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RAAEA 5 A SN MK F F 09 SR 52 A0EE A, )BT RABAE R £ R AR 5 A R X g M AL, AR
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Hybrid Data Augmentation Framework Based on Controllable Explanation

SUN Ze-Chen, XIAO Yi-Sheng, LI Jun-Tao, ZHANG Min, ZHOU Guo-Dong
(School of Computer Science and Technology, Soochow University, Suzhou 215008, China)

Abstract: Previous pre-trained language models (PLMs) have demonstrated excellent performance in numerous tasks of natural language
understanding (NLU). However, they generally suffer shortcut learning, which means learning the spurious correlations between non-robust
features and labels, resulting in poor generalization in out-of-distribution (OOD) test scenarios. Recently, the outstanding performance of
generative large language models (LLMs) in understanding tasks has attracted widespread attention, but the extent to which it is affected
by shortcut learning has not been fully studied. In this paper, the shortcut learning effect of generative LLMs in three NLU tasks is
investigated for the first time using the LLaMA series models and FLAN-T5 models as representatives. The results show that the shortcut
learning problem still exists in generative LLMs. Therefore, a hybrid data augmentation framework is proposed based on controllable
explanations as a mitigation strategy for the shortcut learning problem in generative LLMs. The framework is data-centric, constructing a
small-scale mix dataset composed of model-generated controllable explain data and partial original prompting data for model fine-tuning.
The experimental results in three representative NLU tasks show that the framework can effectively mitigate shortcut learning, and
significantly improve the robustness and generalization of the model in OOD test scenarios while avoiding sacrifice of or even improving

the model performance in in-distribution test scenarios. The solution code is available at https://github.com/Mint9996/HEDA.
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FRUIZRIE 58, 40 BERT!". RoBERTa™%%, 75203 AT 4545 s i 82 O 2 J& , 1R AR RS 78 2 b B 4038
AT S R B AR S (0 MRS, i, BERT REELZE A A MINLI 348 4 Db AT i 2 )5, 78 | 2R & 3T 45 b
(FIAE R %6 1T LLIA B 84.6%Y. SR, 24 MR 415 VI 25 4. A H5CHE /0 A A — S50, B2 g E R (2 35 1 B4 L s A
it AT — A T B R AR R (348 5T (shorteut learning)™®, RIAS B4 851 T Hicts 4 42 BEAT TN, 4%
BARRDUN A G B MERHE S HARAREE 2 R AR DG EE, FEAEAR 5 g B 4. WA 1(a) FivR, LA SAE S HEEAT S5
R, FENZRMT B, B85 5] 1 R34 (premise) AR XA (hypothesis) 2 [H] ¥ B iA] B & 5 R 22 “Z1 % (entailment)”
Z A RO TE, BRI o B 1 447, DALt FEHESR B B, A AU ) T 38 5 S AR A A B 1) 31 S R A HR 1 R 2 B0k
&, TR 7 SCHEAT TN, 22 EE 5 I SR B 2 A AN (R I, $843 2% 2] T e S SRR I IO, BRI T AL 1Y)
TR AR 2. S T TEAF iR s B SR AR 2% ST IR, WAL RIS 7 TR U 42 2 ST /3% =% (i HANS %
P54 UV MNLI-Hard 0454 ™), I FLis %t Ho B E 20 A Py it S 50 e L AT Bl M 10 40 A /Mt 3 v 1
PERE 22 5, OB (47 2 S FEFE . P 1(b) 0 SE a0 BOHE BUULHE S e T 285 MINLI 308 #2911 255 1) BERT %!
MIHEAR 5 = Il TE 23 AT R S b, AR AL R v 26 ik 84.3%, T 7E HAN'S £4i £ b I HER 22 00R 61.1%,
AZE 23.2%. XA RE N MEREZE FR W, BERT A 24125 5 [0 fB s RO M 8. R, SR 5 5] 1) J s it 7 AR
TFE U SR a2 > R RSBk, I LR A S A2 AT HESE, 2 ™ AR T TE A A ANE P ih Bt 51z
AHE P, T LS| AR T AT S A AL

REABRE: FEIZREE T, %5 “entailment” 5
) A E S MR R,

1N
Premise: The student ran, or the president slept. MNLI-
4 Model MNLI HANS
Hypothesis: The student ran. o5t Hard
: BERT-base 843 61.1 75.9
LLaMA (7B) 89.9 723 85.8
7~ -
i I HANS 5 MNLI-Hard ¥ % ] TR A5G 2% 5] IR 4.
Entailment X N tailment \/ HANS = Z ] TRl i) F5E 4% (lexical-overlap bias);
ntailmen on-entailmen MNLI-Hard =% ] T KoM B4 (hypothesis-only bias).
(a) FEAR S SRR A 2 7 e (b) FELR SRR (R 1 E 2

K1 SR RIS

IEAESR, O — S FAR B AR 5 5) il AR R R 5. A 28 0 0o, {8 F S EOMAE S A8 L s Sk i)
TR S5 S s ol 5 A P18 (R I R 580808, ¥ Bh T B AR B A ST i R U O AR, FRATIIE R 3 L e 3
4% BERT JEA TR 25 54 JE FF, 7ERERY AR L Je 250 K7 P b A7 76 B B )R BR . [EIB, B T BB R i
TR B B f g0, A sl N AR, in LLaMAM™ . LLaMA 21, FLAN-T5!"14% B fE £ AN ARE S H
AT 45 Hh St R 0, TR R R T DAE O B D R R RV S e il XK 5 A R AT 5 K Rz A e D, (2
TR R Hh A T A E S A2 27 ST B R R AS I Rf. TR, D T 8 S R =, BRATIEE T A AR v HLAG A
TR A BTN R LLaMA R AR 5 FLAN-TS B8, 8 R H00 T 2 BMTE 24 5 SRIE S BT
SR IR S SIS, I 5L 50 BERT J) 5 AR BE4T Lh A,

FATEE 1(b) 7R T LLaMA A5 (R 45 2 > (] 11030 40 S A 45 L. s b SRR W, 485 MINLI 3048 42 i
J&i, LLaMA #ERLE 73 A5 A AR 3 5 b e R A B T BERT B4 FT4R T, SRT0, LLaMA ##E MNLI 43
N IREE 5 HANS TR AR th B HERf R 2 (AT 5 17.6%, 76 IZ MR 47 76 ) 2 10 FE 4% 2 ST il JB. 22 TR 4R



INER AT T WA RSB RIER 3

2R, BAHR 7T A PR VERRE TR & SR SRS, DA AR A RO AR (R B A2 27 3] ), SR TR M B e 1
ZAKE. BARRAE, FATHE SR A € BRI I R T 3271 (prompt), DAEAE sl ai 5 1 AR RS B g 3t 5e Al B
SR BT 55, %80 0 B R O R v Kl HL, AT SRIR MR 73 PR 4y, — 83N ChatGPT #E7Y
(GPT-3.5-turbo)!" VA= ji AT 42 PEARARE, I A FHY A2 1 P AR B AR 11 S RS, AT TR 5 J50 U PO A Dy v 42 P
REEE; e, TNV 5y — S R on M 5 T R VR AR e LU S5 LR &, T2 ARk T vl 42 P AR ) VR 5 B 4
TR G5, 45 2 A B IRE 5 B 55 P (K S 06 45 SRR WY, A P SRATT O HE SR A4 3 11 2l S Bl A it s oK T8 55
MR TR B AR 2 3T R, 3R T 1R AE A SIS 5 R A

