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Abstract

We  present BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-
INSTRUCT and BGGPT-GEMMA-2-9B-
INSTRUCT: continually pretrained and
fine-tuned versions of Google’s Gemma-2
models, specifically optimized for Bulgarian
language understanding and generation. Lever-
aging Gemma-2’s multilingual capabilities
and over 100 billion tokens of Bulgarian and
English text data, our models demonstrate
strong performance in Bulgarian language
tasks, setting a new standard for language-
specific AI models. Our approach maintains
the robust capabilities of the original Gemma-2
models, ensuring that the English language
performance remains intact. To preserve
the base model capabilities, we incorporate
continual learning strategies based on recent
Branch-and-Merge techniques as well as
thorough curation and selection of training
data. We provide detailed insights into our
methodology, including the release of model
weights with a commercially-friendly license,
enabling broader adoption by researchers,
companies, and hobbyists. Further, we
establish a comprehensive set of benchmarks
based on non-public educational data sources
to evaluate models on Bulgarian language
tasks as well as safety and chat capabilities.
Our findings demonstrate the effectiveness of
fine-tuning state-of-the-art models like Gemma
2 to enhance language-specific Al applications
while maintaining cross-lingual capabilities.

1 Introduction

Large Language Models (LLMs) have shown re-
markable capabilities, particularly in the English
language, due to the abundance of digitalized En-
glish text. Moreover, with recent developments
(Grattafiori et al., 2024; Gemma-Team et al., 2024,
Team, 2024; Yang et al., 2024) we are seeing that
the open-source/weight community has been clos-
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ing the gap compared to closed, black box plat-
forms in most tasks. A large portion of LLM users,
however, are not native English speakers or re-
quire text generation in low-resource languages,
and English-centric models do not always meet
their needs. Some such models do exhibit strong
multi-lingual understanding, stemming from their
large, diverse pretraining data, especially in more
popular European languages, but often do not meet
the required standard for text generation nowadays.

This work presents the development process
and evaluation of our language models, spe-
cialized for Bulgarian and English use, named
BGGPT-GEMMA-2, based on the Gemma-2 ar-
chitecture (Gemma-Team et al., 2024). This is the
third iteration of Bulgarian models developed by
INSAIT, designed to be powerful yet accessible
on common consumer hardware.

Advancing Bulgarian while retaining base ca-
pabilities The BGGPT-GEMMA-2 models are
trained through continued pretraining of strong
base models not specialized in Bulgarian. Our
training data also includes English data but has
an emphasis on Bulgarian local knowledge and
language understanding. Since the base models
demonstrate strong performance in English, cod-
ing, mathematics, and other domains, we have ap-
plied Branch-and-Merge (Alexandrov et al., 2024),
which significantly reduces catastrophic forgetting
from the base model while minimally impacting the
learning of Bulgarian capabilities. Our training pro-
cedure also incorporates techniques such as curricu-
lum learning and experience replay (Scialom et al.,
2022; Zhang et al., 2023; Ibrahim et al., 2024).

Challenges and goals Previous releases of open
models such as Llama, Llama-2, Mistral 7B and
even GPT-2 (Touvron et al., 2023a,b; Jiang et al.,
2023; Radford et al., 2019) have led to numer-
ous specialized models targeting non-English lan-
guages (Pliister, 2023; Nikolich et al., 2024; Vo



Table 1: Performance of open large language models on 10 Bulgarian benchmarks, as well as the average scores for

the English version of the bencmarks.

Model English  Bulgarian Standard LLM evaluation benchmarks translated to Bulgarian Native Bulgarian benchmarks
(average) (average) | Wino* Hellaswag Arc-Ct Arc-Ef MMLU MathQA GSM-8K TriviaQA MON EXAMS
Gemma-2-2b-it 57.29 34.92 ‘ 57.9 45.7 31.4 42.0 41.7 28.6 25.9 9.5 34.2 32.3
Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2 61.54 43.14 60.7 56.4 39.3 55.2 473 32,5 29.7 24.5 43.5 42.2
BgGPT-Instruct-7B-v0.2 62.89 54.36 69.7 69.6 49.7 69.5 53.8 35.2 56.9 40.9 48.9 49.3
Mistral-Nemo-Instruct-2407 (12B) 69.11 50.24 66.8 56.7 422 59.6 56.0 35.6 58.8 31.6 45.0 50.1
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct 62.22 40.20 57.7 471 34.0 45.3 57.6 39.7 35.3 10.4 384 36.4
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct 67.89 46.69 60.6 52.8 36.9 54.9 52.5 38.4 57.6 25.5 422 45.5
Gemma-2-9b-it 70.92 55.36 70.0 64.6 48.2 64.6 63.1 39.2 75.7 31.3 473 49.6
BGGPT-GEMMA-2-9B-INSTRUCT 71.53 61.27 72.6 71.5 54.2 75.0 64.4 45.0 73.8 43.6 52.7 59.7
Gemma-2-27b-it 75.08 60.51 72.1 71.0 49.9 63.4 69.8 43.1 81.0 46.8 51.2 56.7
BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT  75.12 64.67 73.5 74.9 59.3 78.1 69.8 47.0 7.3 52.9 54.2 59.2
Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct 77.53 58.25 67.4 66.2 44.3 56.5 78.8 58.0 81.7 31.8 46.0 51.8
Llama-3.1-70B-Instruct 77.75 61.49 67.6 67.3 52.4 70.2 75.3 53.9 68.5 51.2 52.2 56.1

* - Winogrande challenge, T- ARC-Challenge and ARC-Easy

et al., 2024; Toraman, 2024; Nguyen et al., 2023;
Csaki et al., 2023; Masala et al., 2024; Aleksa,
2024; Bacciu et al., 2023).

