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Abstract

Although many efforts have been made, it is
still a challenge to balance the training bud-
get, downstream performance, and the general
capabilities of the LLMs in many applications.
Training the whole model for downstream tasks
is expensive, and could easily result in catas-
trophic forgetting. By introducing parameter-
efficient fine-tuning (PEFT), the training cost
could be reduced, but it still suffers from for-
getting, and limits the learning on the down-
stream tasks. To efficiently fine-tune the LLMs
with less limitation to their downstream per-
formance while mitigating the forgetting of
general capabilities, we propose a novel mix-
ture of expert (MoE) framework based on Soft
LoRA and Identity Mixture (SLIM), that allows
dynamic routing between LoRA adapters and
skipping connection, enables the suppression of
forgetting. We adopt weight-yielding with slid-
ing clustering for better out-of-domain distin-
guish to enhance the routing. We also propose
to convert the mixture of low-rank adapters to
the model merging formulation and introduce
fast dynamic merging of LoRA adapters to keep
the general capabilities of the base model. Ex-
tensive experiments demonstrate that the pro-
posed SLIM is comparable to the state-of-the-
art PEFT approaches on the downstream tasks
while achieving the leading performance in mit-
igating catastrophic forgetting.

1 Introduction

In recent years, large language models (LLMs)
have demonstrated extraordinary general capabil-
ities, and are widely used for question-answering,
code generation, mathematics, and other fields.
However, the increasing utilization of LLMs in spe-
cialized domains needs to support tasks with a mix-
ture of world and specific knowledge. Meanwhile,
since the scale of the LLMs is large, fine-tuning
the whole model could be expensive, and may not
be affordable for many users. Furthermore, after
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Figure 1: The radar chart of the performance of the
parameter-efficient fine-tuning methods. The blue
benchmarks are evaluated after fine-tuning on other
downstream datasets. Compared with the state-of-the-
art parameter-efficient methods, the proposed SLIM
could achieve comparable downstream performance
while mitigating catastrophic forgetting.

fine-tuning on the downstream tasks, the LLMs
may lose the general capability, due to catastrophic
forgetting. How to reduce the training cost while
mitigating catastrophic forgetting without loss of
learning capacity, is an essential problem in the
utilization of LLMs, especially when utilized in
a scenario where both common and professional
capabilities are needed.

An intuitive solution is to train only a small
bunch of parameters. For example, low-rank adap-
tation (LoRA) (Hu et al., 2022), a parameter-
efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) approach, is validated
to forget fewer pieces of knowledge compared with
fine-tuning the full weight of the base model, with
limitations of learning capacity (Biderman et al.,
2024). Chaudhry et al. (2020) propose to optimize
the model in the orthogonal subspace with low-
rank adaptation to alleviate forgetting. Singh et al.
(2020) propose to insert calibrating modules to
the base model for learning the downstream tasks.
Liang et al. (2023) utilize learnable mask prompts
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to fine-tune the CLIP without loss of text-vision
alignment. These approaches attempt to introduce
minimal changes to the base model to keep its raw
capacity. Some approaches utilize data re-play to
reduce forgetting. For example, (Glorioso et al.,
2024) utilize a 60% data replay for continual train-
ing. Zhu et al. (2024) utilize a 30% re-play rate
in the continual pre-training for the coding model.
Despite the fact that data replay could effectively re-
duce the influence of forgetting, the large amount of
training data is still a burden, and the pre-training
data may not be accessible for downstream fine-
tuning.

In this work, we propose a novel MoE architec-
ture with Soft LoRA and Identity Mixture (SLIM),
a mixture of LoRA adapters and identity layers. By
introducing identity layers as experts, the model
has the potential of routing the samples out of
the downstream distribution to the identity layers,
thus avoiding the influence of downstream tasks.
To encourage the model to dynamically route the
samples from the downstream tasks to the LoRA
adapters, while assigning the samples out of the
downstream distribution to the identity layers to
avoid forgetting, we propose weight yielding with
sliding clustering to estimate the distribution of
the samples from the downstream tasks and mod-
ify the routing weight according to the consistency
between the input sample and the distribution. In-
spired by DARE (Yu et al., 2024), we further con-
vert the low-rank adaptation to model merging task
and propose a fast merging approach that dynami-
cally merges the mixture of LoRA adapters to the
base model. We conduct experiments on various
downstream datasets while validating the model
performance on multiple general tasks. Exten-
sive experiments show that the proposed SLIM
could achieve SOTA PEFT performance, and signif-
icantly mitigate catastrophic forgetting, as demon-
strated in Fig. 1. Our main contributions could be
summarized as follows:

