A Bayesian approach for prompt optimization in pre-
trained language models.

Antonio Sabbatella?, Andrea Ponti!, Antonio Candelieri?,
Ilaria Giordani®, Francesco Archetti?

University Milano Bicocca, Milano, Italy
a.sabbatella@campus.unimib.it 2
{andrea.ponti, antonio.candelieri, francesco.archetti}@ unimib.it
ilaria.giordani@ oaks.cloud

Abstract. A prompt is a sequence of symbol or tokens, selected from a vocabulary
according to some rule, which is prepended/concatenated to a textual query. A key
problem is how to select the sequence of tokens: in this paper we formulate it as a
combinatorial optimization problem. The high dimensionality of the token space com-
pounded by the length of the prompt sequence requires a very efficient solution. In this
paper we propose a Bayesian optimization method, executed in a continuous embed-
ding of the combinatorial space. In this paper we focus on hard prompt tuning (HPT)
which directly searches for discrete tokens to be added to the text input without re-
quiring access to the large language model (LLM) and can be used also when LLM is
available only as a black-box. This is critically important if LLMs are made available
in the Model as a Service (MaaS) manner as in GPT-4. The current manuscript is fo-
cused on the optimization of discrete prompts for classification tasks. The discrete
prompts give rise to difficult combinatorial optimization problem which easily become
intractable given the dimension of the token space in realistic applications. The optimi-
zation method considered in this paper is Bayesian optimization (BO) which has be-
come the dominant approach in black-box optimization for its sample efficiency along
with its modular structure and versatility. In this paper we use BoTorch, a library for
Bayesian optimization research built on top of pyTorch. Albeit preliminary and ob-
tained using a “vanilla” version of BO, the experiments on ROBERTa on six bench-
marks, show a good performance across a variety of tasks and enable an analysis of the
tradeoff between size of the search space, accuracy and wall clock time.

1 Introduction

The growing diffusion of pre-trained large language models o LLM in all domains
of government, business and science has been generating an increasing interest in the
developments of sw tools designed to provide a more effective adaptation of LLMs to
specific tasks.
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The approach originally proposed to adapt pre-trained LLMs to a specific task was
based on fine-tuning the model: albeit effective, this approach faces computational and
privacy issues which hampers its practical application.

To improve this adaptation, the use of natural language prompt has become increas-
ingly important. Let it be text or images, an appropriate prompt makes the output of
the model better suited to the users’ task.

A prompt is a sequence of symbol or tokens, selected from a vocabulary according
to some rule, which is prepended/concatenated to a textual query.

A key problem is how to select the sequence of tokens: in this paper, we formulate
it as a combinatorial optimization problem. The high dimensionality of the token space
compounded by the length of the prompt sequence requires a very efficient solution. In
this paper we propose a Bayesian optimization method, executed in a continuous em-
bedding of the combinatorial space, whose solution is mapped back to the search space
via discretization. Prompt-based methods can be categorized in two types.

Soft prompt tuning (SPT) which requires gradient propagation leaving other model
parameters frozen (Lester et al. 2021).

Hard prompt tuning (HPT) which directly searches for discrete tokens to be added
to the text input: unlike SPT methods which require access to the LLM, HPT can be
used also when LLM is available only as a black-box.

This is critically important if LLMs are made available in the Model as a Service
(MaaS) manner, as in GPT-4. The reference scenario in this paper is that PLMs are seen
as input/output machines, without assuming to have access to their parameters but only
to their output for a given input. There are some advantages in developing tools in this
black-box setting. First it mitigates the security risk of the cloud infrastructure: the
model parameters are hidden and known only to the service providers giving access
only to the query and prediction interface. The black-box setting is also aligned with
the interest of the final user allowing a simpler and more economical service than ac-
cessing the model’s gradient. Other advantages are a reduction of the transmission costs
and the possibility to prevent the data leakage.

The solution developed in this paper is addressed to prompt learning and optimiza-
tion under the black-box constraint. The current manuscript is focused on the optimi-
zation of discrete prompts.