Even though the best open-weight foundational
models are mostly English-centric, they exhibit rea-
sonable multi-lingual understanding and even often
manage to generate, from a linguistic point of view,
excellent text in other languages. We find that with
the emergence of more capable models like Llama-
3.1 and Gemma-2, language-specific fine-tuning
has become more demanding in order to produce
significant improvements without decreasing the
base English performance (Choudhury et al., 2024).
Our primary objective with BGGPT-GEMMA-2
is to enhance the Bulgarian capabilities of a state-
of-the-art model while maintaining its strong per-
formance across other tasks. At the same time,
we observe that even powerful models exhibit re-
duced mathematical, few-shot, knowledge retrieval
and other capabilities when prompted in Bulgarian
(see section 5.1), instead of English. Addition-
ally, sometimes these models default to English
responses or exhibit language confusion (Marchi-
sio et al., 2024) for Bulgarian prompts. This work
focuses on addressing these challenges to produce
the best existing open Bulgarian models.

Model capabilities Our primary results for Bul-
garian are presented in Table 1. We evaluate on a
set of 10 standard benchmarks, translated to Bulgar-
ian using machine translation with manual edits and
corrections by professional translators, or coming
from authentically Bulgarian sources. Each bench-
mark has a maximum score of 100.0, which would
correspond to all tasks being correctly completed.
Eight of the benchmarks contain multiple-choice
questions, whose answers are computed using to-
ken probability and two evaluate the models’ ability

to generate text. Since log probabilities are typi-
cally not available for commercial models, we only
include open models in this table. The benchmarks
are publicly available * and can be executed on any
open model. We provide more details about our
benchmarking settings in Section 4.

Overall, BGGPT-GEMMA-2 performs well on
Bulgarian tasks, surpassing even larger models
such as Qwen-2.5-72B (Team, 2024) and Llama-
3.1-70B in specific benchmarks. Among models
larger than BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT,
we observe varying levels of Bulgarian profi-
ciency. Specifically, Qwen-2.5 excels in mathemat-
ics, coding, and logical reasoning, while Llama-
3.1 demonstrates superior performance in general
language understanding and knowledge. At ap-
proximately 27B parameters, BGGPT-GEMMA-
2-27B-INSTRUCT achieves the highest average
performance on Bulgarian tasks while maintaining
most of the English capabilities of its base model.
In the 7-12B parameter range, BGGPT-GEMMA-
2-9B-INSTRUCT outperforms all models on Bul-
garian tasks and also overall on English ones.

Applications The BGGPT-GEMMA-2 models
are available for download with a license permitting
personal and commercial use free of charge, includ-
ing further fine-tuning. They power the Bulgarian
chat service at https://bggpt.ai/, providing in-
stant access to users without GPU resources. We
anticipate education to be an important application
domain for BGGPT-GEMMA-2. Consequently,
we have conducted benchmarking on educational
content. A comparative analysis of these models
against state-of-the-art alternatives for chat and ed-
ucational applications is presented in Section 5.

*https://github.com/insait-institute/
1Im-evaluation-harness-bg
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2 Self-supervised pretraining

Our models are based on continued pretraining of
the Gemma-2 base model with the Branch-and-
Merge (Alexandrov et al., 2024) strategy. As this is
a technique to mitigate forgetting and erroneous di-
vergence from the base model, we are tracking the
scores, particularly for benchmarks where Gemma-
2 is already strong — such as math and reasoning.
We split our pretraining dataset into 8 parts, named
G1 to G8 for short. The odd parts - G1, G3, G5 and
G7 contain predominantly Bulgarian text, while
the even parts - G2, G4, G6 and G8 contain slightly
more English in addition to Bulgarian with the
goal of maintaining and possibly improving En-
glish skills. This procedure, described in greater
detail in Alexandrov et al. (2024), is very similar
to what we have already applied for our previous
BgGPT models.

In our training, we use PyTorch (Paszke
et al., 2019) and HuggingFace’s transformers li-
brary (Wolf et al., 2019) combined with DeepSpeed
ZeRO to parallelize our training runs (Rasley et al.,
2020; Rajbhandari et al., 2020). All training is per-
formed on 64 NVIDIA H100s divided into 8 nodes
of 8 GPUs with Infiniband interconnection. We set
10~° as the maximum learning rate for the contin-
ued pretraining of all the models combined with a
batch size of 512 for continued pretraining and 256
or 512 for supervised fine-tuning. We use cosine de-
cay to 0.1-max_Ir with max(100, 0.01-total_steps)
linear warmup.

2.1 Pretraining data

The training data for continued pretaining is com-
pletely identical to the one utilized in Alexandrov
et al. (2024), combining approximate experience
replay and high-quality Bulgarian data from vari-
ous sources. To adapt the RedPajama-V2 (Weber
et al., 2024) annotation pipeline we performed a
few adjustments due to the use of the Cyrillic alpha-
bet and the lack of a Bulgarian equivalent of certain
resources. Any natural-language signal that looks
at characters has to be adjusted to include Cyril-
lic and some additional punctuation like a specific
type of quotation marks appearing in digitalized
Bulgarian text. The original pipeline includes a
count per document of words that are contained
in the LDNOOBW blocklist, which we replace
with our own list of "bad words" in Bulgarian.
RedPajama-V?2 also considers ML-based heuristics
from fastText (Bojanowski et al., 2017) classifiers

Continuous pretraining
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Figure 1: Overview of the BGGPT-GEMMA-2 training
process. The training data is split into 8 parts denoted G1
to G8 and the process involves training on data (green
boxes) and merging (denoted with &).

trained to distinguish between unfiltered web text
and high-quality domains. For English, those are
Wikipedia, Books and OpenWebText, from which
only Wikipedia is available in Bulgarian. To enrich
our set for Bulgarian we replace the English books
dataset with Bulgarian books and OpenWebText
with a mixture of our high-quality datasets (exclud-
ing Wikipedia), such as the parliament proceedings,
news articles, legal text and others. From the three
perplexity splits we only consider the "head" and
"middle" ones, which contain a combined total of
more than 100M documents classified as Bulgarian
web page content. To filter on the quality data we
compute the statistics of each signal and through
manual inspection decide the cut-off percentiles for
each, where usually the acceptance ranges between
the 5th and 95th percentile for most metrics, unless
we consider this to be "too soft". After filtering and
deduplication we are left with 46M documents of
high-quality Bulgarian web text.

