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W OB AWML ETEACERS AREBZEMBAESFTRIAT L2MeGHE R, SMNFERIEREZF
891 AR, Bp 52 5] T AR S AR AT AR B AR Z 1) 49 B AR K IR, FBAEAE AR T %A 690K 7 % P 42 aE A R
12, 8, A R XTIV 4 AR EREMBAES P ok € RIFIRT Sz X E, BENRA T 2R RAEF I mb k
WA R, vh LLaMA % 51 5 FLAN-TS B8 A RKE, WA A RK IRV 4 KA £ 5 A A KRB S EMRIEST
YRR F I NE. AR EREY, FLHAITE A RK KRR ARG ERZF I R, 3, 324 £ R XTI
% KBER G R 1R T 3] B B AR R —— R T T M AR 6 RS SR SRR R AR R AR A P oo, AT AEA
ARG T R A SRR IR 5 3 RAIE R T AE MR N AAL RS SR R, AR OA. £ 3 A EA KA A
EEEMBIES TR E R RE, 48R ZAE R T M) 0 335 )| AR R Be b A AR MRAR R w9 4R 12 5 3 9 AR,
RABR A SN MK G F P 69 G52 A0RE A, BB RAB4E R A 1K T e Mk KA
g.FF & A £E https:/github.com/Mint9996/HEDA.
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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-TS 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
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the model performance in in-distribution test scenarios. The solution code is available at https://github.com/Mint9996/HEDA.

Key words: shortcut learning; generative pre-trained language model; natural language understanding

TRUIZRIE 58, 6140 BERT!'. RoBERTa™%%, 78 £ 41 4545 & B 82 MM 2 J& , 1E4E BN 78 2 b B 4R
AT S R B AR S (MR RE. ELdn, BERT FERLZEAE A MNLI 33 4 DT 0 2 5, 76 A 2815 & T4 E
(Y HE B 2 T LATA B 84.6%. SR, 4 RAE 15 VI SR (K B0 /0 A AN — B, B (v okt (23 R IR B B R A 1A
Jyit AT — A B R AR R (3482 5T (shorteut learning)™®, RIAS B 4851 Hicds 4 42 BEAT TN 4%
BRERD R EEMERES B Arbn 2 2 1] B AR OCEE, AR 2 PB4, i 1(a) Fros, DLESME 5 HERRAT 55
L, TENGRBY B, BT =2 2] T R 4] (premise) FE 13 A) (hypothesis) 2 7] (1) 5 1A] 85 5 5 FR25“ZH & (entailment)”
Z A AR TE, R 27 o B 1 347, DALt FEHESR B B, AU ) T 18 5 AT A 7 B 1] B S R A BRI 2 ok
R, AR I T SCHAT TN, 2 5 I ZREE B AR S R, 845 2% 5] T B S BURHR I T, BRI TR 2L 1Y)
TRHERG 2. S 7 TEAF B s R I FE AR 22 ST IR, B AL B AIAIE T TR B AR 2 ST I3 5% (0 HANS %
P4 VR MNLI-Hard 04542 ™), I FLIs % HoBEEL7E 20 A Py it e 50 e L AT Bl M 10 40 A Mk 35 v 14
PERE 22 5, ORI (547 2 S FEFE ), FE] 1(b) A SEIb R BLULHE S e 7 285 MINLT 3088 42911 455 ) BERT 7
FEEAR 5 = I AE 73 AT A s b, AR L R A 26 Rk 84.3%, T FE HANS Hidl & b I HEH 22 A0R 61.1%,
AZE 23.2%. EARENMEREZE FR W, BERT IR 2525 3] [ B s RO M 8. S, AR5 5] 1) {8 s ik 7 A%
R ZRr i ) 5% ST R o BX, 3 BRI SR AT HESE, % ) ™ EARE 7B A A AN R R R B R 52
A O 5 S| AT A A S R AL

MR SCTE: TEVIZREEH, 5% “entailment” 5
AP RS MAA LR,

A
Premise: The student ran, or the president slept. Model MNLI HANS MNLI-
Hypothesis: The student ran. Hard
i BERT-base 84.3 61.1 75.9
LLaMA (7B) 89.9 72.3 85.8
A .
firth TE: HANS 5 MNLI-Hard %5 % T4 F05 0 5 51 IR 4E.
Entailment X Non-entailment \/ HANS 22 T iRl B B854 (lexical-overlap bias);
§ MNLI-Hard 322 TR UB 3 5E 4% (hypothesis-only bias).

.

(a) FEAREZ SRR ) 2N i (b) PEAR 2 SO TS B RE 2R
K1 S RIS R

IEAER, O — 850 TR R R 2 5] W ER R AE 7T, AR 2 W T o, A A S BB SE R RO L B St 1
TR S 55 5 R A (I SR80, 35976 Bh T R AR AR AL i B A2 o e i U1 SR, A IR R B IR R
5% BERT N AT SRR AU FE T, FEAR Y AR UL S S5 A4 ) A2k EAFAE T 1R ER . RIS, BB TH IRy
FOTRN SR B0 B 48 n, A6 X I 25 KB, 4 LLaMA"™ | LLaMA 21, FLAN-TS!"%, SE2 A R IEFH
FRAT 95 Hh St BRI 0, 1k REREER T AR R B U SR i e A pf R 3 R A B K AL 0, (A2
EATINGRIE AR 2 AL FEAR 27 ST (IR0 R G AN B . TR, O T A iR B s, JRATIE T R A AR B
FZ (A4 RN 25 KA R LLaMA RAEAL S FLAN-TS A58, $RZEFH 0T T IZREAE 2 A B RIE 5 FLRAT
FHITER IR, JEE &S BERT A5 A AT AL,

AT 1(b) fe7R 1 LLaMA KR R FEAR 2% 5 o (LR 5 70 S B 45 5. SR 45 R AR W, 283 MINLLT #odls 2 7
J&i, LLaMA R 8LE 53 A7 3 A3 55 o (R v B 2% AH LE T BERT BRI A BT $2 7+, SR, LLaMA 884 7E MNLI 43
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1606 HAFFIR 2025 FF 36 K% 4 B

A IR AE S HANS SR A Hh 1) HE ff 28 22 (B AT s 17.6%, R BZ AR AL A7 76 I 2 (#4825 3] il JL T RO R
2, BN T EE T A PR TR S SR SRS, DA A s O R (R B A2 2 3] [l SR TR (K B i
ZAKE. BARRAE, FATE SR A BRI I R T 3271 (prompt), PAEAE s il 5 1A RES B g 3t 58 hl B
SRIE T BARAT 55, %8 0 B A O SRk Bl Lk, AR SRR B 72 PR 2y, — 8 3HN ChatGPT KR
(GPT-3.5-turbo)!" ™A= i AT 4 MEARRE, A6k FH A PV AR B AR 11 S LR, AT TR 5 B0 I PO AR iy vl 42 P
FeEE; e, BATHE 73— SRR PR 5 T H VR AR s DA S5 LR &, T2 AR T T 42 PR (10 8 75 i
AT RN S5, £5 2 A B IRTE 5 B 55 P (K S0 45 SRR WY, A FH JRATT AR HE SR 40 3 0 Bl B o A it s UK TE 5
M, B R TR B4R 2 ST e B, 3R TF TR RAE A SIS S B R