1. We propose SLIM, a novel MoE PEFT algo-
rithm that achieves comparable performance
to the SOTA PEFT methods, while effectively
alleviating catastrophic forgetting.

2. We propose weight yielding with sliding clus-
tering that enhances the dynamic routing
between the identity layers and the LoRA
adapters for better downstream performance
and catastrophic forgetting suppression.

3. We propose dynamic merging that converts
the MoE low-rank adaptation to model merg-
ing, which effectively eliminates catastrophic
forgetting without any data replay.

2 Related work

2.1 Parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT)

With the growth of the scale of the deep models,
it becomes expensive to fine-tune all the parame-
ters of the models. Therefore, parameter-efficient
fine-tuning has attracted more attention from re-
searchers in recent years. There are several strate-
gies of PEFT. The most common strategies are
LoRA-styled, adapter insertion, and prefix-tuning.

Prefix tuning The prefix tuning introduces ex-
tra learnable prompts and re-parameterization to
the transformer layers to introduce adaptations
to the original model (Li and Liang, 2021). P-
tuning v2 removes the re-parameterization strat-
egy, and manages to expand it to more tasks (Liu
et al., 2022). Some approaches, such as p-tuning
(Liu et al., 2023) and prompt-tuning (Lester et al.,
2021), propose only assigning learnable tokens to
the initial word embedding layer for training effi-
ciency. SMoP (Choi et al., 2023) mixing short soft
prompts for efficient training while maintaining
performance gains typically induced by longer soft
prompts.

Adapter modules Adapter modules introduce
additional adaptive layers to the pre-trained model
for fine-tuning. Serial Adapter (Houlsby et al.,
2019) adding adapter modules cascaded to the self-
attention layers and the FFN layers. AdapterFusion
(Pfeiffer et al., 2021) further proposed to insert
the adapters only after the normalization layers for
the FFN layers to further boost training efficiency.
Some approaches also introduce parallel adapters
to the transformer layers (He et al., 2021; Lei et al.,
2023).

LoRA-styled approaches LoRA-styled adapters
assume that the change of the full-weight matrix
could be approximated by a low-rank matrix (Hu
et al., 2022). AdaLLoRA (Zhang et al., 2024) pro-
poses to adaptively estimate the parameters’ impor-
tance and modify the adapters’ rank. DoRA (Liu
et al., 2024) further decomposes the pre-trained
weights to scale and direction, proposing only to
update the direction of the pre-trained weights.
MoRA (Jiang et al., 2024b) proposes to increase



the rank of the adapters with the same number of
parameters. Inspired by the Mixtral 8 x 7B model
(Jiang et al., 2024a), LORAMOE (Dou et al., 2024)
and MixLoRA (Li et al., 2024) propose to mix-
ing the LoRA adapters with dynamic routing. Lo-
RAMOE further introduces a contrastive loss func-
tion to mitigate knowledge forgetting during down-
stream training.

2.2 Task incremental learning

Task incremental learning, a subfield of continual
learning, addresses the challenge of learning multi-
ple tasks sequentially without forgetting previously
acquired knowledge. Many explorations have been
made to mitigate knowledge forgetting.

Replay-Based methods Replay-based methods,
such as Experience Replay (ER) and Generative
Replay, mitigate forgetting by reintroducing sam-
ples from previous tasks during training on new
tasks. For example, (Rolnick et al., 2019) lever-
ages behavior cloning and off-policy learning from
the replay for training stability. Chaudhry et al.
(2019) maintain a memory bank during training,
and sample from the bank when training the conse-
quent batches. Many approaches further modify the
hyperparameters and training schema (e.g. learn-
ing rate, re-warm up) along with the data re-play
during the continual pre-training (Zhu et al., 2024;
Glorioso et al., 2024; Ibrahim et al., 2024).

