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This paper surveys the current state of the art in document automation (DA). The objective of DA is to reduce the manual effort 

during the generation of documents by automatically creating and integrating input from different sources and assembling 

documents conforming to defined templates. There have been reviews of commercial solutions of DA, particularly in the legal 

domain, but to date there has been no comprehensive review of the academic research on DA architectures and technologies. The 

current survey of DA reviews the academic literature and provides a clearer definition and characterization of DA and its features, 

identifies state-of-the-art DA architectures and technologies in academic research, and provides ideas that can lead to new 

research opportunities within the DA field in light of recent advances in generative AI and large language models. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

Documents such as legal, technical, and clinical reports are usually highly structured and standardized. They 

capture evidence and knowledge and convey information necessary for successful business processes that create 

value for stakeholders [Glushko & McGrath 2008]. However, the manual steps involved in the creation of documents 

can be very time-consuming, resource-intensive, and prone to human error. Document automation (DA) aims to 

reduce this manual effort in the document generation process by automatically creating and integrating input from 

different sources and assembling documents conforming to pre-defined templates. There have been reviews of 
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commercial solutions of DA, particularly in the legal domain [Glaser et al. 2020; Dale 2019; Dale 2020], but to date 

there has been no comprehensive review of the academic research on DA architectures and technologies. Moreover, 

recent developments in large language models have caused a paradigm shift in the way text is automatically 

generated. The implications of these developments on various document automation architectures are 

considerable. The current survey of DA aims to achieve the following objectives: (i) identify state-of-the-art DA 

architectures and technologies in academic research; (ii) analyze the current and potential implications of text-

generative AI on DA systems; and (iii) specify existing issues and bottlenecks in DA systems that can lead to new 

research opportunities. 

To conduct the current survey, we used Google Scholar to target the peer-reviewed journals and conference 

proceedings published by Elsevier, IEEE, ACM, Springer, and Taylor & Francis. We also reviewed arXiv preprints 

related to neural networks. The keywords used in the search comprise combinations of document automation, 

document assembly, document generation, document engineering, report generation, template construction, 

natural language generation, and large language models. We identified nearly 500 papers and, after reviewing paper 

abstracts, selected about 250 papers for further review. At the end, we selected about 100 papers with highest 

relevance to our survey goals. We classified the DA architectures in the papers and analyzed their implications, 

applications, and future directions. Section 1 introduces document standards and natural language generation. 

Section 2 describes the DA architectures and their relation to text-generative AI. Section 3 discusses the main 

findings and trends of the survey. 

1.1 Definitions and Standards 

The document engineering community defines a document as the union of two components: content and 

presentation [Gomez et al. 2014]. The document content includes a template that defines the logical structure of 

the document, plus the components that instantiate the template. The document presentation includes the layout 

that defines exactly where each piece of content is to be placed and how the piece will appear in the document. 

Document automation is defined as “the trend of applying software solutions to automate the generation of 

documents” in the context of legal DA [Glaser et al. 2020].  

Digital documents can be represented, stored and exchanged in a variety of formats defined by standardization 

organizations such as W3C2 and OASIS [Hackos 2016]. DA systems usually support standard formats such as PDF, 

TeX (Latex), DOCX, HTML (Hypertext Markup Language), and IPYNB3 when converting documents from one format 

to another and generating final documents. DA systems may also utilize standard data-exchange formats such as 

XML (Extensible Markup Language) and JSON (JavaScript Object Notation) to represent documents in a way which 

is more machine-readable and more convenient for automated processes. 

XML is a standard for defining markup languages with a set of start and end tags which can be used to add more 

information about the main textual content, such as the mode of presentation or semantic information. The 

structure and allowable elements of an XML document can be defined in an XML DTD (Document Type Definition) 

file. XML structures can be mapped into HTML, plain text, or other XML structures using an Extensible Style Sheet 

Transformation (XSLT), which can be used to convert an XML document into other formats recursively. The 

reviewed studies have also employed XML-based Semantic Web standards [Hitzler 2021], including the following 

W3C standards: 
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1. RDF (Resource Description Framework) is a simple triple-based data model (triple of subject, predicate, 

object). RDF provides a graph-based formalism for representing metadata. 

