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Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) provides an effective yet efficient solution for fine-tuning large language models
(LLMs). The modular and plug-and-play nature of LoRA enables the integration of diverse domain-specific
LoRAs to enhance the capabilities of LLMs. The emergence of open-source platforms like Huggingface
and Modelscope has given rise to a new computational paradigm termed Uploadable Machine Learning
(UML). In this framework, contributors on the edge-side use decentralized data from various domains to train
specialized adapters. These adapters are then uploaded to a central platform to improve the capabilities of LLM:s.
The platform leverages the plug-and-play nature of various domain-specific adapters to address downstream
heterogeneous requests. These requests are often in a mixed-task format, necessitating personalized service.
Previous research on composing multiple LoRAs either focuses on specific isolated downstream tasks or fixes
the selection of LoRAs during training. However, in the context of UML, the pool of candidate LoRAs is not
only dynamically updated but also continuously expanded with new LoRAs being uploaded to expand the
capabilities of LLMs in specific domains. This requires the platform’s LoRA selection/routing mechanism to
be generalizable to unseen LoRAs. Furthermore, the downstream tasks are of a mixed-task nature, requiring
the provision of personalized services to accommodate the heterogeneous requests. To bridge this gap, we
propose Retrieval-Augmented Mixture of LoRA Experts (RAMOLE), a retrieve-then-compose framework that
adaptively retrieves and composes multiple LoRAs according to the input prompts. RAMoLE contains three
main components: firstly, identifying and retrieving LoRAs relevant to the given input through LoraRetriever;
secondly, coordinating various dynamically loaded LoRA modules from the retriever through a carefully
designed on-the-fly MoLE mechanism; and thirdly, developing efficient batch inference to accommodate
heterogeneous requests. The experimental results indicate that RAMoLE consistently outperforms the baselines,
emphasizing its effectiveness and flexible scalability.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Recently, leveraging the principles of scaling laws [17], Large Language Models (LLMs) like
openAl’s GPT-3.5 [29], GPT-4 [1], Meta’s LLama [37] and many other Foundation Models [4, 5,
41, 48] have achieved notable success across various natural language processing (NLP) tasks [10,
39]. However, these models, primarily trained on diverse internet datasets, sometimes struggle in
specialized areas. To address this, numerous studies [10, 20, 46] have explored fine-tuning LLMs
using domain-specific data, thereby adapting them to fulfill specific needs. Due to the prohibitively
high computation costs for fine-tuning LLLMs on specific domains, there is a growing shift towards
Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT) [11, 12, 21], which only updates a small fraction of the
model’s parameters or integrates new trainable parameters that augment the model’s capabilities.

As interest grows in open-source communities like Hugging Face!, ModelScope?, and Civit AI®,
there is an increasing trend toward sharing numerous PEFT modules trained on a broad spectrum
of domains and tasks across these platforms. Within these PEFT methods, LoRA has become the
dominant fine-tuning method [22]. LoRA achieves efficiency by decomposing the weight matrices of
a pre-trained model into low-rank factors, allowing it to adapt the model with minimal parameter
changes. This approach not only significantly reduces computational load but also maintains or
improves model performance through targeted updates. Its modularity and plug-and-play capabilities
make it highly adaptable for various tasks and applications. This trend is giving rise to a new
decentralized computing paradigm, which we refer to as Uploadable Machine Learning (UML) [19,
22, 51]. As shown in Fig.1, this new computing paradigm involves three components: a) The edge-
side domain-specific LoRA contributors. These contributors train plug-and-play, domain-specific
LoRA modules in a decentralized manner using local, domain-specific data. The trained LoRA
parameters are then uploaded to a centralized service platform. b) Centralized Multi-LoRA Serving
platform. The server side operates an LLM equipped with a dynamic pool of LoRAs. The purpose of
the LoRA pool is to enhance the LLM’s capabilities across various domains, allowing it to deliver
strong performance in a wider range of fields. The LLM leverages the plug-and-play capability of
LoRA to dynamically load various LoRAs, allowing it to deliver personalized services tailored to
diverse downstream requests. ¢) Mixed-task Downstream Heterougenous Requests. The downstream
requests cover a diverse range of tasks and are in mixed-task form. The heterogeneous nature of these
requests requires that the server side utilize the appropriate LoRA for different prompts to deliver
personalized services.

The serving system for UML, designed to equip LLMs with a large pool of LoRAs for UML
scenarios, faces two primary challenges. First, as the pool of LoRAs expands and evolves, developing
efficient routing mechanisms for this dynamically changing collection becomes critical. This includes
the need for zero-shot routing strategies specifically for newly uploaded LoRAs, ensuring they
are integrated smoothly without prior adaptation. Second, the nature of downstream tasks in this
paradigm typically involves a mixed-task format, which necessitates personalized routing of specific
LoRAs for each input prompt. Unlike a one-size-fits-all approach, this requires a tailored solution

Uhttps://huggingface.co/
Zhttps://modelscope.cn/home
3https://civitai.com/
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Fig. 1. lllustration of UML. a) LoRAs from various domains and tasks aimed at enhancing specific
capabilities of the LLM can be uploaded to or updated to the LoRA pool. b) The multi-LoRA serving
framework aims to leverage the plug-and-play nature of LoRAs to offer comprehensive services. c)
The downstream tasks, presented in a mixed-task form, require personalized expert routing.

that dynamically coordinates LoORA modules from various domains to effectively respond to the
diverse and specific demands of user prompts. Platforms like ChatGPT and Gemini exemplify this
scenario, highlighting the complexity of providing accurate and contextually appropriate responses
in real time.

Recently, some work has focused on how to compose different LoORAs to enhance the model’s
capabilities. Several research has explored the integration of the mixture of expert (MoE; Jacobs
et al. [15], Jordan and Jacobs [16]) with LoRAs [20, 24, 40, 45, 49]. However, these methods fix
the selection of LoRAs during training, lacking the flexibility to dynamically update and scale
in scenarios where the LoRA pool may consistently expand in the UML scenario. This rigidity
violates the inherently dynamic and uploadable nature of decentralized training involving domain-
specific LoORA experts. LORAHub [13] and AdapterSoup [6] explore composing LoRAs for specific
downstream tasks. However, these two methods provide a one-size-fits-all approach to downstream
tasks, failing to accommodate the heterogeneous nature of diverse requests in a UML setting.

In this paper, we introduce a Retrieval-Augmented Mixture of Experts (RAMoLE), a retrieve-then-
compose framework designed to exploit the plug-and-play nature of LoRA for UML. Our framework
consists of three key components: (1) Input-aware LoRA Retrieval: The first step of our framework
is aligning user inputs with the corresponding LoRAs through sentence embeddings and is further
refined by an instruction fine-tuning [3, 34] for effective LoRA retrieval. Through the retriever, we
achieve a more flexible LoRA routing mechanism, whose training stage is disentangled from the
training and inference of the LLM. (2) On-the-fly Mixture of LoORA Experts: After retrieving the
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corresponding LoRAs for each sample, we need to finely differentiate and compose these LoRAs
for targeted generation. To this end, we propose a novel MoLE mechanism that involves training
an additional RouterLoRA, which can be seamlessly integrated into the LLM in an off-the-shelf
manner. This mechanism uses an attention mechanism to determine the weights corresponding to
the retrieved LoRAs, thereby achieving a more flexible and dynamic MoLE architecture. It is worth
noting that vanilla LoRA composition methods, which involve either averaging parameters or outputs,
assign uniform weight to all loaded LoRAs. Such approaches may not allocate the most effective
weights to the most suitable LoRA, potentially leading to suboptimal outcomes. In contrast, our
proposed MoLE mechanism, utilizing a RouterLoRA, finely tunes the allocation of weights to each
LoRA, dynamically differentiating each one to enhance overall performance (3) Batch Inference of
Multiple LoRAs: Most previous work on the input-adaptive inference of LLMs does not support
batch inference [6, 53]. To tackle the challenge of heterogeneous batched requests, we construct a
unique LoRA mapping matrix for batch samples. This allows for tailored inferences through efficient
matrix multiplication, ensuring each request activates its corresponding LoRAs while maintaining
batch processing efficiency.

To assess the performance of RAMoLE, we established a UML evaluation benchmark comprising
48 LoRAs spanning a variety of natural language understanding and generation tasks. The experi-
mental results underline the effectiveness of the proposed methods in serving both in-domain and
out-of-domain downstream requests. Furthermore, the retrieval routing method demonstrates robust
generalization capabilities: despite the retriever being trained on only 40% of the tasks, it effectively
identifies the appropriate LoRAs for unseen tasks. Similarly, the RouterLoRA, also trained on just
40% of the tasks, successfully routes LoRAs for tasks it has not previously encountered, achieving
commendable performance.

We note that a shorter conference version of this paper appeared in [51]. Our conference version
of the paper did not explicitly define the entire scenario. This manuscript more thoroughly and
comprehensively defines the setting as Uploadable Machine Learning. Additionally, the conference
version simply applied the same weights for composing the retrieved LoRAs, an approach that
may not allocate the most effective weights to the most appropriate LoRA, potentially resulting
in suboptimal outcomes. In this manuscript, we introduce a novel on-the-fly MoLE method that
employs a RouterLoRA to distinguish between each retrieved LoRA, enhancing performance in
the UML scenario. Additionally, to accommodate the new MoLE mechanism, the batch inference
mechanism has been adapted to facilitate a more efficient inference process.