The discrete prompts give rise to difficult combinatorial optimization problem which
easily become intractable given the dimension of the tokenizer space in realistic appli-
cations. Several papers, which will be outlined in sect. 4, have already considered op-
timization of discrete prompts using mostly CMA-ES as the optimization method.

The optimization method considered in this paper is Bayesian optimization, which
has become the dominant approach in black-box optimization. (Archetti & Cancellieri
2019).(Garnett, R 2023). The main advantage of Bayesian optimization (BO) is its sam-
ple efficiency along with its modular structure and versatility. Compared to other black-
box optimization, as evolutionary search or particle swarm optimization amongst oth-
ers, BO has a significant computational overhead, because its features of versatility,
flexibility and sample efficiency are induced by a more complex computational archi-
tecture. However, the implementation of BO is enabled by one of the many software
frameworks available off-the-shelf from industrial and academic research groups.



In this paper, we use BoTorch, a library for Bayesian optimization research built on
top of pyTorch. BoTorch provides a modular and flexible interface for composing
Bayesian optimization algorithms. BoTorch bridges the gap between research and pro-
duction by allowing a BO researcher to test new specific modules, e.g. acquisition func-
tions, and a data scientist from industry to use a reliable production-grade implementa-
tion that can be seamlessly integrated | with other higher level platforms.

A specific outline of the BO algorithm used in this paper is given in the appendix B.

The contributions of this work are:

— An optimization model which works directly on the space of tokens

— A new black-box prompt optimization method

— A computational analysis of benchmarking data sets.

— An analysis of the tradeoff between size of the search space, accuracy and wall clock
time.

This manuscript is organized in the following sections.

e Sect. 2 provides the formulation of the model and optimization problem.

e Sect. 3 gives the basic background about BO, an outline of the problem of structured
inputs and of the BoTorch library used in this paper.

e Sect .4 provides a broad analysis of the papers on prompt optimization, focused on
the black-box discrete models. (hard prompting).

e Sect. 5 establishes the experimental setting, in particular the datasets used and the
algorithmic baselines.

e Sect. 6 presents the computational results.

e Sect .7 analyzes the impact of the key parameters of the experimental setting over
the results.

e Sect. 8 contains conclusions, limitations, and perspectives of the proposed approach.

2 Formulation of the model and the optimization problem

Prompt optimization aims to find discrete tokens to be concatenated directly to the test
queries with the goal of maximizing the performance on a downstream task. The
objective function is given by the loss between the PLM prediction and the input labels.
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Fig. 1. The workflow of the proposed method

Algorithm Discrete Prompt Optimization
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Task T

LILM Model M

Dataset D

Acquisition function A
Objective function E

Number of initial prompts N

Generate N initial random prompts Pi,...,Px
for i £ N do

score; = E(M, D, P;)
end for

GP = GaussianProcess({ (P1, scorei),..., (Py,scorex)})

: for k £ K do

Pnew = A(GP)

scoreney = E(M, D, Pney)
GP.update ( (Pnrew, SCOr€new) )
end for

return GP.get_ b top prompts(b:int)

Fig. 2. Pseudocode of the Prompt Optimization



3 Bayesian Optimization

3.1  The basic structure

Bayesian optimization (BO) is the de-facto standard for black-box optimization
problems, in particular when the cost of the evaluation of the objective function and
constraints is high and sample efficiency is the key requirement.

The initialization of the BO procedure is given by a set of function evaluations
D = (X1, Y1), ... (Xn, Yn) With y; is a noisy observation of f(x;). A surrogate model, usually
a Gaussian process (GP) GP, trained on D, yields a predictive model of the objective
p(y | x, D).