2. OWL (Web Ontology Language) is a de-facto standard for ontology development. It provides a rich 

vocabulary to add semantics and context and allow reasoning and inference.  

3. SPARQL is an RDF query language able to retrieve and manipulate data stored in RDF. 

1.2 Classical NLG and Large Language Models 

Classical NLG systems, which have offered a reliable and interpretable approach for textual document generation 

based on structured data, consist of three main modules [Reiter & Dale 2000; Gatt & Krahmer 2018]: (i) content 

determination (or document planning), which analyzes the signals in the data and determines what messages to 

convey in the text for a specific audience; (ii) microplanning, which chooses particular words, syntactic constructs, 

and markup annotations used to communicate the information encoded in the document plan; and (iii) surface 

realization, which generates the final text through grammatical [Gatt & Reiter 2009], statistical [Bangalore and 

Rambow 2020] or template [McRoy et al. 2003] methods. An example of generating reports using classical NLG for 

weather reports in the UK is described in [Sripada et al. 2014].  

Language models can generate text based on probabilities of words. Large language models (LLMs) are 

convenient and their text generation capabilities continue to improve. LLMs can follow instructions better with 

reinforcement learning [Scheurer et al. 2022] and access external APIs for more context [Schick 2023]. This makes 

document automation easier and faster with LMs and their tools. LMs can also generate, convert and understand 

documents from data streams, as shown in section 2.7. 

[Deemter et al. 2005] argued that template-based NLG approaches are not necessarily worse than other NLG 

approaches in terms of maintainability, linguistic strength, and output quality. According to [Dale 2020], most of 

the commercial data-to-text NLG products in 2020 used templating mechanisms. [Reiter 2016] proposes five levels 

of sophistication for text generation: from level 1 for template-based approaches to level 5 for dynamically creating 

documents and controlling the narrative. Recent advances in LLMs have reached the level 5; see the survey by [Zhao 

2023] for more details on LLMs. 

2 DOCUMENT AUTOMATION ARCHITECTURES 

2.1 Reference Architecture for DA 

To present a common vocabulary for DA components and their relationships, we introduce a reference architecture 

in this section. A key characteristic of DA architectures is the document schema and the related ontology. The 

schema defines the document structure and tags, while the ontology gives meaning and relationships to the tags. 

The templates for document automation are based on the document schema. They contain static information and 

placeholders for variable content from users or external data sources. External data sources can be any data source, 

such as a database, a language model, a set of rules or semantic data such as RDF triplets. They provide knowledge 

along with human-generated content for the document. The document fragments are then assembled according to 

the configuration. The document is processed to handle citations, references, code outputs, etc. Finally, the 

document is converted to the desired output format. For document analysis, a parser uses the document ontology 

to parse the input document into RDF triplets or another format. The document can also be parsed using natural 



 

language understanding techniques. Storage/version control and authentication can be implemented as needed. 

Figure 1 shows our proposed reference architecture. 

 

 
Figure 1. Proposed Reference Architecture for Document Automation 

2.2 DITA: Darwin Information Typing Architecture 

DITA is an XML-based architecture for creating documents based on content reuse, multi-modal output and 

standardization [Priestley et al. 2001]. DITA suggests that authors write content in small pieces called topics, which 

can be of three types: tasks, concepts, and references. Topics can be arranged and presented in different ways 

depending on the purpose and audience of the document. Writing content as topics creates a knowledge graph that 

lets users navigate the information according to their interest and preference. To make custom markup easier, DITA 

advises that all custom markup should inherit from a common markup and only define the differences. Creating a 

document markup means creating a document type definition (DTD) that authors use to write content. The 

stylesheets can transform the most specific DTD in the hierarchy, so that organizations can create their own output 

formats by inheriting a general transformation. [Eito-Brun 2020] showed an example of using DITA to improve 

software documentation in the aerospace industry. DITA enabled efficient integration of data from various sources 



 

and single-source generation of HTML/PDF/Word documents. Data from different sources was converted to XML 

using XSLT. XML files were then assembled and edited using an XML editor. Final documents were produced using 

an XSLT stylesheet. 