Regularization-based methods Some ap-
proaches adopt extra regularization terms to
the adapted weights to mitigate forgetting. For
example, (Chaudhry et al., 2020) proposes to
fine-tune the base model on the orthogonal
sub-space of its parameters to avoid the influence
of the tasks trained previously. LoORAMOoE (Dou
et al.,, 2024) proposes to leverage contrastive
loss during fine-tuning to alleviate the loss of
world knowledge. Wang et al. (2021) introduce
Adam-NSCL that forces the update of the network
parameters to lie in the null space of the previous
tasks for capability reservation.

3 Method

3.1 Overview of LoRA-styled adapters

For an MLP layer with weight matrix 1 € R%1:42,
a LoRA adapter utilizes two low-rank learnable
matrices B € R¥" and A € R to modify the

output as:

y=Wz+b+LoRA(z) =Wz + b+ BAx,
ey
in which » << min(dy, dz2), and b represents the
bias of the MLP layer.

Although LoRA is efficient and does not directly
modify the weight of the base model, it still influ-
ences the output and therefore impacts the gener-
alization of the LLMs. Since LoRA adapters are
independent modules of the base model, a direct
solution for recovering the generalization is to dis-
card the LoRA adapters from the base model when
not needed. We formulate this alternative imple-
mentation of LoRA adapters as in Eq. 2:

y=(W+RBA+(1-R)0)z+b, (2)

in which R : R® — {0, 1} is an expert (e.g., hu-
man) routing operation that determines if the LoRA
adapter should be discarded. Since it is not feasi-
ble to let users decide whether to utilize the LoRA
adapter for each individual instruction, we propose
a dynamic approach as illustrated in the following.

3.2 Mixture of experts as soft R

Similar to the MoE architecture of the Mixtral
models, the mixture of LoRA adapters also intro-
duces a routing layer to assign the input tokens
to multiple LoRA adapters. Formally, given input
z € RBNCin in which B, N, Cj, represent the
batch size, length of input tokens, and the number
of channels, a routing layer R is adopted to assign
the tokens to the LoRA experts as in Eq. 3:

N {Softmax(R(:U))i,R(R(w)i)§2 )

1 0,otherwise

in which R(R(x);) represent the descending order
of R(z); in R(z). Then select the top-K LoRA
experts to process the input as in Eq. 4:

{ y=Wazx+ % > w;LoRA;(z) + b
i . @)
Z =%, 1(R(w;) < 2)w;

To automatically assign the tokens to the adapters,

we replace the expert routing operation R with a
learnable routing layer conditioned on the input as:

y = (W + R(z)BA+ (1 — R(x))0)x + b.
®)
To be more general, when multiple experts are in-
troduced, Eq. 5 could be formulated as follows:

y=Waz+b+3_ R(z)ifi(x), (6)
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Figure 2: The overall framework of the proposed approach. “Iden” represents the identity layer. The input series are
first sent to the router to predict the routing weight of each identity layer and LoRA adapters. We also calculate the
distance from the input to the clusters, and the routing weight is modified with the distance by the weight yielder.
Then we select top-K experts according to the yielded weight. The final output is achieved by the dynamic merging
that replaces the normal weighted sum of the MoE methods.

in which f; could either be a LoRA adapter or an
identity layer that satisfies f(z) = x, and the rout-
ing weight R(z) satisfies > R(x); = 1. Note that
we do not utilize the 0 matrix in our method. By
setting R(x); = w;/Z, Eq. 6 could be transformed
to the same formulation with Eq. 4.

3.3 Weight yielding with sliding clustering

To identify the samples occluded from the target
domain, we suppose the distribution of the input
samples is a mixture of Gaussian distribution. We
calculate the distance from the input sample to the
nearest cluster. We suppose that if the distance is
large, the sample is rarely probable to be sampled
from the target domain, therefore it should be pro-
cessed by the identity expert. During training, we
assign each input sample to a cluster and update its
center. We also estimate the variance of each chan-
nel of the cluster. We do not update the clusters
during inference.

