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Abstract. Large language models (LLMs) have significantly advanced
natural language processing, excelling in areas like text generation, sum-
marization, and question-answering. Despite their capabilities, these mod-
els face challenges when fine-tuned on small, domain-specific datasets, of-
ten struggling to generalize and deliver accurate results with unfamiliar
inputs. To tackle this issue, we introduce RIRO, a novel two-layer archi-
tecture designed to improve performance in data-scarce environments.
The first layer leverages advanced prompt engineering to reformulate
inputs, ensuring better alignment with training data, while the second
layer focuses on refining outputs to minimize inconsistencies. Through
fine-tuning models like Phi-2, Falcon 7B, and Falcon 1B, with Phi-2 out-
performing the others. Additionally, we introduce a benchmark using
evaluation metrics such as cosine similarity, Levenshtein distance, BLEU
score, ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2, and ROUGE-L. While these advancements
improve performance, challenges like computational demands and over-
fitting persist, limiting the potential of LLMs in data-scarce, high-stakes
environments such as healthcare, legal documentation, and software test-
ing.

1 Introduction

Generating consistent and accurate outputs from large language models (LLMs)
fine-tuned on small datasets introduce a significant challenge, leading to the
exploration of wide range of solutions aims to improve their generalization abil-
ities [30]. One common method involves data augmentation techniques, such as
paraphrasing and back translation, to artificially expand the training dataset
[29]. While these strategies can increase data diversity, they come with common
drawbacks. Paraphrasing often introduces noise, and adds imperfect or ambigu-
ous examples into the dataset, which negatively impacts the model performance
[10]. Similarly, back-translation, though effective for certain tasks, risks missing
the meaning of the original inputs, further complicating the model’s ability to
produce accurate and reliable outputs [28].
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Fig. 1. The proposed model architectures for RIRO Versions. (a) Refining LLM: This
architecture focuses on input normalization. It aligns the input user stories with the
training data distribution. (b) Reshaping LLM: Here, the output reshaping layer to
ensure coherent test cases. This method adjusts the final output to maintain consistency
and accuracy. (c) Stacked LLM: A combined approach that first normalizes the input,
passes it through a fine-tuned LLM, and applies reshaping for output generation.

A more structured alternative involves enforcing fixed input formats using
predefined templates or rule-based systems [27]. Although this can ensure consis-
tency in inputs, it sacrifices flexibility and scalability, requiring users to manually
adapt inputs to fit to strict guidelines [38,26]. This approach is impractical for
real-world applications where input variability is unavoidable, limiting its effec-
tiveness across diverse contexts [32].

Despite these efforts, producing high-quality, structured outputs from LLMs
trained on small datasets remains an unresolved issue [30]. Current solutions
either adds unwanted noise, which demand extensive computational resources,
or restrict constraints on inputs, making them unsuitable for many real-world
applications [11]. There is a need for more efficient and robust approach that can
handle input variability while preserving output quality from fine-tuned LLMs
in data-scarce environments [40].

To address these challenges, we propose a novel two-step approach that lever-
ages the strengths of LLMs while maintaining efficiency and adaptability. RIRO
employs two LLM layers working in Adjective way. The first LLM reformulates
the input, ensuring that it aligns with the structure and format expected by
the model during fine-tuning, irrespective of how the input is initially phrased.
The second LLM, fine-tuned on a small, domain-specific dataset using Quantized
Low-Rank Adaptation (QLoRA), processes the reformulated input to generate



accurate and consistent outputs. By standardizing the input through reformula-
tion, we minimize variability, enabling the fine-tuned model to focus on produc-
ing high-quality outputs without inconsistencies.

As illustrated in Figure 1, RIRO is composed of three model architectures.
The first architecture, Refining LLM, focuses on input normalization followed by
fine-tuning to generate the final test cases. The second architecture, Reshaping
LLM, introduces an output reshaping layer after the fine-tuning process to main-
tain coherence in the generated test cases. The final architecture, Stacked LLM,
combines both input normalization and output reshaping for enhanced perfor-
mance in data-scarce environments. Fine-tuning was performed using several
models, while Phi-2 as a backbone LLM demonstrating superior performance.