This predictive posterior enables to build an acquisition function whose optimization
yields the “best” candidates in the search space for the next function evaluations. The
key role of the acquisition function is to manage the trade/off between exploitation, i.e.
focused on points in the search space where the mean of p(y | X, D) is high /low (re-
spectively for maximization and minimization problems) and exploration where the
variance of p(y | X, D) is high. As new data are available the surrogate model is updated
yielding more accurate predictions. This process of sequential candidate selection has
a significant computational overhead, with respect to other black-box algorithms as
evolutionary ones, which is more than off-set, when the function evaluation is expen-
sive, by the sample efficiency of BO.

3.2  BO over structured inputs

A limitation of BO is that working over structured inputs (like graphs, categorical
and integer variables) adds another layer of complexity. This comes from structuring
the GP (Deshwal et al., 2021). combining latent space and structured kernels and from
the optimization of the acquisition function. Several strategies have been proposed in
the literature. One is to embed structured inputs into a lower dimensional continuous
space where BO is executed whose output is subsequently decoded back into the struc-
tured space. (Maus et al., 2022).

Another is probabilistic reparameterization (Daulton et al. 2022) where instead of
directly optimizing the acquisition function over the search space we minimize its ex-
pectation over a probability distribution defined by continuous parameters. A simple
and widely used approach, which is used in this paper, is to apply a continuous relaxa-
tion of the discrete search space, solve the continuous optimization problem using BO
and discretize the results.



4 Related works

The prompt optimization is a difficult and high-dimensional problem which has
been addressed using different modeling and algorithmic strategies which will be
briefly commented upon in this section. AUTOPROMPT (Shin et al., 2020) automati-
cally generates prompts for a diverse set of tasks based on a gradient driven search.

Prompt learning is a class of methods for LLM adaptation and has become an effi-
cient alternative to full model fine-tuning. (Liu, etal., 2021).

Earlier methods referred to as soft tuning are based on parameter -efficient fine-tuning
techniques (Hu et al., 2021). (Lester et al., 2021) and directly optimize in the embedding
space leaving the other model parameters frozen.

Soft prompting methods require back-propagation of gradients through the LLM.
Soft prompting methods are also referred to as white model.

Hard prompt Tuning directly searches for discrete token to be added to text input,
does not use internal knowledge about the pretrained LLM and only requires for the
LLM to be accessible as a black box.

The approach in (Sun et al., 2022 a) optimizes a continuous prompt prepended to
the input text. Instead of optimizing in the original high-dimensional prompt space the
optimization is performed in a randomly generated subspace of a lower intrinsic di-
mensionality. Two loss functions are considered cross entropy and hinge loss and op-
timized using CMA-ES (Covariance Matrix Adaptation Evolution Strategy). This ap-
proach is further developed in (Sun et al., 2022 b) which used a normal distribution
in the projection instead of a uniform distribution.

Another approach to black-box discrete prompt learning is proposed in (Diao et al.,
2023) which applies a policy gradient policy to estimate the gradients of the parameters
of the categorical distribution of each discrete prompt.

Alternative spaces for token-based optimization have been also proposed.

(Zhang et al., 2022) provide query dependent discrete prompts whose optimization is
performed using reinforcement learning. and (Prasad et al., 2023) provide an auto-
mated procedure for improving prompts via an iterative local edit and gradient free
search.

A different approach is proposed in (Zhou et al., 2023) based on the observation that
only some tokens exert a disproportioned influence on the LLM prediction and propose
to first cluster and then prune the search space to focus exclusively on influential to-
kens.

Another gradient free approach is proposed in (Shen et al. 2023) which adds a layer
of uncertainty quantification to improve the reliability of prompt tuning and consider a
strict notion of black-box setting which is likely-hood free. Borrowing from Sun et al.
2022 (b) and (Daulton et al., 2022) they also consider the lower dimensionality para-
metrization but instead of learning a point estimate learn a distribution again using
CMA-ES.

Close to the approach proposed in the current paper a paper has recently proposed
Byesian optimization for black box prompting adversarial optimization. (Maus et al.,
2023) which projects the token space into an embedding space of a lower dimension.
BOTorch offers several solutions for the high dimensional optimization: TURBO



(Eriksson et al. ,2019) which mitigates the curse of dimensionality limiting the search
space to be within a hyper -rectangle trust region.