A BTk AT BLS S U0

o PRZIFo M 7T IAAT (KA RO 5 AR 2 F AR 5 B 55 h IO B AR 22 O] T AL SR S5 SRR,
I R AR 2 O] I AT RAZAE, RO 1 R AE 3 A SRk 37 5t P i) e 1.

o FRU T T R F VM ARORE 10 VR K 0 S A 2R DA A A AR AR Y OB A > 1) L 127 1A T BEARR T
TSR, HIER T RIS SHM. £ 3 DMRAT I ERIE 5 B SS LI 2 Se R W], e Be s A
MG I BEAR 2 2T 1), 35 3R T TR 2 0 A A IS 3 b B & R I, OF BN i S B 3R T
TES3 A7 IR 5 M .

o AT T REII TR, SRITIZRER KABE . SRR S 5 T sk AR A IR S BB L ek i 1)
AREUTT S48 R RN B Y A 2 ST RS BT, /N A T s e A e 0 1) 68 P RE 8 A R i B PR A 2 )
L. I HL, T2 RO R R, 3o 22 A I R 58080 mT BEAE S ) B XA 55 PRI R (R B4 2 o 1l L. AT T3
VORI TR B 2 R S /N RS R SRR G2 A T (N A2 ), ST R TR 8 b2k (1 TRT I 5 27 B B

1 #HxIE

BT 55 ) M B DA TEAR S B ARG S BT S P B EE 1R, 20T K 9, BERT KTIZEELTE B 48
VB 5 HEFRAT 55 mh TR T B0 B v 0 R G I 1 [RIRE, o T B S AR 5%, MR T 1) RS DR S e (1 3R]
DT RCHEAT T, 170 2086 7 FEAT SCRFAE A ER AR U7, Bl 5] il ™ SR T R AE B S R R R BRI AR T,
T TR BRI 52 A0, KRR 2 BB U B0 T SRR B B34 2 5T 1] .

DAFE G T MR AR B S AR 2% 2] I ) 5 v R B0 R LA AN L USSR Sy oo A DUESHR g rhote, DABE S Sy rp
O PRI AR 7 30 B T ZE B0 1 SR B, St o A A R A g kB, DA /D A S A2 R I O M. Liu 2 L)
A Han 2 AU PN TAREE SR Je 00 AR, SR BER L3 T G ERRE; Clark 25 AP, He 25 AP Sanh %
N PR HIFE PoE (product-of-experts) HEZE () 3EAl b, 45 & A (i 22 M 200 15 1A 0 HHBIABE 700 2% ST B4R Tk ks N 1)
P& R SR 2 A HE 3 5 VR R o6 e A% STARER, SEBl 1 A R f S BN B AR 5 3T 1) R A T 5. A, FER I 2R
ot A Lo FIE T B 0 R A A B T R AR A 2 ST il A 2 T AR S e RO RIE B U T AR R - k2D
K 4 PR BRFAE FIT o5 L. Wu 25 N POR T — R T 2 Giit (z-statistics) ot SEA LI, F 07 3% H 50de 4
HHHT A R BRI (0 B B AR . 22 bl B 398 500 5 02 TR B AR ol 7 P T SR A 4% 2 3] ), 40 Kawshik 25 A P81 e 3
SR 1 R T I, P S SO B I AR LR SR L e, S A A PR H e R R R 49 58 7 v
TR PR P AR 7. AH EG T DU AL R S 18] IR 2 A 07 V5, 8 T 380 1) 07 V20 3 AN 2 B I /) ) SR A el
HINGE HAR, &R R R 2 P

SRT RIBR )2, TH 7] B AR TE B AT 55, DA S TR 5 2T M8 IR R 5 Gl K 2 55 T 3 A 45 5 15
B4 (41 BERT. RoBERTa %), H A, A= paliE 5 A i 52 T 32 MR 77 vk i B ae e th b Se sl B AR E 5
FRAT 45 U2, R, Bt A R 8 KA T SR AL, IR B KB S8 B A GE SR DA e £
FhELARAT 55 R BLaR K MRS, AR T DME AR 5L U2 84, 4 I MR AT 1 26 e oKE 3 R AT B,
ST TS REE AR B ALE B ARTE & AR 55 M HEAR 2% 20 10 BUE AR R Rk, FRATIZE T4 man) 2 ) H B A Rk
) LLaMA R85 FLAN-TS 8 @ T sLie, kR R T IZ8EMEZA ARG T BB ES iRy I n
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LR, 22 AT B SRR M, SEAR 2 31 )RR AR W A AR TR e 0 A O, S (R R
etk 7 B 2.

T LR, FATLAHARE g rhoCo AR T T 1) A RN 2 R R A% 2 5 ) R 2 g T 5 2 Tl Sk A
B 1AV & B0 8 SRAE 4. R (M R BE (explanation) 7E [ 2R15 5 102 M St b R B3 1R, Wei 45 A B4,
Lampinen % A PSWRZ 1 e M B0 b 402 v A5 R 4 2L 10 10108 . 76 G0 PR R0 e 000 ot A 2 e £ i
T, Stacey 25 A PR H R AR M B0 e B 5 JIBCEE VR, JFUE W VR R B (RTINS AL 7E 53 A7 P SRR
SEPPERE. Chen 55 A\ P75 Schuster 45 A WPHIESE 1A F AR B0 AR 06 SR THBURXT T X s i B bt 15 1ok
TARAS R 52, BATTH i Mo P AR A Ml 2 e A pl s QO R 5 A ST Wi, e L, A B =24 i 2 b s A A 55k
(K BRE Sy, BA B AT B AR E ChatGPT K2 1 B4 BOREAS (1 AR 1 B0, 10 AN s s il
A7 e, BATHR T EE IR & i SnE, K w] VRS 5 3mSR AT IR &, DG Z AR E S sR iR &
B P T RO B JRATI 7 A Rt G 1 A sl O 5 R IS AR 22 2T 1) AL, R T 17 B AE 3 A S
SR B R, (R AR 2 SR TR AE S A A S e

2 ET AT RERNE S BIEEEIESR

AN T BATHE 05T AT 35 PR AR I VR & 2 S B AE 2L . PN 20 B340 7V I SE A AE DL e 5 3
il 5 95 5 EE A AT
2.1 FIESRIRTE

AT VEGH IR 1 5 T AT AR PO R 5 0 SR A R P R AR SE LR A 2 B, FRATREBL T ZAESE g
PR TARURE. 35 T ORFRATHE MR & K B 1M el 1R S AR (R ol o A A 5 T EAT PRAR I A 4.