Our contribution can be summarized as follows:

e We explore a new computing paradigm termed Uploadable Machine Learning, which en-
tails managing a continuously expanding LoRA pool for serving heterogeneous downstream
requests.

e We propose RAMOoLE, a novel framework designed for the massive deployment of multiple Lo-
RAs in response to personalized downstream requests. This framework consists of input-aware
LoRA retrieval processes, strategic LORA combinations, and a customized batch inference
mechanism.

e We propose a novel MoE method that leverages a RouterLoRA as the gating function and
assigns weights to each proposed LoRA through an attention mechanism. This approach
enables RAMOLE to achieve more flexible and on-the-fly MoE, dynamically accommodating
the retrieved LoRAs and generalizing to unseen LoRAs as a zero-shot router.

e Empirically, we show that our proposed RAMoLE framework outperforms other baselines in
mixed-task scenarios. Moreover, LoraRetriever and the on-the-fly MoE mechanism achieve
good generalization on unseen tasks and LoRAs as zero-shot routers.
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2 RELATED WORK
2.1 Mixture of Experts

The Mixture of Experts (MoE) method combines various specialized sub-modules, guided by a
gating network to tailor responses to different input types [7, 15, 16, 31, 32]. Some work [7, 8, 20,
27, 40, 49, 55] focuses on using the MoE method for PEFT to achieve more effective and efficient
model fine-tuning. Other work [24, 45] focuses on using MoE to post-hoc coordinate existing LoORA
experts without specifically training the experts’ parameters. Specifically, AdaMix [40] introduces a
mixture-of-adaptations approach for fine-tuning models efficiently by combining multiple adaptation
methods to reduce parameter overhead. Ostapenko et al. [27] demonstrates the efficacy of combining
MoE with lightweight parameter-efficient tuning methods to enhance instruction tuning for large
language models, achieving performance comparable to full fine-tuning while significantly reducing
computational resource requirements. Zadouri et al. [49] enhances MoE by developing a highly
parameter-efficient model that achieves performance on par with full fine-tuning while significantly
reducing parameter usage. SiRA [55] introduces a sparse mixture approach to low-rank adaptation,
improving the efficiency and performance of large language models by optimizing sparse compu-
tation and reducing overfitting. MoELoRA [20] leverages MoE and LoRA to efficiently fine-tune
large language models for diverse medical tasks, addressing the issues of task variety and high
computational cost. LORAMOE [7] integrates MoE and LoRA to enhance large language models’
capability in maintaining and applying world knowledge efficiently, significantly improving model
performance while reducing computational requirements. Mixture-of-LoRAs [8] presents a method
that leverages a mixture of LoORA modules to enhance the multitask performance of large language
models, achieving significant efficiency in fine-tuning across various tasks. These works focus on inte-
grating MoE and LoRA for more efficient fine-tuning of LLMs and reducing computational resources
during inference. Our work is orthogonal to these approaches, as we investigate post-hoc LoRA
combination, aligning with recent trends in adapting a large LoRA pool for various downstream
tasks.

MoLE [45] proposes an inference-time MoE method to enhance the parameter efficiency and
flexibility of large language models, allowing for improved fine-tuning and adaptation across diverse
tasks without significant computational overhead. SMEAR [24] improves the performance of mixture-
of-experts (MoE) models by using a soft merging approach for expert parameters combined with
adaptive routing, avoiding the inefficiencies of discrete routing decisions and resulting in better
expert specialization and overall model efficiency. PATGOOSE [23] explores a framework for
zero-shot learning where a model learns to dynamically route inputs among specialized experts,
thereby achieving generalization to unseen tasks by leveraging the expertise of various pre-trained
modules, significantly enhancing the model’s adaptability and performance in zero-shot scenarios.
Ostapenko et al. [28] presents a modular approach for LLMs by constructing and reusing a library of
LoRA modules, enabling efficient fine-tuning and adaptation for multiple tasks, thereby facilitating
the creation of versatile and resource-efficient LLMs that can be easily customized for different
applications These methods necessitate that the router has encountered all LoRAs during training
and requires the selection of LoRAs to be fixed at that time. This limitation prevents these methods
from managing the continuously expanding LoRA pool in UML and from routing for unseen LoRAs.

2.2 Adapter Merging

In addition to model ensembling through the MoE, there is an increasing focus on aggregating
adapters from different domains through the method of Adapter Merging. Zhang et al. [50] proposes
to compose these parameter-efficient modules through linear arithmetic operations in the weight
space to integrate different module capabilities. AdapterSoup [6] aggregates different adapters in
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the parameter space, allowing large language models to adapt to new domains without additional
training. LoRAHub [13] employs random sampling of LoRA parameters from various domains
and tasks, followed by black-box optimization to learn the weights of different LoORA parameters
without involving model gradient backpropagation. LoRA-Flow [38] dynamically fuses multiple Low-
Rank Adaptation (LoRA) modules to enhance the generative capabilities of LLMs, enabling more
efficient and effective task-specific fine-tuning without substantial computational overhead. 7z-Tuning
[44] considers not only language model experts but also visual model experts. It obtains weights
for different LoRAs through task embeddings for downstream tasks, similarly utilizing weighted
averaging in the parameter space for targeted model parameter adaptation. LoRA-Composer [47]
proposes a framework that utilizes Low-Rank Adaptation to enable multi-concept customization in
training-free diffusion models, addressing the challenge of integrating multiple concept LoRAs for
complex and varied image generation tasks. Zhong et al. [52] explores Multi-LoRA Composition
for combining multiple LoORA modules to improve the quality and efficiency of image generation,
allowing for the seamless integration of various image attributes and styles.

These methods offer a one-size-fits-all solution for downstream tasks, which is not suitable for
mixed-task scenarios that require personalized services. Moreover, adapter merging methods may
encounter issues with parameter interference [35], which can severely degrade the performance of
the merged model.

2.3 Personalized LoRA serving

Sheng et al. [33] propose S-LoRA to discuss serving thousands of concurrent LoRA. The framework
targets scenarios in which multiple tasks must be handled simultaneously without compromising
the efficiency of the base models. Wen and Chaudhuri [42] propose FLoRA, which enables efficient
batching of diverse request types in the LoRA of foundation models. These studies discuss how to
deploy or train personalized LoRAs. However, these methods can only utilize a single user-specified
LoRA during inference, failing to fully leverage the combination of LoRAs from different tasks.
Moreover, the primary focus of these discussions is on computational strategies in GPUs and training
strategies, which are orthogonal to the routing strategies with which we are concerned.

3 PRELIMINARIES

This section begins with a concise introduction to the Low-Rank Adaptation and Mixture of LoRA
Experts, followed by a detailed formalization of our Uploadable Machine Learning setting.

3.1 Low-Rank Adaptation

Directly fine-tuning large language models with all parameters is computationally intensive and
is not feasible in low-resource scenarios. Based on the idea that only a small number of low-rank
parameters need to be fine-tuned for sufficient performance in new domains, Hu et al. [11] proposed
the Low-Rank Adaptation, where the LORA module can be combined with the pre-trained parameters
in parallel for efficient inference.

Specifically, given pre-trained weights W, € R4k of a sub-module of LLM, the LoRA adds an
extra trainable weight matrix as Wy + AW = W, + BA, where AW can be decomposed into two smaller
matrices B € R¥" and A € R™k, where r stands for the rank of AW and the rank r < min(d, k).
The forward pass for a layer x” = Wyx can be modified as follows:

x' = Wox + AWx = Wyx + BAx, )
where x € R? is the input and the x’ € R? denote the output.
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3.2 Mixture of LoORA Experts

The mixture of LoORA Experts (MoLE) is an efficient ensemble approach that enhances model scalabil-
ity by selectively activating only a subset of parameters, thus increasing the model’s capacity without
incurring additional computational costs. Recently, several studies have explored the integration of
Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) with MoE for diverse applications. Unlike traditional transformer
models, each MoE layer with the original parameter W consists of k independent LoRA experts
{AWi}le, along with a gating function G(-) that models the probability distribution to determine the

weighting of these experts’ outputs. The output of a MoLE layer can be given by:

k
X' = Wox + Z G(x); - AWix. 2)
i=1
Here, G(x) is a k-dimensional output of the gating network. A normal way of implementing the
gating network is in the following way:

k
G(x)i = exp(x - e)/ ) exp(x - e)), 3)

J=1

where e; denotes the trainable embedding of the expert AW;. However, such a routing mechanism is
not suitable for the UML scenario, in which the LoRA pool often changes dynamically. This dynamic
nature necessitates continual updates to the Expert Embedding based on modifications to LoRA.
Furthermore, newly added LoRAs, which were not included during the initial training phase, are
unable to participate in routing due to the lack of prior training.

3.3 Problem Formulation of Uploadable Machine Learning

In this part, we give a formal definition of Uploadable Machine Learning. The framework of UML
comprises three aspects as shown in Fig.1: upstream Edge-side LoRA contributors, the Multi-LoRA
serving system on the service side, and downstream heterogeneous requests.

Edge-side Contributors. Given an original LLM L, suppose we have k edge-side contributors.
Each contributor trains a LoORA module based on its domain dataset, resulting in a set of k LoRAs,
O ={¢1, b2, Pr. $7,1, -+ . P}, where each LoRA ¢; is trained on its corresponding task T;. The
LoRAs ¢; denote newly uploaded LoRAs that were not visible during the training phase.