Other high dimensional algorithms vailable in BoTorch are BAXUS (Papenmeier et
al., 2022) and SAAsBO (Eriksson et al. , 2021). Other strategies for high dimensional
BO are: (Candelieri et al. , 2023 a ) and (Candelieri et al. , 2023 b) where to each func-
tion evaluation is associated a discrete probability distribution and the acquisition func-
tion is cast as a functional over discrete probability distributions embedded in a Was-
serstein space.

A different strategy assuming the availability of computationally cheaper and less
accurate information sources (Poloczek et. al. 2017). The sources can be obtained sub-
sampling the training and testing datasets and augmenting the dataset on which the GP
is trained also on cheaper sources. (Candelieri et al. 2021)

5 Experimental setting

5.1 Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

We include the following 6 datasets:

MNLI (Williams et al., 2017), QQP (Sharmaet et al., 2019), SST-2 (Semwal et al. ,
2018 ).MRPC (Vrbanec et al., 2020 ), QNLI ( Demszky et al. , 2018 ) ,RTE
(Poliak et al., 2020).

Metrics: MNLI: acc, QQP: F1, SST-2: acc, MRPC: F1, QNLI: acc, RTE: acc.

5.2 Baseline

e PromptTuning (Lester et al., 2021): a frozen RoBERTa-large model with
continuous prompt embeddings prepended to the input and learned by gradi-
ents (white-box). (Lester et al., 2021).

e  AutoPrompt (Shin et al., 2020): a frozen RoBERTa-large model with dis-
crete prompts optimized based on gradient-guided search (white-box).

e Black-Box Tuning for Language-Model-as-a-Service. (Sun et al., 2022).

e P-tuning v2 (Liu et al., 2021).



6 Experimental results

Table 1. Data table from (Diao et al. 2022). The performance of BO is given in Table 1 for

each task (column) and method (row). For white-box methods, the last column and row in table

1 give respectively the average scores for methods and for tasks.
For black-box methods, the last row gives the results of Bayesian optimization, averaged over
three runs for each task, with the relative standard deviation given by the small subscript.

Dataset MNLI  QQP  SST-2 MRPC OQNLI RTE  avg,
White-Box Methods
FT 50.81, 60.819 86.520 78413 53.215 55.605 64,2
Prompt Tuning 36.509 50.215 70.726 52.734 53516 56.316 53,3
P.Tuning-v2 44217 57.4,, 80412 62450 51515 53.1;; 982
AutoPrompt 40115 45713 71521 63.8s1 50.215 52115 939
Feature Probe 46513 56.311  79.51s 68917 5050, 5415 59,3
Avg. W.B. 41825 5408 7772 6524 5178 5424 57,78
Black-Box Methods
Manual Prompt  35.9:3  49.80s  72.2;1 70415 49.21; 48205 543
ICT 37216 50109 82821 7213 50805 49.3;3 57.1
BBT 40.6;5 55231 85339 66.4a7 5543, 52.602 59.3
RLPrompt 4285, 537, 88419 689,17 52614 51815 59.7
BDPL 42515 56419 87.601 78137 53111 53509 619
Avg B.B. 39.8 53.04 8326 7118 5222 51.08  58.46
BO 29.617 53.800 86.2;4 78l1ss 52913 51.011 586

BO has the highest score for MRPC and is very close to the top scores for most of the others. The
performance of BO is significantly worse than the others on MNLI. A possible explanation is
that MNLI has the largest vocabulary and a more sophisticated encoding than continuous relax-
ation might yield a better result. Significantly, the best BO is better than the average BB and the

average BO is about the same.

