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ABSTRACT
This extended abstract introduces Self-Explaining Contrastive Ev-
idence Re-Ranking (CER), a novel method that restructures re-
trieval around factual evidence by fine-tuning embeddings with
contrastive learning and generating token-level attribution ratio-
nales for each retrieved passage. Hard negatives are automatically
selected using a subjectivity-based criterion, forcing the model to
pull factual rationales closer while pushing subjective or misleading
explanations apart. As a result, the method creates an embedding
space explicitly aligned with evidential reasoning. We evaluated
our method on clinical trial reports, and initial experimental re-
sults show that CER improves retrieval accuracy, mitigates the
potential for hallucinations in RAG systems, and provides transpar-
ent, evidence-based retrieval that enhances reliability, especially in
safety-critical domains.

1 INTRODUCTION
Despite recent advances in Retrieval-Augmented Generation (RAG),
recent studies have shown that the benefits of RAG can be under-
mined by noisy retrieval, where passages that truly support a claim
are mixed with those that are only topically related, incomplete,
or even contradictory, reducing factual correctness and reliabil-
ity [9, 10]. This limitation is particularly concerning in sensitive
domains such as healthcare, where inaccurate or unsupported an-
swers can have severe consequences, for example, compromising
patient safety [14] or leading to legal [11] and ethical [2, 3, 5, 8] im-
plications. In addition, most RAG systems are not explicitly param-
eterized to distinguish evidentially valid passages from texts that
are semantically proximal lack factual grounding. Consequently,
these systems frequently conflate topical similarity with evidential
adequacy, resulting in systematic semantic confounding and the
absence of retrieval mechanisms optimized for factual correctness.
This limitation, combined with insufficient term-level interpretabil-
ity, directly compromises the factual robustness of downstream
generation—an especially critical concern in biomedical and clini-
cal contexts [4, 12, 14]. For example, in response to the query “Is
lemon effective for curing cancer?”, a standard retriever may priori-
tize passages containing lexical associations with “lemon,” “cancer,”
or even misinformation, while failing to surface clinically substan-
tiated evidence. An evidence-based retriever, by contrast, must
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elevate passages reporting verified trial outcomes or medical con-
sensus. When generation models are conditioned on retrieval distri-
butions lacking evidential precision, the likelihood of propagating
incomplete, biased, or spurious information increases substantially,
amplifying hallucinations and degrading factual reliability [6].

Recent work has attempted to address these deficiencies through
contrastive learning [7], training retrievers to discriminate between
relevant and irrelevant passages by maximizing representational
separation between positive and negative samples [13–15]. How-
ever, these approaches typically treat all negative instances as ho-
mogeneous, disregarding the various semantic functions they may
serve with respect to a target claim. For example, providing cor-
roborating evidence, presenting contradictory findings, or being
entirely unrelated. Moreover, current contrastive retrievers opti-
mize relevance implicitly through similarity scores, offering limited
transparency regarding the retrieval rationale and leaving the un-
derlying evidential reasoning process opaque.

To fill these limitations, we propose Self-Explaining Contrastive
Evidence Re-ranking (CER), which integrates triplet-based con-
trastive learning with explicit evidential attribution. CER fine-tunes
Contriever [7] using a cosine and euclidean triplet loss to restruc-
ture the embedding space, as factual evidence is systematically
drawn closer to the query representation, while subjective, contra-
dictory, or irrelevant content is repelled. Empirical evaluation on
large-scale clinical trial corpora demonstrates significant gains in
retrieval accuracy.

2 RELATEDWORK
Chatzikyriakidis and Natsina [1] generate Modern Greek interwar
poetry with GPT-4-turbo and GPT-4o using RAG and contrastive
learning. RAG retrieves thematically and stylistically similar poems
to guide generation, while the contrastive variant adds opposing
examples for style control. Expert evaluations and quantitative met-
rics (vocabulary density, average words per sentence, readability
index) show that RAG improves style and thematic consistency. Sri-
ram et al. [13] create a dense retriever fine-tuned with contrastive
learning to improve evidence retrieval for complex fact-checking.
Contrastive Fact-Checking Reranker (CFR), extends Contriever
[7] using multiple supervision signals: GPT-4 distillation, LERC-
based answer equivalence, and human-annotated gold data from
the AVeriTeC dataset. The model enhances second-stage retrieval
by ranking documents that better support claim verification. Exper-
iments show a 6% improvement in veracity classification accuracy
and 9% higher top-document relevance on AVeriTeC, with consis-
tent gains across benchmarks, demonstrating improved reasoning
and robustness in real-world fact-checking.
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Figure 1: The pipeline for self-Explaining Re-Rankingwith Contrastive Evidence Selection for Retrieval-AugmentedGeneration.

3 THE PROPOSED METHOD
The pipeline is decomposed into two complementary stages: con-
trastive retrieval, which learns an evidence-sensitive embedding
space through (i) document chunking and contrastive training and
(ii) contextual retrieval; and self-explaining re-ranking, which
provides fine-grained attribution signals to identify the most query-
aligned passages through (iii) self-explaining re-ranking. The se-
lected evidence—augmented with token-level rationales—is then
passed to an LLM, which generates a response grounded in verifi-
able evidence. The system subsequently returns the final answer to
the user. In this design, the first stage ensures that retrieval priori-
tizes factual evidence rather than merely topical content, while the
second stage refines ranking via token-level semantic contributions,
enabling interpretable and evidence-based selection of supporting
passages. Next, we describe the method in detail.

4 EVALUATION AND INITIAL RESULTS
We evaluated only the proposed fine-tuned Contriver model, re-
porting results using recall@K and precision@K (e.g., K=5).

As shown in 3, The UMAP projections show that our fine-tuned
model, trained with the proposed subjectivity-based triplet selec-
tion, produces a much clearer separation between evidential (pos-
itive) and non-evidential (negative) embeddings. While the self-
learning baseline displays substantial overlap between classes, the
fine-tuned model forms well-separated clusters, indicating that
contrastive training effectively distinguishes evidence from non-
evidence. We also evaluated the efficiency between applying Eu-
clidean and cosine distance metrics, as shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Self-learning andfine-tunedmodels evaluated using
both Euclidean and cosine distance metrics.

Figure 3: Results for the Contriever self-learning model (left)
and the Contriever fine-tuned model (right). For the self-
learning model, the average distance among positive pairs is
Intra-Pos = 0.5716 and among negative pairs is Intra-Neg =
0.5977; the average distance between positives and negatives
is Inter = 0.5901. For the fine-tuned model, the average dis-
tance among positive pairs is Intra-Pos = 0.7766 and among
negative pairs is Intra-Neg = 0.8141; the average distance be-
tween positives and negatives is Inter = 0.8110.
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LIMITATIONS
These findings represent only initial results obtained from experi-
ments using the fine-tuned model trained with our proposed cri-
teria for selecting positive and negative examples in the triplet
loss for contrastive learning. While the results indicate that the
selection strategy is effective in structuring the embedding space
and separating evidential from non-evidential content, they should
be interpreted as preliminary evidence rather than definitive vali-
dation. More robust experiments are still required to thoroughly
evaluate the proposed method, both in the contrastive retrieval
stage and in the re-ranking stage. Furthermore, no assessment has
yet been conducted on the quality of the explanations generated by
the self-explaining component, which remains an essential step for
understanding the interpretability and reliability of the approach.
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