Multi-LoRA Serving System. With a LoRA pool ® for the LLM L, the serving process can be
written as:

y =F(g(®,x),x,0,y), 4

where 6 denotes the original parameters of LLM, g(®, x) represents the input-aware LoRA retrieval
process, and returns a set of retrieved LoRAs ®;. F(®;, x;, 8) depicts the LoORA composition process
that integrates the retrieved LoRAs as a plug-in to the original LLM. y denotes the parameters of
the gating function that differentiate the contribution of the retrieved LoRAs ®;. It is worth noting
that during training, the parameters of the retriever g(-) and the gating function y are trained on a set
Tirain = {Th, -+ - , Tt }, leaving the tasks {T/,,,- - - ,T,;} unseen for evaluate the generalization for the
routing mechanism for unseen LoRAs.

Downstream Heterogeneous Requests. The downstream requests are in a mixed-task form, where
the mixed task inputs can be formulated as Ty = {x | x € ; VT, V - - - V T} where V stands for
the logical disjunction operator. Given the heterogeneous nature of downstream requests, the serving
process should provide personalized service for each input prompt.
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Fig. 2. The RAMoLE Framework. This framework, equipped with a pool of candidate LoRAs from
various domains/tasks, is designed to offer personalized services tailored to the input provided. It
begins by executing an input-aware LoRA retrieval process aimed at identifying LoRAs corresponding
to tasks analogous to the input (§4.1). Subsequently, it employs a specialized LoRA composition
mechanism to efficiently utilize the retrieved LoRAs (§4.2). By constructing a LoRA mapping matrix
for batch inputs, the framework facilitates effective batch inference (§4.3).

4 RETRIEVAL-AUGMENTED MIXTURE OF LORA EXPERTS FRAMEWORK

In this section, we describe the RAMoLE framework as shown in Fig.2 for serving multi-LoRAs in
UML. This framework contains three major components: the input-aware LoRA retrieval module
(§4.1), the On-the-fly MoLE module (§4.2), and the batch inference strategy (§4.3).

4.1 Input-Aware LoRA Retrieval

To manage a large pool of LoRAs, the initial stage of our framework involves constructing a
LoraRetriever specifically designed to efficiently retrieve the appropriate LoRAs for each input,
particularly in scenarios where LoRAs are dynamicaly updated. However, existing approaches fall
short of accurately identifying LoRAs under such conditions. MoE-based methods [24, 45] struggle
to generalize when new LoRAs are introduced due to the fixed selection of LoRAs established
during router training. Retrieval methods like sentence embedding [25, 30] or task embedding [2, 54]
fail to map both samples and LoRA into a shared embedding space, limiting their effectiveness in
input-aware LoRA retrieval.

To achieve this goal, we propose to train a retriever via instruction fine-tuning [3, 34], namely
LoraRetriever, which can retrieve suitable LoRAs from a massive LoRA pool for a given input
sample. The fundamental concept behind LoraRetriever comprises two main steps: (i) First, to embed
different task-specific LoORAs into embedding space for facilitating retrieval, we posit that each
LoRA can be represented by some data points, which can be obtained by randomly choosing a dozen
samples from the training dataset. Then we average their instruction embeddings to represent the
embedding of each LoRA. (ii) To improve generalization for unseen LoRAs in LoRA retrieving, we
train the retriever through instruction fine-tuning [34, 41] on a subset of all tasks. Training on a small
subset of tasks is designed to simulate scenarios involving the integration of new LoRAs, thereby
underscoring our method’s generalization abilities via instruction fine-tuning. These two strategies
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enable the effective use of limited data distributions for input-aware retrieval and can be generalized
to unseen LoRAs.

Formally, with a sentence-embedding model E, input sequence x, and the instruction I for em-
bedding purposes, the instructed embedding can be formulated as E(I & x), where @ denotes the
concatenation operation. In order to allow the embedding to capture the similarity between dif-
ferent tasks, the instruction is expressed as "Represent the sentence for similar task retrieval'.
Each LoRA module is embedded with m randomly selected domain-specific samples, expressed
as E(¢p) = % iz E(I ® x;4). This embedding method integrates both sample-wise and LoRA-
module-wise embeddings, facilitating the calculation of similarity between an individual sample
and a LoRA module. For measuring the similarity between LoRA module ¢ and the input se-
quence x, following [25], we leverage the cosine similarity between the LoraRetriever embeddings:
s(x,¢,I) = cos(E(I & x), E(¢)).

To improve LoRA retrieval by the retriever and broaden its generalization to unseen LoRAs, we
train the embedding model E through instruction fine-tuning on a small subset of tasks. To prevent
the need to access new samples, we use previously employed samples for embedding LoRAs as
our training data. Consider ¢ distinct training tasks, represented as T;,qin = {11, - - - , Tt }. Following
Ni et al. [25], the training dataset D comprises paired samples (x;, x}), where each x; is a sample
from a task T; € T;rqin, and a positive sample x; is randomly selected from the same task T;. To
complement each positive pair, we randomly select p negative pairs (x;, xi_j)?:l, ensuring that X;;
is sourced from tasks outside of T, thereby x;; ¢ T;. The training process is achieved through a
contrastive loss [14, 18, 25] defined as follows:

eS(xixt.) ]y

- Xt pstax;D]y’
o5 (xix] )/u.zj:le GxpDly

where y is the softmax temperature.
During the LoRA retrieval phase, the top-k LoRAs are retrieved according to their similarity to
the input x. This process can be formulated as follows:

g(x;, ®) = ®; = TopK{s(¢;, x;, 1), ¢; € O}

4.2 On-the-fly Mixture of LORA Experts

After retrieving the top-k LoRAs, ®;, for an input x;, we proceed to integrate these LoRAs into the
LLM with parameter 6. This section delves into the proposed on-the-fly Mixture of LoRA Experts
(DMoLE) mechanism for LoRA composition. We start by introducing the vanilla LoORA composition
strategies as described in Zhao et al. [51], and illustrate the limitations of these vanilla methods.
Subsequently, we offer a formal description of the proposed on-the-fly MoLE mechanism, which
incorporates an additional LoRA serving as a router, namely RouterLoRA. Its primary purpose is to
learn to route among retrieved LoRAs, effectively using cross-attention to assign weights to each one
and decouple the routing process from specific LoORA modules.

4.2.1 Vanilla LoRA Composition. The vanilla LoRA composition comprises two training-free
methods: the Mixture of LoRAs and the Fusion of LoRAs.

Mixture of LoRAs. The mixture of LoRAs strategy involves the aggregation of the outputs

of each submodule within the assembled LoRAs. Let us denote A = {A;,Ay,...,A,} and B =
{B1, B, ..., By} as the sets representing submodules within n LoRAs. For an input x;, the output
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derived from the mixture of LoRAs can be expressed as:
1 n
x; = ; ZlBjiji, (5)
=

where x; denotes the output. This process signifies the integration of each LoRA module’s output,
effectively blending their contributions to form a unified output.

Fusion of LoRAs. In contrast to the Mixture method, which combines the output of different
LoRAs, fusing the parameters of these LoRAs presents an alternative composition strategy. Let the
parameters of each LoRA ¢; be denoted by ©;. The parameter of the fused LoRA is then represented
as Orusion = % 2?:1 ©;. This formulation allows the fused parameter to function akin to a single
LoRA.

Limitation of Vanilla Composition. Since the LoRAs for different tasks are trained independently,
the model is significantly affected by data heterogeneity during the parameter fusion process. This
results in catastrophic collapses in performance on respective tasks after fusion due to parameter
interference, a phenomenon that becomes more pronounced with the increasing number of composed
LoRAs [51]. Consequently, the Fusion of LoRAs method is not suitable for application in scenarios
involving UML. On the other hand, the mixture of LoRAs method, which averages the outputs of
different LoRAs, achieves better performance, especially on unknown tasks. However, because it
uniformly assigns the same weight to the output of each LoRA without differentiation, this method
fails to fully leverage the most optimal LoRA for the task, leading to a suboptimal model performance.

4.2.2 On-the-fly Mixture of LoRA Experts with RouterLoRA. To allocate weights for the
retrieved top-k LoRAs ®; in layer-level routing, the most straightforward idea is to train an additional
router using the MoLE method to assign weights to each LoRA. However, since the traditional MoLE
method requires fixing the selection of LoRAs during training and ensuring consistency between
the LoRAs loaded during training and inference, it is unable to adapt to the dynamically changing
LoRA pool in UML scenarios, making it unsuitable for such scenarios. To address this challenge, we
propose a novel MoLE mechanism that includes an additional LoRA module specifically designed
for learning to route. This module leverages an attention mechanism to dynamically assign weights to
different LoRAs, optimizing the routing process. In this way, we decouple the router from the LoRA
module for routing, achieving a more dynamic MoLE mechanism that can effectively generalize to
newly uploaded LoRAs.

Formally, consider A = {Af,As,...,A,} and B = {By, B,, ..., By} as the sets of top-n LoRAs
retrieved for a layer. A RouterLoRA, with parameters A, and B,, is integrated into the LLM. It
functions as a router to determine the appropriate weights for each plugged-in LoRA module. The
entire routing process operates through a mechanism akin to cross-attention operation. Initially, for
an input x, it is processed by each LoRA module (A;, B;) to generate

v; = BiA;x, (6)

which can be seen as a transformation of x through a module-specific linear transformation followed
by another module-specific transformation. Furthermore, the query vector g is derived from the
router’s parameters using:

q=Ax, )
where g € RP**" (assuming b is the batch size, [ is the sequence length, and r is the dimensionality
of the query vector). Each i-th LoORA module contributes a key vector k;, calculated as:

ki = Blv;, ®)
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where k € RP*P"_ This transformation aims to map the output v; into a space where it can be
compared against the query gq.