Table 2. Cardinality of the vocabulary

MNLI QQP

SST-2

MRPC

ONLI

RTE

117056 61571

3747

7940

3163

46992




Table 3. Prompt length

MNLI QQP SST-2 MRPC ONLI RTE
10 25 50 50 50 50

Best Seen Eval vs Time for MRPC Task Best Seen Eval vs Time for RTE Task

0 200 200 600 800 1000

Fig. 3. Comparison of Best-Seen Performance for BO and BDPL over Time (in seconds)

Table 4. Execution timetable in seconds

Task BO BDPL
MRPC 379.02 571.75
RTE 661.92 1081.62
QQP 669.52 1070.14

This suggests two avenues for further investigation which account explicitly for the
combinatorial nature of the search space.

- A specialized high dimensional version of BO.

- A better encoding than the naive relaxation.



10
7 Analysis

7.1  Correctly predicted examples

Task + Input Prediction Label
</s>This proposed investment starts the process of raising the
funding we need to increase our capacity, " Elpida President
Yukio Sakamoto said in a news release.</s>" The proposed in- | semantically
vestment starts the process of raising the funding we need to equivalent
increase our capacity to better support our customer require- Not
ments,” said  Yukio  Sakamoto, Elpida’s  presi- semantically
MRPC dent.?<mask>,</s> equivalent
Not
semantically
equivalent
</s>This proposed invest-
ment starts the process of raising the funding we need to in-
crease our capacity, " Elpida President Yukio Sakamoto said in
a news release.</s>" The proposed investment starts the pro-
cess of raising the funding we need to increase our capacity to
better support our customer requirements, " said Yukio Sa-
kamoto, Elpida’s president.?<mask>,</s>
</s>It also said it expects a civil complaint by the Securities Not
and Exchange Commission.</s>Stewart also faces a separate | semantically
investigation by the Securities and Exchange Commis- equivalent
sion.?<mask>,</s>
semantically
MRPC equivalent
semantically
equivalent
</s>It also said it expects a
civil complaint by the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion.</s>Stewart also faces a separate investigation by the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission.?<mask>,</s>
<s>can you take before indigestion sets in It was<mask>.</s> great
SST2 terrible terrible
<s>can you
take before indigestion sets in It was<mask>.</s>
<s> it 'll only put you to sleep. It was<mask>.</s> great
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SST2

<s> it 'l

only put you to sleep. It was<mask>.</s>

Table 5. Here are four examples where the prompt obtained by BO made correct predictions.

7.2 Prompt length

Table 6. Score difference for different prompt length

Task Prompt length Best score on test
Mrpc 25 79.7619
Mrpc 50 78.4431
Mrpc 75 78.4195

To the impact of the prompt length on the performance it as not been given proper
consideration: partial and preliminary results do not suggest that prompt length does
not have a significant impact.

8 Conclusions and perspectives

The main conclusion of this paper is that Bayesian optimization is an effective tool
for prompt optimization. The computational results obtained, even with a basic (vanilla)
version of BO, compared with other approaches and “state of the art” results from the
literature, for both white and black box prompting, confirm the feasibility of working
directly in the token space using BO.

The key advantage of BO is that it does not need a categorical distribution over to-
kens nor a gradient and is suitable to PLM adaptation to down-stream tasks. This ad-
vantage gains traction also from the growing privacy and security issues of LLMs
which are driving the adoption of MaaS (Models as a service) and related API based
access.

A well-known limitation of Bayesian optimization is a degradation in its sample ef-
ficiency when the search space contains integer and categorical variables with condi-
tional dependencies or graphs and strings: designing a kernel suitable to capture such
structures has been receiving attention but still a widely agreed upon solution is not
available. Another difficulty is related to the dimension of the search space, as is the
case in combinatorial Bayesian optimization. For high dimensional BO several strate-
gies have been proposed: three approaches which have been implemented in the Bo
Torch library are quoted in sect. 4.

In this paper the natural language understanding tasks have been modelled as classi-
fication problems.

terrible terrible
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Furthermore, we have considered only a token-based search space for hard prompts
which is of general application as it is the most general but is by no means unique. The
versatility of BO should enable the extension of BO to alternative spaces as those pro-
posed in (Zhang et al. , 2022) and (Prasad et al., 2023)

Another extension of BO as a prompting optimization tuning could focus on gener-
ative tasks which have been so far relatively less investigated. Also, the issues of
prompt robustness (Maus et al., 2023) fairness are promising areas for developing con-
text -specific Bayesian optimization methods.