Formally, we randomly initialize IV cluster cen-
ters C = {c¢; € RY}. For each input sample
z € RMC, we assign the sample to the nearest
cluster as follows:

idx|,; = argmin (ch — & Zkag) . (D
i k

We then yield the routing weights as follows:

Wi — { R(z);, TYPE(f;) = LoRA

8
R(z); +d — 1, otherwise ’ ®

in which TYPE(-) return the type of the layer, R :
RY — R calculate the routing logits of the input,
and the distance d could be calculated as follows:

d= (max(S -3 Lfld_xli%‘, le — 4))

The routing weight could finally be formulated as
follows:

o

in which K represents the number of experts to be
activated.

©)

Softmax(w;), R(w;) < K

0, otherwise ’ (10)

3.4 Mixing LoRA adapters with dynamic
merging

DARE (Yu et al., 2024) proposes to merge the
LLMs with the same pre-trained parameters to ob-
tain the capacity of the merged LLMs. DARE sup-
poses the weights of the fine-tuned models could be
formulated as sgr = Oprg+7, in which Osgr, Oprg
represent the weight of the fine-tuned model and



the pre-trained model. 7 is named as “task vector”.
As depicted in DARE, LLLM have the following
natures:

1. LLM is robust to slight parameter changes.

2. By merging the task vectors of fine-tuned
LLMs, the LLM could obtain multiple down-
stream capabilities.

Inspired by the findings of DARE, we propose to
convert the mixing of multiple LoRA adapters to
dynamic model merging to further recover the gen-
eralization of the LLM. DARE randomly sets the
elements of 7 to 0 to formulate parg. The merg-
ing of the model could be formulated as follows:

Orr = Opre + A Z(HB“ARE — OprE)
k

)\ ’
= Oprg + Fp— Z My, (04r — OprE)
k

1D
in which ® represents the Hadamard product, and
p € (0,1) is the masking rate. We formulate the
merging of the general instruction tuning model
and the downstream model trained by LoRA as:

Or = Opre
+ My ® (B — Opre)
1 7 L Ins PRE , (12)
A
+ 17_pMA ® (91ns + BA— GPRE)

in which 6/, OprEg, O1s represent the weight of
the merged model, the pre-trained LLM, and the
instruction tuning model, My and M, are bi-
nary masks. To simplify the merging procedure,
we need to eliminate the fprg from the equa-
tion to avoid access to the pre-training model
during inference. Suppose My and M4 satisfy
XOR(Mp,M,) = 1. Setting A = 1 — p, Eq. 12
could be formulated as follows:

A
Or = Opre + EML ® (Oms — OprE)

A
+ 17—;DMA X (91115 + BA — QPRE) - (13)

- glns + MA (%9 (BA)
Then formulate the mixture of LORA experts as:
Ort = Orns + >, 0 MYy @ (B A;) . (14)

It is worth noting that we ignore the identity layers
for simplicity. Although Eq. 14 could mimic the
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Figure 3: The FAST implementation of dynamic merg-
ing. By masking the sub-matrices of the low-rank
adapter, we approximate the random sampling with-
out introducing extra computational cost.

DARE approach to the mixture of LoRA experts,
calculation of the full BA for all LoRA adapters
is required, resulting in multiple d; X do matrices,
which is not computationally efficient. To address
this issue, we propose a fast implementation to
approximate the random masking.

Formally, denote the row set of the masked el-
ements as Syow = {4|3j € [0,dg], M;; = 1}
and the set of the column set Sq = {j|i €
[0,d1], M; ; = 1}, we could approximate the mask-
ing as follows:

B’ = MASK(B, Sow)
A" = MASK(AT S,
M4 ® (BA) = B'A’

(15)

in which MASK(a, b) is a function that masks the
rows of a according to the index set b, which could
be formulated as follows:

0,ich

a; ., otherwise - (16)

MASK(CL, b)i# {
Compared with masking with Hadamard product,
this approach will set the whole column (row) to 0,
which dramatically increases the masking ratio. To
address this, we randomly sample a subset of Syow
and S¢o to fit the original masking ratio. It is worth
noting that during inference, we directly masking
the rows and columns, instead of the approximation
approach mentioned above.

