2828, 1wt ) 1 ) S BRAR A
TR, T A B v A I B A R AR . He SF[29]38H DeBERTa, HAEZ T NLP {155 I 25 ik
BERT 5 ROBERTa, B {/SEIHAAIAE SuperGLUE v B A\ EEH, EHLT M AKE S M54
Hfe ). Clark Z8[6]RH N SCA Ry token J741, SRJ5FIFH ELECTRA A B 7] 25 (discriminator) ik
ATRFESR I o iy YRR 7] B 20 2 1k JE A Dy — 73 SRR A, JRAEA B IR T AL 5E SR 512k « Kuznetsov
ZE[30]4 H L T 32 PRI IO B HE Al AR CSCARKG I Jy %, RIS BR N 25 (6] rh o LR 125 0], G BRATIE
B SOV RRAE . SRI6 B oK, L4 RoBERTa fil BERT AN MIMLAL, fHioAishr KBt Tt 14%, &
Bt BB T IA 775 Zhi SE[3L]HE H 5L T-0F LU 3 9 VR A R 5 SRR IR EAL(SVYM) = & AL AR A
R, 1ZIERIYE SAID_quora FidiE4E FHERGR S5 F1 {HIYIA 0.89, MNAUHEREZ 0.93, HEHIE AL 16
P, % ROBERTa R4 Tt 30%, Bk T RE 51T A% . Wei 55 [32]@ i LLM, 245G RHERI KR
ARG T, AE 21 NN 4 Fh LLM %4 |, HID 375 AUROC i 0.90, OOD #7514 0.66, X1
o FARER 0.87 LLE, % Fast-DetectGPT 2532k i i # TH 48.66%.

4.4. FREASTEERNE

FREAR M FAZ ORISR Al AR BOCARTE MR M B G T 0Ai - 5 N SCAAEE R Gi k% 7, (R B
7 RIS A S0z A Re 71, JUFOE R TR AR RS AR DL AU A A 4 5

Jiao %5[33]# 1 M-RangeDetector, LAAMLS 1 Sl 22 5 A STIBOE JRRFHIE,  RilAr 22 30 Bl R 3 Ak,
SEHLES AR BOCART Iz AR T . ZBGE AR ARy §sk. BENLIU AN E R RS, IR RN
BRI BN SCRAE, Do K8 G s iE 2 FEPE . Guo 45 [34]42 1 AuthentiGPT #524Y, sl fl& & LLM £
W B SUMUEE NS LG 5 R A BB SRR R, TEAE e 2= it s 4 I AUROC 34 0.918, BT F i
AT IES, JERCTESR. Pu S5[35]42 H il & AU BB AR BRI 7 22, 530 B oK AR AS AR 5040 5 1 e b 2k
e, NRIRZIRI IR R RO R 7% . Sadiq S#[36]5E il & FastText ik A F CNN AJ4E S BEIA TR
JEE PR 3 HE ORI 7732, T IR AL A2 B B A A 25, 7E Tweepfake i 52 FHEff 2214 93%, F1 A 0.93,
2T BERT. RoBERTa 25 R (VMR N 89%). Yan ZE[37]3# R B 20 T REAHL 48 A B AAG
5, BRSO A, FRIUE AR IETEFER IR . Hans 45[38]4& H Binoculars ZEFEAHLARAE A%
SCAKIES, 7E 0.01% iR ZE R, %I ChatGPT A= B SCA IRl 2648 90%, HEIHN 2 Fh LLMs fith, 21k
PEMR T GPTZero %7572, Guo Z5[39]4 11 DeTeCtive HEZL, Jiid 24T MBI 2 2 %F L2 ST fi vk Al A2 Rk
SCARRTIZ A PEAS R 1) . 7E Deepfake S5%4l4E I, H 1D 35t AvgRec i& 96.15%, OOD 375X K W,
o PRS44I AT 7 1% 5.58% 1 14.20%