2.2 Training procedure

We summarize the training steps in Figure 1, along-
side their evaluation performance in Table 2. We
begin by continually pretraining the base Gemma-
2-27b model on the G1 and G2 datasets separately.
Training on both datasets results in an overall in-
crease in Bulgarian skills and a reduction in En-
glish skills. By merging the G1 and G2 models,
we obtain a model denoted G1@G2 that recovers



Table 2: Training process of BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT starting from Gemma-2-27b

Model English  Bulgarian Standard LLM evaluation benchmarks translated to Bulgarian Native Bulgarian benchmarks
(average) (average) | Wino Hellaswag Arc-C Arc-E  MMLU MathQA GSM-8K TriviaQA MON EXAMS
Gemma-2-27b 74.47 60.95 ‘ 74.0 722 52.0 717 69.3 46.9 68.7 46.3 52.2 56.2
Stage G1 74.15 62.43 74.6 73.4 51.0  73.1 69.0 46.0 71.8 52.2 52.7 60.5
Stage G2 73.36 60.57 73.5 72.5 495 70.0 68.6 42.6 69.4 50.5 52.1 57.0
Merge G1®G2 (slerp) 74.76 62.53 T4.5 73.2 51.3 726 68.8 46.0 72.3 52.1 53.1 61.4
Stage G3 73.99 62.43 75.1 74.0 50.5 721 68.6 46.2 72.3 524 53.2 60.0
Stage G4 73.25 62.01 73.9 73.6 50.7 715 68.9 45.1 1.7 51.8 53.4 59.5
Gemma-2-27-it 75.08 60.51 72.1 71.0 499 634 69.8 43.1 81.0 46.8 51.2 56.7
Merge G4&IT 75.99 63.97 73.2 4.4 56.1  73.1 70.6 46.4 79.7 52.3 55.0 58.9
Merge G3®(G4®IT) 75.89 64.59 4.5 75.1 56.1 752 70.7 475 78.2 53.2 54.8 60.5
Stage G5 73.84 63.03 7.2 4.4 51.5 726 69.2 45.1 73.5 53.1 53.8 60.0
Stage G6 73.39 62.88 75.3 73.8 52.8 722 69.2 44.5 4.9 52.2 54.0 60.0
G50G6 74.04 63.42 75.7 4.2 531 731 69.8 46.4 73.9 53.4 54.0 60.5
Stage G7 73.75 63.40 75.4 4.4 53.0  73.7 69.0 45.9 74.8 53.2 53.9 60.8
Stage G8 73.52 63.05 4.7 74.1 52.6  71.8 69.5 45.4 74.5 52.7 53.6 61.6
G8aIT 75.87 64.35 74.3 75.0 56.2  72.8 70.8 46.7 81.5 52.3 55.3 58.6
G7©(G8DIT) = base 75.46 65.06 76.0 75.8 56.4 753 70.5 41.7 8.4 54.1 55.2 61.1
BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT = base+IFT  75.12 64.62 73.5 74.9 59.3 781 69.8 47.0 7.3 52.9 54.2 59.2
((base+BG_IFT)@(base+EN_IFT))@(base+IFT) 75.93 65.49 73.6 75.4 59.6  77.8 70.3 48.3 78.3 53.8 56.5 61.4

its English skills. We use the SLERP procedure
from Arcee’s MergeKit (Goddard et al., 2024) to
merge the models, as we have found it to perform
best compared to other merging methods in terms
of the learning-forgetting trade-off. Other methods
may be better at regularization but at the cost of
a reduced compound improvement on the target
domain. We search for ratios between 0.3 and 0.7
to find the best merge among the two models. The
best merges are chosen based on the average bench-
mark performance, where we prioritize Bulgarian
scores but also try to maximize English scores. For
example, if the 0.5 merge has a 0.1% higher score
in Bulgarian but 0.5% lower score in English com-
pared to the 0.6 merge, then we would choose the
latter.

Continued pretraining Starting from G16G2,
we train the next two models on G3 and G4. At this
stage, instead of merging only G3 and G4, we first
merge G4 with Gemma-2-27b-it, as G4 was trained
on more English data, and then this merged model
is merged again with G3. The goal of deviation
from BaM is to inject skills stemming from the
instruction tuning stage of Gemma-2-27b-it. We
observe that Gemma-2-27b-it is very capable in
Bulgarian, with little language confusion. Since
the instruction fine-tuning dataset for that model
is not publicly available, we find that merging it
with our models provides a possibility to insert
those capabilities into our model without massively
disrupting the training process.

As visible in Table 2, the merge operation with
Gemma-2-27b-it brings significant math skills and
helps us avoid loss in others. The resulting model
denoted G3®(G44IT) contains a quarter of the
effective weight from Gemma-2-27b-it.

The next steps with G5 and G6 are performed
in the same manner as G1 and G2, but this time
starting from G3@(G4@IT). Finally, we continu-
ally train G5@G6 on the G7 and G8 datasets. We
repeat the merge strategy from earlier, with the G7
model being merged with the merge of G8 and
Gemma-2-27b-it.

Overall, this training procedure results in a base
model that performs well across all tasks and brings
skills from the instruction-tuned version of Gemma-
2. For additional details on the trajectories of En-
glish benchmarks, see Table 5.

3 Supervised fine-tuning

3.1 Instruction fine-tuning data

For instruction fine-tuning, we collect a set of trans-
lated and native Bulgarian conversations and in-
structions that are summarized in Table 3.

Translated datasets Some datasets were trans-
lated from English using the Google Translate APL.
We also manually fixed translations that we de-
tected as likely incorrect using heuristics. Our
heuristics search for inconsistencies in the English
and Bulgarian translations as the alphabets are dif-
ferent, e.g. if a word is kept in English in one sen-
tence and translated or transliterated in the next one,
we flag the example for manual translation. Over-
all, as the cost of translation is high, the amount
of Bulgarian instruction data is more limited than
native English data.