The next step involves calculating the attention weights. Each k; is compared to ¢ using a dot
product, resulting in a score that measures the alignment or relevance of each LoRA output to the
query. These scores are then normalized through a softmax function to form attention weights:

si ={q.ki)/Nr C))

a = Softmax(sy, sz, ..., Sn). (10)

These attention weights «; dictate the importance of each v; in the final representation. The
weighted sum of all v;, modulated by «;, produces the output of the RouterLoRA:

k
X' = Zaivi. (11)
i=1

This output x” then serves as the adjusted representation for the original input x within the context
of the LLM, reflecting a dynamically weighted integration of different transformations offered by
the LoRA modules. Thus, RouterLoRA employs an attention mechanism to adaptively route and
differentiate LoORA modules across different layers, resulting in more fine-grained routing.

Training of RouterLoRA. Similar to the training process of LoraRetriever, here we leverage t
distinct training tasks, represented as T;rqin = {11, - - - , T} }, and the training set Dyrqin = {(x,y) €
Tirain - To test the generalization of the Dynamic MoLE mechanism, we train on only 40% of the
LoRAs in the LoRA pool and perform zero-shot routing on the remaining LoRAs. And the training

set of LoRAs can be denoted as ®;4in, = {¢1,- -, @:}. Besides, we denote the parameters of the
RouterLoRA as y. The training loss can be formulated in the following way:
1
-Etrain = W Z L(f(x§q)train» )’: 9)5 y) (12)
train xsyEDtrain

In this formulation, only y is trainable, focusing the training process on optimizing the router’s
parameters while keeping the parameters of individual LoRAs fixed. Through this targeted training,
we successfully developed RouterL.oRA to act as a router, capable of distinguishing between LoRA
experts based on different hidden states, thus facilitating a more flexible and dynamic routing
mechanism.

Random Dropout LoRA modules for Improving Generalization. Loading all LoRAs directly into
the model and training RouterLoRA on specific tasks significantly improves performance in in-
distribution (IID) scenarios by efficiently identifying and routing to the optimal LoRA module.
However, this method is less effective in out-of-distribution (OOD) scenarios, where no single LoRA
perfectly fits the inference needs of downstream tasks. In these cases, combining different LoRAs is
crucial for enhancing zero-shot generalization. Direct training of RouterLoRA often overlooks the
complexities of unseen tasks, focusing mainly on optimizing performance within familiar IID tasks
and neglecting the variability of OOD scenarios. Consequently, the model lacks the adaptability and
robustness needed for effective generalization in new, unanticipated contexts, leading to suboptimal
zero-shot performance. To mitigate this issue, we propose a strategy of randomly dropout LoRA
modules during the training process to enhance our method’s performance in OOD scenarios.
Formally, we redefine the training objective to incorporate module-level dropout as follows:

1

Lirain = 7
" | Derainl

D, L(f(x;Dropout(®train, p). v, 6). ), (13)

%, Y€ Dirain
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Natural language inference | | Commonsense Sentiment Paraphrase Struct to text Struct to text
ANLI (R1-R3) RTE CoPA IMDB MRPC CommonGen ParaCrawl EN/ES
cB SNLI HellaSwag Sent140 QaQrP DART WMT-16 THEn
MNLI WNLI PiQA SST-2 PAWS E2ENLG
WMT-16 De/En
QNLI StoryCloze Yelp STS-B WEBNLG
WMT-16 Ru/En
Reading Comp. Reading Comp. W/ Closed-book QA
Col WMT-16 Fi/En
commonsense
BoolQ RTE ARC (easy/chal.)
c8 SNLI CosmosQA DRP NG WMT-16 Ro/En
ReCoRD WSC273
QNLI TQA WMT-14 En/Fr

Fig. 3. Datasets and task clusters used to train LoRAs and generate mixed-task evaluation set in this
paper (NLU tasks in blue; NLG tasks in green).

where p denotes the dropout rate. Here, the function Dropout(®D;,4in, p) selectively deactivates
a subset of modules ®;,,;, at a rate p, enabling us to train a more robust model by introducing
variability and reducing overfitting.

4.3 Batch Inference of Multiple LoORAs

Implementing batch inference in the presence of multiple LoRAs and diverse composition diagrams
poses a significant technical challenge. To address this, we introduce a unique approach for batch
inference. Our method involves processing a batch of samples denoted as X € R?*4_ where b, I,
and d denote the batch size, sequence length, and sample dimensionality, respectively. For each input
x; and its retrieved LoRAs ®; within the same batch, we aggregate these LoRAs into a collective set
denoted by @ 5. To ensure the uniqueness of ®g, we eliminate duplicates, mindful of the possibility
that retrieved LoRAs may overlap across different samples. The resulting set ®g comprises p unique
LoRAs, where p < bk. For every sample x;, a p dimension mapping vector M; is generated, which
specifies the indices of its corresponding LoRAs within ®g.

The LoRA mapping vectors are combined into a matrix M € R?*?. The parameters of a submodule
in LoRA can be denoted as A and B, and are concatenated within the batched LoRAs ®g to obtain
A € RP*7d and B € RP*9%" We first gather the LoRA modules for each input within the batch
through A’ = M ® A and B’ = M ® B where ® denotes the gather operation. By gathering the
corresponding parameters for each input, we obtain the matrix A’ € RP*>r>d apnd B’ e Rb*kxdxr,
Then we can obtain the value matrix V through V = B’ 0 A’ o X, where V € R¥*6*Xd and we extend
the symbol o to denote potential broadcasting as Wen and Chaudhuri [42]. Then the key matrix is
computed through the RouterLoRA in the following way:

q=A;0X (14)
K=BloV (15)

where g € RP*XI7 and K € R¥*PXIXr The output is computed by X’ = Softmax(%) o V. In this

way, we successfully perform personalized inference for each input sample, allowing efficient batch
inference.
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4.4 Evaluation Framework
5 EXPERIMENTS

This section outlines the evaluation framework for assessing different approaches in our Uploadable
Machine Learning setting. We conducted a detailed comparison of the performance differences
of various LoRA composition strategies in different settings, to demonstrate the superiority of the
proposed DAMoLE method. Furthermore, a comprehensive analysis of the proposed RAMoLE
framework is presented.

5.0.1 Training And Evaluation Datasets. We leverage a subset of flan-v2 datasets [41] as shown
in Fig.3 for LoRA expert training and mixed-task dataset generation. We adopt the task cluster as
described by Wei et al. [41] and summarize the details of the datasets used as follows:

Struct-to-Text Conversion: This task evaluates the capability to generate natural language
descriptions from structured data inputs. We use the following datasets: (1) CommonGen; (2) DART;
(3) E2ENLG; (4) WebNLG;

Translation: Translation involves converting text from one language to another, maintaining the
original meaning and nuances. We use the following datasets: (1) En-Fr from WMT’14; En-De,
En-Tr, En-Ru, En-Fi, En-Ro from WMT’16; (3) En-Es from Paracrawl.

Commonsense Reasoning: This involves assessing the ability to apply physical or scientific
principles alongside common sense in reasoning tasks. We use the following datasets: (1) COPA, (2)
HellaSwag, (3) PiQA, and (4) StoryCloze.

Sentiment Analysis: A fundamental task in natural language processing (NLP) that determines
the sentiment polarity (positive or negative) of a given text. We use the following datasets: (1) IMDB,
(2) Sentiment140, (3) SST-2, and (4) Yelp.

Closed-Book Question Answering: This task challenges models to answer questions about
general knowledge without direct access to external information sources. We use the following
datasets: (1) ARC, (2) NQ, and (3) TriviaQA.

Paraphrase Detection: This task requires models to ascertain whether two sentences convey the
same meaning, indicating semantic equivalence. We use the following datasets: (1) MRPC, (2) QQP,
and (3) Paws Wiki.

Coreference Resolution: Involves identifying instances within a text that refer to the same entity,
demonstrating an understanding of textual context. We use the following datasets: (1) DPR and (2)
WSC273.

Reading comprehension: Assesses the capability to derive answers to questions from a provided
text containing relevant information. We use the following datasets: (1) BoolQ, (2) DROP, (3)
MultiRC, (4) OBQA, (5) SQuADvV1, (6) SQuUADV2.

Reading Comprehension with Commonsense: Merges traditional reading comprehension skills
with commonsense reasoning, requiring understanding beyond the explicit text. We use the following
datasets: (1) CosmosQA; (2) ReCoRD.

Natural Language Inference: Focuses on deducing the relationship between two sentences,
determining if the second sentence logically follows from, contradicts, or is unrelated to the first
sentence. We use the following datasets: (1) ANLI, (2) CB; (3) MNLI; (4) QNLI; (5) SNLI; (6)
WNLI (7) RTE.