A X
ﬂ [ﬁ]‘ﬁ-ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ% ]w[ SR ]Q[ — ]
A

K2 HESL R AR R

2.1.1 HRESERIE

B3 R 7RI A HESE TR S B AR 0 R A M IE T AR, R EAAE O TR ARRR.

o SRFEHE: X T a0 AR S SRR U, 40 LLaMA RFIE R, JE-F /NS E o 45 A 0 2 DASIUR L
R E AR 55 W R AR A HESR B8 /7. DRI, 456 X5 DR B8 8, FRAM JE 6 (4 AR I 25 8 rhodk 0/ N8 7 Bt gk 47
S, BARRE, AT IR A B SR AR 25 3 A0 HEAT BN LR AT, B ZZIEHLT 4 000 MEAAE NIRATIIIIZREE.

o A RN EE: 5 HEELA TAE 0 RAROE B, A T T UG SR A AR AR B, Il T 3R R ERR S 1
Hs WA O SR B Gl 3(1) BTR, 2R s AR A R S 1 o R AT S SN AL 9 AR AT S5 R X, B B ARG
F )4, DL IniE Re AR i oK 1S 588 B Pl 25 B AR, BET 30 4F MO IS R T 260 B B R AR, LB SRE &
R 25 W, 1ZAT 55 1 E = SO A N B 5] 755 B 1A (hypothesis) FIHTHE A (premise) Z [8] 191F SR RN &
(entailment). 57 (neutral) i 4& 77 J& (contradiction). 383 A FH 45 58 $&7NARAR, 1 4<“Premise: [Hi#&%]]”. Question:
Does this imply that “Hypothesis: [{£1% ]2 Yes, no, or maybe?>, 1] LA J5i4h K& AIRITAT R A 45 & il — A B AR K
) R, AT S A B R B R ARG {yes, maybe, no} 5 R IR 4L & {entailment, neutral, contradiction} —— X} .
FEASCSEG T, FATTA N F A it (1 7 5 5 (s 2R 2 (PromptSource package)' " ke 4 ML ASAR.

o AR AR : 15 a1 T M AT KIS B AR B I 5K AR AR 7, TRATN T8 BT A @ I SR /s AR LA Fa S BB AR A
SR ARREEOR. A TR, S BARO FR 08 5 B  A: B i g e U Rk, BRATTIE UL R R



FNER S AT T MR R A SIR I IR AE S 5

PETRBEAR: 1) ATk s SRR AR W 2 AA A 55 R A RN, CR-f35 TR 35 A I 2) Ik 3o RS I #Ah
SR B ST, AT RE R FF AR UK — EbE; 3) mrm vk $RoRARAR N 51 AT - T ) 3 S8 26 il 5 B
B, 8o B R AR A TR A FLSChR 28 51 3 B3R TRERON W VR SRR 0732, Wl 3(2) Fiow, 1856 br s
i, BAVE 7 <Why the answer is “[label "> 5~ LAfE T A R ChatGPT 2 A AT 72 A R Kl

Premise: Hein! said Poirot. Hypothesis: Poirot called for Hein. Label: Entailment
l (1) 2E AR AR

-------

“Hein! said Poirot.” Question: Does this imply that “Poirot called for Hein.”?

Yes, no, or maybe? Lkl st
+
.
Why the answer is|'Yes™? | L ChatGPT
l (2) 2R BT AR A
Y : Pr— : i : : :

“Hein! said Poirot.” Question: Does this imply that | The answer is “Yes’, because the exclamation “Hein!”” suggests
“Poirot called for Hein.”? Yes, no, or maybe? that Poirot is addressing or calling out to someone named Hein.

> t (3) WA P B b R s

KB (4 i kit o b

K3 s B iEd R

o VA A S T T 5 0 R AR M P 2 A R B0 B 7, 223
SRRV 2 PR 1 IR 7 R A RO A R 5 b 2 D R SRR . SR TR AT 1AM, 52 4 G R
YEAEAT IG5 B HE 8. 13 T RS T SCACTE (P L K BRSO, AR VI 25T R A3 B 43 %
VETHRRERSAY, IR BS T SR AAHE BT 55 1 L AR, S0 TR WO RO G5 L TR, D06 — 50 R R AR 5 S M
HEIR A AT VIR, BRI, 7R SR B 2 5, B 15 B B e — 48 3 MO T F 2 A
B A6 2 R AR R 1 B R SR £, P00 4 B A 7 B M 5, ek, RATRATT 121
£ LA, I 76 S5 S04 9236 BRATE 735 — EO A
212 BB

T T L3 A I T AR R 8 2 AR, PRk TV R B LA 25 45 R
LLaMA {5, 2478 > F Transformer 4 {1 MLBLHINIZRi% 2 B, i 4~ Transformer 0 2B 41
i, I (A 7 e SR . R BIG0 B, 6TA FT T KR TERR SAUREAT VI 5, (255 A 4
ESCRBUF AN, R R R E SR RO BRI . RO, 5 — M N NN 1 2
SRS U = (U, Un,-.., Uy, IG5 BRI F K B L

Lye = ) logP(U|U:6),

He, U, RNGSCAR U RIS —MAER, U, RNGSCER U HRTE U, ZBIRBTA RS, P(U|U;6) ARERESHAE
0 T4E BT U, Tl U, IRk,
R FE 5 TN SRt FEA, 45 8 — AN B Rp 8 SR AR A 2 S I I 25 52491, % SE L& T HoR B R) T S
CAK HFRFRZEFH Y, 2R B AR i KA 4R 2k ek Ly, -
Ly = logP(Y|S @Y .:0),

Y, ey
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Ho, v, A BRSSP H Y R —ANAAT, @ APHERE, R 5 1& XS Bk —8 38, EoRd T, ]
EHRTEA) A B ARER 27 51 75 EE P Ok — e AR, R 2 ) T B ARAR RS R S AR A, 1K 2 KA
TEHEFR OB B, $2 7315 0] )7 512 45 52 1, A AN 75 T B ARAs 23 4.

FE B AR B RE v, FRATTTE S8R F A S AR S AR SRR SR A A AR AR AN, SR 5 B SRR ) - dee JE A
KT R (RIS T B R ASERR FIT A A f) T R 7 A — s e ) BRATTAE BT S R R TR 3 R
FRIRBR [P 1 45 AR i 4 SEIR 45 . B2 AR S 3 T 2L
22 FEMEES S
221 SRR BT AT H

DA AR 5% AR SRS (1 ARR Kt 22 BRI T N ARy 515 5 2% 31 J7 i (in-context learning, ICL)™. A\ L#xiE 77
BT NS EER R, B AR [ A2 T B N SR 42 5] A% . Ludan 2 N ¥ REA (few-shot) H155E
A AR BE A 2] 7 R SR AR AR RO, (R (R R S o N AR I R B e AR R ). IRk
AR L, A5 A A i s 2R AR AR PR AR SR B 2 A B AR R B T AR R HB Y 48 A ) B

2 B BYEHE (chain-of-thought, COT)P i (1) &, 127 v B 7E AL 58 AT 55 B FR /R ASERR 19 K 2 A <Let’s
think step by step>, 5| ‘PR HEATIZ D J 2 I fg 24 B SRFIHE SRS A, FRATTAT ASKIBUBE AL 1) S o REAE D oxof L)
FRRRHE. SR, A COT J5 i AR B AR PR A T BE A7 7E 1R B 1, RO JEGR COT ik B EMZ R IN5] 2,
T RE S = A IR I B R L R R RE. 5 2 Xt b, Wl 4(a) F1 (b) Fiow, Al MERoR 7V B IE B R 1151 2,
AT DR AR AR P R 1

“Hein! said Poirot.” Question: Does this
imply that “Poirot called for Hein.”? Yes, no,

ChatGPT Input

“Hein! said Poirot.” Question: Does this
imply that “Poirot called for Hein.”? Yes, no,

ChatGPT Input

“Hein! said Poirot.” Question: Does this
imply that “Poirot called for Hein.”? Yes, no,

or maybe? or maybe? or maybe? ,
“Why the answer is “Yes’? Let’s think step by step. The answer is “Yes . Let’s think step by step.
7\ PAY P
ChatGPT Output ChatGPT Output

ChatGPT Output

The answer is ‘Yes’, because the statement
“Hein! said Poirot” implies that Poirot
called for Hein. The exclamation ““Hein!”
suggests that Poirot is addressing or calling

No, the statement “‘Hein! said Poirot” does
not imply that Poirot called for Hein. It
simply indicates that Poirot said the word
“Hein.” The context or further information
would be needed to determine if Poirot

1. The statement “‘Hein! said Poirot”
indicates that Poirot said the word “‘Hein.”
2. In this context, it is reasonable to assume
that Poirot is calling for someone named
Hein. 3. Therefore, it can be inferred that

called for Hein or if there is any other
meaning behind the statement.