Chat conversations We also leverage the chat
application at https://bggpt.ai/ and collect a
set of conversations generated by current users. We
gather conversations from consenting users of our
chat application to construct an IFT dataset. As part
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of this data creation process, we removed sensitive
user information. We analyze the diversity of the
prompts from users and assign a category/topic to
each one. To do this, we first manually go through
2000 random prompts and assign them a category
of our choice, we then organize the chaotic label-
ing into 82 different topics that we consider to be
common or worth adding. After that, we prompt a
language model to label the queries one by one by
choosing one of the given categories. In Figure 5
we show a distribution of all 82 topics assigned as
relevant to the queries from the conversations and
in Figure 6b we can see how they are distributed
into supercategories. As we can see most prompts
are related to science and education and content
generation, while there is also a decent chunk of
questions associated with Bulgaria (history, litera-
ture, geography, people, etc).

Toxic questions We assemble a set of unsafe,
toxic, and inappropriate questions to create a de-
nial QA dataset. In particular, we first translate the
filtered chat logs using INSAIT’s previous model,
BgGPT-Instruct-v0.2, into English. This allows us
to use existing open-weight LLMs, to identify toxic
and inappropriate questions regardless of the lan-
guage (mostly Bulgarian and English). We employ
Mistral-7B-v0.2 for identification, as empirically
it worked well to detect toxic content due to its
alignment training. We then apply exact and near
deduplication of the resulting unsafe queries based
on embedding similarity. We give this deduplicated
set of queries to our annotators to divide into differ-
ent topics, further filter for good-quality examples,
and finally supply denial answers to them. This
gives us a total of 550 question-answer pairs to
include in our IFT dataset.

Human preference dataset In our endeavors to
apply Direct Preference Optimization (Rafailov
et al., 2023) for Human Alignment, before the
launch of the first chat application, we let more than
70 people create all kinds of complex queries and
gathered a total of 1500 prompts, which we then
generated answers for with BgGPT-Instruct-v0.2,
a few different versions of Bulgarian models we
trained and other models. Our annotators then ex-
pressed their preference for one of the possible gen-
erations if there was an appropriate one or edited
the one that was closest to being acceptable and set
that as the preferred answer. As this process is time-
consuming and the improvement gained from DPO
on such a small amount of data was insignificant,

Table 3: Composition of the Bulgarian IFT dataset.

Dataset Domain #Examples
English datasets
SlimOrca + MetaMath  Mixed Conversations 100, 000
Datasets translated from English
Capybara-BG Mixed Conversations 16,000
MetaMath-BG Math 10,000
CodeAlpaca-BG Code 5,000

Datasets obtained from https://bggpt.ai/ or synthetically

BgDPO Preference 1500
BgGPT Toxic Data Toxicity 500
Chat log questions Mixed Conversations 140, 000
synthetic rhymes, songs, poems 1,000

we did not continue in this direction. We found
that simply including the question and preferred
answer as IFT pairs was helpful enough to improve
the style and instruction-following capabilities of
the model.

Synthetic poetry questions Rhyming and po-
etry are very difficult skills for a language model
to obtain because they combine creative writing
with generation constraints that are based on sub-
words and potential pronunciations, which is some-
thing tokenizer-based LMs notoriously have a hard
time with. We found that our first models of the
BgGPT series (BgGPT-Instruct-v(.2), which were
fine-tuned mostly on translated instructions, really
struggled to make any rhymes at all, often actually
trying to thyme words that would rhyme in English
but when translated into Bulgarian would not. To
tackle this we used a rhyme dictionary and anno-
tated thousands of songs songs and poems. We
then only took rhyming line cuts or stanzas to cre-
ate questions and answers such as "Complete the
given stanza and retain the rhyming form {stanza
lines (0, k—j)} => {stanza lines (k—j, k)}", "Give
{k} words that rhyme with the word {word} =>
{extracted rhyming words}", "Which of the fol-
lowing word pairs thyme?" and others. We found
that including too many of these examples in the
IFT stage can lead to overfitting but adding even a
small amount helps the model improve in creating
rhyming songs and poems.

3.2 Instruction fine-tuning process

For our final chat-oriented model we simply fine-
tune for 2 epochs on the dataset composition
described in 3. However, this is not the best-
performing model in terms of benchmark scores,
but the one we find to match our preference, as
well as the model with the highest preference of
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GPT4o0-as-a-judge. Safety, answering style and
helpfulness were preferred in this case, as this is
the model that we incorporate into our public chat
system. Nevertheless, in our Branch-and-Merge
studies (Alexandrov et al., 2024), we find that BaM
is very effective in the IFT stage when one splits
and merges based on the language of the instruc-
tions. This is also visible in the last row of Ta-
ble 2, where we employ a more complex scheme,
compared to the straightforward tuning. We fine-
tune one model on 800K combined conversations
from SlimOrca, MetaMath and Capybara, which
becomes the English branch. Another is trained on
all of the available translated datasets - Capybara-
BG (16K), SlimOrca-BG (50K), MetaMath-BG
(50K), CodeAlpaca-BG (5k), which becomes the
Bulgarian branch, that is afterward merged with the
English one. This merged model is then merged
with the aforementioned best chat model. This fi-
nal merge becomes the best-performing model on
almost all benchmarks.

4 Benchmark Evaluation

For our evaluations, we used and now elaborate
on the benchmarks applied in LM Evaluation Har-
ness (Gao et al., 2023). We translated them to Bul-
garian using Google Translate API and then applied
heuristics to identify samples that may be translated
incorrectly. Then, we asked professional translators
to review and correct these translations. Addition-
ally, we utilize 2 benchmarks that were originally
created in Bulgarian, namely EXAMS (Hardalov
et al., 2020) and a novel benchmark created from
official exam questions from the Bulgarian Min-
istry of Education (described more thoroughly in
Section 5).