References.

1. Archetti Francesco and Candelieri Antonio. Bayesian optimization and data sci-
ence. Vol. 849. Berlin, Germany: Springer International Publishing, 2019.

2. Candelieri Antonio, Ponti Andrea, Archetti Francesco. (2023). Was-serstein ena-
bled Bayesian optimization of composite functions. Journal of Ambient Intelli-
gence and Humanized Computing. 14. 1-9 a. 10.1007/s12652-023-04640-7.

3. Candelieri Antonio, Ponti Andrea, Archetti Francesco. "Bayesian op-timization
over the probability simplex.” Annals of Mathematics and Arti-ficial Intelligence
(2023): b.

4. Candelieri Antonio, and Francesco Archetti. "Sparsifying to optimize over multiple
information sources: an augmented Gaussian process based algorithm.” Structural
and Multidisciplinary Optimization 64 (2021): 239-255.

5. Candelieri Antonio, Ponti Andrea, Giordani llaria, Bosio Anna, & Archetti Fran-
cesco (2023). Distributional learning in multi-objective optimization of recom-
mender systems. Journal of Ambient Intelligence and Humanized Compu-
ting, 14(8), 10849-10865.

6. Daulton S., Wan X., Eriksson D., Balandat M., Osborne, M. A., & Bakshy E.
(2022). Bayesian optimization over discrete and mixed spaces via probabilistic
reparameterization. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 35,
12760-12774. c.

7. Demszky, Dorottya, Kelvin Guu, and Percy Liang. "Transforming question answer-
ing datasets into natural language inference datasets.” arXiv pre-print
arXiv:1809.02922 (2018).

8. Deshwal, A., Ament, S., Balandat, M., Bakshy, E., Doppa, J. R., & Eriksson, D.
(2023, April). Bayesian Optimization over High-Dimensional Combinatorial
Spaces via Dictionary-based Embeddings. In International Conference on Acrtificial
Intelligence and Statistics (pp. 7021-7039). PMLR.

9. Diao, S., Huang, Z., Xu, R., Li, X,, Lin, Y., Zhou, X., & Zhang, T. (2022). Black-
box prompt learning for pre-trained language models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2201.08531.

10. Diao, S., Xu, R., Su, H., Jiang, Y., Song, Y., & Zhang, T. (2021, August). Taming
pre-trained language models with n-gram representations for low-resource domain
adaptation. In Proceedings of the 59th Annual Meeting of the Association for Com-
putational Linguistics and the 11th International Joint Conference on Natural Lan-
guage Processing (Volume 1: Long Papers) (pp. 3336-3349).



11.

12.

13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21,

22,

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

13

Eriksson, David, and Martin Jankowiak. "High-dimensional Bayesian op-timiza-
tion with sparse axis-aligned subspaces.” Uncertainty in Artificial In-telligence.
PMLR, 2021.

Eriksson, D., Pearce, M., Gardner, J., Turner, R. D., & Poloczek, M. (2019). Scal-
able global optimization via local Bayesian optimization. Advances in neural infor-
mation processing systems, 32.

Garnett, Roman. Bayesian optimization. Cambridge University Press, 2023.

Sun, T., He, Z., Qian, H., Zhou, Y., Huang, X. J., & Qiu, X. (2022, December).
BBTv2: towards a gradient-free future with large language models. In Proceedings
of the 2022 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (pp.
3916-3930).

He, J., Zhou, C., Ma, X., Berg-Kirkpatrick, T., & Neubig, G. (2021). Towards a
unified view of parameter-efficient transfer learning. arXiv  preprint
arXiv:2110.04366.

Hu, E. J,, Shen, Y., Wallis, P., Allen-Zhu, Z., Li, Y., Wang, S., ... & Chen, W.
(2021). Lora: Low-rank adaptation of large language models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2106.09685.