A TR AT LS S50

o RZIFo Mt 7T IIAAT (9 A R ORI 5 AR 2 AR 5 BLAE 55 vh IO BEAR 22 50 T L SR S5 SRR,
R PRS2 ST I AT IRAFAE, RO T AR 3 A SRR 3% St b ) S 1.

o PR T T R FEVE ARORE (10 VR K 1 S A 2R DA A A A s B A > 1) L. 1207 AN 7 BRI R T
FERRSERAIR, HIER T AFIMES SHM. £ 3 DMRAT I ERIE 5 B SS LI 2 Se R W], IR Be s A
R B4R 2 5] W, 6 25 BT TR RLAE 2 A0 A SR I 37 5 b B B R A, OF BLAS AR S SR TR Y
FE 53 A1 A B 5t b PR RE.

o BEAT T ORER AT S I8, R ICSRER AR . SRR TEHGEE 5] P AR i TR S EL . R R
RTS8 S TR B RS AR 2 ST RO BA 1AL, /N A mT 42 P AR A0 £ 456 P E 8 AT R A R PR A2 2 )
R I HL, T2 RO R R U, 3o 22 A I R 8080 mT BEAE S a7 B XA 55 RO RIS R (R B 42 2 o i . AT T3
BRI R st 2 RS A/ UK SR SR A R O B A2 o), SR THRE R 88 e kD [ P15 240 1 SR B

1 HEXIME

BRI AR5 2 [ B CATEAR 2 A MBS BT 5 P B IR R 20T 70 R H, BERT KTIZRRTE A48
B 2 AT 45 v (10 T A 0 T A 4 v 10 B B RG B10), [RIRE, St T B SR B ARAE 55, AR TR 400 T 1) R TS o 145
DT AT T, 1 20 7 o FoiE SCRRAE A B U7, S A > ) S T S AR B Se R IR IAI R Y,
E T B 52 A0, R RER 2 RO S B0 T R B B4R 2T 1] .

DA SR TR AR BB A% 25 3 il R I 53 32 B0 g LA A SR B AR AL Sy o F AR Sy o, DU Sy o
O PRI AR 7 30 B T 6 B0 1 R B, St e A R A g ke L, DA/ A R S A2 R i 0 M. L 25 LT
A Han 2 A RN TAREE SR S0 AR, TR0 BR L3 T G B ERHE; Clark 5 AP, He 25 AP, Sanh %
NP HAE PoE (product-of-experts) HEZE (K 56T |-, 45 & 4l fii 22 55 80 55 F- A5 Sl B2 780 2 SJ B 4% sk K A Y
P2 HH DR R 2 AR HE B 7 VR S BT L2 ST, S T ot 5 S B (R R AR 2 3 IR R AA TV. BEA, TR AL SR
St A% OO AR, - 58 5 AL B th A B T SR MR A5 2 30 Il 4250, g DAt oA ORI S BB 63 T A I 9>
K 4 b R BRFAE BT o5 L. W S5 N PSR T —Ri3E T 2 it (z-statistics) Ot SEA LI, FH T i H 5ode 4
FH T R BRI (0 B R A . 2 bl B 398 500 75 02 TR R AR 7 P T G A A% 2 31 ), 0 Kawshik %5 A P¥14 e 3
SR G 5 1%, A8 P S SRR i — D I R DA SR IR, Si S N POV H G B AR A R 0 vk
THARFHI 3 Bk e 0. AH LG T DARE Y A 5 1) (R 2 A g e, TR 1 5 R S s S A A 1 I SR A Bl
HINGE HAR, &R R Rz P

SR R PR, T 1) AR E 5 B AR AT 4, DM SC TR 2 2] M B AR R 5 &M K 2 25 T 1 5 U 4518 5 4
B (40 BERT. RoBERTa %§). H i, 4= aliE 5 AL 3 T3 MB0R 77 v CaE B e B At se s B R E S
HRAT 45 U2, R, Bt S IR 3 KA T R AL, IR KB S 3 B A GE S A e £
FhEEARAT 55 FEBLAR K (MR 0, SR T DA IS g B U2 4, At I AR AT 10 A6 R OKE & BB AT IO,
SE 1 RE N SRR IUAE [ SRS 5 BLART 55 R 3R AR 2 2] el BE AR IR R . BRI, FRATEE T 280 2 H A AR RM
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(] LLaMA R I8 5 FLAN-TS BB B FF 5086, B IRIRER T %8BI/ 2 A F2RIE & BT 45 1 #8452 T 1)
AR, 2450 T ISR 3R B, 42 2% 37 W) BT AR B B AZAE TR0 5 I A RO 2, Sem s ) (1) S it 572
TRk, TS B .

FET LIRERER, BATLAERE Ay O FE T T ) AR TN G R AR Y B 45 2 3] 1) R SRR 22 T T as PR AR
PR A SR G SR AE B2 HUR 1R (explanation) 7E HARIE F M Z MR b RIESE EEIEM, Wei 26N PY,
Lampinen 25 A\ PIWRZR 7 AR P30 ot T4 v B TR HE 0 G 7 A0 P 6 03 PR 908 1 el i 5 8 e e ) S
M, Stacey 25 A PO i i FH M e 5005 W B0 B MR WO 7 v, FHUIE %7 BENE RIS S TR U 7E 00 A 1A A0 38
Hrp P RE. Chen 25 A P75 Schuster 25 A PERIESE T 5 F MR8 M 2008 RE A SR TR0 T ik O S btk 5 ik
TAEATE 2, FATH v T P AR P iR e A O Y [ B A 5 =0 1o . I L, A B 22 i 2R R e B 5 K
A B RE T, B I AT AR YRS R T2 {E ChatGPT B2 B 242 o AR AR R VR 250, T AN ARy 303 Hh L
K7, |a, AR T BARIRA 13RS, K rT i AR S SRR AR TR &, DIWIE 2 R R &
PR H TR B, AT 7728 B AR 7 A2 RS B R B AR 2 ST 1 R, 32 1 BB AE 43 A AN
Serp S, R AR B R R TS R TE 43 A A3 S b v RE.

2 ETAEMHRENE S HEEEESR

ARATVEARA AT FATHE H 0 56T AT 42 M AR (V& B B SR ME B Y 25 93 3 40 s 5 T A SE B RE DA I 5 3
LEYARZRIIR = s i
2.1 FAELIRRE

AT FEGH IR T T T2 M R 0 TR 6 B S D HE A0 A AR SR AR, A 2 B, AR B 1 i HES I R
PR TAEGAE. He T RBA TR TR B 0 G2 16 44 Sl i 2 B 20 ) Bl aok R 5 /S J TH EA T VR A R A 4.