2.3 DPL: Document Product Line for Variable Content Document Generation 

[Gómez et al. 2014] introduced DPLFW, a framework and tool for the Document Product Line (DPL) 

methodology for multi-user, variable content, and reuse-based document generation. The tool uses a feature model 

to define the document family and the contributors. Each feature is linked to an info element that can be reused in 

different documents. The tool generates a document product line that integrates the info elements. Then, the user 

can select the features they want and get a specific document from the product line. [Penadés et al. 2014] applied 

DPL to customize tax forms based on user choices. 

2.4 Model-based Document Generation for Systems Engineering 

[Delp et al. 2013] developed a workflow to create customized documents from SysML4 models in NASA projects. 

The workflow uses View and Viewpoint concepts to output DocBook files that can be transformed into HTML or 

PDF. The technique can also be integrated with various analysis tools by using View format as an interface. 

[Comoretto et al. 2020] described a document automation solution based on model-based systems engineering 

(MBSE) in the Rubin observatory. The solution uses MagicDraw5 to define verification elements and requirements, 

Jira to report test results, and Docsteady to generate LaTeX test documents from Jira data via REST API. The solution 

offers three benefits: faster production of verification and validation documents, better integration with the system 

engineering model, and full traceability of system requirements. 

[Michot et al. 2018] proposed an architecture to maintain traceability for bidirectional information transfer 

between document and the model. Development of APIs along with a tagging mechanism is used to synchronize 

corresponding elements between the document and its model. There are also other studies on model-to-document 

generation, such as [Chammard et al. 2020].  

2.5 Knowledge-Based and Semantic-Web Architectures 

[Marković & Gostojić 2020] use an explicit formulation of legal norms prescribing the content and the form of 

service contracts facilitating the assembly process to generate documents in the Akoma Ntoso format. Akoma Ntoso 

is an XML vocabulary for legal documents where the mark-up is distributed over the semantic layers of a document 

to allow for semantic and technical interoperability. [Palmirani & Vitali 2011] define the pillars of the Akoma Ntoso 

architecture and also present basic elements of Akoma Ntoso XML standard. [Palmirani and Governatori 2018] use 

Akoma Ntoso for marking up legal text, which then along with legal concepts and rules are used to check GDPR 

compliance for public sector cloud computing services. 

Ontologies such as the Document Components Ontology (DoCO) [Constantin et al. 2016] can enable document 

automation via enterprise-wide document semantic interoperability. For example, [Mirza & Sah 2017] used an 

ontology to check for format and structure rules in ACM conference documents. [Colineau et al. 2013] used an 

ontology to create personalized websites for public administration information delivery. [Pikus et al. 2019] 
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employed an ontology to generate documents from structured data in RDF format. Ontologies can also help 

integrate data models and information with document automation pipelines. For example, [Colineau et al. 2013] 

used an ontology verbalizer, called the Semantic Web Authoring Tool [Third et al. 2011], to create query forms that 

generate personalized websites for public administration users in Australia. [Pikus et al. 2019] utilized RDF data to 

produce topic-centric and variant-specific documents for lifecycle data. 

2.6 Quantitative Analysis and Clinical Reports 

Quantitative analysis reports aim to present reproducible and well-integrated analysis with text and code. Such 

documentation approaches are usually created on top of the analysis tool or programming languages. For example, 

Codebraid [Poore 2019] executes code blocks and inline code in Pandoc Markdown documents [MacFarlane 2012] 

as part of the document build process. Architectures and technologies based on Jupyter notebooks are commonly 

utilized in scientific and quantitative analysis documentation workflows. Jupyter notebooks provide an interactive 

web application allowing users to create and share programmatic analysis in over 40 languages and provides 

features to add data commentary in the same environment [Kluyver et al. 2016; Pérez & Granger 2007]. 

Jupyter Notebook is a powerful documentation tool with many resources for notebook management and sharing. 