5.0.2 Base Model & LoRA Configuration. To test various methods in the mixed-task scenarios,
we leverage Llama-2-{7b,13b} [37] as base models and train a range of LoRAs for a spectrum
of tasks. We selected a portion of the Flan-v2 datasets [41] to train 48 LoRAs for a spectrum of
tasks covering Natural Language Understanding (NLU) and Natural Language Generation (NLG).
Following the categorization by Wei et al. [41], these tasks can be grouped into 10 distinct task
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Task Perfect RAMoLE Selection Fusion Mixture MoE MoE MoE SME- Adapter LoRA
Selection IID OOD IID OOD IID OOD IID OOD Topl Top3 Soft AR Soup Hub
w/ Llama2-7b
Struct to Textrouge-1 59.1 584 50.0 568 452 445 410 512 453 413 418 432 433 35 319
Struct to Textrouge—2 36.1 326 261 336 232 226 202 263 229 193 199 207 213 0.9 15.1
Struct to Textrouge-1 486 519 446 464 353 345 317 410 355 326 328 338 339 33 249
Translationgr gy 13.1 128 119 128 120 122 123 128 122 95 105 107 11.0 1.4 8.5
COMMONSENSE 62.5 585 550 555 460 510 480 615 500 545 520 515 500 46.0 17.5
SENTIMENT 90.0 905 920 895 89.0 79.0 785 895 905 700 750 745 740 73.5 0.5
READING Comp. 67.3 52.0 477 517 403 473 450 513 473 487 477 487 457 40.7 2.7
CLOSE-BOOK QA 450 460 455 40.0 43.0 41.0 375 450 485 405 385 400 320 315 1.0
COREFERENCE 520 61.0 520 500 460 470 53.0 63.0 49.0 610 590 570 580 43.0 1.0
READ. COOMP. W/ COM 69.0 640 420 69.0 300 350 190 460 400 31.0 290 290 230 14.0 3.0
PARAPHRASE 65.5 57.0 46.5 58.0 455 455 440 565 455 420 385 360 345 46.5 1.0
NLI 723 659 662 700 606 514 538 679 643 503 49.6 483 508 62.4 10.5
Overall 554  51.8 477 512 430 416 402 498 456 403 399 398 39.1 324 10.1
w/ Llama2-13b
Struct to Textrouge—1 654 607 49.6 626 494 527 497 577 521 468 470 485 483 7.1 393
Struct to Textrouge-2 40.8 351 267 382 258 292 268 326 281 245 251 257 252 2.5 20.7
Struct to Textrouge-1 58.7 538 426 56.0 429 459 432 508 454 411 419 427 422 6.4 34.6
Translationgr gy 12.9 140 140 129 127 146 141 146 141 118 124 119 124 0.8 10.2
COMMONSENSE 69.5 69.5 68.0 59.0 475 610 560 640 605 650 660 640 61.0 17.5 34.0
SENTIMENT 90.0 915 915 905 91.0 87.0 835 915 915 90.0 895 90.0 89.0 79.5 11.0
READING Comp. 760 623 543 603 480 567 493 603 513 537 533 523 513 48.7 33
CLOSE-BOOK QA 640 61.0 560 600 530 620 580 63.0 61.0 595 575 585 575 345 6.5
COREFERENCE 740 760 600 750 650 550 59.0 76.0 640 610 620 560 57.0 55.0 10.0
READ. COOMP. W/ COM 82.0 780 570 80.0 330 570 490 780 580 510 480 49.0 490 13.0 14.0
PARAPHRASE 71.5 67.0 60.5 680 525 555 455 71.0 555 500 525 475 520 64.0 2.5
NLI 824 788 753 789 702 698 664 781 757 677 71.0 674 66.6 67.5 14.9
Overall 63.6 59.6 537 59.0 489 527 489 588 535 504 512 500 497 349 16.0

Table 1. We report the average performance of each task cluster. The full results of each task
are shown in Tab.2 & 3. "lID" signifies that RAMoLE can access any LoRA for every test sample,
encompassing the LoRA specific to the sample’s task. "OOD" indicates that for each test sample, we
mask the LoRA associated with its specific task during the retrieval phase. Consequently, no sample
can access its ideal LoRA, allowing us to assess the RAMoLE’s cross-task generalization capability.
The performance of perfectly selected corresponding LoRA for each sample is colored in gray. We
have bolded the best performance of each task and underlined the best performance in the "OOD"
setting.

clusters. We train each LoRA according to the Alpaca [36] format and rank r, and the scaling
hyperparameter « are set to 6 and 12, respectively.

5.0.3 Mixed Task Evaluation Dataset. For constructing the mixed-task dataset, we randomly
chose 50 samples from the test set for each task used in training 48 LoRAs, subsequently mixing and
shuffling these samples to form a unified dataset with 2400 data entries.

5.0.4 Baseline Methods. We compared our method with the following baselines: (1) Mixture of
Experts [20, 40, 45, 49, 55]. Many works have considered coordinating different adapters through
MOoE, and here we explored three distinct variants: one employing a soft mixture of experts and the
other utilizing discrete routing (top1l and top3).It is worth noting that in this paper, our primary focus
is on post-hoc MoE training. This implies that the LoRA experts have been previously trained, and
only the parameters of the router are trainable during the training of the MoE methods. (2) SMEAR
[24] introduces the concept of adaptive routing by performing a weighted average of different
adapters’ parameters to utilize various experts effectively. For the MoE and SMEAR baselines,
challenges arise in scaling due to training confined to a limited set of LoRAs. Consequently, we
strategically selected a dedicated LoRA expert for each domain to specialize in router training.
(3) AdapterSoup [6] uniformly selects the corresponding LoRAs for the entire downstream task,
which lacks the ability to provide personalized service for diverse requests. (4) LoORAHub [13]
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Task Perfe.ct RAMoLE Selection Fusion Mixture MoE MoE MoE SME- Adapter LoRA
Selection IID OOD IID OOD IID OOD IID OOD Topl Top3 Soft AR Soup Hub
Struct to Text
WebNLG Rovge-! 68.2 519 468 642 505 458 413 546 501 419 432 450 467 3.1 29.6
WebNLG Reuge2 47.6 25.1 235 416 263 232 21.1 301 259 201 222 229 252 0.9 14.7
WebNLG Rovee-! 56.6 40.7 368 51.6 397 363 323 446 409 329 330 351 360 2.7 23.9
DART Reuge! 66.6 658 506 63.1 520 51.1 488 582 548 517 524 525 56.0 1.9 36.7
DART Reuge-2 45.3 43.1 297 421 305 285 269 327 314 285 286 281 303 0.5 18.2
DART Rougel 55.1 543 399 527 426 399 376 467 438 418 4211 413 451 1.7 29.0
E2ENLG Reuee! 59.2 585 560 588 532 547 504 59.1 523 468 477 493 473 4.0 43.7
E2ENLG Rouge2 343 329 30.6 336 296 298 27.1 332 276 230 236 250 234 23 21.9
E2ENLG Reugel 44.8 44.1 413 444 386 398 377 439 371 345 352 370 347 39 32.0

CommonGen Rouge-! 42.4 429 275 411 251 264 233 328 240 247 240 259 233 52 17.6
CommonGen Rovee-2 17.2 187 86 169 63 88 56 93 66 55 50 69 6.4 0.0 5.6
CommonGen Rovee-! 37.8 396 241 370 204 219 19.1 287 204 21.1 210 219 198 4.9 14.8

Translation

WMT’16-tren 32 2.7 20 3.1 26 35 33 37 26 35 32 34 32 0.0 2.0
WMT’16-deen 18.9 184 184 187 203 179 188 188 187 116 140 147 166 1.1 11.4
WMT’16-ruen 10.8 99 103 104 98 92 93 110 108 62 78 83 73 0.0 4.8
WMT’16-fien 6.5 76 13 65 70 72 11 73 18 62 62 6.1 6.5 0.7 43
‘WMT’ 16-roen 13.9 159 129 140 123 128 133 131 122 98 107 101 103 03 8.0
WMT’ 14-enfr 16.5 162 17.1 161 169 17.7 180 178 180 159 173 17.1 164 35 152
WMT’16-csen 10.7 70 52 94 70 6.1 62 83 58 47 63 6.3 6.3 0.8 6.1
Paracrawl-enes 24.3 232 213 242 203 229 223 228 221 180 188 195 216 45 16.4
COMMONSENSE

StoryCloze 72.0 780 900 620 420 720 68.0 840 580 740 700 700 680 62.0 48.0
PIQA 46.0 440 380 460 320 340 360 380 340 400 380 380 360 38.0 0.0
COPA 86.0 620 580 740 680 780 70.0 80.0 680 720 700 720 70.0 56.0 22.0
HellaSwag 46.0 36.0 32.0 400 42.0 20.0 18.0 440 400 320 300 26.0 26.0 28.0 0.0
sentiment

SST-2 98.0 96.0 960 980 960 740 780 960 940 560 68.0 660 66.0 74.0 0.0
Yelp 98.0 98.0 980 940 940 960 96.0 980 980 86.0 90.0 860 84.0 80.0 0.0
IMDB 96.0 98.0 100.0 96.0 96.0 920 820 96.0 960 76.0 80.0 80.0 84.0 80.0 0.0
sentiment140 68.0 700 740 700 700 540 580 680 740 620 620 660 620 60.0 2.0
READING Comp.