My

Poirot is calling for Hein based on the
\smtement 4. Hence, the answer is *“Yes.” ﬁ

out to someone named Hein.

\_ X/

(a) AIFEPERE R 7V (AR 30) (b) BYERE (COT ) ik

K4 AFTTEE B R EE < I E

S —5EM2, WE 4(c) Fiw, BATE T DUE iR 5 COT Jrikti g &, RIS A HIAR &5 51
COT J7ikA: . BARHEAE N AE SR AR I A B IN A <The answer is “[label]”. Let’s think step by step.>fJ#¢
. B 5 R, X FNARG U7 R R AT DL ORI RO RO HERA M, (RS Bl mT s M SRR VB L, 45 A COT |
J5 0PI R 2 A AR A B ) BT 0D R, RITAE AR T R A R AR B PR AT T T AR M AR S SRR,
RERE CRAUF BT RYTE R0 IERA 2 22 00 AT 38 T A8 AT 5 B aT 2 (M ARRE, I BLARRE I N R BE N T B 7. 7R 88 3.5 9ISk
Bt ep, FRATTRE T HLax 3 AN [ 75 25 B 1 310 0 b e 5 A 12 PRV AR B X SR AR AR R 44 25 S IR R
22.2  RERGORE S T T AR L

FEAESE BERT 2341590 XTI A8 (00 b e -5 T 3ol A v U, 4 52 52 )T 06 <s 1, 82>, WF 03 1 2 1 A
YRIA T [CLS] 5 [SEP] ¥5-f)F X $f 42 4“[CLS] s1 [SEP] s2”fIER, Z EM N, Ll BB R 2 5, %712
AT I J5 — R A T [CLS] AN (embedding) 3T 4 5 43 2688 3k (specific classifier head) #E4TAR%S
TR, %5 2543534 [CLS] WA IR AN LI 53282, o T — AR E AR R EE, 5 J5 L2 i R AR 28
FRIME R HERLLE R

(o) B LERE (COT) 5k



FNER S AT T MR R A SIR I IR AE S 7

B J5, Lester £ A P94 dt 1 {3 375 B0 77 VR BERT Z8MEHY (3 R %3805 s 1 ) 0t <s 1, s2>5 Ry
B an“[CLS] s1 ? [MASK] s2 [SEP]”[FE R ABAY. 5 LR A [CLS] W75 IR A T AR 25 1) T AR R/, 22807
AR B AE [IMASK] R85 3 A7 B 2E s e AR 28, W R (R R ok, ZE B 4 ) [MASK 37 4557 B 0k 1
A2 BRMEER 3 A 5, AR 2 e A X R AR O 26 B R AR S 28 B E 5 . IX PR 772 5 BERT ARALTE TRIZA
I BEROHERD 1 75 A5 (masked language model, MLM)" T4 145, B T4 [MASK] Axic B4 A) 107 B A4,
MITEZ A TS LEUR T 3R =Tt

SR, A FAT M8 AR e TN 2R KB B AT ORI, TR 7R B2 S5 A B T R B P 25 I A 55 AHUCIC. %2 By
TETRIINZRBY B (AT 45 2 5 T 2 N SCH R — AN, RIS A [MASK] #R%s. At LAERATT 75 B B 465 i B s AR
K1) 7 g )2 1 7 3K, X RRAE AR A T DATE SRR N 2 J5 AR BTN R AR 2. ZE I R R, FRATT il A
PRIANASIAR I 0 S5 1A ) AN, AR S ASE BN S it KT I 1 [ B A S 2 A 25

BEAN, AN AL 35 45 K4 (A 2R R G 25 - R 25 &5 440 PRV R 70 DI SRR B il AR P AR TR AR T3l 3o T DU AL 2% 22
R SR, FLRFR IE G0 3E 2.1.2 F7 0 BT d, Z A 800 ) B0 B N AR D 23 B Jo B A i 2. T T Gm A 28 - i
it 3 SRR AR TR OR U, 1] R0 - Bl S N G %, B 5 MR 2 12 A B 2.

3 X W

3.1 SKRHE

PATVEEL 3 NGIE TR A TS B R AAN B SAE 5 BARAT 55 T 5258, 43 il 2 B 2RE S HEFAE 55 (natural
language inference, NLI). F5ZIGIE(T4% (fact verification) LA S B SARAIMT 45 (paraphrase identification). Z: {8 56l
ROBIF R ) BRATTAE S B AR S 7R A 15 1 4 17 A AN 7] 3 A1 B0 DR 3 55 o ) R SRR T B R O B 2 >
. S5 IZRE0E R 23 A (37 500 W % B0 B2 AR B (W IR F 22 BRI 4R, WAl PR Jy 20 A A # 4 (in-domain
data, ID), 5 HHATA A 737 10007 5l AL & B 2 A Reat i SR 5 TE R S50 A Il A, X SRR SR PR
S ATHNAESE (out-of-domain data, OOD)™. & 1 Hr IR 45 T 8 ME S5 BB AL I B 18, R DK 55
PR AT VEHR 41,

R KB AEAEE R

1E5% B4 53 B
MNLI Train 392 702
MNLI-m dev ID Test 9815
H SRS = HANS 30 000
MNLI-Hard-m OOD Test 4573
MNLI-Hard-mm 4530
FEVER Train 242911
e FEVER dev ID Test 16 664
P FEVER Symm. v1 956
OOD Test
FEVER Symm. v2 712
QQpP Train 363 870
B SR QQP dev ID Test 40430
PAWS _QQP OOD Test 677

(1) BARE SRS

® MNLI (the multi-genre natural language inference corpus, 2 27 [ SR 15 & HE B )P4 45 2 — Ml 32
I B ORE S HEER AR 55 B 4, 60 Bl B SR AN B 2E B 0 T3 LA R — 3 2 TA) (TR OOG R (BIAREE). Rk,
N BB RS AT EE A 51 B ok, WIBRZEAZE (entailment); QR HRTHETESE, WFRZE AN H ST (neutral); 4
B S RTIRAHT J&, WFRAE 7P JE (contradiction). MNLI 54 4 10 o &b SR SCAS RS, i AL 304 43 A TR AT
f) (matched) FASTCEL ) (mismatched) FEMRAS, R fE A8 MNLI-m 5 MNLI-mm. BT J& 46 AR5 RS2 4 L sehn



g HAR AR wrrnd oo e

25, BAE 2 EHE 2 I I IEER AR it B2 IR 340 Y 4R

o HANSULZ — AL T T VP44 H ARE 5 HEERAT 55 v RS2 X 3% 2 A0 Al 222 100 M5t P I 8 (1) 52 2 B4 42, Wl 1
29 MNLI {401 4. HANS #4425 MNLI 1k A, FRE R A AT AT A) 2 AR, (R 2 FAR e
227 (entailment) 5EZE & (non-entailment) BN, [EEE R M2, ZEEEE P& — MEARM AT AR Z
(35076 K& MR &, IR B KB/ Bk o8 R 7T 73 Rl HE & (lexical-overlap). T /%1 (subsequence) Fll
43 (constituent) iX 3 FPEAY, T H L SARENAL S AL S IFE AR &2 15 000 2. LA RITT 7R B, BEBUR 5 i)
T i AT S AR B RV S, RIGEAR, W H oS R IUIe 2 A (Rt W R R AE AR SRR 2% ST 1A R, £ HANS
SR () BRI 72 SERRAE 25 (R AR A r 0 S0 R A 22 A0 o, T AR 2805 S TR A 3R ARG, B i
Pt REAEE.