A X
ﬂ [*@iﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ% ]w[ AR ]:>[ R 52 ) }
A

K2 HESE AR TR

2.1.1  BHRERIIE

B3 g T ERATER H HE S R S B AR B B A IE T AR, R AR TP RR.

o SRR X T 280 M ROMBOE S AR U, 41 LLaMA R AR, JEF /N E 8 52 A S0 2 DLBUR Hoxt
FEEAT S5 B ARFIHERE B8 7. BRIk, 25 & X B T B8 18, FRATO IR 8 RS I 2 5 rhode B N0 40 Bt gk AT
SEB. FARSRE, FRA 4R HR R G650 S AR AE 43 AT AT BEALRAE, S 1 4 000 MFEAAE RIRATHI I ZRE .

o A RN EAE: S IRBLA TAE R E IUEE B, A TR I GG SO A A 42 B0, K a7 3R RS
AR SRR IR B i 3(1) A, AR AR BN B0 B R AR 1R o AT 55 T O A AT 25 T X, B B SR
S 4], DL INIE Be AR i OR 1R 5 A8 B T 25 B A, JE T 00 4 b 0OA RS B TN 2B B B R SR, DLESRE S HE
FT55 A, ZAT-55 1) B (2 TR N 1) ) %) H 4B 1% 4 (hypothesis) AT 24 (premise) Z G LR RN S
(entailment). 37 (neutral) ¥ /& 7 J& (contradiction). 18 i 5 FH 4 € & /R 15AR,, 451 Wi<“Premise: [FT#2%]]”. Question:
Does this imply that “Hypothesis: [{&1%5]]”? Yes, no, or maybe?>, 1] LA J5L 4G FIER& B RIRT IR A) 45 & i — AN AR T
), A S AR R R B R AE A {yes, maybe, no} 5 FIAFRZEE A {entailment, neutral, contradiction} —— %} V.
FEA SR T, FRATT AN AR 328 ) v R B (R 3R R U5 % (PromptSource package)™ ™ ik A AR .

o A PR AR : A5 51 T A I ORIE T AR B KA AR 7, FRATN R BT A& IR SR s AR LA AR S B AR
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IR A AR . A I ORI, SRR R T RTE S R A R e G T R e, JRATE T LA R R U R
PETRENR: 1) AT k- SRR AR W 2 AA A 55 2R A TR, PRof=5 R 35 A AT 2) Ik 320 RIS I+ #Fh E
PRAE F EAE ST, ST RECRFERAROR U — EUhE; 3) mrm i SRORARAR N 51 A 0T - I ) B S 26 il B
R, J8E G H LR DR IO ARRE . BRAT TR L SEAR 28 51 S IR TREMON FI VPR 77 ik, W 3(2) IR, fE SRt
h, BAVE 7 <Why the answer is “[label 2> H7 AR, AR T A pRACRBEY ChatGPT 2 A 1 m] 12 1 A R Al

Premise: Hein! said Poirot. Hypothesis: Poirot called for Hein. Label: Entailment

l (1) A BT

“Hein! sai 3 » Jorct Gl “Ppi in 79 o

o ‘Hein! said Poirot.” Question: Does this imply that “Poirot called for Hein.”? Label: es|
Yes, no, or maybe? |

+ i
Why the answer isE‘Y 71 L . ChatGPT

l (2) 2 ATk RSO

“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) IRA R SRR

KEAL W (4) B s 5

K3 Bt R iEd i

o (IR A KU A A T A 55 A B PR AR M SO S B A P A 2 MR SRR AT (48 e 7, ey
S5, A PR T 8 1 0 T2 2 e T N B 5 2 11 ) SRLARRE . AT TR AT T3, 76 4 P R 8
AT NI A e B, T RE A o AR SCAS A BE 8 K AR5 SOAS, A R M I 25 T RS A9 S 4
VET-MRRETRAY, (RIS T BRI AT 55 10 H bR, ME TS0 45 5. (R, TRA T Bl — W R B 5 R A S 8
AR AT HEAT VI 45, FLUR SR UL, FEFRAH IR BB AR 2 5, A1 5 AR % SO 4 b i B — 43 o PR T A A e S0,
b A4 SR o AR Y B B VR, I P TR 2 B S AT B S AN 5. S, AR T 121
VR LB, 2 J5 S 53 BT S0 A B 7 3 — LU A e b
212 TRiAEA

T T LR A (0 T AR 0V A 5 8, 2 ot VR AT AR DAL R 4 45 44 A
LLaMA J9ffl, 124 & —A 3 T Transformer 4249 ity JHUAE 11 2515 5 B, 24 Transformer (7% 38 5 52
G, HEAE I 1 U 9 SO B 2 T SR B, AR S P T KRR 2 S AR AT N5, AE S5 AR AE S 5
BRI —AN, BAR R B 5 S0 R — i (e SR RE. AR, % — AL N A YIS R 1
A U = (U, Un..... Uy}, W BAF AR TR RS L, :

Lye= ) 10gP(U|| U;0),

Hp, U, NINGSCR U W i —NMARE, U, NIGSCR U HTE U, ZBTIBTE R, P(U| UL, 0) NERITESHTE
0 T4E LT XU, Wl U, M.

ORI RS TN ZRd FE AL, 25 € — A G I e SRR AR AL B S BN 2R, 1ZSE Bl & T $omiB Al 741 S
CAE HARRZE 5 Y, ISR B ARSI N 45K R8T Ly
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L= ) logP(YIS ®Y.:0).

v, v, N ERET S Y RS —NAR, o APHERME, BT 0E X5 FR—80 dA, ERRE RS, ]
BN TER) T ARR 25 7 41 75 B P R — i NS R, RN 2 ) TR H ARAR 28 7 51 R 755, 1% A2 RN
FEHEFR TR BL, $R7m 18 0] 551 40 5E 1Y, BAYAY 55 ST B bR 43

FE B AR B RE v, FRATTTE S8R P A S AR SR AR BERRORE SR A A AR AR AN, SR 5 SRR AR ) - de JE A
KT R IR, 45T B AR ASERR AT A A f) T R 7 A — s S ) BRATTAE BT S R AR TR 3 B
PERAR P 25 AR R A a5 1. 2 A TAESE 3 T 2.

22 FHEMEES S
22,1 FERRHUIE A OSSR B

DA AR 5% AR SRS (0 ARR B 32 BRI T N AR 515 % 2% 31 J7 i (in-context learning, ICL)™, A THriEJ5
BT NS EE SRR, B AR [ A2 T B SR &£ 5 N2 . Ludan % A\ ¥ ADREAR (few-shot) H1 55T
SR AR B A 21 D7 v o B SR A AR RO, (R [RIRE R R o N AR P AR R B AR AR ). IR e T
AHEE, A5 A N AR A S 7 AR B 2 A R vT DAAR R b 158 A ) BER.

3 M 4E4% (chain-of-thought, COT)PYJ5 1 2 &, %75 V23 1 AE R B 58 AT 5 O B R R AR B9 SR R I A <Let’s
think step by step>, 5| PR PEATIE P F T I f 2% 8 SR AN HE SRS AR, FRATAT USRIV AL 1 B8 1 FE AR D xof R
R . SR, A COT 5 AR e i R R PR B4 T Be s A2 A 1R 21, RUAJEUAG COT il IEA R I5] 2,
ATRE R = A IR B B B S H X LR RE. 52 XSt Wil 4(a) F1 (b) Ao, AT MR 7 V248 Bh B8 £ 5] 3,
AT LR AR R A PR v AR

ChatGPT Input ChatGPT Input ChatGPT Input

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

“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

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

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

ChatGPT Output

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
called for Hein or if there is any other

ChatGPT Output

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
Poirot is calling for Hein based on the

meaning behind the statement.