MultiRC 68.0 640 60.0 520 380 440 440 480 440 540 520 500 480 40.0 6.0
SQuADv2 62.0 260 80 560 120 30.0 200 220 160 240 240 260 220 16.0 0.0
SQuADvl 68.0 620 620 660 680 640 640 620 680 680 700 660 66.0 54.0 4.0
OBQA 82.0 780 680 680 580 640 60.0 780 660 620 640 660 60.0 40.0 0.0
BoolQ 84.0 82.0 740 600 600 68.0 700 800 760 740 680 760 70.0 72.0 6.0
drop 40.0 180 160 80 6.0 140 120 180 140 100 8.0 8.0 8.0 22.0 0.0
CLOSE-BOOK QA

NQ 18.0 120 100 160 100 160 140 16.0 100 120 120 120 4.0 12.0 0.0
ARC-e 50.0 740 80.0 56.0 700 540 56.0 66.0 820 580 580 600 580 48.0 0.0
ARC-c 46.0 46.0 48.0 420 460 340 340 50.0 460 46.0 42.0 420 420 24.0 0.0
TriviaQa 66.0 56.0 56.0 46.0 460 60.0 46.0 480 560 46.0 42.0 460 24.0 42.0 4.0
COREFERENCE

DPR 54.0 64.0 460 500 500 56.0 600 680 560 640 600 620 62.0 46.0 2.0
WSC 50.0 50.0 56.0 500 420 38.0 460 580 420 580 580 520 540 40.0 0.0
READ. COOMP. W/ COMMONSENSE

CosmosQa 68.0 740 580 680 340 460 320 50.0 460 440 460 440 380 14.0 6.0
record 70.0 540 300 700 260 240 6.0 420 340 180 120 140 8.0 14.0 0.0
PARAPHRASE

Paws Wiki 90.0 540 440 640 400 440 420 56.0 460 560 500 480 54.0 60.0 2.0
QQP 74.0 88.0 640 740 68.0 66.0 60.0 800 580 500 40.0 36.0 28.0 54.0 0.0
MRPC 60.0 62.0 60.0 58.0 580 60.0 620 600 580 420 440 400 420 60.0 2.0
STSB 38.0 340 80 360 160 120 120 300 200 200 200 200 140 12.0 0.0
NLI

CB 88.9 822 66.7 800 622 778 57.8 867 667 689 644 689 622 55.6 133
WNLI 70.0 520 420 680 460 440 500 60.0 540 560 56.0 420 440 52.0 0.0
ANLI-rl 50.0 520 480 50.0 50.0 400 42.0 40.0 420 40.0 400 360 380 38.0 24.0
ANLI-12 46.0 48.0 460 46.0 460 320 36.0 46.0 460 40.0 360 380 320 46.0 20.0
ANLI-13 46.0 500 38.0 420 38.0 38.0 40.0 440 500 28.0 320 340 380 40.0 24.0
MNLI-m 88.0 760 840 840 880 620 66.0 80.0 880 480 540 500 56.0 76.0 0.0
MNLI-mm 92.0 84.0 90.0 900 940 64.0 820 880 90.0 480 480 50.0 60.0 84.0 2.0
SNLI 96.0 88.0 86.0 840 840 56.0 580 900 920 540 520 540 540 82.0 0.0
QNLI 94.0 66.0 620 940 260 46.0 480 740 380 560 560 540 60.0 70.0 0.0
RTE 52.0 68.0 640 620 720 540 580 700 760 640 580 560 64.0 80.0 22.0

Table 2. Mixed Tasks evaluation on both NLU & NLG tasks. “OOD" indicates that during retrieval, we
masked the corresponding task’s LoRA for testing generalization when facing unknown tasks.
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Task Perfe.ct RAMoLE Selection Fusion Mixture MoE MoE MoE SME- Adapter LoRA
Selection IID OOD IID OOD IID OOD IID OOD Topl Top3 Soft AR Soup Hub
Struct to Text
WebNLG Rovge-! 68.2 519 468 642 505 458 413 546 501 419 432 450 467 3.1 29.6
WebNLG Reuge2 47.6 25.1 235 416 263 232 21.1 301 259 201 222 229 252 0.9 14.7
WebNLG Rovee-! 56.6 40.7 368 51.6 397 363 323 446 409 329 330 351 360 2.7 23.9
DART Reuge! 66.6 658 506 63.1 520 51.1 488 582 548 517 524 525 56.0 1.9 36.7
DART Reuge-2 45.3 43.1 297 421 305 285 269 327 314 285 286 281 303 0.5 18.2
DART Rougel 55.1 543 399 527 426 399 376 467 438 418 4211 413 451 1.7 29.0
E2ENLG Reuee! 59.2 585 560 588 532 547 504 59.1 523 468 477 493 473 4.0 43.7
E2ENLG Rouge2 343 329 30.6 336 296 298 27.1 332 276 230 236 250 234 23 21.9
E2ENLG Reugel 44.8 44.1 413 444 386 398 377 439 371 345 352 370 347 39 32.0

CommonGen Rouge-! 42.4 429 275 411 251 264 233 328 240 247 240 259 233 52 17.6
CommonGen Rovee-2 17.2 187 86 169 63 88 56 93 66 55 50 69 6.4 0.0 5.6
CommonGen Rovee-! 37.8 396 241 370 204 219 19.1 287 204 21.1 210 219 198 4.9 14.8

Translation

WMT’16-tren 32 2.7 20 3.1 26 35 33 37 26 35 32 34 32 0.0 2.0
WMT’16-deen 18.9 184 184 187 203 179 188 188 187 116 140 147 166 1.1 11.4
WMT’16-ruen 10.8 99 103 104 98 92 93 110 108 62 78 83 73 0.0 4.8
WMT’16-fien 6.5 76 13 65 70 72 11 73 18 62 62 6.1 6.5 0.7 43
‘WMT’ 16-roen 13.9 159 129 140 123 128 133 131 122 98 107 101 103 03 8.0
WMT’ 14-enfr 16.5 162 17.1 161 169 17.7 180 178 180 159 173 17.1 164 35 152
WMT’16-csen 10.7 70 52 94 70 6.1 62 83 58 47 63 6.3 6.3 0.8 6.1
Paracrawl-enes 24.3 232 213 242 203 229 223 228 221 180 188 195 216 45 16.4
COMMONSENSE

StoryCloze 72.0 780 900 620 420 720 68.0 840 580 740 700 700 680 62.0 48.0
PIQA 46.0 440 380 460 320 340 360 380 340 400 380 380 360 38.0 0.0
COPA 86.0 620 580 740 680 780 70.0 80.0 680 720 700 720 70.0 56.0 22.0
HellaSwag 46.0 36.0 32.0 400 42.0 20.0 18.0 440 400 320 300 26.0 26.0 28.0 0.0
sentiment

SST-2 98.0 96.0 960 980 960 740 780 960 940 560 68.0 660 66.0 74.0 0.0
Yelp 98.0 98.0 980 940 940 960 96.0 980 980 86.0 90.0 860 84.0 80.0 0.0
IMDB 96.0 98.0 100.0 96.0 96.0 920 820 96.0 960 76.0 80.0 80.0 84.0 80.0 0.0
sentiment140 68.0 700 740 700 700 540 580 680 740 620 620 660 620 60.0 2.0
READING Comp.

MultiRC 68.0 640 60.0 520 380 440 440 480 440 540 520 500 480 40.0 6.0
SQuADvl 68.0 620 620 660 680 640 640 620 680 680 700 660 66.0 54.0 4.0
SQuADv2 62.0 260 80 560 120 30.0 200 220 160 240 240 260 220 16.0 0.0
OBQA 82.0 780 680 680 580 640 60.0 780 660 620 640 660 60.0 40.0 0.0
BoolQ 84.0 82.0 740 600 600 68.0 700 800 760 740 680 760 70.0 72.0 6.0
Drop 40.0 180 160 80 6.0 140 120 180 140 100 8.0 8.0 8.0 22.0 0.0
CLOSE-BOOK QA

NQ 18.0 120 100 160 100 160 140 16.0 100 120 120 120 4.0 12.0 0.0
ARC-e 50.0 740 80.0 56.0 700 540 56.0 66.0 820 580 580 600 580 48.0 0.0
ARC-c 46.0 46.0 48.0 420 460 340 340 50.0 460 46.0 42.0 420 420 24.0 0.0
TriviaQa 66.0 56.0 56.0 46.0 460 60.0 46.0 480 560 46.0 42.0 460 24.0 42.0 4.0
COREFERENCE

DPR 54.0 64.0 460 500 500 56.0 600 680 560 640 600 620 62.0 46.0 2.0
WSC 50.0 50.0 56.0 500 420 38.0 460 580 420 580 580 520 540 40.0 0.0
READ. COOMP. W/ COMMONSENSE

CosmosQa 68.0 740 580 680 340 460 320 50.0 460 440 460 440 380 14.0 6.0
record 70.0 540 300 700 260 240 6.0 420 340 180 120 140 8.0 14.0 0.0
PARAPHRASE

Paws Wiki 90.0 540 440 640 400 440 420 56.0 460 560 500 480 54.0 60.0 2.0
QQP 74.0 88.0 640 740 68.0 66.0 60.0 800 580 500 40.0 36.0 28.0 54.0 0.0
MRPC 60.0 62.0 60.0 58.0 580 60.0 620 600 580 420 440 400 420 60.0 2.0
STSB 38.0 340 80 360 160 120 120 300 200 200 200 200 140 12.0 0.0
NLI

CB 88.9 822 66.7 800 622 778 57.8 867 667 689 644 689 622 55.6 133
WNLI 70.0 520 420 680 460 440 500 60.0 540 560 56.0 420 440 52.0 0.0
ANLI-rl 50.0 520 480 50.0 50.0 400 42.0 40.0 420 40.0 400 360 380 38.0 24.0
ANLI-13 46.0 500 38.0 420 380 38.0 40.0 440 500 28.0 320 340 380 40.0 24.0
ANLI-12 46.0 48.0 460 46.0 460 320 36.0 46.0 460 40.0 360 380 320 46.0 20.0
ANLI-m 88.0 760 840 840 880 620 66.0 80.0 880 480 540 500 56.0 76.0 0.0
ANLI-mm 92.0 84.0 90.0 900 940 64.0 820 880 90.0 480 480 50.0 60.0 84.0 2.0
SNLI 96.0 88.0 86.0 840 840 56.0 580 900 920 540 520 540 540 82.0 0.0
QNLI 94.0 66.0 620 940 260 46.0 480 740 380 560 560 540 60.0 70.0 0.0
RTE 52.0 68.0 640 620 720 540 580 700 760 640 580 560 64.0 80.0 22.0

Table 3. Mixed Tasks evaluation on both NLU & NLG tasks. “OOD" indicates that during retrieval, we
masked the corresponding task’s LoRA for testing generalization when facing unknown tasks.