RIRO effectively addresses the limitations of prior methods by focusing on
the input level. This enables improved generalization, greater flexibility, and
more reliable performance from the fine-tuned LLM, even with limited train-
ing data. Furthermore, the use of QLoRA allows for efficient model fine-tuning,
significantly reducing the computational costs typically associated with such pro-
cesses. The result is a scalable and practical solution that can be applied across
various domains where data scarcity is common, but accuracy and precision
remain critical.

2 Related Works

The automation of software testing has long been an area of interest in both
academia and industry, aimed at ensuring that applications function correctly
and meet user expectations [12,35]. One prevalent approach in software testing
is designing test cases based on user stories [6]. User stories are concise, nat-
ural language descriptions of features from the end-user perspective, outlining
the desired functionalities of the software [23]. Transforming these user stories
into test cases involves interpreting user requirements and creating executable
scenarios that validate the software’s behavior [4]. This process helps bridge the
gap between user expectations and technical implementation, thereby enhancing
software quality and reliability [20].

However, manually generating test cases from user stories is a time-consuming
and error-prone task [25]. Traditional methods heavily depend on the tester’s ex-
pertise to interpret and convert user narratives into formal test cases, which often
leads to inconsistencies and omissions [34]. To address these issues, research has
focused on automating this process using natural language processing (NLP)
and machine learning techniques [7]. Early approaches predominantly used rule-
based systems and pattern matching to extract test cases from requirements
[22]. Although these methods introduced some level of automation, they strug-
gled with the variability and ambiguity that are inherent in natural language
[5].

NLP models have been utilized to advance a wide-range of tasks [15,2,3,19,18,14,17,16].
The advent of Large Language Models (LLMs), such as GPT-based architectures,
has introduced new possibilities in automating test case generation [24]. LLMs,



trained on vast datasets, have demonstrated significant success in understanding
and generating human-like text [37]. These models have been applied to a range
of natural language tasks, including the extraction of test cases from user stories
[8]. Recent works have shown that LLMs can effectively manage more complex
and nuanced user stories, reducing the reliance on manual generation efforts [33].
For instance, LLMs have been employed to automate various testing processes
such as unit tests, integration tests, and acceptance tests by transforming user
stories directly into executable test scripts [1].

Despite their potential, challenges remain in deploying LLMs for this task
[39]. LLMs often produce outputs that are too general or misaligned with the
specific requirements of the software being tested [31]. Additionally, single-pass
LLM approaches, which generate test cases in one run, tend to overlook impor-
tant edge cases or fail to account for complex relationships within user stories
[21]. This has led to an exploration of advanced techniques aimed at improving
the quality and accuracy of LLM-generated test cases [13].

Our contribution introduces a novel approach using stacked layers of LLMs
to reshape inputs and refine outputs, significantly enhancing test case genera-
tion. Unlike traditional single-pass methods, RIRO processes user stories through
multiple LLM layers, with each layer focused on either input standardization or
output refinement. This multi-layered architecture enables the model to bet-
ter handle the variability of natural language and produce more accurate and
comprehensive test cases. The additional layers iteratively refine the generated
outputs, leading to more precise and actionable test cases that align with the
functional and technical requirements of the software. This approach demon-
strates superior performance over existing state-of-the-art methods, showcasing
the potential of stacked LLM architectures in automating complex software test-
ing tasks.

3 Dataset

The dataset used in this study is a subset of the user story neodataset, which
consists of issues reported in a software development project. Each issue in the
dataset includes fields such as the title, description, and story points. This rich
collection of issue data provides a robust foundation for analyzing project man-
agement practices, assessing workload estimations, and evaluating the progress
and quality of the software system. By examining these issues, we can gain in-
sights into the effectiveness of issue tracking and resolution processes in ensuring
the proper functionality and overall success of the project.