My

out to someone named Hein.

LS

\smtement 4. Hence, the answer is *“Yes.” ﬁ

X/

(a) TSR R 51 (A 30) (b) B YE4E (COT ) Ik

B4 AFETTEE BRI

HA R, WE 4(c) Fiw, RATHRT DUE AT IRR S COT Jriktid &, R A ELmEs S 1
COT 7 A AR R . HARERAE N TE LR AR ¥ K R I\ <The answer is “[label]”. Let’s think step by step.>[$2
TN, ST R, X PR G TV E R AT DAORIE AR R R HERA M, (B B i) T4 3R R T VAR L, 456 COT 1Y)
JTVE ] Be 2 A R BCHE TE 0N B T30 e, R AR RRA 2 7 /R HE SRR A2, TEE FRATR I el s M R 15 SR,
BEfS PRUER AU AE O RNE 2 S AT 38 T A Bon] 5 BT ¥ A RE, JE HARRE I N A SRRV I 7. 758 3.5 sk
B oA, FRAT TR LG 3 PAS [R] 7 32 i 45 380 1) SR A4 36 VR A B S0 AR B AT 2 ST O RICR.

222 BERBLR S TN 7V b

FEAESE BERT 23 551 3 T )1 05 5 10 b A0 -5 T A v T, 4 5 e 52 ) T <s 1, 82>, BI85 1 2 1l T
WRIAIFF [CLS] 45 [SEP] ¥4 T X942 “[CLS] s1 [SEP] s2”[TER, Z JFMABR, it 2 MR 2 2 I, %575
PR I 5 — 2 i AP 6T [CLS] AR RN (embedding) 3 i %5 5 4 22 8% 3k (specific classifier head) #E4T R4

(c) W= 4R (COT) Jrik
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1610 HAFFIR 2025 FF 36 K% 4 B

T, Z 52284 [CLS] R FF I N LT 2ot 73 282, it TR — MR E R MR, e Ja 1 MEZR s K bR 2
FE RS L.

B, Lester 25 A MR W T 48 4R 7R (077 154408 BERT MY (K R . %2507 a4 .8 1) T 0T <s 1, s2>Tk ¥y
Flin“[CLS] s1 ? [MASK] s2 [SEP]"HIFE A AR, 5 _E3RAH ] [CLS] 1745 BN TR FR 1 J5 3R [, %2875
AR B B AE [MASKY 3 7506 7 (0 057 B A R SE AR, W FE (R RE b, 7R B Y [MASKY] B 767 B ) 7
A RN SR 2, PR B B v K AR B S e K AR B S B A 4t SR IX R 5725 BERT AL 7E I 45
B BX HOHE RS 25 MR (masked language model, MLM)'ME 4504, BN FUI 4 [MASK] #710 HIH N A 7060 B IR 4,
MIMTEZ A T AT S RIS T 3R 1ET

SR, APATE AR R TN 2R A 2 AT SR BT, (R 75 22 5 B R T S B I 2 S AT S5 AR DT L. 1% 28R 3
FETNGR B BT &R T 1R SCH T~ — AN, RIS [MASK] AR%E. T CAFRATT 75 B0 4% 52 SRR AR
¥ 0] Xt i 4 R 1) 5 1 7 2K, IR RE AR AR W] DAE SRR N 2 S5 A RRTIO (A 5. ZE IR A v, B TR A
PRONAAR B ¥ I 1 ) T NASERY ) SR ASE TR 2 iyt ke 2 P ] 25 1 S 28 il A 2

LA, AN AAA) 3% 435 g P A5 70 R 2 D 25 - AP RS 2% 465 ) 100 R 5 )1 20 A0 BT AR A7 AR AR 2 ). T AR 3 e
PR R U, FRAR A5 2.1.2 A5 T4, 1A 200G 1) 00 B B N\ SRR 28 B 5 028 AR U 6. T TG 2%
8% 45 P AR R SR, 1) R 40 e i N A 2%, B 5 A0 3k i A I .

3 X I

3.1 SLIREHE

PATER 3 MRS R TC BT AR B RE S BEARAT S I S25, 452 B R 1E S HEEA(E 5 (natural
language inference, NLI). FSZIGUE(TSS (fact verification) LA S B SLIRIMT S (paraphrase identification). 2 JH SG (T
FROBIF 7 B ) BRATTE S bR S AR A 5 ) G [+ o A ADAS 7] 31 B0 IR 3 55 o B M R SRR T B Y o B 12 2]
. 5B 1R 23 A (Rt 50 5 8 80 e AR B (IR 22 BRI 4R, APk Jy 20 A A 245 48 (in-domain
data, ID), 5 H BA AR 4347 003 508 5 00 S A0 2 A Rt i i SEAR 000 LR T A 00l B0 R A, X SR B R B FR
A AN SE (out-of-domain data, OOD)™. 2 1 A A 25 HY T & /MES 0 AR £ I ZE 15 B, T I &3
AT R A28,

® 1 LRI E

1% EAS 53 HE
MNLI Train 392 702
MNLI-m dev ID Test 9815
H O = HANS 30 000
MNLI-Hard-m OOD Test 4573
MNLI-Hard-mm 4530
FEVER Train 242911
e FEVER dev ID Test 16 664
B FEVER Symm. vl 956
OOD Test
FEVER Symm. v2 712
QQpP Train 363 870
B SR QQP dev ID Test 40430
PAWS_QQP OOD Test 677

(1) EARE 5 AR5

© MNLI (the multi-genre natural language inference corpus, % 257! [ SR1E = HE B A 6P e 22 — Ml 2
IR B ORE T HERR AR 5 B 4, 0038 d B4R AR B2 B A0 1% LA R, 35 Z TN TR SOOG R (BIARAE). Bk,
T SRAB 5 B BT HE A 51 R SR, AR A ZE 5 (entailment); W1 SR 15 5 ATHRTEIE, WIARZE A HL (neutral); 1
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FhER S AT TR AR RS SR I TRAE R 1611

RS ETHART &, WARZE T & (contradiction). MNLI HE 529 55 &P AU RN SCAR KUK, BT AL {42 43 A L T
1] (matched) FIAUCHL ] (mismatched) PANRAR, T i & #K MNLI-m 5 MNLI-mm. BT JR G0 AR TR B S hR
2, FRA A P S ) BRAIE A Sk B 1) 2 A R .