o MNLI-Hard"™ {4 5 3 22 K I (5 9815 = BT 55 RS A 2 (hypothesis-only bias) S 314524 3]
IR, BB AT R A AR A TR 5 H) SREAT T, 22 T B SOR AT 2 1B 1191 SOR AR 100 G 1) =8 2 JiR TRl 6 2 R
) — L R 5 AR A 2 TR PE S P R B ) 2k, 4910 4 75 5 R 5 P JE bR A B 0% TR R 9T RN R
WA ZR A RE B SR TN MINLT (R 4%, 54 T B 1= B0 FE A8 B2 A #4987 MNLI-Hard JHRR. [FIFE, MNLI-
Hard 8B4 70 UL AC A 5 A DRSPS hicAR, 1 Il i 7% MNLI-Hard-m 5 MNLI-Hard-mm, /£ 25 MNLI ]
AR ANIAEE. SEEe b, G SR AL ZE MNLI-Hard H ()1 RE 5 78 MINLI F 23 A0 A AR 1) 44 A 22 e B, DU e B i
B R4 5 2 i R P

(2) FERAEESS

o FEVER (fact extraction and verification) " 8 # 4 /2 24 B 75 SL 4R B BT & L WF i | 64 S IE
SR, AR R 2 AR R 2 — . %A% B ENTES IR (evidence) U 5 T4 A B (claim) FIAE 3K
P, HARBAHE L HF (support)s [RIX (refutes) Bi# {5 A2 (not enough information). B T 1% 48 (17 4R J 5K
FREERATE, FIEFRA 1A A FEVER I ZR S iR 8L, I BL{s A H 3R R 8RR 943 PN a4 DA DU C R Y P g

e Fever-Symmetric H1 Schuster £ A Y7 ) H (192 0 A0 5 Bl 2 (claim-only bias) iX 4842 (M6
FREE. A5 B 22 5 H ARE & HERRAT 55 o AR5 22 28401, SR B 75 B o L L1 2 B N 5 BSR4 2 )
AETEA AR ORI, (Rt SRR 2R o B8 31 SR B ARIE A 5 75 W R A SOOR R, T (S AR At 75 B v 1) e B DR TR A S
17, FE53 A0 AN 5 b AR Bt BT A R IR S EAR A P AN, fRiFR Symm. v1 &5 Symm. v2, ¥ 4E
DS SRR EAT 55 1R 23 A0 MU AR DA AR T X 4 A7 P AR R R

(3) B SLIMTES

® QQP (Quora question pair) FHEEE HH 1 X 18] & P 5k Quora H (14 1] UGS 1) 86 4H R, 4 25 A 4 Wiy — A o] 0 o
R 10 R 15 Re 5 AH LR . 2890Sk i, £E—MREACH, I S in) B 1 BRAE A 1) R 2 il AR A AR 28 N
5 (duplicate), MBI yAEE & (not-duplicate). FATEH QQP HIYIZRAERI HIRY AT B SR S5 0, J-4EH
FLIRUERAE Jxet R 53 A P9 IR

® PAWS (paraphrase adversaries from word scrambling)* V] QQP -4 [F] k¢ H 1] R} B 4 & 2H A, SR T P9 A 1)
R 1AL ) B e B R S, R OO R R EZ AW AR, B Sthr 28 A e A, Sanl i) sein 4 R da th, i A
QQP H 4 £ YNk (A AL AE Z M s b (R R I A B LSS 2R (random baseline), 1X 2 BHAR Y 7™ 51 4% 8t T~ 37
ICE B IERBEAT . JRATRIFEGEFH PAWS Hd 4515 9B SCIR AT 55 19 73 A A I X 4R DL sl 1 2 75 A7 72 4
RS,

3.2 WNiRIRSEERE

FEARTCH, AR T8 PR S8R R R (accuracy, %) SRVPAE AL e, HEnfh S im, 28 IR TR A0 1 Rl ik
I, T 3R 5] 3 B LB R 2 A AN e b B e, AERERLAE 40 A 1 A Bz s R I BN B 2
HItE R 22 . DRI, ATTBEH 20 A - F I HER % Avg. (average accuracy in OOD) FRRAR AL LE N7 A AR 37 =
HSE IR I, DAt S WA (1) S P[] FRAT 14 A M BE A R % Dec. (decline) SRR 7R 437 P 3% 55 )



FNER AT T MR RASIEILIRIESR 9

W5 93 AT AP HER 2 Avg. [0 228, 1XA3 BT ELULHL UE AR B S 4% 25 ST IR B LR U, Avg fB 8 5, 3R WA
BUTE 5 A SR 5 v B M5 Dec BRI, JUI 3R WA 28 (1) #4255 o 1) AP P BRI ¥ 2, T Dec fH [ B
ERERILE S A P9 AN AR 3% 5 R A HERR SR I 0%, I SRABL Y L 3 A P SR A O HERR SR I AR, H84 BIE Dec fH %%
/I, BATEA DAY [ HE 47 25 5] vl RAG B2 A DRIk, BF 0B A R B 5 2 5 o) 5 EEAR S Avg A6 Dec. 2L [H]
PEAl. AT B AR AR 2 A P MR R I RT3, SR THEBYAE 43 A SN e I HER 2 (Ave fH), #E1T
47N Dec fH.

N T AT VT Al A SR (AR 2 ST R, BRATER N T A 5 vz A 0 ) AR MRS AL 5 3 Al AL
AR 1 A R L MR A 5t B, 43 )52 BERT-base (110M)!'', RoBERTa-base (125M)™. LLaMA (7B)"* .
LLaMA 2 (7B)!"'EA J FLAN-TS-x1 (3B) 5784 U1 Bk, kg 7 360 BAT 0 )7 v 0 T 22 e 26 pl X U1 G S 28 fry B 2
> fe) BB A 2, FRA 143 S48 LLaMA R YRR 5 FLAN-TS-x1 B8Ry £ F-3EAT ey, o6 TR I A0 F.

® BERT-base (110M) 574 & — > g AL X g AB 28, JLAE I ik B2 o, A ) 77 HERT 8 5 MRS AN T — A1) il
AT 25 53 AR HE 1) 18 AN 6 TGO (Ko, G 30K (K8 5 RAE B8 /1 FIRRE SR I A

© RoBERTa-base (125M) 5% 3T BERT # B30t — 0 ok, 45 58 £ (MR AL S 5005 T 25 55cdhs, A B 6 |
SRR R T R — R TIIME S, XSO T HIZ ARE ), (2 A5 A AT 55 RIS BT AT M B

e LLaMA (7B) B2 RUE Ay il $ATF IR 6 BAT AR F M 1 AR R RIE SRR 2 — A AL AE A 22 FE e R L
{0, G AR 2% FE T Transformer 22443 — BI04k, fdi FH 75 —1k (pre-normalization). SwiGLU i & 3 f1 RoPE
Tie e BN S S B I R0, BRI T SR B B 52 1L AE 7). LLaMA 2 (7B) /2 LLaMA R%1 W) —
ANFHESRAS, KA T BRI B AR I BTG A T vk, R AR B S AL S R I T 5 R A R R0 5 HE T A
L

o FLAN-T5-xI (3B) BRI T TS WAL AT 2 AT 5 15 A T 19 R B A 2B A A ) /b i 2 8
18 H L 4% 52 2 BT 55 10 B8 71, JF FLRERE 78 40 R AELE IL IO 2B B 2 00 AR 1208 B ik B4 2 AT 554
AN, 5 T AR AT S5 BRI, A SO B, ) R R
3.3 XWFEE

ot F 50 I 245 BERT 55 RoBERTa ML SE56, BB 41 F: AL AdamW AL, FEH 2 ) %
(learning rate) BB N 1E-5, B ARNEZRE X (epoch) BB A 10, FFHEHE I8 IEHE 1) R IUPh % B 245 140 F FHE 3. FRA 1
FITA SEBAEA R BRI T (seed) BTHIIEAT 5 IR, S aRit 5 URSEI (1 135 45