We also introduce L; regularization to the
adapters. Denote [ and k as the index of layers
and LoRA adapters, it could be formulated as:

Lo, =55 (2 1+ A (17)
Ly l k X Cout T‘Xcin '

3.5 Summarising the proposed SLIM

To learn the downstream tasks while mitigating
catastrophic forgetting, the proposed SLIM modi-
fies the LoRA architecture on the following sides:



1. Inspired by Mixtral (Jiang et al., 2024a), we
propose to utilize mixture of experts architec-
ture as soft R in Eq. 2. To mimic the discard-
ing operation, we utilize identity layers along
with the LoRA adapters as experts.

2. We introduce weight yielding with sliding
clustering to correct the routing weight and
encourage the model to predict downstream
tasks with the trained adapters, and the general
tasks without them.

3. We also propose a dynamic merging approach
that converts the MoE to the model merging
formulation to fuse the general capacity of the
base model and the downstream capability of
the fine-tuned adapters. The overall architec-
ture is depicted in Fig. 2.

For a given input, we first assign it to its near-
est cluster center and calculate the distance in be-
tween. During training, the centers and the dis-
tributions of the clusters are updated according to
the assigned samples. Then the router predicts the
routing weight of the input. The routing weight is
then yielded according to the distance, as depicted
in Eq. 9, and then normalized to the final routing
weight as in Eq. 10. We activate the mixed ex-
perts including identity layers and LoRA adapters
according to the routing weight, and utilizing the
dynamic merging to obtain the final output. The
whole process could be summarized as

y=Wax+b+ >, wifi(z),
filw) = { z,i <K (18)

BlAlx, otherwise ’

in which all symbols have the same meaning as in
the equations mentioned earlier.

4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation details

We evaluate the proposed SLIM on the Openchat-
8B model (Wang et al., 2024), an extension of
Llama3-8B-Instruct. We conduct two different
training settings: single dataset setting (SDS) and
multi-dataset setting (MDS). For SDS, we train the
model with a single downstream task. For MDS,
we mix the datasets for model training. MDS in-
clude OBQA (Mihaylov et al., 2018), SIQA (Sap
et al., 2019) and BOOLQ (Clark et al., 2019)
datasets. For SDS, we involve CSQA (Talmor

et al., 2019), Hellaswag (Zellers et al., 2019), Wino-
grande (Sakaguchi et al., 2021), ARC-e and ARC-c
(Clark et al., 2018) datasets. The fine-tuned models
under MDS are evaluated on the general tasks in-
cluding MMLU (Hendrycks et al., 2021), GSM8K
(Cobbe et al., 2021), and PIQA (Bisk et al., 2020)
to measure the catastrophic forgetting of the PEFT
approaches. We fine-tune the model 2 epochs for
all tasks, on a single NVIDIA-A100 80G GPU, the
batch size is set to 16.

4.2 Comparison with SOTA approaches

First, we compare the proposed approach with
other widely used PEFT approaches. LoORAMOE,
MixLoRA, MoLA are set to rank = 16, Nexperts =
8, and SLIM holds Nexperrs = 10 with 2 identity
layers as experts, contains the same number of pa-
rameters. For a fair comparison, we set the rank of
LoRA and DoRA to 128. The results are shown in
Tab. 1. The result demonstrates that the proposed
approach achieves comparable performance on the
downstream tasks, and achieves the best perfor-
mance on multiple datasets. The models fine-tuned
under the MDS setting are further evaluated on
the general datasets, and the results are shown in
Tab. 2. Compared with the other PEFT approaches,
the proposed SLIM method significantly alleviates
the loss of generalization capacity of the fine-tuned
model, without any extra data replay.