Kuo, K., Thaker, P., Khodak, M., Nguyen, J., Jiang, D., Talwalkar, A., & Smith, V.
(2023). On Noisy Evaluation in Federated Hyperparameter Tuning. Proceedings of
Machine Learning and Systems, 5.

Lester, Brian, Rami Al-Rfou, and Noah Constant. "The power of scale for parame-
ter-efficient prompt tuning." arXiv preprint arXiv:2104.08691 (2021).

Liu, J., Shen, D., Zhang, Y., Dolan, B., Carin, L., & Chen, W. (2021). What Makes
Good In-Context Examples for GPT-3 ?. arXiv preprint arXiv:2101.06804.

Liu, P., Yuan, W., Fu, J., Jiang, Z., Hayashi, H., & Neubig, G. (2023). Pre-train,
prompt, and predict: A systematic survey of prompting methods in natural language
processing. ACM Computing Surveys, 55(9), 1-35.

Liu, X., Ji, K., Fu, Y., Tam, W. L, Du, Z,, Yang, Z., & Tang, J. (2021). P-tuning
v2: Prompt tuning can be comparable to fine-tuning universally across scales and
tasks. arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.07602.

Maus, N., Chao, P., Wong, E., & Gardner, J. R. (2023, August). Black box adver-
sarial prompting for foundation models. In The Second Workshop on New Fron-
tiers in Adversarial Machine Learning. a

Maus, N., Lin, Z. J., Balandat, M., & Bakshy, E. (2023). Joint Composite Latent
Space Bayesian Optimization. arXiv preprint arXiv:2311.02213. b

Maus, N., Jones, H., Moore, J., Kusner, M. J., Bradshaw, J., & Gardner, J. (2022).
Local latent space bayesian optimization over structured inputs. Advances in Neu-
ral Information Processing Systems, 35, 34505-34518.

Papenmeier, L., Nardi, L., & Poloczek, M. (2022). Increasing the scope as you
learn: Adaptive Bayesian optimization in nested subspaces. Advances in Neural In-
formation Processing Systems, 35, 11586-11601.

Poliak, Adam. "A survey on recognizing textual entailment as an NLP evaluation."
arXiv preprint arxiv:2010.03061 (2020).

Poloczek, Matthias, Jialei Wang, and Peter Frazier. "Multi-information source op-
timization." Advances in neural information processing sys-tems 30 (2017).



14

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

9

9.1

Prasad, A., Hase, P., Zhou, X., & Bansal, M. (2022). Grips: Gradient-free, edit-
based instruction search for prompting large language models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2203.07281.

Semwal, T., Yenigalla, P., Mathur, G., & Nair, S. B. (2018, May). A practitioners'
guide to transfer learning for text classification using convolutional neural net-
works. In Proceedings of the 2018 SIAM international conference on data min-
ing (pp. 513-521). Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics.

Sharma, L., Graesser, L., Nangia, N., & Evci, U. (2019). Natural language under-
standing with the quora question pairs dataset. arXiv preprint arXiv:1907.01041.
Shen, M., Ghosh, S., Sattigeri, P., Das, S., Bu, Y., & Wornell, G. (2023). Reliable
gradient-free and likelihood-free prompt tuning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.00593.
Shin, T., Razeghi, Y., Logan IV, R. L., Wallace, E., & Singh, S. (2020). Auto-
prompt: Eliciting knowledge from language models with automatically generated
prompts. arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.15980.

Sun, T., He, Z., Qian, H., Zhou, Y., Huang, X. J., & Qiu, X. (2022, December).
BBTVv2: towards a gradient-free future with large language models. In Proceedings
of the 2022 Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (pp.
3916-3930). a.

Sun, T., Shao, Y., Qian, H., Huang, X., & Qiu, X. (2022, June). Black-box tuning
for language-model-as-a-service. In International Conference on Machine Learn-
ing (pp. 20841-20855). PMLR. b.