AR AR LLaMA FI0H S256 48 ] Fairseq library™”, DL B I HF S8 5T INGS RS H, RITE
Pl Adam 104628, p 3B (0.9, 0.98), BUE ZECE N 0.01. I-ATE 22 S B IE N 2BE-4, HALELE 200 Y B KTR
e (warm up) JEFEAT 2 R RO, FATVROA 3 ANFE U ARYE 56 UE 48 A R I PRk e 2 AR 200 F 903 /e BRI B, BRATD
P A IR E (generation temperature) ¥ B N 0.2. AT A Y2 SHEFE SLIG I H 2 5k NVIDIA 3090 &R 3HT. B AE
JH = 2R T % LoRAPOR s 4 2 B R st/ IR A2 75 3K

TR FLAN-TS (15550, 34118 H Huggingface FE#EAT. FARKUL, TAVEAH AdamW AL I E 5 5] %
N SE-S. BATFEIREOR 3 A5 U AR 48 50 UF 42 1) 2 Pk f5e AW AN F T HE B BT VI SR 2 () s st Yo 4 7k
NVIDIA 3090 & -F#1T.

S F & AMES, BATI NI R B (PromptSource package) Vi it B4 AT 55 8 3 MR, AT 4 E AT
SR S, B AR RLE 3 AR IR T RSP BE.

34 FWERE55HH

TR AE TN SR R AL P A% 2 20 T, HEAIF B AR ST B Hh 1) R A AE B 1RO 5k, BRATTE ASRF 9 T BA
TR i) AL

® RQUL: A= il P G5 KAS AL & B ATY SRAFAEAREAR 2 21 1o R, FLA P e 2

© RQ2: BT 1] P2V AR 1AV 45 5 14 SR TE 42 BB 157 R At 2B P U R P B A2 2 ] ) 2



10 BRAP AR Hrr e B o G w Sl

RQI: A S TR R R 2 T AN SR AE AR 5 2] W R, LR FE anq?

AT WA ORI LR B ARE 5 BT 55 P 25 5] I8, AT LLaMA R FIBAE FLAN-TS &4
S5WAETZ A ) BERT S5 5 BB AT X LG, JRTE 3 ANE UL ARE & BT 45 AT 7 9258, siiRgh |
R 2 o, FeHh DORLAR SR B M e,

R2 PR BN (%)

H R & RS HIF T4 B SCR AT
ID OOD ID (00))] ID OOD
Method MNLI- MNLI- Dec. Dec. Dec.
MNLI-m HANS Hard-m Hard-mm Avg. FEVER Symm. vl Symm.v2 Avg. QQP PAWS
BERT-base 84.3 61.1 75.9 76.8 713 13.0 85.8 57.9 64.4 61.2 247 90.7 49.5 412
RoBERTa-base  87.3 71.2 80.6 81.4 777 9.6 86.4 68.0 68.2 68.1 183 91.1 51.0 40.1
LLaMA (7B) 89.9 72.3 85.8 86.0 814 8.5 88.8 71.5 72.8 722 16.6 92.8 53.8 39.0
LLaMA 2 (7B)  90.6 69.8 86.2 86.4 80.8 9.8 90.2 72.6 73.0 72.8 174 894 57.0 324
FLAN-T5-x1 87.7 66.9 83.8 84.8 785 9.2 94.0 79.4 80.8 80.1 13.9 90.2 503 399

S AE R (1) KA LLaMA R FIEAL 5 FLAN-TS BIRLE 534 P AN 50 A7 Ah IR 5% 7 10 14 B
AR B E M ZERE L, LLaMA #TE 3 MESH 1 Dec AE 5314 8.5% 16.6%- 39.0%; LLaMA 2 1)
Dec fH 7> H9 9.8%- 17.4%- 32.4%; FLAN-T5 A1) Dec. /57> BN 9.2%- 13.9%- 39.9%), %5 AR TF
5T AR5 3] 1)L (2) 15 BERT Z8BEALHA L, 24 i (¥ A R s OAR B 52 3 HE 4% 2% ST (W 52 F2 R s A, JF HLR I
T BRI AR ) 5z AL RE 1, JCHRAE S AN R s (Fih, 5 RoBERTa #HEL, LLaMA #RAFE 3 AMESS
) Avg [EDHEEF T 3.7% 4.1%. 2.8%, Dec AHMIFME T 1.4% 1.7%- 1.1%). X A Bef5 o T B0 A ek
KB BA RIS S S e s TN 25560 . (3) AN IR AR e U RS B 2 8] () S I B g A 22 5%, LLaMA &
FIRERIAE NLIAE 55 58 SR ABIE 55 h R ARG B 4F, T FLAN-TS #8284 1E 3 SUIRIEAE 55 h RIVELF. IX AT Re
LLaMA RFIBA 5 FLAN-TS B8 BRI . S8BT 2R ARG 6.

e Ak, MARE AR ST (0 F FE 43 i, BATTAE P 00 2 A AR AE T ZE OGP R B AR (1) HANS BUR4E S
PAWS H¥i £ 1 ZOCTE B R GV HE B AR R, RIVRERAGE ) T 388 3 1) X6 v 1 2 2 B U M — 58 TRIRIOR R
(2) MNLI-Hard #(#5#5 5 Fever-Symmetric %4 5 32 B BAL T B A5 A2 iR A, RIVASE B p) AN odod ) 755
HH R ERAN ) - ) — L BRI HEAT T, AR P RT DA, SR BY PE DG TR & AR (GRBY 1) AR T A
FEAR (G 2) (UER R B 28K (FF LLaMA #8ih HANS A MNLI-Hard-m 2 [8] {7 2R 22 235 3 13.5%). 7
i, A RLPE S0 A HAAE S (1) RESER MM ZE FHEINES (LLaMA F, HANS 5 MNLI-m 2 [A] [ #i
TRARZE 17.6%). SEUG 45 R, AL T s a) B4R, 170 8 S TR SRR P A K (B2, 41 A B3R
RS SRR B8 B HhR .

g5 P RTIAR, AR AT R B Y i SR B T LA B R 1) S AR 2 ) i) 3 7, R R I T SR
et S &, Ak, SR 4 A P9 AR 510 5 25 1 B 25 B R B T AR R 3T n) AR | 5 5 A R [ b
PERZ ALRE 7. BRI, BT BOHR 2 RSk o6 T3R5 ST RIWF 70 AR SR AL T A BRI 5. JF B, DI M miEr s
I TAE EZAE R T BERT 20 5 s GBS, H 38 £05 A iR TON G KA L B i i I 8 7 vk, Xtk — 25
S BRA TR ZE T AR AR N R B AR 2% 3] 1) ) 7 8. TR, FRATTH th T 8 T T 4 M R 1 Ve & s 1 o
HESE, JH7E RQ2 HERA T AT T HE 2 AR A L G 24 k.