o HANSUUR — A% [T H T PP A0h [ AR VE 5 HEFRLAT 55 P B8 X 28 J2 ) 12 0 22 10 M i R 1) 32 P B 4, AT 1
N MNLI #5320 AR . HANS #5255 MNLI s L, [RIRE At BB e m) AN AT S A 4R, (R AR A L&
2% (entailment) 53EZE & (non-entailment) PIANZ5I. (B 1FE S 002, ZEHRE P — MERTIR AR B3R 2
[ 355 K & () RV B S, 42 e KB/ NI 3 56 R ] 4 RiA)IC B B (lexical-overlap). /371 (subsequence) FAK
43 (constituent) iX 3 PR, Ty H B IHARLE AR & FAELLS FEA S 15 000 5. AR BB 538 B, RE 2R S fi 1)
TIEE AT SRR MRV E &, R, K H o R TN 2T & Rk, W R AR AE S A2 5 5] 10 R, 7 HANS
B AR 0 B AR RN : 7E B SRR 9 2 2 (ISR A w10 T 948 e 2 0 o, T 287 2R T v A 2R ARG, B i
A REAE.

o MNLI-Hard™ {44 2 3= B F -F-A6 0 1 SR1E = HEBAE 5 h B A 2 (hypothesis-only bias) SEUIHER 2]
I, RIS RY AT ReAN AR TR 1 AR AEAT TN, A 1 AR B AN AT $ 2 [B] ARE SO 2R I G0 1) 3 22 i [R5 2 (R ik
) R — L B 5 AR RS T A A A5 PR R AR i [ 2k, 497) 35 o R S P T bR A A % R I A AN R AR
WA ZR AR T MINLT f I A%, 450 H 0 6 1R B AE A B2 A 49 %8 7 MNLI-Hard 4R, [R)FE, MNLI-
Hard P 0E B 8 43 UL RS 5 AN DL RS IR S hiAs, 1 T f&#% MNLI-Hard-m 5 MNLI-Hard-mm, 344 MNLI ]
Sy A A AAAE. SR8, a0 AR R YE MNLI-Hard H 1M RE S 7E MINLI 53 A A 1) P e 22 el oK, D) e %
T R A7 2 =) Il R ™

(2) FEIUEAESS

® FEVER (fact extraction and verification) "8 85 /2 24 A 7E F S22 UM AR & L IF i 84> SR IE R
R S, R A R 2 R R 2 — 1A 5% B EEATES E UL (evidence) [ 5 R T4l A B (claim) G 2K
1, FARZE M HE L (support)s 3% (refutes) 8415 B A2 (not enough information). H 1% 4 4 F sK
FRZERATE, FLERATEH FEVER VI ZRSE i 8L, I B A FLIR TSR AE v 43 A P a4 AU 2L P .

o Fever-Symmetric {1 Schuster 28 A\ 742 1, B B J& I F B 44X 75 W 2= (claim-only bias) 31X 25 4% % #i
FEEE. AR W ZE 5 B ARTE S HEBRAT 55 o AU U i Z2 2506, >R B 7 B v by B0 S A B 3] RN 0 5 R 28 2 (]
FELEAE MR R IE. (A1 o SRR TRY R B 3 S MR A 5 75 W TB) O ORI R ASUAR At 75 B v F R B DR B AR S
17, 53 A s AR 2 IS R IR 2 HOR & PR, fiFR Symm. v1 5 Symm. v2, ¥4
R SEIRUEAE 55 R 23 A0 AU ER DA T o 4R A58 R A R R

(3) B SLRAIMTESS

© QQP (Quora question pair) ¥ 4 thi 4k [X i) 25 k43 Quora R ) 15 U 1) B A 2EL ke, A 45 2 JA W — > i S ot v
5 /1 10 R 75 e B0 AH TG . 28490 Sk i, 75— MREACHh, W il /R 1 BRIE A 10 R 2 BT i il M RE A AR 28
% (duplicate), TN EIHIEEE (not-duplicate). FAVEH QQP WUl ZRAE Xt BLAY HEAT B SCIRMMTE S5 IR, FE4E
HIRUEERAE JXt R 430 P AR

® PAWS (paraphrase adversaries from word scrambling)* /] QQP -4 [F] 4 1] B} i 4 & 2E Ak, SR T P A 14
R R B v S, A O R KB AR A B IR, RV SR MR E . Jeni I sEie gy e, A
QQP H & AL I ZR AL R AE 1Z 037 35 P R B 2 A LB AL 45 3 (random baseline), 1X 2% BH 4% 114 72 55 4 # T17)
TCE S REA AT HES, JRATRIFEAE FH PAWS B4 824 B SCIRTIAT 55 18 340 AN AR LI AR 7Y 2 75 A7 A 3
BEIUR.

3.2 1N iEiR S EERE

FEARSCH, AR 7% N F8 PR HER R (accuracy, %) SKRATAG AR Y 1 BE, HERR R, 28 IH AR 1 1 At

U, TR AR 22 3] 2 B B AR 23 A AN stoh (R B R, SRR BUAE 43 A7 N A b R B RO W R
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HItE R 22 5. DR, FRATTBE H 2 A - F I HERf % Avg. (average accuracy in OOD) R RAR L AE 5N 73 A A7 =
HHSP IR I, DA e WA T (1 S P [R)B FRAT I FH M B8 1 R 1% Dec. (decline) FR BT LE 437 P 3% 5% 1) HE
W 5o A AP IR R Ave 22 1H, X6 Bh T EOWHL U B RS R A2 2 ST IR B AR UL, Ave (1R, RIS
BUAE 53 A0 7R3 55 1 B B PR B Deec (BRI, TR B AY ()4 4% 2% 3T 1] AR FE I, 73238, BT Dec fH R B
ERETITE 43 A7 N AN 5P I HER R 384G O¢, W SRARTYTE 20 A7 PN A0 Hh I HE B R 3B, AR 4 RIS Dec fHE
AN, BATHASI N BT [ 8 4% 254 = ) S5 2 22 /. DRI, AF O TR ) 43 4% 2 o ) 01 75 AR A Avg fB AN Dec (3L [
PEAG. FRATTH E AR AR AT AR T 23 A0 P4 HE A 22 B T4 T, SR T TE 70 A A7 s I HE R 28 (Avg AH), 32T
457N Dec.H.

T AT UL AR Y () B AR 24 TR BE, AT I 1 PR Ah 2 A A ) ) AU AR A Y 3 P i B
AR M A A PRI HE B R A 56t L, 4393 & BERT-base (110M)"'!. RoBERTa-base (125M)”), LLaMA (7B)"” |
LLaMA 2 (7B)!"2A f% FLAN-T5-xI (3B) #5704 U [GI}, 9 7 S8 AR 3RA T 1 75 920 22 M 26 R sl )1 e Y (1 42 2
>R R, Bedi 14 A A LLaMA R 5 5 FLAN-TS-x1 #8847 5286, 2 TR R A Han T

® BERT-base (110M) A= 7Y 2 — AN i Y [ 00 ) G A AR 20 . LA TSR F2 o, (6 T #8015 ST T —A) 7
DAL S 53 A B3R 15 A ) o R 2R, A SR OR IS 5 SR AR A ) FIURFE SR I A

® RoBERTa-base (125M) #M4 % - BERT FEMY k— 20 ok, 1A T 2 MR 2405 T R8s, 7] £ T30
SR PR IER T T — A TRIME S5 X L SO 3G 5k 7 HZ AR ), 2 FE AR T IHEAE 55 ik BT 4 P g

o LLaMA (7B) B Ay BT JR i B AR I AR s xloRE B 2 — ) 1A B AE A 22 B vk il i SR B Y
{0, G AR P 24 FE T Transformer 84433 — 554k, fd FH 705 —1k (pre-normalization). SwiGLU #i% Bi £ f1 RoPE
FEEGAR NS (TR GRS, BRI T R K &1 52 LAE 7). LLaMA 2 (7B) & LLaMA #4191 —
ANFERIA, R T S YN SR AR RN A B 7 ik, AR AL B IR AR AT S5 I R L L T e D A R A A )
Hi.