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.



Retrieval-Augmented Mixture of LORA Experts for Uploadable Machine Learning 17

Method Topl Top3 Top5 Top8
all-mpnet-base-v2 5840 78.26 84.77 90.24
all-MiniLM-L6-v2 51.73 73.11 80.54 87.18
msmarco-distilbert-cos-v5 45.84 66.01 75.14 82.67
gtr-t5-x1 53.19 69.72 7741 83.59
LoraRetriever %% 60.80 79.29 85.57 91.58
LoraRetriever 0% 63.16 89.09 9545 98.97
LoraRetriever 100% 74.08 97.37 99.15 99.82

Table 4. Comparison of Sentence Embedding Techniques in LoRA Retrieval: The notation
LoraRetrieverk” signifies that the model underwent supplementary training on k percent of the
tasks. The performance of the selected retriever model in the evaluation phase is highlighted in gray.

enables black-box optimization to learn the weights of various LoORA parameters, thereby facilitating
weighted parameter averaging for specific downstream tasks. In our implementation, we conformed
to the default setting, which entails randomly selecting 20 LoRAs from the available LoRA pool and
performing weighted parameter averaging. For the MoE, SMEAR, and LoRAHub approaches, we
selected 20 data samples from the training datasets of all tasks to serve as their training data.

5.0.5 Implementation of Baseline Methods. MoE baselines. We use E to denote the LoRA
expert and R to denote the router. The MoE methods can be expressed in the following way:

k
y= > R(x):Ei(x). (16)
i=i
We implied two variants of the MoE routing mechanism. (1) Dense Gating. Following [49], the
router network consists of a dense layer with trainable parameter W, and the gating score could be
obtained through a softmax function by:

si=R(x); = softmax(Wng), 17

(2)Sparse Gate. To maintain the sparsity while training, we leverage the Gumbel softmax trick as
[24, 26], where the router can be written as:

Ry, - —U09RCI) +g) Iz s

Sy exp((log(R(x):) + gi)/7)
where g; ~ Gumbel(0, 1) and 7 is the temperature.

Due to MoE not being easily scalable and arbitrarily adding new LORAs, we randomly selected a
LoRA as an expert for each task cluster in the experiment and trained the corresponding Router’s
parameters. We randomly selected 20 samples for each task during training to form a unified dataset
for parameter training.

SMEAR SMEAR [24] does not perform routing aggregation on the Adapter output but rather
aggregates the Adapter at the parameter level. We adopt the same setting as the MoE methods, and
the results could be calculated in the following way:

k
OsMEAR = ZR(x)iG)is 19)
i=i
where ©; denote the parameter of the LoRA-i.
AdapterSoup AdapterSoup [6], for new downstream tasks, retrieves the parameters that need
to be involved in aggregation through sentence bert and performs weight-space averaging on these
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Fig. 4. DAMoLE Routing Distribution for NQ (Closed-book QA) and WMT-16 De/En (Translation). Red
square brackets denote LoRAs from the same task cluster and yellow square brackets highlight the
ideal LoRA for the respective tasks.

parameters to adapt to the new domain. We have uniformly retrieved 3 LoRAs for mixed-task to test
their capabilities under mixed-task conditions.

LoRAHub LoRAHub [13] also aggregates 20 LoRAs randomly for new downstream tasks. In
order to learn the weight of LoRA, a black-box optimization method is employed to learn the weight
of each LoRA without calculating the gradients of the large model. It performs weighted averaging
at the parameter level. Similar to the training process of MoE, we randomly selected 20 samples for
each task to form a unified training dataset for black-box optimization.

5.0.6 Implementation of RAMoLE.. To train RAMoLE, we divide our training process into
two stages: first, training the LoraRetriever, and second, training the RouterLoRA. To train the
LoraRetriever, we continue to perform instruction fine-tuning based on Instructor-x1 [34]. The
training data consisted of only 40% of the tasks used to train task-specific LoRAs, with each task
represented by 20 samples randomly selected from its respective LoRA training set. In this process,
we categorized samples from the same LoRA as positive examples, while those from different LoRAs
were considered negative examples.

For training the RouterLoRA, we also use only 40% of the tasks and the corresponding LoRAs
for training, leaving the remaining LoRAs unseen to test the generalization of the on-the-fly MoE
mechanism. During the training process, we load all these LoRAs into the LLM and randomly
dropout 50% of the LoRAs to enhance the robustness of the router training. The RouterLoRA shares
the same configuration as the task LoRA, with a rank of r = 6 and a scaling hyperparameter of
a=12.

Additionally, we compared three vanilla LoRA composition strategies: (1) Selection, which
involves selecting the highest-ranked (top-1) retrieved LoRA and applying it singularly, serving
as a variant of the Mixture and Fusion methods; (2) Mixture, which averages the outputs of each
submodule from the top-k retrieved LoRAs; and (3) Fusion, a method that averages the parameters
of the top-k retrieved LoRAs. Throughout our experiments, k = 3 was established as the default
setting.

5.0.7 Metrics. Following Wei et al. [41], we assess the performance on the "Struct to Text" task

using Rouge-{1, 2, L} and on the "Translation" tasks using BLEU. Additionally, for the NLU tasks,
we evaluate the exact match accuracy of each method.

, Vol. 1, No. 1, Article . Publication date: June 2024.



Retrieval-Augmented Mixture of LORA Experts for Uploadable Machine Learning 19
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Fig. 5. LoRA embedding similarity heatmap. Tasks from the same domain are grouped in square
brackets.

5.1 Main Results

The main results of the mixed-task evaluation are shown in Tab.1. We present the mean performance
across each task cluster. From the results, we have the following observations:

o The proposed framework, DAMoLE, which performs input-aware LoRA retrieval and on-the-
fly MoLE, markedly surpasses other baselines focusing on specific downstream tasks.

e For the vanilla LoRA composition methods, the performance of Mixture and Selection is
similar in IID scenarios, while Fusion’s performance is weaker compared to the other two
methods. The reasons are as follows: (i) In the IID setting, LoraRetriever can achieve strong
top-1 selection, leading to similar results between Selection and the Mixture; (ii) As different
tasks are inherently heterogeneous, it is inferior to directly average top-k LoRA parameters in
the Fusion. In the OOD setting, the Mixture exceeds the performance of the Selection, and the
performance of Fusion is similar to that of the Selection. The reasons can be as follows: (i)
The selection cannot retrieve the associated LoRA for the input sample in the OOD setting,
leading to a significant performance drop. (ii) The Mixture can fully leverage the capabilities
of similar tasks to address OOD tasks, alleviating the performance drop.

e Compared to the vanilla LoRA composition strategies, DAMoLE demonstrates superior
performance. (i) In the IID setting, DAMoLE outperforms the Selection method because
it can route to the most suitable LoRA for each task. Additionally, DAMoLE retrieves more
LoRA parameters in the initial stage, achieving better recall than the Selection method, which
only selects the top-1 LoRA during the retrieval stage. (ii) In the OOD setting, DAMOoLE also
achieves superior performance, particularly when compared with the Mixture method. This is
because DAMOLE learns to coordinate different LoRAs and differentiates each LoRA during
inference. In contrast, the Mixture method simply assigns uniform weights to each LoRA,
which results in suboptimal performance.
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Performance of Different LORA Composition Strategy

Methods
= RAMOLE
525 51.8 = Selection

Average Performance

Overall

Fig. 6. Comparison of Different LoORA Composition Strategies. The overall performance averages the
IID and OOD results to demonstrate the comprehensive effectiveness of various LoRA composition
strategies.

e The performance of the MoE and SMEAR methods is weaker than that of DAMoLE. The
limitation stems from the restricted capacity of these methods for adaptation and generalization
to dynamically changing environments populated with diverse LoRAs, thereby diminishing
their efficacy in mixed-task scenarios.

e In mixed-task scenarios, although AdapterSoup uniformly searches for appropriate LoRAs for
downstream tasks, the retrieved LoRAs fall short in personalization for each request, hindering
their effectiveness for each specific task.

e LoRAHub proves to be entirely ineffective in the mix-task scenario. First, the fusion of
LoRAHub depends on randomly selected LoRAs, which may not be relevant. Second, the
presence of heterogeneous tasks introduces conflicting parameter optimization directions,
resulting in the total breakdown of parameter fusion.

The full results are shown in Tab.2&3.