RQ2: {81 F A SCH tH 48 T AT 28 PE AR RE IR VR A 500 R SR A 4, BB 758 AU R MRS B ) A% 7 > ] 2

N T AR ST ZR KB BYTE B ARG 5 BEARAT 55 P 4R 2 ) I, RATAEEE A R, $ T2 T
ATV AR )V BT Y SR AE Y, 2B RIR A R Doy A0 A2 a0 8L 755288 o, AT T Dy T
W AR 5 0 Y SR G 3R A VR B Dy, S0 AORBRLAE 253755 O IR e, BARSEIR S5 R WK 3. FR BB,
3 K W/ Dy, (all) Fos A8 F 7 A R VE RO 1) 76 B 2R (BR RIS MR B 42 ) ORAR Y w/ D, (4K) 3



FNER S AT T MR R A SIR I IR AE S 11

A U 4 000 257547 o PR B VI 2k (RN SR s PEROIR 28) SO B, w/ Dy (4k) R il A
SCRIR R T T R AR AR A A HE S 2R A PR B R ORI R AR AR I L5 4 000 2R UIZRFEAR. 32 3
TR L R U AR RoR.

F 3 A O REAR 2 5T R ) 2 R A5 R (%)

H MG S HERE S5 HIHIFT % SRR
" . D 00D D 00D D 00D
Y T
MNLE aong MNLE MNLE - Dec. FEVER Symm.vl Symm.v2 A Dec. QQP PAWS Dec.
m Hard-m Hard-mm *" &' ymm.vESymm.ve AVe.

W/ Dy, (all)  89.9 723 858 86.0 814 85 888 71.5 728 722 166 92.8 53.8  39.0
LLaMA w/ D, (4k) 84.8 69.2 815 80.5 77.1 7.7 949 81.4 824 819 13.1 84.1 49.6 345
(7B) W/ Dpix
(4k)(ours)

W/ Dyro (2ll) - 90.6 69.8  86.2 86.4 80.8 9.8 902 72.6 73.0 728 174 894 57.0 324

LLaMA w/ Dy, (4k)  86.0 67.3 817 823 771 89 953 77.9 79.6 78.8 16.7 84.5 64.8 19.7
208) b,
(4k)(ours)
W/ Dy, (all)  87.7 669  83.8 848 785 92 940 79.4 80.8 80.1 13.9 90.2 50.3 399

85.8 748 813 822 794 63 954 84.7 86.1 85.4 10.0 845 59.3 252

86.2 70.1 82.4 832 786 7.6 954 82.9 834 832123 84.6 65.4 19.2

FLAN-
Tsx] W/ Dwo(dk) 888 687 846 854 796 92 909 843 853 848 6.1 858 612 246
GB) W Dnix g3 710 857 862 810 84 957 90.5 899 902 55 869 662 20.7

(4k)(ours)

SR AR, (1) FENGAEALCEANFAE BT, ST Doy (4k) YIZRJE ) LLaMA RIVBALLERTA 20 A1 A
Gy AR AN 5 b K R B T Dy (4K) ORI S IORERL, JF HLAE /A5 4RI 5 i B T N B2 X T
FLAN-TS FAUR U R AL, A Dy () YIZRJR IRRAE AN 552 N PR RE S TR T X R MIRATI A
ROEMR T ARG 1 A P U AR PR A 2 5 T, S 35 3T T AR AE 43 A1 A DR 5 o (1 e 1 [ A A AT
AT IAE A IR 5P TR RE R I (2) S5AEF B R MESUR 4 D, (all) T S5 IORERL AR LE, {8
F Dyix (4k) VI 55 FIRRUAE 2443 A A IR S5 b BV RE R RE A9 2 7 R 3547 (Herh, LLaMA R 7E 35 S 00 IE
51 Avg 32Tt 13.2%, B SGRAMES I Avg 32Tt 5.5%), I H BATEURIK Dec f. 3% 7 W RIAEAE I 285080 (1 UL
FZEBCRIITEDL R, Dyyix (4K) RN S0 T REBL SR 25 o0 . (EASVE R 2, 7E L ARE = AR 55 b, AR
LLaMA RIERILE D, (all) Wi T 1504 TR S Avg BT T Doy, (4k) TR 45 5, AL T Dy (all)
PRSI 43 A7 A VA il P38 2 KT H R SRR A3 A A B O 25, DRIEAE Dy (all) B0 N 1K) Dec BT Dy (4k) T
¥ Dec.fH, 1X Al B SR MM REBA BT R, B2, T A BRI GRS B, A8 F /N DSR2 4T SR, 2 LA
TEARZAT 55 TR R 280 1) AR 5 4 FEL 0. b T e LR A 5%, AR R 00 o P2 9112 5 T T e 2 e A 2
IBEAR S 1T, 0 LG R .

B, Toie R AR SR M HEAL, FATM VR T BRI, BIGEAR T IR T 2 P A i i)
FL BT B BEAR, B Dy (4K) SRR AR 7E 55 A S H B 1 1)V 28 B S A K S P R SR T SE D
SRR, AT RSN R TR IR AR, A 2RI AL R, RERE A N TR R 2
TR AL (5E4E.

DR, BRATTHR L A3 T P 428 2 AR £V 5 A 1 SR E S R 0 A AR AR AN R A 11 2 R X TN R R e i A
220 o), 5SS AR TR AE A3 A SR R v (K B R T SV AL, RTINS E CRARR L 2 SR TSR LE 43 A1 P R v i
PERE. I B, BATRIINERZIR TAES SRR 282, AT S8 2 1080 F AT SO0 S A (.

3.5 WiT59H

FEFRATAIHELE I ZREHE R LR T s M AR s 5 AR 3R M R R 5 EL A1 0 DR A R 4% 2

BIA PSR . PR BATME BN 2 K B ARE S RS IR, 22T LLaMA BT T KB 2047 Sk
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JEARANTEEE BB R R [RIET, FRATTTE 55 43 T AP 1 50008 1R SR B 7 28 o B R £ R B A 2 o0 1 L RS T, LA
G 3E4T 50 R AT IR T FIER T

(1) BAVER 4 FER T REEAR FIZRREA RS XA R 22 452 = [ BRI . S 68 SRR I, 6 FH 4 s
LR ARY ) () HERF SR AE S AN IR AR 2 = T1E FH 4 000 SRR AR AL, SR, & VI ZRAEAS I35 n, 1R 7E 4y
A PR 5 R IR ZR AR T /N TR AE 43 A1 SR 3 57 o 0 e Tt 2R 4, kT 5 80 A B AL T 1) Dec (B 4%
e I RBCE R 38 I 5 A58 2 4 A A A1 B IR R A — 8, FIRE 8 TR IRz —. 3 B, WR 4 P LLE
H, AU AR /N 2 000 PR SRR T, B R EAR R E 43 A0 A 1) 5 R I HVBON RIFIMPERE (84.3%), XK
Y RIS 2 /N BB 5 i 4 AR R A5 20k B 2 A U T 5 KA 28 5 F A S8 AT 55 T e 7. (RIS, 38 DIl 5 2 F) A
ST AT RE R R (2 AR J1: IR A AR 10 000 $2FFE 50 000 A, 434 Ah-F I vETH =R Ave H HH 78.8%
TEER] 78.4%. Kk, 25 G XTSI ER R NLREH I8, A TRAEREE TREALIEA 4 000 B/ IBEHRE &K
o5 RIS