® FLAN-T5-x1 3B) A2 T T5 TN ZME M HEAT 2 A1 5548 S TR AR IR AL 128 A 456 FH /D 2 1) 48 2 Htis
i H B 2% 58 i 2 MT S5 1 RE 77, I B REE 78 7 R FELE H T ZR B B 5 B R a2 B e 1 45507 2 P T 45 4% U
N, 3R T AR AT S LRI, WSO B, B R
3.3 LWAE

X T AR AT ZRE BERT 55 RoBERTa [0 S, BEE AT : FAVE] AdamW fLfbas, Jaa >0 5%
(learning rate) W& A 1E-5, e R IIZRFEIX (epoch) BB 10, FEHRHE 56 UE AR (122 I Bk 26 fe 25 ABE 200 FH T HE R FRAT TS
B SERAEAN T T (seed) LTHNEAT 5 K, &R 5 IRSLIRMFI4E R,

A B LLaMA (W40 5256 48 A Fairseq library™, DL B IS S50 b F I 210 25, A 1R
FH Adam L4628, g BN (0.9, 0.98), FE IR E N 0.01. oA Th2 > R BN 2B-4, ALK AE 200 785 5 (1)
# (warm up) JEHAT ZHROA. TATHEOA 3 ANFEIRHARYE 56 UE 4R 1K R I PRUE i 27 T 3. ZEHERR I B, AT
H4 A G (generation temperature) W E 4 0.2. BT I 25 5 HEFE SL30 348 A 2 5K NVIDIA 3090 & -R#EAT. FA 148
3 2O 75 % LoRAPOR 4 S 30 sk yat /N2 75 3K

HF# 7 FLAN-TS [F)5256, 341118 Huggingface FEBEAT. ELARUE, A IMER AdamW AL 28 B 24 S &
29 SE-5. TATFEFERLIE 3 ANEE AR B e AR iR DL Pk ide s 28 A 204 FH T HEEE. T ISR HERR 1) SR a3 i Y 4 5k
NVIDIA 3090 & k4T

S F & AMES, BATI MR B E (PromptSource package) ik $e5 s 4E 55 10 3 MRRAAR, AT 4 E1F
Z PIBR SEE, B ARSI AIE 3 MRS R T BIF AP RE.

34 XWERSHH

T R FUAE TR G R AR 22 20 1] 8L, FFUIE B AR SCRT 4R HE IO SR AR AE 22 (R 25k, AT B AR 58 7 1A

TN A
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o RQI: ZE R I R KA K TR IRAF AETE AR 2 1), HLARFE Qe 2

© RQ2: F T AT P2 MR )88 15 K04 J S HE 2R BE 75 A AU e A il AR 2 PR A2 2 3 )2

RQI: AT R RS BT IRAF AR FEAR 2 5 i R, LA P A 2

N TR FEAE O AE B SRS 5 P55 P G4 2 20 i) L, JAT TR LLaMA R SRR 5 FLAN-TS L7
WA ZAE I # BERT A5 sUB R REAT X LE, FRAE 3 A0 LI B SR 5 B S5 b AT 7 98, St g R
R 2 s, R A R o i tEPEBE.

22 PRSI BIE AR (%)

E ARG S AT 55 HLIUAT S B SCRBIMTESS
D OOD D (0]0)0] 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 90.7 495 412
RoBERTa-base  87.3 71.2 80.6 814 777 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

SEGEE R R (1) AR LLaMA RIS FLAN-TS 5 847E 534 P3N 43 A1 SR 3% 5 1 M R
AR BE M ZEE L, LLaMA BBITE 3 MESH1 Dec A 737110 8.5% 16.6%. 39.0%; LLaMA 2 15[
Dec 57> H9 9.8%- 17.4%- 32.4%; FLAN-T5 ) Dec. /57> B9 9.2%- 13.9%- 39.9%), 1% AR TE
1P [ FEAR 22 5] A . (2) 5 BERT ZSBEAUAH LE, 2401 1A e QOB RS A2 B B 42 22 S (S ma FE BE RS AR, JF LRI
H T SRR S I2 AR D), R RIE AR SR (Fi 9, 5 RoBERTa A Lt, LLaMA #AIE 3 M55
) Aveg [HD I T 3.7% 4.1%- 2.8%, Dec fH 7 MEME T 1.4% 1.7%- 1.1%). X A fe 5 i T3 B0 A X
KB BA RSB S S e s TN 25560 . (3) AN IR A B aCORAR B 2 8] () S I B g 22 5%, LLaMA &
IR TR NLI AT 55 58 SR FIME 5 R DA X 8247, 1 FLAN-TS #828Y 7F $ SLI0 T 55 h R BT . X Al 68
LLaMA RFIBEAE FLAN-TS B85 AR FI 40 S HOMRE DL Il 2R3 R A oK.

BeAb, MR ISALI A BE o, FRATAE 0 43 A1 AM IR 48 32 TSI W A SR AL 4% (1) HANS R4 S5
PAWS HUHEAE £ B OCTERE A il 5 S 4 1R, RIS A0 i 388 i) 0] o 1) B S AL I — B 2 IR R
(2) MNLI-Hard #(#54£ 5 Fever-Symmetric #4432 B OB T B A F A2 1R i, RIVBSEZ AT ) TN A1) 755
R B A ) T A I — S BRI EEAT T . AR AT DU Y, SRR ¢ TRV E B AR b (R AL 1) AR T )
FEAE (A 2) UER R B 28K (FF LLaMA #2irfh HANS Al MNLI-Hard-m 2 [8] F 7R 2R 22 25 3 13.5%). 7
B, BT A N IASE S (1) RESREEZ ML ZE R EINEE (LLaMA H, HANS 5 MNLI-m 2 [A] f#7#E
THERMI2E 17.6%). SRIR 45 SRR, ML T 5 A8 4%, 1V0 B B AR AR P2 26 T AR i, 1 4 1Al B B3R 1
MRS SRR 58 B Bk .

25 B AT, A AT 2R KB Y i SR I T L B i 1) R AR 2 ) Il R 7, IR SR T S SR 1z
etk S e, R WL, BRI 4> A P9 AR 37 10 S 35 1 6 25 7 3R B T SR AR 2% 30 1n) LA | 5 i 5 A 2R 1)
PEFZALRE ST, BRI, SRATHIR RN AR R 6 THER 2 S AR LA IR T A M E TS 5. 3F B, A NS MER 3
S TAE RSP T BERT FEHAN TN SRR, IR A S x4 il s G KA fi i it I 2 g 5 vk, Xk —25
SR ARATIR ZOE T AR AR R OB A 5 20 n) L U 2. BRI, FRATTHR T 6 T m e M PR 0 & 2 1
FEZL, FAE RQ2 HHIE ] T HA TR EZARAE LA 2.