4.5. HERRKENMFE AR

A K BB A I E AR B B A A A P RN R B R S, S AR ORI E S S R
A RO o I Fu S5 [A0]42 HE 15 SUBRATK QAR 4 A N bR 3C, 38 Jod il [ S A ALLFEE i 48 15 SUAH G token
AN “LREBR” , PHEKENEENLYE 518 SCeBEME . Yang Z5[41)48 HUE T B &8 5 AR A SCA K ETHE
e, RUAEG K EN TS RS AP V37 5 (e 8. LEARS IS SR P e A6 a6, A bR RORS i i A A X,
TEHRBESOAR P RFRE IR E S, RSP E 1R S0, S . Hou %5 [42]42H SEMSTAMP
VB SOKENELYE . Tt Pegasus XU &R Biti, KGW ik AUC B¢ 7.9%, 1% PE 3.5%, HAE S SCA
WEXEE 10.20, #Em E/KEDRE AL 10.02, X EARBEHPL 15 XA B FER . Piet S5[43]42 H
MARKMYWORDS %:#E, H T R4l LLM Hir i 7K B %€ . Huang 55 [44] 55 T DU Sk 0] 42 7K B i
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#2(BRWD), 7EH(*#/T%+, BRWD ¥ 1% FPR T~ TPR MK T 60%$2E T+ 2 91%, ARADAT45 H AH X HEHf
FI T 50%, HAELFEMEIR RS P RRRE S . Xu ZE[45150 5 IR LLM S )8, 52 S 1P 2 AL
A SCASE R 23 5%, SRR TR ED S HERE UK EDZR IR R 7 28, nrEdtEdR. Wang ZE[46] 1 Bh Q3
8 5 B SRR A R oy, AR RN 2 EURR S B, IR OPT. LLaMA R pIRA |,
IKED R ZE15 95%, AR AR I B FE R T K BRSO, JREI R /N Zhao Z5[47]42 1 BranchwM HE &
BEARLKENERL, R V772 S BUE R E AT S5 R T R in) . IR I IR NI4T /K B0 23 SRR AT 55 5
BUEAESS, 2T EUF-CMA 2242/ MAC 143t fid & AL o

4.6. RAESXHER

LA IR A 50U I B AR B kLT R . ST ZREI NRBIREAS . BAR2EAhit. M AT &
CA AT f R 3 77 5] S50, SR TSR ANV A SCRFI HLel S (& A BE 77, HE Sl I A
A W ) A W A A6

Macko “5[48]4& 12 15 5 WL AE BOSCAR (MG T) R I R kS5 Rk FUAE S, Jl I B4 10 RIEHRIE
(AO)J7i%. 37 Bl MGT Al AR & 11 Fhils S8, M T BN ZEF P& R . Koike 55[49]42
H OUTFOX HEZE, J@id bR g2 S LA 88 5 i3 1%, Mo 2 AR BORER I SCAR, K60 245 1 s 2 £ 17
ARSI, Przybyta 5[50142H TREPAT HESE, TEBUHESE 4 2K1F55 1) BODEG 157314 0.33, A il
AR HEL 30%LL F. Teja SF[S5114& tHE: T-0) 7 78I Al A s SCARAIRE FE A A4, 78 TriBERT
I MAGT Hi4E ERIR R, A RORARE TR Al AERUT B . Jiang S5[52]#2 ! SenDetEX HE4L, @
A RS BT UER, SERANURE SCRMA) T2 Al AERSCAKI . Corizzo 45[53]42H One-GPT
BRIRER G, AlG Doc2Vee SURHIR A B F SCRHIE S SCA . RS HIRE S RHE, #id A gl
BRLEHI SR, REILESTE S A RE T« Li S5 [54] 528 A T B PR sh LLM A iSO A I 2% (PR Detect)
FRRINAT T5792: 5 S SCARI SN M 9 # . Bethany 25[55]13& T T5 Zmidas 42 UC AN, 45t 2 ndds
TRBHAR, ERCA R A A AR RRIE . 75 9 /NUEAT O AME RS b, XK LI (0 AR R 3 ATk i) FL
DECFIRTE 11.9%, A RLEs AR HER R IA 93.6%, XTHithahia FL hfREF 67.2%, Z bt 5 e Mk 7.
Wang Z£[56]#2H SeqXGPT J7 ik (& LLM [ 200 BOME R A i IRARIFAE, 7E SeqXGPT-Bench %%
PR b, o) 79kl Macro-F1 & 95.7%, SCRYZIL 94.2%, 00D 55t 11K 92.8%, ‘i 2 Bk DetectGPT
LR, AL

5. KPR AR

MLES A B SCAAS I 4 AR A R AR T Rt e, (EyiH G DL R CsE ki : © HAITH R 52 Re A
JBe AU R AR, BT AR R BT T AERCCA M AR B EUESE R,
T 7RISR . B, K 2e%E T GPT-3 REASIZE, (EHXT GPT-4 8 GPT-5 f SCASI A I 14 At & 2%
T @ AWUREG U RIS T ISR, Bl i N ELER A i) “ T35 S0 7 BORFE L,
LA RNLAS S A BOERS, ANJSEX AT e s (B 2) . B, — %2R GPT-4 A S & AE
BEFANLY 7, S ER ARG AWK AN R @ XMyt seAR 5 S Bk 80 GPT
RO A A gD B US Bk, BIani@d F ES . AR SEAS . A EOE S B
BASE TR @ Z1ET ST IR HME: K2 WA R Tk B A AT R, (E2ES
BARDG G, SCREANFENE & SO il 75 R B B 2 Ak, X TR S (nBe 2, i, At
WYPRZS, FABRRITE . AR TE A0 55 DR 3% 1AL A A 2 5 0 Ao DU 2% P B s MR AT ] I RS 12

RKAFTRET LT —RRERZGITRE, 2 — Sk a7 a0, B
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