4 Methodology

In this section, we present a novel approach for generating high-quality out-
puts from large language models (LLMs) fine-tuned on small, domain-specific
datasets. RIRO leverages a layered framework combining reformulation, fine-
tuning and output reshaping. The approach is applied to the Phi-2 LLM for



experimentation, demonstrating its generalizability and effectiveness across di-
verse language tasks.

4.1 Phi-2 LLM Architecture

RIRO is designed to be applicable to various LLM architectures, though for
our experiments, we utilize the Phi-2 LLM, an enhanced version of GPT-based
models. The Phi-2 LLM incorporates several improvements for handling complex
and diverse language tasks, especially when the model is fine-tuned on small
datasets.

The core architecture is based on the transformer model, characterized by its
multi-head self-attention mechanism [36]. The attention mechanism aggregates
information from different positions in the input sequence:

Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax
(
QKT

√
dk

)
V

where Q, K, and V represent the query, key, and value matrices, and dk is
the dimensionality of the keys. Phi-2 enhances the standard transformer by em-
ploying adaptive positional encodings, which dynamically adjust based on the
complexity and length of the input sequences.

Adaptation for Small Datasets The objective is to adapt the model without
overfitting, which is a common issue with smaller datasets. QLoRA allows for
fine-tuning a subset of the model’s parameters, denoted by ∆Θ, while preserving
computational efficiency.

The total parameter space of the model Θ is reduced during fine-tuning,
with a rank-reduction technique applied to minimize the number of updated
parameters:

NQLoRA = r × k, r ≪ N

where r represents the rank of the low-rank approximation, and k is the number
of fine-tuned parameters.

During fine-tuning, the pre-trained model’s weights W are quantized to a
lower precision (e.g., 4-bit):

Ŵ = Wq + UV T

where Wq are the quantized weights, and UV T represents the low-rank adapta-
tion applied to fine-tune the model with minimal resource overhead.

4.2 LLM-based Reformulation

The reformulation step ensures that the input is normalized before passing
through the model. Given a raw input query x, the reformulation process stan-
dardizes the input into a format x′ that matches the structure seen during fine-
tuning:

x′ = fr(x), fr : X → X ′



where X is the space of raw inputs, and X ′ is the space of normalized inputs.
This normalization mitigates variability in phrasing and structure, ensuring that
the model can more effectively handle the input.

For example, if the user story input follows a format of "Action, Condition,
Result," the reformulation layer restructures any raw user story to align with
this template, improving the model’s ability to generate accurate test cases.

4.3 QLoRA Fine-Tuning

The reformulated input x′ is then passed to the fine-tuned LLM. Fine-tuning is
performed using QLoRA [9], which is specifically designed for efficient fine-tuning
on small datasets while maintaining model performance.

The model’s parameters θ are first quantized:

θq = Quantize(θ)

Low-rank adaptation further updates only a subset of parameters, ∆θ, relevant
to the task, leading to:

θ′ = θq +∆θ

This approach allows the model to adapt to domain-specific requirements with-
out the computational overhead typically associated with fine-tuning large LLMs.

4.4 LLM-based Reshaping

The final step in the process involves reshaping the generated output to enhance
readability and alignment with the required format. Let y represent the initial
output generated by the fine-tuned LLM, and y′ represent the reshaped output:

y′ = Reshape(y)

This step ensures that the generated test cases are not only accurate but also
structured in a manner that makes them easier to interpret and integrate into
the software testing process.

4.5 Ablation Study: Experimental Variants

To validate RIRO, we conduct an ablation study that evaluates three different
variants of the approach:

– LLM-RFR (Reformulation-Fine-tuning-Reshaping): This variant rep-
resents the full pipeline, including reformulation, fine-tuning, and reshaping.

– LLM-RF (Reformulation-Fine-tuning): This variant excludes reshap-
ing to isolate the effects of reformulation and fine-tuning.

– LLM-FR (Fine-tuning-Reshaping): This variant omits reformulation,
evaluating the importance of normalizing the input before fine-tuning.