RQ2: 5 FH 2 SCHE H 1) 25 AT 43 M AR RE (KD VR A5 B 1 BB 22, R 1517 AU R MRS B () B A5 2 o 1 2

N T G fEA R T SRR BAE AR TE 5 AT 45 R 342 5 3] i, AVNEAR I B R, S T & F
APV R VR B B I SR AE AR, AR BB A I ZREE Doy AT A2 Bl B 75 5250 R, BATHLE T A Dy L
W AL (Y SR G AR AR VR B Dy TR0 BORERLAE N st i IR e, BARSEIR S5 R WK 3. TR VLR,
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R 3 T W/ Dy, (all) o F i A Son PR EE ) 58 B 2k (RIS o= MRS 2) ORI w/ Dy, (4k) R
Al ST 4 000 25547 3o PR B I 2k d (RIS B s PE SO 58 SR Y wi/ Dy (4K) RN FIA
SO R OB T T2 VEARRE R & B S A AR ) B SR R A, 12 8n AR R R 4 000 2R IZRIEAS. 35 3
TR L R UL AR RoR.

R 3 AU AR 2 5] I 2R A 2R (%)

B RIE E IS HELIUEIES FESCRANESS
" Ly ID OOD ID OO0D ID OOD
B ik MNLI MNLI- MNLI Dec Dec Dec
m HANS Hard-m Hard-mm Avg. FEVER Symm.vl Symm.v2 Avg. QQP PAWS

W/ Dpo(all) 899 723 858 860 814 85 888 715 728 722166 928 538 39.0
LLaMA w/D,,(4k) 848 692 815 805 77.1 7.7 949 814 824 819131 841 496 345
(TB) W/ Dy
(4k)(ours)
w/ Dy, (all) 906 698 862 864 808 98 902  72.6 730 728174 894 570 324
LLaMA w/D,,(4k) 860 673 817 83 77.1 89 953 779  79.6 788 167 845 648 19.7
2(7B)  w/p,..
(4k)(ours)
W/ Dpo(all) 877 669 838 848 785 92 940 794  80.8 80.1 139 902 503 39.9
FTLS‘A_‘S' W/ Dyo(4k) 888 687 846 854 79.6 92 909 843 853 848 6.1 858 612 246
(3B) W/ Duix
(4k)(ours)

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 82.9 834 832 123 846 65.4 19.2

89.3 71.0  85.7 86.2 81.0 84 95.7 90.5 89.9 90.2 55 86.9 66.2 20.7

SIS AERF: (1) I GEEARSEM FRBILT, 14/ Doy (4k) WIZRE K LLaMA RIVEEAIEFTE 546 N -5
oA AR S b KR DL T AL Dy (4k) SOR G BOBERY, F HAE 70 A Sh IR 3% 5 RO 4R TH S8 825 0 T
FLAN-TS5 #E2Y R 3 FREQnutt, 8 Dy, (4k) YIZRIG FIBRBLTE AN 3550 F I PERE YA BT g, X R RA T 5k E
BB T S TR ZR A ( AR BB (R 444 5 20 1) R, 8 35 3R T RS BUAE 2 A A3 S b I e bk, T B R
ZEUg A ST HAE AT AR S5t I TERER L. (2) S5 KB IR R B 5 Dy, (all) T 5 IO AL AR LE, A
F Dpix (4k) VIZR S5 RIRLLE 2 AN 43 A AR 5 (0 1t B8 R AR 2 T B8 3 7 (P, LLaMA 571 7F 35 5 50H0E
RS Avg 32T 13.2%, B SGRHMES ) Ave 3271 5.5%), 31 H B A BARA) Dec. {8, 1X 3 W RIAETE I 2B A A
AZBRIITE UL, Doy (4K) RN 2B AR T BRI HEAR 54 50 1) 8. L A39E B, 76 HARIE B T 45, BAR
LLaMA RAIBTE D, (all) i 5310 W 5 Ave ARSI T Do, (4K) FOB USSR, (22 T Dy, (all)
AERY G5 A P9 1 B B 38 2 DK T G BB 3 A7 SR RE (38 25, TRIEAE Dy, (all) 50 R 19 Dec A ATIIK T Dpyix (4k) T
) Dec 8, XA RES (TS MM FTRR. Bz, W T A I G B, 156 FH /N USSR AT 00, 2 BA
TEMRZAT S PR B (W B AR S 4 R 7). 5T M S B AT 45, KRB T 103 5 11 25 I FT g 4 n BB A 2
MRS ST R, LB

BEAh, Toe RSt T A R A I EEAR, AR A RILE 7 BRI, BRI 7 A T 2 FhHE 12 A5t )
. AB LG T B AR, A Doy (4K) TR0 5 R FE &4 58 EL Bk P 1 1V B S 5 AR 1 3% 5 3R 52 B
. X5, FRATATEE H IAE A T B0 TR DR IR R, A ZHEAR R B BRI, REREG AN T Ak 2
PR PFELE.

DRI, AT H 00 5 T T e A R P T A 0 4 S 248 BB 05 AR A A ) A 1 A AT 5 KB B (B 1%
2 o) ), S PR TS AR 4 AT AN RIS S P S Sz A, R R B R R R B PR TS AR 4 A P B8 i)
PERE. It H, BAT T IEAZ IR TAL 5 SHAAZEY, BAT 12 1 S A SR se AN A
35 W5

TEFRATRIHESE I ZREHE AL LA R m 5 P AR 2500 5 TR G 4 s 1 50008 T TR L A8 o) 2 S T () S A 5 )
YA prigm. B RATUME BN 2 0 B SRE S TS RER, BT LLaMA BEHHT T RE R0 Stk
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JEZRAN[EEL BB R R [RIET, FRATTTE 55 43T T AR 1 50008 PR SR E 7 28 o B R £ A B A 2 o0 1) L RS 0, A
G 3E4T 50 R AT IR T FIER T

(1) BAVER 4 FER T REEAR FIZRREA RS XA R 22 452 = [ BRI S . S 468 SRR 1, 8 FH 4 s
LAY I () HERF SR AE S N R AR 2 = T FH 4 000 Z5RE AR B AL, SR, & VI ZRAEAS R385 n, 1R 7E 4y
A PR 5 R MR ZR AR T/ TR AE 43 A1 SR 3 57 o 0 Tt 2R 4, T S 850 A B AL T 1 Dec (B 4%
e I RBCE R 38 I 5 A8 2 4 A A A1 B IR R A — 8, FIRE 8 TR % IR Iz —. 3 B, WE 4 P LLE
H, AU AR /N 2 000 HECE SRR A, B R EAR R E 43 A0 A 1) 5 R I HVBON R IF IR PERE (84.3%), XK
Y RIS 2 /N FRSE 5 i 4 AR R A5 2ok 0 2 i e T 5 KA 2R 5 F A S8 AT 55 T e 7. (RIS, 38 DIl 5 2 1) A
ST AT RE BRI 2 AR J1: AR A U R 10 000 2 TFE 50 000 A, 43 A AMFI4vETH =R Ave fH H 78.8%
TEER] 78.4%. Kk, Z G XTSI ER R NLREH I8, A TRAEREE T REALE A 4 000 A/ IBEHE &K
o5 E R =