Winogrande challenge (Sakaguchi et al., 2021)
is a commonsense reasoning benchmark measuring
an LLM’s ability to fill in a blank from a choice of
two entities to logically complete a sentence. The
set of tasks in reference are the 1767 samples from
the validation set of winogrande_x1. As part of
our translation effort, some samples were rephrased
as the word-to-word Bulgarian version could reveal
the answer through the gender of the words from
the rest of the sentence. We evaluate the models on
this benchmark in a 0-shot manner.

HellaSwag (Zellers et al., 2019) is a common-
sense reasoning benchmark evaluating how well an
LLM can select a logical continuation of a sentence.

It is run on the 10000-sample validation set using
0-shot prompting.

ARC-Easy and -Challenge (Clark et al., 2018)
is a dataset of science exam questions. We evaluate
on the 2590 hard samples (ARC-Challenge) and
5197 easy samples (ARC-Easy) in a 0-shot manner.

MMLU (Hendrycks et al., 2021) is a multitask
language understanding benchmark covering a
wide range of 57 different tasks. Evaluated on
14079 test set samples in a 5-shot manner.

MathQA (Amini et al., 2019) is a multiple
choice mathematical reasoning benchmark. Evalu-
ated on the 4475 validation set samples.

GSMS8K (Cobbe et al., 2021) is a mathematical
reasoning benchmark consisting of grade-school
math questions for which free-text answers must
be provided. Evaluated on 1.3k test set samples.
We run GSM8k with a 5-shot chain-of-thought gen-
eration.

TriviaQA (Joshi et al., 2017) is a dataset consist-
ing of trivia questions. We evaluate 17.9k valida-
tion set samples in a 5-shot manner.

EXAMS (Hardalov et al., 2020) is a high school
exam question dataset covering a range of subjects.
Evaluated on 1472 test set samples in Bulgarian.
We use 5-shot prompting.

Additional Benchmarks In our evaluation, we
additionally used the following benchmarks but
omitted them from this report. While being of rela-
tively high quality, we found that the Belebele (Ban-
darkar et al., 2023) benchmark was very simple,
with little to no difference in the performance be-
tween models, except the distinction between the
scores of IFT-d models and non-IFT-d ones. We
also made use of XNLI (Conneau et al., 2018) for
Bulgarian, as provided in the LM Evaluation Har-
ness, however, we found that the examples in Bul-
garian were very confusing and unnaturally worded.
The quality may have also been reflected in the
scores we observed, which seemed very random,
with no sign of what drove the numbers higher or
lower. While models that have seen significant Bul-
garian training performed better than their English-
centric bases, we found that all of them scored
around 50%, unrelated to how much or what type
of Bulgarian training they have received.



Table 4: Performance on school test exams provided by the Ministry of Education and Science of Bulgaria, turned
into open questions, judged by gpt4do for correctness. The correct and incorrect answers are given to the judge.

Per subject breakdown of grades

Model Average Literature Math Geography & History IT skills Physics & Human &

grade (up to 6) Economics Astronomy  Nature
BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT 5.41 4.93 5.53 5.22 5.42 5.60 5.66 5.62
Gemma-2-27B-it 5.28 4.55 5.47 5.02 5.12 5.56 5.67 5.54
GPT-40-mini-2024-07-18 5.38 4.78 5.59 5.11 5.24 5.67 5.74 5.61
GPT-40-2024-08-06 5.58 5.22 5.68 5.39 5.64 5.72 5.85 5.70
Llama-3.1-405B-Instruct-Turbo (*) 5.36 4.61 5.59 5.21 5.48 5.59 5.71 5.52
Llama-3.1-70B-Instruct-Turbo (*) 5.20 4.43 5.43 5.04 5.25 5.48 5.57 5.43
Llama-3.3-70B-Instruct-Turbo (*) 5.18 4.41 5.38 5.02 5.23 5.43 5.50 5.39
Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct-Turbo (*) 5.29 4.46 5.69 4.97 5.19 5.70 5.76 5.54

(*) - Served by a chat API endpoint by TogetherAl.

5 Instruction-following Evaluation

In this section, we evaluate the utility of the model
in chat between a user and an Al assistant users are
expected to interact with via its API endpoint or
chat application. For its chat interactions, BGGPT-
GEMMA-2 follows the same chat template as the
instruction-tuned Gemma-2 models.

Many of the English and Multilingual bench-
marks in such a setting use human judges (Arena,
2024) or model judges (Zheng et al., 2024). How-
ever, we find it challenging and costly to simply
translate these benchmarks to a new language like
Bulgarian and maintain their quality. Instead, we
propose a set of new benchmarks based on local
Bulgarian data that we collected from a variety of
sources.

5.1 MON benchmark

MON is a dataset collected by the Ministry of Ed-
ucation and Science of Bulgaria 2024, which con-
tains a set of multiple choice questions for school
exams between 4th and 12th grade. These exams
are designed as a standardized way to assess the
knowledge of students across Bulgaria on a range
of topics. These questions are in Bulgarian and
cover subjects like literature, mathematics, physics,
history, computer science, and all other subjects
in the standard school curriculum in Bulgaria. We
include only text-based questions, without images
or other media, with exactly one correct answer out
of 4 and as a result, obtain 10, 088 questions with
4 possible answers. The tests were carefully de-
signed and taken by thousands of students; we thus
believe that the dataset is of relatively high quality.
At this stage, we do not intend to release the dataset
publicly, to avoid potential future contamination of
models.

To evaluate the quality of the models in a chat set-

ting with educational questions, we first converted
the multiple-choice questions into open-text ques-
tions using GPT-40. We noticed that GPT-40 failed
to transform some of the examples that were ques-
tions specifically referring to the options, which
were now omitted, or required additional text or
other form of media that was missing. We con-
structed a prompt with elaborate instructions and
20 examples with reasoning for GPT-40 to iden-
tify such questions, which it easily did and then
removed those. With the resulting 8, 828 questions,
we prompted all models to provide answers and
then used GPT-4o to judge their correctness. Based
on each model’s response and the known correct
answer, the judge assigned a grade according to the
Bulgarian grading system, where 2 is the lowest
and 6 is the highest score. It is important to note
that some of the converted questions, from closed
to open, become harder to judge the correctness of,
as the correct choice from the given 4 options may
become one of many possible right answers, or sim-
ply become a part of the expected output, with the
question requiring a more verbose and thorough
answer. With this in mind we do not exclude the
possibility of bias in the judge’s scoring, however,
we believe it is reduced to a minimum. We show
some examples of the pipelines in Table 6.