4.3 Ablation study

Effectiveness of the main modules We first val-
idate the effectiveness of the proposed modules,
and the results are shown in Tab. 3. The baseline
is the MixLoRA approach. Simply removing the
LoRA adapters for the attention layers has a minor
effect on the MDS dataset, but reduces the forget-
ting by 2.29%. The insertion of identity layers
reduces the forgetting by 0.96%, but resulting in a
performance drop on the MDS. The weight yield-
ing further boosts the model by 2.59% compared
with the baseline model without LoRA for attention
layers. The dynamic merging significantly boots
the model on MMLU by 5.54%, demonstrating
its effectiveness for forgetting alleviation. Surpris-
ingly, dynamic merging also improves the model
performance on the MDS datasets, which might be
because the general capability could benefit some
downstream tasks.

Efficiency of dynamic merging To validate the
efficiency and effectiveness of the proposed fast



Table 1: Comparison with SOTA approaches on downstream tasks. We BOLD the best result for each downstream

task and the average performance.

SDS MDS
Model CSQA HellaS WinoG ARC-c ARC-e | OBQA SIQA BOOLQ | AVG
(Hu elg‘iAzozz) 78.13  87.82 7837 8165 8526 | 6840 7236 67.15 | 77.39
Liu 3‘;1;202 4 | 7895 8793 7929 8IS6 8228 | 6960 7L85  67.09 | 7732
(D()Luoiﬂggz 4| 8878 9461 8421 8421 8968 | 8700 7753 7498 | 8512
(Lil\:i’if’%*z 4 | 8501 9368 8508 8233 8548 | 8400 7789 7211 | 8306
(ﬁiZtL;%‘;'O];Z) 8550 93.82 8492 83.19 87.83 | 82.60 7840 7330 | 83.16
(Gao Ig(;?zoz 4| 8566 9382 8200 8284 8733 | 8200 7840 7284 | 8311
SLIM (Ours) | 9328 94.87 8413 8822 91.83 | 87.00 8157 72.14 | 86.63

Table 2: Comparison with SOTA approaches on general
tasks with the base model fine-tuned under MDS to
measure catastrophic forgetting. We BOLD the best
result for each task and the average performance.

Generalization

Model MMLU GSMSK PIQA | AVG
LoRA 32.73 0.00 60.99 | 31.24
DoRA 31.07 0.00 57.18 | 29.41
LoRAMOoE 60.20 59.43 79.54 | 66.39
MixLoRA 55.41 20.47 77.36 | 51.08
MixLoRA-Dy | 56.14 21.38 78.43 | 51.98
MoLA 53.15 15.54 74.70 | 47.79
SLIM (Ours) 65.83 76.11 84.65 | 75.65

Table 3: Ablation study of main modules of the pro-
posed approach. “Attn. w/o LoORA” means we eliminate
the LoRA adapters for the attention layers, and “Iden”
represents the insertion of identity layers, respectively.

Attn. w/o Weight Dynamic
LoRA yielding merging MDS | MMLU
X X X X 78.00 | 55.41
v X X X 77.80 | 57.70
X v X X 76.87 | 56.37
v v v X 79.10 | 60.64
v v v v 80.23 | 65.83

Table 4: The comparison of the standard dynamic merg-
ing (STD) and its fast implementation (FAST). The fast
implementation dramatically speeds up the model, while
having a minor influence on the performance.

method | OBQA | SIQA | BOOLQ | MMLU | Time(ms)

FAST | 87.00 | 81.57 | 72.14 65.83 12.02
STD 86.60 | 81.21 71.83 65.97 41.11

merging approach, we conduct an experiment on
the MDS and the MMLU dataset, and the results
are demonstrated in Tab. 4. The fast implementa-
tion of the dynamic merging has a slight influence
on the model performance, while dramatically re-
ducing the time cost.

Influence of the masking rate As the masking
ratio controls the contribution of the LoRA experts,
we conduct experiments to measure this influence.
As depicted in Eq. 14, we sample rows from the
low-rank matrices.It is worth noting that the mask-
ing rate p is quadratic to the masking rate of the
rows and columns p;... Specifically, p,c =1 — /p.
For convenience, we validate the masking rate of
rows and columns, instead of directly validating
the masking rate.