(2) KT ]t AR B 5 SR AR SR M B TR A LB AR (g e, FRATIAE SR S WPl T AN AR A& Ll
BB T ISLIe g B 45 R, AS0E S LR & 5 7524 P ANIRY 5 3 BT B TR 28 (A1 A it
R 85.8%, 7 A4k Avg. 79.4%) LUK YRR HIHEAR 5 3T i E T (Dec. 6.3%), X3 B 4E LLWR & 7 RN B
FLWR, Tl 2 A8 A 58 4 I 3R PR B 3R AT TR A A2 8 P 52 4 T S M 000 SR AT TR, AR 38 SR I R 5 O 7™ o (1 3
RSN, JEHH A Ave (K H Dec ff 5 5 (Ave. 77.1% vs. 74.4%; Dec. 7.7% vs. 8.2%), iX 2 B Il 21545
I 2 B X B AR (R 12 2 o) ) A2 G B, W NEGIE T FRATTT 2 (K VR 5 RGBSR 2.1.1 5t
R, G0 S e A P AR M B AT A, T 2 I A R A T R AR B TR VI R B VR R T IR E R AR, AT
PRE R S e s, RS R SR EIRR A LB 1:3 FIRLE T3] 7 &/M Dec.fE (2.8%), 12
IX 32 B KRR 12 L) N AR A 3 A PR = P P AR (HERA SRR 74.2%, BB IR TRATHE 1 85.8%),
TE A3 AR AN 5 P P BE M R A 25 00 CRIUETR R Avg B R 71.4%, @K T IRATEE 1 79.4%), F X A
REVEIIRL L /E B B T 442 2 3] R R UK.

T4 INGEARFB HRE S HEHE{TES T LLaMA 5 PR MEER S T AR R A KR A X

AT [ 25 2R (%) SRIE Z HEFE 45 F LLaMA #RRY 5245 (%)
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.
2000 84.3 662 794 80.8 755 8.8 1:0 84.8 692 815 80.5 771 1.7
4000 848 692 815 805 771 77 3:1 829 729 778 784 764 65

10 000 87.3 70.1 82.5 83.9 78.8 8.5

1:1 85.8 74.8 813 822 794 63
50 000 88.9 66.0  83.9 853 784 105 3 a3 . e 105 714 28
392702  89.9 723 858 860 814 85 ' : y ’ : ’ i
0:1 82.6 67.0 713 789 744 82

S5 (1) A (2) 23 W 5258 R I, I ZRRE AR R R 5 41 7 1 250 A T 42 P 0 10V 45 1) L A R R Py 1k e 24
—E R, JF HEF RSN . DR, A3 TR A L B SR AR A A A AR 2 5] e R FE G fESE
SCUG VBT, 8 I AR ST HRHE A 3 (B AR ORISR, R S T R R O AR AR 2 5T ) R, R A AE 4 A b
DRI s b (R e e 502 A, L 25 R 8 [ BN 4 AR ZE 23 A1 Py AR Hh g P .

(3) BATHE— 4R TC T 2 FhIRAG AR LB ¥ 775 0 R A R A% 27 21 10 R I e I, e I A% e i) COT 7712
PAFRRANEEIR, LRGSR COT JNiE S /R SCHR H I 48 MR R A 45 4 LASRAT Pl 42 I HE BB A2, Sear &l
6 i, ATFNAER 7 IR T A R 77V E AR RO i) B AR SRS, S8 45 L W): 1) SIEHAS
RIS BB Do AL, 8 B A5 58 COT J5 VA IR AR T A4 R VR & U 2R (Do) MO, BES RIS
PEORMILE 23 A1 AR 3% 35 A P B (MNLI-m 84.8% vs. 85.8%; Avg. 77.1% vs. 77.3%). R BHES COT iz
75 380 10 AP e PR A 0 Y (1 B R P T . 2) 8 P AR ST H (R B T T S M AR RE T A 185 VR B B B (D) T
Ja AR, BRI 5 R AR ST IR 1 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 SRR ENIE 758 2.2.1 T RUIE: T AR COT MR A0t F2 bk = HSLhr2e i 51 &, IR ULRIG 89
COT fRRE F- AN 78 A e Hf, 10 P45 MR U A A7 AR I — il J, SE A T4 FHS B 0 BRI HERE R ). 3) 7 A H ks
S5 S COT F7VEA AR B T i VR S 8B (Decort 5 De.cora) FIREREMSAR TR I PERE, A F) T 2t
73], IR H, METFALSE COT MR Deor, De.cott 5 De.cors A FI T ZARMA IR 2% 3] (Dec. 8.5% vs.
7.5%), Bt— BRI T HIEFRZM 5] 3T 4 B & AR R AR B IR KPE . 2R, A RATER K Dy H8E
RO JE WY TE 43 AT AM RS 5 BB/ T F De.cori 55 De.cora TR G MY (Avg. 79.4% vs.
78.5%), 3 H. 55047 P HER 0 2 H AR (Dec. 6.3% vs. 7.5%). 1% 3 B3 T o VBt it U BE 42 D, EA A
F AR (I FEAR 2% 5], WTRESE KA COT 5 v 50 iy B340 HE 2R, 3@ A 1 75 2L 0 i i B0 IR N1 45, a4k
B . T T 2 AR E S FARAT SR, GBI COT BB HEHL T 43 (0 A M Bl T Re e M B 20 K. B AT
&, BRSO HE SR BT 3R A5 T b M AR AR X T R MR AL SR AR o) SR TS A S R T AR 48 COT
JIEEE W H B SRR R R COT JiiE ATk s iR EE, dE— e T RATMIE AR R Dy, 1A R,

K6 RREEREE RO S0 B ARE S HERAES RTERERERE AR R AR BRRR B
LLaMA BRI 52 45 53 (%) Dataset Prompt template
ID 00D Dcor Let’s think step by step.
w/ Data MNLLm HANS MNLI- MNLI- Avg. Dec. D Wl'ly the answer is <gold—1e.1bel>?
Hard-m Hard-mm Dc.cori The answer is <gold-label>. Let’s think step by step.
W/ Dy 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 8.5 step.

W/ Dpix (ours) 858 748 813 822 794 6.3
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 B PE 1 4R 5 BARAE %o B 2 ST B, WL S e )
BRI 7 T I AT 0 T 2R 2 o, 3 ELA S 7 B2 4005 A i B o 1 b T3 —
R, A — AR T T T R T R % 51 R0 G 7 5 T T M AR Y A i
A A SR B0 0 B R, G A R AT T4, F UGB B TR ChatGPT [ 3k T e
R A5 VPR A SN T 5 AR MR S5 9 S R PR S &, MO TR A B ST BB B A
R Tt R AR B ) W, BTt T RE A5 SR o 1 e 59 (A, R O R
Wi ST LR 43 P 30 B PR O, A5 SR R D7 AN P T R R T O 45, L A ) T 2B % T
ELRIE R AT RO HEAS, BT T2 (8 P 5 0 S B A 1.
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