We evaluate on this benchmark using the mod-
els’ chat API endpoints, allowing us to compare to
proprietary models. Overall, we find that BGGPT-
GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT performs above the
level of GPT-40-mini, outperforming it in liter-
ature and knowledge-related tasks while under-
performing on reasoning tasks. In comparison to
Llama-3.1, BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT
outperforms on average even the biggest Llama-3.1-
405B model, but not in all subjects as it is a much
smaller model. A notable other model is Qwen-
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Figure 2: Distribution of the supercategories of the as-
signed main topics of the preference benchmark ques-
tions.

2.5-72B, which is particularly strong in math, but
is weaker in other areas. We note that both Llama-
3.1 and Qwen-2.5 are generally powerful models,
but they often respond in incorrect Bulgarian or
with language confusion (which may not always
be picked up by the judge), which makes them un-
desirable for Bulgarian text generation The results
are shown in Table 4.

5.2 Chat Preference with a Judge Model

We have found that even though GPT40 may not be
perfect for Bulgarian text generation, it can serve as
a great LLM-as-a-judge to give preference between
two outputs from user prompts. Taking advantage
of the already existing bggpt.ai chat application
we collect a dataset of chat interactions from our
consenting users to create a set of 3000 prompts
to use the preference judge on. We apply various
quality filters to exclude erroneous examples like
single-word prompts and other nonsensical input.
We deduplicate the examples based on embedding
similarity and take action to remove inputs includ-
ing sensitive or personally identifiable information.
As we aim to evaluate our models on a diverse set
of representative user queries, we classify the ex-
amples into 82 different topic categories and soft
sample our 3000 queries to include all topics while
maintaining the diversity distribution. It is impor-
tant to note that these are sampled out of a separate
chunk of conversations and not from those used
within the IFT dataset. We can see a distribution of
the supercategories of these prompts in Figure 2
and a fine-grained 82-topic distribution in Figure
4.

Experimenting with multiple prompts for the
judge in both Bulgarian and English, we found
that GPT40’s better abilities to reason in English

5.2%
A‘ Marketing and advertisement

resulted in better judgments when supplying the
judge instructions in English. Further, we found
that the Wildbench (Lin et al., 2024) judge prompt
reduces the positional bias of the judge for Bul-
garian compared to the alternatives, while still pro-
ducing good judgements, thus we chose it for our
experiments. To reduce the positional bias further,
we allow for only 3 possible judgements - a pref-
erence for the first answer, a preference for the
second answer or a tie, and ran all judgements with
both possible orderings of the models’ outputs. We
awarded O pts for a tie and 0.5 pts for a preference
for a particular model per direction, allowing for
maximum of 1 pts per question to be awarded for
each model. We show the results in Fig. 3, where
we find that GPT-40 judges our model’s answers
to be significantly more preferable than GPT-4o-
mini’s answers and on par or slightly more prefer-
able than its own answers.

6 Related work

Our major goal is to create language models that
are capable of understanding and generating both
Bulgarian and English, which is what we believe
would be most useful to propagate the advances of
NLP in Bulgarian locality. The techniques used to
create strong duolingual language models can be
divided into 2 distinct types - ones that construct a
model from scratch and those that build on top of
existing language models. The focus of our work
is on the latter approach, leveraging the already
invested resources of the increasingly competitive
open-source and open-weight LLM research. It
has been shown that transfer learning from one do-
main to another can not only reduce the costs of
model development but also bring improved perfor-
mance on the target domain (Zhuang et al., 2020;
Anonymous, 2024b). More specifically, in the do-
main of language modeling, there is evidence of
cross-lingual relevance, as models can utilize their
capabilities through different languages, particu-
larly for low-resource languages (Conneau et al.,
2020; Wang et al., 2024; He et al., 2024). However,
this is not without caveats, such as the curse of
multilinguality (Conneau et al., 2020) and catas-
trophic forgetting (French, 1999; Goodfellow et al.,
2014; Gogoulou et al., 2023; Shi et al., 2024). To
overcome these challenges we only work with 2
languages and employ different strategies to allevi-
ate catastrophic forgetting in language transfer.
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Figure 3: Preference balance on diverse real user queries of BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT against SOTA

closed chat models from OpenAl and Anthropic.

Language transfer There is an abundance of
works that show very promising results of language
transfer from an English-centric base model to a
target language of lower resource (Pliister, 2023;
Nguyen et al., 2023; Csaki et al., 2023; Choud-
hury et al., 2024; Toraman, 2024; Joshi et al., 2024;
Vo et al., 2024; Luukkonen et al., 2023) through
different strategies. Most examples focus on im-
proving on relatively weaker baselines, such as
Llama-2 (Touvron et al., 2023b), or vastly strug-
gle with retaining English capabilities. Recent
model releases such as the Gemma-2 model fam-
ily (Gemma-Team et al., 2024) demonstrate very
strong multilingual performance even on lower re-
source languages such as Bulgarian, which sets a
higher new standard for bilingual model improve-
ment.

Some works rely on extending or altering the
architecture of the underlying transformer model
through added model weights, adapters, swapped
layers or vocabulary extension (Choudhury et al.,
2024; Gurgurov et al., 2024; Anonymous, 2024a;
Nguyen et al., 2023), which is something we avoid
due to the increased complexity of deployment and
use for the community. It is made obvious that tar-
geting a single language with a monolingual corpus
reduces the original English proficiency and that
experience/knowledge replay can alleviate it to a
great extent (Zhao et al., 2024; Ibrahim et al., 2024,
Csaki et al., 2023), however, due to the unavailable
pretraining data we use approximate knowledge
replay.