(2) KT ] M AR B 5 SR AR PR M B TR A LB AR (K e, FRATIAE SR S WPl T AN AR & Le
BB T ISLIe g B 45 R, A0 S LR & 5 275 A 1 AMIRY 5 3 BT B TR 28 (A1 A it
1R 85.8%, /> A4k Avg. 79.4%) LA B AR IR 2 2] il BRI (Dec. 6.3%), X R LLBNR & 7 RN E.
FLWR, Tl 2 A8 A 58 4 3R PR B 3R AT TR A 2 8 P 58 4 T S e MR 00 SR AT TR, Y38 3R I R 5 0 7™ o (1 4
RSN, JEH A Ave fl K H. Dec ff 5 5 (Ave. 77.1% vs. 74.4%; Dec. 7.7% vs. 8.2%), iX 2 B Il 2155045
T 2 B X 2 AR (R 12 2 o) ) J 22 G B, W NAGAIE T FRATTT 2 (R VR 5 SRE (E 5cik. IEWn SR 2.1.1 5t
R, G S e A P AR M B AT A, T 2 I A R B T R AR AR VI R B VR R T IR E R AR, AT
PRE R S RE. s, RS EIR R SR SRR A LB 1:3 FIRLE T 5] 7 &/ Dec i (2.8%), 12
X 32 B KRR 12 L) N AR A 3 A Pt = P P RS (HERA SRR 74.2%, BB R TRATEE K 85.8%),
TE A3 AR AN 5 P P BE R B 25 10 CRIUETR R Avg B R 71.4%, @K T IRATEE 1 79.4%), F X A
REVEIIRL AL /E L B T 42 5 2] B R UK.

T4 INGEARFBS HRE S HEHETES T LLaMA 5 PR PEER S T AR R AR VR A X

P 2 25 5 (%) SRIE S HEFATESS N LLaMA BB 520 45 5 (%)
ID 00D ID 00D
Data_size MNLI-  MNLI- Dec. Dipro: Dexp MNLI- MNLI- Dec.
MNLI-m HANS Hard-m Hard-mm Avg. MNLI-m HANS Hard-m Hardomm Avg.
2 000 84.3 662 794 80.8 755 8.8 1:0 84.8 692 815 80.5 771 1.7
4000 84.8 69.2 815 805 771 1.7 31 229 9 778 784 764 6.5

10 000 87.3 70.1 82.5 83.9 78.8 8.5

1:1 85.8 748 813 822 794 63
50 000 88.9 66.0  83.9 853 784 105 3 49 47 6ol 105 714 28
392702  89.9 723 858 860 814 85 ' : ’ ’ : ’ i
0:1 82.6 67.0 713 789 744 82

L5 (1) A (2) 3 W 9288 R I, IR AR R R 5 4 s R 250 A0 42 P 0 (VR 45 1) LU A B Py 1k e 24
—E R, JE EEF RSN . DR, A3 TR A L X SR AR A AL AR 5] e R FE G L SIS )
SCUG Y E T, 8 I AR ST HRAE SR 3 (R SR ORISR, R S5 T R R O A AR 2 5T 1 R, R A AE 4 A b
IR s b (R e e 502 A, L 25 R 8 [ BN AR ZE 23 A1 Py DR Hh g P .

(3) BATHE— 4R TC T 2 FhIRAG R LB (¥ 77 VE G R AR A% 2 20 10 R IR e I, A A% e i) COT 7712
PAFRRANEEAR, LRGSR COT I 58 AR H I 4B MR /R A 45 4 LASRAS P42 I HE BB A2, Sea gl
6 i, ATFNAER 7 i RoR T A R 75 E AR RO i) B AR SRS, S8 45 L W): 1) HEHAS
RIS N B B Do AHEL, 8 B A5 58 COT J5 VAR IR AR R FT A R VR & U 2 (Do) MO, BE S RIS
PEORMILE 23 A1 9 AR 3% 5 A (P B (MNLI-m 84.8% vs. 85.8%; Avg. 77.1% vs. 77.3%). R EHES COT J5iZ:
75 300 10 g e R A 0 Y (1 B R A P T I, 2) 8 P AR ST H (R B T T P M AR RE T A 185 VR & B B (D) T
Ja AR, B R IE 5 B AR ST IR 13 2 E R T Deor WM AIREAY (Avg. 79.4% vs. 77.3%; Dec. 6.3%
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vs. 8.5%). SLUG 45 SR R ENE 758 2.2.1 Y RUIE: T AR COT MR At f2 bk = HSLhr2E i 51 &, IR ULSR1G 89
COT fRREF- AN 58 A e B, 17 P45 ME AR U S 7 AR I — il J, SE A RT3 FHS B4 0 BRI HERE B ). 3) 7 A Sl hs
S5 S COT F7VEA AR RBE FT i VR S 8B E (Decort 5 De.cora) FIREREMSHR TR I PERE, H F) T 2t
73], IR H, MEFALSE COT MR Deor, De.cott 5 De.cors A FI T ZARMA I FE1Z 2% 3] (Dec. 8.5% vs.
7.5%), BE— BRI T HILFRZM 5] T30 T4 B & AR R AR B IR KPE . 2R, A RATER K Dy H3E
R JE BT TE 43 AT AM RS 5 I RE VISR T F De.cori 55 De.cora MR G MY (Avg. 79.4% vs.
78.5%), 3 H. 57047 P AER 0 24 AR (Dec. 6.3% vs. 7.5%). 1% 3 B3 T o] VB by it U BE 42 D, EA A
F AR (I FEAR 2% 5], FTREAE KA COT 5 S0 iy B340 HE B, o3& F 1 75 2L 0 i i B0 IR 01T 45, a4k
P T T 2 ARE S FARAT SR, B COT BB HEHL T A3 M A M B T AR e M B 20 K. B AT
&, FASCHE HAE S8 BT 3045 A 4 P AR R B0 o T SR R A B A2 2 o) SR B R S M I BCR AL T A4 58 COT
JEEE W H B SEARE G R COT JiE ATk iR SR, it — e T RATMIE AR R Dy, 1A R

RO RREEREE RO S0 B ARE S HERAES RT RS RO R R AR B
LLaMA BRI 52 m 45 5 (%) Dataset Prompt template
ID 00D Dcor Let’s think step by step.
w/ Data MNLLm HANS MNLI- MNLI- Avg. Dec. Dy Wl'ly the answer is <gold—lz.1bel>?
Hard-m Hard-mm Dc.cori The answer is <gold-label>. Let’s think step by step.
W/ Dyro 848 692 815 80.5 77.1 1.7 Decor Why the answer is <gold-label> ? Let’s think step by
w/ Deor 85.8 69.6 81.0 812 773 85 step.

W/ Dpix (ours) 858 748 813 822 794 63
w/Decort 861 721 815 820 785 76
w/Decor» 858 709 813 813 778 75

4 B %5

R YT T 200 A R T 6 A 25 BELTE 1 4R 5 FARAE 2o B 2 ST B, WL S e )
BRI 77 T SR AT O T 2R 2 o, 3 ELAS S 7 BUTE 26 4005 A0 i B o 0 b i —
R, AT — SRR T T T Ak T R % 51 R0 G 7 5 T T3 AR A S
A ZHE S R B 0 B R, R A R AT T4, F UGBS B TR 3R ChatGPT 132k T e
R J5LJ5 VPR A SN T 5 MR MR 5 9 4 R PR AR S5 &, M3 TR A B S T RO B B A
R T A R AR B ) B, BTt T R A5 SRS o 1 e 195 (0, RO SR
B A ST LR 43 PO 30 B PR 0. A5 SR R D7 R AU P T R R KT (E 45, I L A8 ) T 2B R % T
ELRILE R AT RO HEAS, BT T2 (08 P 5 0 S B A 1.
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