5.2 Analysis

Performance of Retriever. We compare LoraRetriever with some popular off-the-shelf sentence
embedding models in Huggingface and adopt the model nomenclature following Wolf et al. [43].
To analyze the effect of the percentage of tasks for training LoraRetriever, we trained three variants
of LoraRetriever with different percentages. Tab.4 shows the performance of different retrieval
models for retrieving relevant LoRAs. It is shown that guiding sentence embedding models with
specific prompts leads to a performance improvement in retrieval compared to common retrieval
models. After instruction fine-tuning, the retriever significantly enhanced the ability to retrieve the
corresponding LoRA based on the input. Conducting instruction fine-tuning on 40% of the tasks
resulted in a 2.36% increase in top-1 accuracy and a 9.80% increase in top-3 accuracy. Training
across all tasks achieved the largest improvement. To demonstrate the generalizability of the proposed
framework when dealing with unseen LoRAs, we used a retriever trained on 40% of the tasks in the
main experiment to simulate the scenario of dynamic updates to the LoRA pool that might occur
while providing services with LoraRetriever.
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Ablation of LoRA Dropout while Training RouterLoRA
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Fig. 7. Ablation of LoRA Dropout Strategy during RouterLoRA training.

Fig.5 illustrates the similarity between task embeddings for different tasks through a heatmap,
where tasks from the same task cluster are grouped in square brackets. It is shown that task embed-
dings within the same domain are more similar, indicating that the LoraRetriever embeddings can
serve as task embeddings to characterize the similarities between different tasks and can be applied
for LoRA retrieval.

Performance of the On-the-fly MoLE Mechanism. Fig. 4 illustrates the routing distribution perfor-
mance of the proposed mechanism across two tasks: Closed Book QA and Translation. The figure
uses red square brackets to denote LoRAs from the same task cluster and yellow square brackets to
highlight the ideal LoRA for the respective tasks. The results demonstrate that the proposed MoLE
mechanism effectively assigns a higher weight to the ideal LoRA for each input at the module level.
Additionally, the importance of higher-level layers in the routing process is evident, corroborating
the findings of Gao et al. [9].

In Fig.6, we compare the performance of different LORA composition strategies across various
settings. The results reveal that: (i) Among vanilla LoORA composition methods, the Selection strategy
performs best in the IID setting as it effectively utilizes the ideal LoRA retrieved from LoraRetriever.
The Mixture strategy excels in the OOD setting due to its ability to leverage multiple similar-task
LoRAs, enhancing its generalization capability. (ii)) RAMoLE achieves the best performance in
both IID and OOD settings; in the IID context, it capitalizes on the optimal LoRA’s strengths to
compensate for the shortcomings of the Mixture strategy, while in the OOD context, it coordinates
the capabilities of different LoRAs to address an unseen task effectively. Overall, RAMOoLE can
balance the accuracy of LoRA selection and the coordination between them, thereby achieving
optimal results.

We also conducted ablation experiments to demonstrate the effectiveness of the LoRA Dropout
strategy during RouterLoRA training. The results are depicted in Fig.7. In the IID setting, since
all training LoRAs are loaded into the LLM during training, it is easier to learn the pattern of
routing to the ideal LoRA during inference. Consequently, even without LoORA Dropout, satisfactory
performance is achieved in the IID setting. However, in the OOD setting, where the ideal LoRA for
each sample is blocked, RouterLoRA must learn to coordinate different LoRAs to solve an unseen
task. In this scenario, training without LoORA Dropout proves ineffective, and we observe a significant
increase when performing LoRA Dropout in the OOD setting.
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Fig. 8. The left figure shows the performance of LoraRetriever varying the number of LoRAs. The
right figure shows the performance of Throughput varying the batch size.

Impact of the number of Retrieved LoRA. Fig.8 (a) illustrates the performance of the number of
retrieved LoRAs on the mean accuracy of the NLU tasks. The results indicate that as the number of
retrieved LoRAs increases, the performance of the DAMoLE and vanilla Mixture initially improves
slightly but then stabilizes, while DAMOoLE outperform other methods in all settings. In contrast,
the Fusion shows a continuous decline in performance with an increasing number of LoRAs, which
once again demonstrates that under the conditions of heterogeneous tasks, the simple averaging of
parameters can compromise the original capabilities of the LoORAs. DAMOoLE consistently outper-
forms other methods across all settings. In particular, in the OOD setting, the performance of the
DAMOoLE and Mixture improves significantly as the number of LoRAs increases, illustrating that in
the absence of an ideal LoRA choice for a request, leveraging the capabilities of multiple LoRAs of
similar tasks can effectively achieve cross-task generalization.

Effectiveness of Batch Inference Strategy. To evaluate the efficiency of our proposed batch infer-
ence strategy, we compared the throughput of different batch sizes. Throughput is defined as the
number of both input and output tokens per second across all requests in the mixed-task benchmark.
We specifically compared the computational efficiency with that of a single LoRA. Our evaluation
encompassed the entire evaluation dataset, and we limited the generation to the first produced token
to mitigate discrepancies caused by varying generation lengths across different methods. These exper-
iments were carried out on an NVIDIA A100 GPU (80GB) utilizing bfloat16 precision. As illustrated
in Fig.8 (b), our batch inference strategy markedly improves the throughput of the framework, with a
slight throughput reduction compared to a single LoRA. Notably, the Fusion strategy outperforms
the mixture strategy in throughput efficiency, attributed to its parameter averaging approach, which
circumvents the need for parallel computation across multiple LoRAs. The RAMoLE outperforms
other composition methods by first gathering the corresponding LoRA for each input, allowing for a
more effective inference process. As the batch size increases, the throughput of RAMoLE gradually
reaches parity with that of a single LoRA.

Showcases. We showcase the framework’s ability to adeptly integrate multiple LoRAs for synergis-
tic problem solving, as evidenced in Fig.9. We manually craft three problems in Fig.9, which cannot
retrieve any single LoRA to solve these problems directly, necessitating the cooperation of existing
LoRAs. Specifically, the first example requires RAMOoLE to integrate NLI and translation tasks’
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Input:

Input: . Retrieved
P : RGBTz Freundschaft ist das LoRAs
Answer the following LoRAs Herzstiick im Kampf, um
question using English: diese Herausforderung zu
Soru: Misyonerler Giiney meistern. Translate to
Afrika'da kilise okullarini French wmt16_csen
hangi yiizyilda dikkate Output: wmt16_deen
deger bir sekilde wmt14_enfr
kurmuslardir? Cevap: La solidarité est le coeur
Giiney Afrika'daki en eski dela II.E‘H‘e pour affronter
okullardan bazilart, on cette épreuve.
dokuzuncu YL!ZYIlln wmt16_csen
baslarinda mlsyoneniler' wmti6_tren Input: .
tarafindan kurulan ozel glue_qgp Retrieved
kilise okullaridir. Soru Concepts: tunsoare, pdr, LoRAs
tatmin edici bir sekilde stil Write a sentence that
cevaplandi mi? includes all these words in
SECENEKLER: - evet.- Romanian.
hayir. wmt16_csen
Output: wmt16_roen
Output: common_gen
Tunsoare cu pdrul in stil
Yes afro.

Fig. 9. Showcasing How the RAMoLE Framework Employs Multiple LoRAs for Cooperative Problem
Solving.

capabilities. The retrieved LoORA wmt16-tren is utilized for comprehending Turkish, while glue-qqp
is applied to NLI tasks. In the second scenario, LoRAs are integrated for translating from German
to French. Although there is no direct LoRA for German-to-French translation, the combined use
of wmtl6-deen for German-to-English and wmt14-enfr for English-to-French enables an effective
German-to-French translation. The third scenario illustrates the fusion of distinct capabilities by com-
bining Romanian translation with text generation: leveraging the wmt16-roen LoRA for Romanian
comprehension and the common-gen LoRA for generating text, RAMoLE successfully merges these
diverse functionalities. This demonstration emphasizes the framework’s substantial ability to blend
distinct LoRA capabilities, anticipating further exploration of capability fusion of LoRAs as a future
direction.

6 LIMITATIONS AND POTENTIAL FUTURE DIRECTIONS

While promising, there are still some drawbacks of RAMoLE. (1) User data privacy issues. When
users upload LoRA, we need to use a small amount of training data (10-20 pieces) to represent
the distribution of the LoRA model. In privacy-sensitive scenarios, representation with data may
not be feasible. Aligning LoRA parameters and sample distributions in the embedding space in a
manner that respects data privacy presents a worthwhile direction for future exploration. (2) The
proposed RAMOoLE framework is only suitable for multi-LoRA collaboration under the same model
architecture. However, in reality, the model architecture chosen by the users themselves and the
PEFT method are not necessarily the same, which is worth further research on how to design the
corresponding collaborative mechanism for such scenarios.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we explore a new and increasingly significant computing paradigm, Uploadable Ma-
chine Learning. The challenge in this scenario is to leverage a dynamically changing and continuously
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updated LoRA pool to deliver personalized services for heterogeneous downstream requests. To this
end, we introduce a novel framework called RAMoLE which first identifies and retrieves suitable
LoRAs based on specific prompts and then performs on-the-fly LoRA composition. The composition
process incorporates a novel MoLE mechanism that uses an off-the-shelf RouterLoRA to assign
weights to each LoRA. Additionally, we have developed an efficient batch inference strategy to
handle batched requests. Further experiments have demonstrated the effectiveness of our proposed
RAMOoLE framework.

ETHICS STATEMENT

In this work, we take the open-sourced Llama-2 [37] model and Flan-v2 [41] dataset in the experiment.
One potential ethical concern may arise when applying the proposed framework to real-world
scenarios, as the data uploaded by LoRA contributors may contain user privacy. However, we believe
this can be addressed by proper anonymization before uploading. Therefore, we believe our work
will not pose a severe ethical concern.
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