Vrbanec, Tedo, and Ana Mestrovi¢. "Corpus-based paraphrase detection experi-
ments and review." Information 11.5 (2020): 241

Wang, A., Singh, A., Michael, J., Hill, F., Levy, O., & Bowman, S. R. (2018).
GLUE: A multi-task benchmark and analysis platform for natural language under-
standing. arXiv preprint arXiv:1804.07461.

Williams, Adina, Nikita Nangia, and Samuel R. Bowman. "A broad-coverage chal-
lenge corpus for sentence understanding through infer-ence." arXiv preprint
arXiv:1704.05426 (2017).

Zhang, T., Wang, X., Zhou, D., Schuurmans, D., & Gonzalez, J. E. (2022, Septem-
ber). Tempera: Test-time prompt editing via reinforcement learning. In The Elev-
enth International Conference on Learning Representations.

Zhou, H., Wan, X., Vuli¢, 1., & Korhonen, A. (2023). Survival of the Most Influ-
ential Prompts: Efficient Black-Box Prompt Search via Clustering and Prun-
ing. arXiv preprint arxiv:2310.12774.

Appendix

A: BoTorch implementation

Bayesian optimization is performed using the BoTorch library built on PyTorch. A

Gaussian process (GP) model is initialized to represent the objective function using the
SingleTaskGP module. This models the objective as a GP with a single output for
prompt performance. The ExactMarginalLogLikelihood module computes the exact
log marginal likelihood for the GP posterior given the observations.
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The acquisition function chosen for selecting the next prompt to evaluate is Upper-
ConfidenceBound, which balances exploration and exploitation by maximizing the GP
posterior mean plus B times the standard deviation.

The search space consists of possible prompt token indices, bounded between 0 and
the maximum index normalized.

The prompt optimization task involves searching over possible sequences of discrete
tokens to find the optimal prompt for a given task. When using a pre-trained masked
language model like ROBERTa-large, the prompts must consist of tokens from its pre-
defined vocabulary.

Specifically, the prompt is represented as a sequence of L discrete indices, with each
index corresponding to one of the tokens in the vocabulary V. The vocabulary V con-
tains |V| possible tokens, derived from the tokenization process during pre-training. For
example, RoBERTa-large has a vocabulary with |V| = 50.265 tokens. In our imple-
mentation, each task has a specific candidate prompt vocabulary corresponding to a set
of n-gram each representing a concatenation of ROBERTa-large model’s tokens.

To construct the candidate prompt vocabulary, we use the script provided by (Diao
et al. 2022 a) based on the code associated with the (Diao et al. 2021 b).

The search space can therefore be conceptualized as an L-dimensional discrete
space, where L is the pre-defined prompt length for the given task. Each dimension
ranges over the possible vocabulary indices {0, 1, ..., |[V|-1}. Hence, the search space
cardinality is |V|*L representing all possible prompt sequences of length L.

For example, in the case of mnli, the prompt length L=10 and |V|=117056, the car-
dinality of the prompt search space is 117.056*10.

To enable efficient optimization, we relax, for the Bayesian optimization process,
discrete representation into a continuous space. Each discrete index is replaced with a
continuous variable bounded between 0 and max index after normalization of the max
index. Optimizing over this continuous relaxation, we round back to discrete indices
(closest integer) to obtain the final prompt tokens.

This relaxation allows leveraging the power of Bayesian optimization over continu-
ous spaces. The large discrete prompt search space is converted into a more tractable
continuous optimization problem, while still maintaining a correspondence to discrete
tokens through rounding. The continuous representation enables efficient exploration
and exploitation over prompts using Gaussian process-based Bayesian optimization.
The kernel used is Matern, v=5/2.

9.2  Appendix B: Implementation Details

The experiments of Bayesian Optimization on ROBERTa-XL have been conducted on
a machine instance with the following characteristics:

- CPU:2vCPUs @ 2.2 GHz

- RAM:13GB

- GPU: 1x Tesla T4 GPU with 16 GB VRAM