7 Conclusion

We presented our entirc BGGPT-GEMMA-2
pipeline for training strong duolingual language
models, illustrating the steps for the Bulgarian lan-
guage. The resulting pipeline has been used to
build the best open Bulgarian language model to
date.

Our findings emphasize how to leverage
strong English-centric open-weight models through
domain-specific adaptation strategies. Specifically,
our BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT model
exhibits state-of-the-art performance on Bulgarian
benchmarks, outperforming larger, multilingually
capable models like Qwen-2.5-72B and Llama-3.1-
70B on crucial metrics.

We highlight the challenges involved in achiev-
ing high-quality generation in the target language
of interest (e.g., Bulgarian) while maintaining En-
glish proficiency and the already learned capabili-
ties. This work provides detailed insights into the
necessary data construction and curation required
to train such models, as well as the continual pre-
training and fine-tuning strategies, including lever-
aging the latest research on model merging (i.e.,
our Branch-and-Merge method), that effectively
preserve and enhance the bilingual capabilities of
the models.

We demonstrate the performance of the BGGPT-
GEMMA -2 models on educational tasks, real-world
chat applications in addition to a multitude of stan-
dard benchmarks, translated and naturally gener-
ated. While exhibiting strong performance in all of
our Bulgarian evaluations, they preserve or even im-
prove upon the already competitive English bench-



mark scores. This achievement demonstrates the
viability of constructing robust, specialized LLMs
that address new linguistic domains.

The insights gained from this study lay the
groundwork for future advancements in the low-
resource language modeling and multilingual rep-
resentation learning areas. Applications such as
Bulgarian educational tools, chat interfaces, and
domain-specific knowledge retrieval systems stand
to benefit significantly. The public accessibility
of BGGPT-GEMMA-2 ensures that these enhance-
ments can be extended beyond academic research,
promoting broader adoption and practical use, com-
ing from the high performance-to-size ratio. In our
ongoing research we aim to close the gap between
the performance of open-weight models on tasks
in various languages and provide state-of-the-art
methods for language specific NLP.

8 Limitations

While we show that our methods are efficient in
creating duolingual models, we rely on the exist-
ing multilingual capabilities of the base models.
Extending open-weight models like Gemma-2 and
Llama-3 to German and Bulgarian is reasonable
but such success cannot be guaranteed for signifi-
cantly lower-resource languages and may require
further cross-lingual advancements to compensate
for the lack of training data.

In our fine-tuning efforts we find that there is a
lack of high-quality data and while we have put a
great effort in filling that gap, it is far from enough
and more work is needed to improve the various
aspects of this training stage.

This work describes the development of large
language model, which is one of the components
for building chat assistants, smart applications and
tools that may be applied in scenarios of various
criticality. It is important to note that generative
language models based on decoder transformers
may not be reliable and should be thoroughly tested
and safety bounded subject to the specific use case.

9 Ethical Considerations

We believe our work empowers the general pub-
lic that uses Bulgarian to benefit from the power
of large language models. However, such mod-
els can of course also be abused and in particular
if our approach generalizes beyond language to
general domain adaptation, malicious practitioners
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could more efficiently adapt the models for nefari-
ous tasks.
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Table 5: English scores on benchmark process of BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT starting from Gemma-2-27B.
As we are not aiming particularly on English skills, this mostly measures the effects on forgetting by training the
model on Bulgarian text.

Model Bulgarian  English Scores on original English benchmarks
(average) (average) | Wino Hellaswag Arc-C  Arc-E MMLU MathQA GSM-8K  TriviaQA

Gemma-2-27B 60.95 74.47 ‘ 80.6 84.9 65.6  88.3 75.5 48.9 73.9 78.0
Stage G1 62.43 74.15 79.4 83.3 654  88.3 74.4 48.2 77.5 76.7
Stage G2 60.57 73.36 79.6 84.7 61.7  84.6 74.6 47.2 80.2 74.2
Merge G1®2 (slerp) 62.53 74.76 80.3 83.8 65.6  88.5 74.5 47.9 80.0 7.4
Stage G3 62.43 73.99 80.4 83.5 642  87.5 4.7 47.7 7.5 76.3
Stage G4 62.01 73.25 79.2 84.5 614  83.7 74.6 47.9 80.2 74.4
Gemma-2-27-it (IT) 60.51 75.08 78.0 84.2 66.9  83.6 76.2 48.6 85.9 7.2
Merge G4®IT 63.97 75.99 78.3 85.8 68.3  86.4 76.5 48.6 85.7 78.2
Merge G3®(G4®IT) 64.59 75.89 79.5 85.1 67.7 882 76.1 48.4 83.9 78.3
Stage G5 63.03 73.84 79.2 83.9 62.8  86.0 75.4 46.6 80.4 76.4
Stage G6 62.88 73.39 78.7 84.9 60.7 849 74.9 46.7 81.7 74.8
G5aG6 63.42 74.11 79.1 84.2 62.6  85.9 75.3 47.3 82.0 76.6
Stage G7 63.40 73.75 79.0 83.9 62.5  86.0 4.7 47.3 80.6 75.9
Stage G8 63.05 73.52 78.5 84.8 61.9  84.7 75.0 46.3 81.9 75.1
G8aIT 64.35 75.87 T 85.9 67.8  86.6 76.5 48.5 85.7 78.3
G7®(G8&IT) = base 65.06 75.57 T 85.5 66.5  87.2 75.8 49.0 84.8 78.1
BGGPT-GEMMA-2-27B-INSTRUCT = base+IFT (*) 64.62 75.12 77.1 85.0 67.7 86.2 75.3 49.9 84.7 75.1
((base+BG_IFT)®(base+EN_IFT))®(base+IFT) 65.49 75.93 78.1 85.4 68.3  87.5 75.7 50.0 86.1 76.2

Category
Category

o 250 S0 70 1000 1250 1300 1750 2000 0 £
Number of Queries Number of Queries

Figure 4: Distribution of the 82 topics assigned as Figure 5: Distribution of the 82 topics assigned as a

relevant to the queries from the chat IFT dataset. The main topic of the preference benchmark questions.