JupyterHub enables group use of notebooks [Kluyver et al. 2016], Nbviewer6 allows read-only sharing of notebooks, 

Binder7 turns GitHub notebooks into interactive ones, and NbConvert8 and IPyPublish convert notebooks to other 

formats (e.g. PDF and HTML) [Sewell 2017]. 

Arden syntax is a language for clinical event-monitoring using Medical Logic Modules (MLM), which are rules 

with categories and slots for making clinical decisions. Arden syntax and MLMs can be used to identify and notify 

clinical events [Hripcsak 1994]. Some studies have extended Arden syntax to generate clinical reports and to create 

a more general language called PLAIN [Kraus et al. 2016; Kraus 2018; Kraus et al. 2019]. 

2.7 Impact of Large Language Models on DA  

Language models have already been used for text generation and document analysis. [Mager et al. 2021] fine-

tuned GPT-2 [Radford et al. 2019] to produce text from AMR (abstract meaning representation) by jointly training 

prediction of the text and reconstruction of AMR. T5 (Text-to-Text Transfer Transformer) by [Raffel et al. 2019] 

performed impressively on ToTTo [Parikh et al. 2020] for generating text from highlighted cells in a table. However, 

the generation often involved hallucination and toxicity, making it difficult for general deployment. However,  the 

recent alignment of language models such InstructGPT [Scheurer et al. 2022] and GPT-4 [OpenAI 2023] has been 

successful in generating text with lower hallucinations and toxicity while being more acceptable to human 

evaluators than larger language models. Better generation capabilities coupled with ease of use can make these 

LLMs as the de-facto method of generating text from data or prompts. Among other domains, legal document 

automation [Lauritsen 2012] has been profoundly impacted by the advent of LLMs. GPT-4 was able to achieve 90th 

percentile in Uniform Bar Exam [OpenAI 2023] and ChatGPT9 was able to pass law-school course final exams 

without human intervention [Choi et al. 2023]. The human-in-the-loop use of language models along with its tooling 

is expected to gain more adoption in the legal domain [Eloundou et al. 2023]. 
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Language models have also been used for document analysis, e.g. in [Sifa et al. 2019], which presents a method 

to automate manual effort in ensuring completeness of financial documents according to legal requirements. With 

better ability to follow instructions, aligned language models can have significant impact on document analysis; i.e.,  

analysis tasks that used to require engineering can simply be prompted to an LLM. A prominent example of language 

model usage for document understanding is question answering over a large document using tooling such as 

LangChain10. Moreover, language models can also perform checks or analysis over document text which cannot be 

easily codified. 

Language models also impact knowledge bases and ontologies, which are used for external data sources or 

document design. OntoGPT by [Caufield et al. 2023] generates ontologies and knowledge bases from text using GPT-

4 instruction prompting. On the other hand, studies such as [Chen et al. 2023; Varshney et al. 2023; Li et al. 2022] 

use ontologies to enhance the quality, or personalize the text generated using language models. 

The impact of LLMs on document automation is expected to become more profound as they become better 

generalists. LLMs, such as OpenAI Codex, have been tuned to be proficient at understanding and generating code. 

This can not only enable developers to quickly prototype DA technologies, but also potentially allow for processing 

documents and converting them from one format to another. As LLMs and related tools (e.g., LangChain) improve, 

it would be possible to draft, process and understand documents within the language model tools.  

3 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION 

3.1 Key Findings 

In this survey, we examine how different domains have adapted the basic document generation workflow to meet 

their needs and improve their efficiency. Table 1 summarizes the reviewed approaches by their applicable 

documents, common features, distinct characteristics, and underlying technologies. Moreover, certain emerging or 

potential research trends were identified as a part of the survey: 

1. Personalization is a growing field of research in document automation. It can be done at the content authoring 

or document assembly stages. For example, users can get personalized tax forms by choosing variability points 

in the Document Product Line architecture. Likewise, an ontology context model can tailor the text of public 

communications based on user profile. Language models are promising for document personalization. 

2. Some studies use semantic web technologies like RDF and OWL to reason over document content for 

compliance, auditing and quality assessment. Language models may be more popular for document 

understanding due to their simplicity.  