The experiment results are shown in Fig. 4. If
the masking ratio is too large, the LoRA experts
will be eliminated from the model, resulting in a
significant performance drop in the downstream
tasks. On the contrary, a small masking ratio can
not inhibit catastrophic forgetting, therefore result-
ing in a degenerated performance for MMLU. We
find that utilizing a balanced masking rate p (e.g.,
0.5) boosts both downstream tasks while maintain-
ing the generalization of the model, which may be
because the downstream task could somewhat ben-
efit from the general capability of the instruction
tuning model.

Degradation of general capacity during fine-
tuning To validate the general ability degrada-



tion of different methods, we evaluate LoRA,
MixLoRA, and SLIM in the MDS training process
on the MMLU dataset. The result is shown in Fig. 5.
Compared with LoRA and MixLoRA approaches,
the proposed SLIM is robust to the fine-tuning pro-
cedure, while the LoRA and MixLoRA degrade
along with the training process.
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Figure 6: The validation of the proposed SLIM on MDS
(downstream) and MMLU (general) with different num-
ber of LoRA experts.

Validation for the number of LoRA adapters
in SLIM We conduct experiments on the MDS
to measure the influence of the number of LoRA
adapters. The result is shown in Fig. 6. A larger

Nexperts enhances the downstream performance and
has no obvious influence on the result of MMLU.

4.4 Case study on the GSMS8K dataset

We further utilize a case study to visualize the result
of DoRA, LoRAMOE, and the proposed SLIM. We
set the temperature ¢ = 0, and repetition penalty
p = 0. For DoRA, we set p = 1.5 since it tends to
generate repeated output. The results are listed as
follows:

Question: In a dance class of 20 students, 20% en-
rolled in contemporary dance, 25% of the remain-
ing enrolled in jazz dance, and the rest enrolled
in hip-hop dance. What percentage of the entire
students enrolled in hip-hop dance?

DoRA: (An) The new student arrives tomorrow on
Monday because her sister was fired from here job
after working into someone else’s home last Friday
night. Why did Addison do this? (A) ... (B) ... (C)
... Answer: B

LoRAMOE: ... The rest of the students enrolled in
hip-hop dance, so 12 students enrolled in hip-hop
dance. The answer is 12

SLIM: ... The rest of the students enrolled in hip-
hop dance, so 16 - 4 = 12 students. The percentage
of the entire students enrolled in hip-hop dance is
12720 x 100 = 60% The answer is 60

The results show that the DoRA tends to convert the
GSMSK questions to multi-choice questions. Both
LoRAMOE and SLIM are capable of generating
formulated output, but LORAMOE failed to under-
stand the question asking about “percentage”.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we propose SLIM, an MoE parameter-
efficient fine-tuning approach. In addition to im-
plementing the LoRA experts, SLIM also adopts
identity layers as experts and dynamically routes
between the LoRA adapters and identity layers.
We also propose to yield the routing weights ac-
cording to the distances in the latent space. We
further propose dynamic merging that formulates
PEFT to model merging, which effectively com-
bines the downstream capabilities with the original
capabilities of the pre-trained model. The proposed
approach achieves comparable performance to the
state-of-the-art PEFT methods, with much fewer
capability loss.



6 Limitations

6.1 Performance degradation still exists

Although the proposed approach effectively miti-
gates catastrophic forgetting, we could still observe
a slight performance drop after fine-tuning. This
might be because random sampling is not the opti-
mal solution for the merging of LLMs, and the loss
function solely for downstream fine-tuning cannot
effectively alleviate knowledge loss. Advanced
exploration of sampling strategy and training ob-
jectives might be solutions to this issue.

6.2 Difficulty for implementation

Many implementation and acceleration frameworks
have been proposed for LLMs, such as vLLM
(VLLM Team) and ollama (ollama Team). How-
ever, despite the LoRA adapters could be re-
parameterized to the base model, and vLLM sup-
port implementing multiple LoRA adapters to the
same base model, it is still a challenge to imple-
ment LL.Ms with mixed heterogeneous adapters
(LoRA adapters and identity layers). We are work-
ing on the acceleration engine for the MoE of
LoRA adapters for its further utilization.
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