category "Other" is removed from the visualization. The category "Other" is removed from the visualiza-
tion.
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Question

Transformed Question

Answer

Judge Output

Koit or aBropuTe
paboru B enoxaTa Ha

Koit nzsecren
ncaTesl € CBbP3aH C

N3zBecTHHAT DpeHCKU
[McaTes, CBbP3aH C eroxara

The answer provided is fully
correct and written in excellent

€ oTpa3eHa
BaJICHTHOCTTA, U
CTereHTa Ha
OKMCJIEHUE Ha
®Docdopa BbB
dopmynaTa Ha
dochopuara
kucesnna (HsPO4)?
A)5, +5

BaJIEHTHOCTTa U
CTEreHTa Ha
OKWUCJIEHUE HA
docdopa BbB
dopmynara Ha
docdopuaTa
kucesuna (HsPOy4)?

BaJIEHTHOCTTA U CTEIIEHTA Ha
okmciieHne Ha ¢ocdopa B
Ta3W MOJIEKYJIa, TPSIOBa
IbPBO Jia pasbepeM
CTPYKTypaTa U BPb3KUTE B
Hes.... ... O60061meno:

- BasnenTnocrra Ha docdopa
BbB ochopHaTa KUCETUHA

e b.

Peanuzma? eroxaTa Ha Ha Peasmsma u aBTOp Ha Bulgarian. It accurately
A)"C " P "q 0] identifi ¢ de Bal
) "Cepsanrec eaJin3Ma U € aBTop osemka Komeausi e Onope | identifies Honoré de Balzac as
B) "Illekcnup" na "Yosemka 160 Bamsak. Toit e equn or | the French writer associated
B) "Baszak" komeus"? Hal-3HAYIMUTE with the Realism era and the
I') "Iymkun" TIpe/ICTaBUTEIN Ha author of "La Comédie
peasIuCTUIHATA Humaine"...
JUTEepaTypa... 6
B koit pen npasuino | Kaksa e 3a Ja ompeaeuM The provided answer is

factually accurate, explains both
the valency and oxidation state
of phosphorus in (Hs PO4) in
detail, and uses proper and
well-structured Bulgarian
language without errors. It
demonstrates a clear
understanding of the topic and
includes relevant calculations.

A) npusnaBaHe Ha
mapckaTa THTJIa Ha
Ilerbp

B) yupensiBanero Ha
Boirapckara
APXUENTUCKOIIHST

B) nobenara Ha xaH
Tepsen nax apabure
I') npucbenuusasane
una Cepanka KbM
ObJrapckara
JIbPKABA

I'bPKOBHATA UCTOPUS
Ha Bowarapus, ce e
cayauiio npe3 870
roguna?

CBbP3aHO C ITbPKOBHATA
ucropus Ha Bwarapwus, a
nmenHo [TokpberBanero Ha
obarapure. ToBa chbuTHme €
OT M3KJIIOYUTEJHA BaXKHOCT
3a Objrapckara UCTOPUS U
KYJTypa, T'hil KATO C HEro ce
MOCTaBsT HAYAJIOTO HA
XPUCTUSHU3AIUATA HA
ObJIPAPCKUST HAPO, U CE
YTBBbPKJIaBa HOBATa
pesurusi Karo oUInaJIHa B
I'bprKaBaTa...

B) 3; +3 - Crenenra Ha OKHCJIeHHe HA | 6

B)3;-1 docdopa BB docdopHara

)5 -5 KHCeINHA € +5.

Kakso ce e ciryauniio KakBo 3naaunmo IIpes 870 roauna ce e The provided answer is

mnpe3 870r.? cpbuTHe, CBBP3aHO0 € | CJIydHso 3HadnMo cbburme, | factually incorrect regarding the

specific event in 870, which
was the establishment of the
Bulgarian Archbishopric, not
the Christianization of
Bulgaria... While the answer is
well-written in Bulgarian and
provides relevant historical
context, it does not address the
correct event for the year 870.
Therefore, it shows some
understanding of the broader
historical context but fails to
answer the specific question
correctly.

3

Bponenure unen ca
XapaKTepHU 3a:

A) "Jlok, ekapr,
Xiom"

B) " dexapr,
Cuunosa, Jlok"

B) " dexapr,
Jlait6oaun, Crunosa"
I') "Jlok, Bbpkom,
Xiom"

Kowu dunocodu ca
U3BECTHU C
KOHIIENITUATA 38
BPOJIEHUTE UJIen !

Hsakomnko dpumocodu ca
U3BECTHU C KOHIIETIIIUSITA 33
BPOJICHUTE UJEH,
BkJrounTesiHO [lnaron, Pene

Hexapt u I'ordpu
JlaitbnuII.

The answer correctly identifies
two of the philosophers
mentioned in the correct
answer: René Descartes and
Gottfried Leibniz. However, it
incorrectly includes Plato, who
is not part of the correct answer
list. The language used is clear
and grammatically correct. The
inclusion of Plato is a minor
error, but the answer still
demonstrates a good
understanding of the topic.
Therefore, the answer is mostly
correct with a minor omission.
5

Table 6: Examples of rephrased multi-choice questions from the MON dataset with answers from various models

that are then judged with given possible correct and incorrect answers.
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Distribution of Supercategories

Entertainment and hobbies .
Politics Personal growth and carier
Specific information

Marketing and advertisement
Other

Bulgaria

Law and administration
Business and finance

Content generation

Technology and engineering

Medicine

Science and education

(a) Distribution of the supercategories of the assigned-as-relevant topics to the queries from the chat IFT dataset.

Distribution of Supercategories

Specific information Politics

Other Entertainment and hobbies

Personal growth and carier

5.2%
Content generation Marketing and advertisement
7.0%
Bulgaria
3.8%
8.0%

Law and administration

Science and education Business and finance

Technology and engineering

Medicine

(b) Distribution of the supercategories of the assigned main topics of the preference benchmark questions.
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