3. XML/RDF/ontologies are powerful but hard to use and slow to adopt. Jupyter notebooks are popular and fast 

because they use JSON, which is simple. DA technologies should be user-friendly and have code completion. 

LLMs can help with prototyping and converting formats. Models like OntoGPT may help generate ontology 

from text using instruction prompting on GPT-4. 

4. To achieve semantic interoperability across the enterprise, an ontology can be created for the document 

schema if needed. This allows easy data transfer and document editing among departments. Enterprise 

knowledge graphs can also provide or infer document content. 

5. Domain-specific information systems and repositories need better integration with standard documentation 

technologies. This integration would allow common DA technologies such as XML to easily pull and push data 
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from such repositories, eliminating the manual overhead for users. Language models can help by generating 

or querying text from knowledge bases. We also need bidirectional traceability between documents and data 

repositories, so that changes in either side are reflected and tracked in the other (inspired by MDE-based 

documentation systems).  
Table 1. Summary and comparison of DA architectures reviewed 

DA approach Document variety Common features Distinct 
characteristics  

Technologies 
used 

Related 
studies  

Quantitative 
analysis reports 

Statistical analysis 
and scientific 
reports 

Integrating and presenting 
analysis code, code output and 
natural language explanation  

Reproducibility, 
usability 

Jupyter Notebooks, 
Integration of R/S 
into other markup 
languages. 

53, 63, 94, 
112, 99, 43, 
37, 5, 105 

Legal document 
assembly tools 

Legal documents, 
contracts, etc. 

Dynamic questionnaire; 
Capture and reuse inputs; 
Ability to pull info from 
databases; Conditional and 
rule-based logic 

Power drafting, 
template creation 
and 
maintainability   

Commercial tools: 
Hotdocs, Contract 
Express, etc. 

30, 38, 59, 
86, 71, 85 

Technical 
documentation  

Software/product 
lifecycle documents 

Minimal human intervention, 
structured reports 

Traceability, 
automatic code 
documentation 

DITA, 
Programming 
languages 

20 

Model driven 
engineering 

V&V activities: 
requirements, plan 
and design, test 
cases, publish 
results 

Integrating document 
generation with modeling 
platform/tool. 

Traceability SysML, XML, 
DocBook, Latex 

14, 9, 75, 7 

Clinical 
applications of 
Arden syntax 

Documents in daily 
clinical use such as 
Discharge letters. 

Integration with patient data 
management systems, 
templating language should 
easily integrate with medical 
domain knowledge 

Usability, 
domain-based, 
easy to learn. 

Arden syntax 50, 51, 52 

Public 
administration 

Documents meant 
to serve 
instructions or rules 
to a large public. 

Document assembly is often the 
focus of such architectures. 

Tailored content, 
variability driven, 
personalization 

Custom software 73, 8, 88 

Data-to-text Reports based on 
machine collected 
and processed data. 

No manual authoring. NLG may 
be involved to convert data to 
text. 

Informative, 
periodic, natural 
language 
generation 

NLG 28, 106, 29, 
107 

Highly 
configurable 
products 

Manuals for each 
configuration of the 
product. 

Assembly of documents 
according to product 
configuration is essential. 

Reusability, 
usability, 
variability 
identification 

DPL, DITA 95, 32, 88 

Semantic web Usually used where 
rule bases are 
common or for 
personalization or 
inter-operability. 

Usage of ontologies to improve 
semantic interoperability, 
knowledge graphs for 
generating inferences for 
document assembly. 

Semantic web 
technology is 
used. 

XML, Custom 
software 

71, 117, 77, 
8, 92, 119 

Note: The "related studies" column lists the reviewed studies related to each DA approach. To view the reviewed 

studies, please refer to Appendix A.  



 

3.2 Conclusion 

We surveyed different document automation architectures for various domains and their goals, such as 

reusability, interoperability, reproducibility, traceability, personalization and variability of content. We analyzed 

how each architecture element can benefit from the recent advances in LLMs. We foresee that language models and 

supporting tools will play a bigger role in document creation and understanding. We also suggest that combining 

language models with document assembly methods can enhance generative and compositional capabilities. 
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