The ablation study reveals that the full pipeline (LLM-RFR) consistently
outperforms the other variants, particularly in terms of accuracy and consis-
tency of the generated test cases. The inclusion of reformulation and reshaping
significantly enhances the model’s ability to handle diverse inputs.



4.6 Evaluation

We evaluate RIRO using the following metrics:

– BLEU Score: Measures the overlap of n-grams between the generated out-
put and reference text.

– ROUGE-1, ROUGE-2, ROUGE-L: Assess unigram, bigram, and longest
common subsequence overlap, respectively.

– Levenshtein Distance: Quantifies the minimum number of edits required
to transform one string into another.

– Cosine Similarity: Measures the cosine of the angle between two non-zero
vectors, typically used to assess the similarity between text sequences.

These metrics ensure a comprehensive evaluation of both the syntactic and
semantic accuracy of the generated outputs, demonstrating the effectiveness of
RIRO in automating the generation of test cases from user stories.

In conclusion, RIRO combines the strengths of LLM-based reformulation,
QLoRA fine-tuning, and reshaping to create a robust framework for automating
test case generation. By employing a layered approach, we enhance the preci-
sion, consistency, and relevance of the outputs, advancing the state of the art in
automated software testing.

5 Results and Discussion

Table 1 presents a comparative performance analysis of the three proposed archi-
tectures: Reshaping (input-focused), Refining (output-focused), and RIRO (com-
bining both) across various evaluation metrics, including BLEU, ROUGE (F1),
Levenshtein Distance, and Cosine Similarity. The results highlight the strengths

Table 1. Performance comparison across various evaluation metrics.

Metric Phi-2 Reshaping Refining RIRO

BLEU Score 0.55 0.66 0.62 0.72
ROUGE1 (F1) 0.265 0.310 0.375 0.402
ROUGE2 (F1) 0.128 0.122 0.147 0.149
ROUGE L (F1) 0.172 0.202 0.227 0.257
Levenshtein Distance 1157.620 1157.080 1420.500 1000.880
Cosine Similarity 0.816 0.826 0.849 0.891

and limitations of each approach, with RIRO emerging as the most robust model.
BLEU Score: The RIRO model achieves the highest BLEU score (0.72),

surpassing both Reshaping (0.66) and Refining (0.62). This indicates that RIRO
produces text with the greatest n-gram overlap, meaning it excels in syntactic
and lexical accuracy. The combination of input reshaping and output refining



allows RIRO to capture both the surface structure and finer nuances of the text,
leading to higher precision in matching the reference.

ROUGE Scores: The RIRO model consistently outperforms the other two
architectures in all ROUGE metrics, underscoring its superior ability to capture
overlapping content between the generated text and the reference. ROUGE-1
(F1), RIRO (0.402) surpasses Reshaping (0.310) and Refining (0.375), show-
ing that it generates outputs with better word-level recall. ROUGE-2 (F1),
while both Reshaping (0.122) and Refining (0.147) offer competitive perfor-
mance, RIRO again leads with 0.149, reflecting its ability to better maintain
coherence across bi-grams and multi-word phrases. ROUGE-L (F1), RIRO
(0.257) demonstrates superior long-sequence alignment, outperforming Reshap-
ing (0.202) and Refining (0.227). This highlights RIRO’s capacity for capturing
longer, syntactically cohesive patterns.

Levenshtein Distance: RIRO also exhibits the lowest Levenshtein Dis-
tance (1000.880), compared to Reshaping (1157.080) and Refining (1420.500).
A lower Levenshtein score indicates fewer character-level edits are required to
transform RIRO’s output into the reference text, making it the most accurate in
terms of exact character matching. This suggests that while Reshaping improves
character-level precision, the combination of both input reshaping and output
refining in RIRO leads to even greater accuracy.

Cosine Similarity: The Cosine Similarity score for RIRO (0.891) is the
highest, exceeding that of Reshaping (0.826) and Refining (0.849). This score
reflects how well the generated text captures the semantic meaning of the ref-
erence. RIRO’s higher score indicates that the combination of reshaping and
refining enables it to retain both the overall content and meaning of the text
more effectively than either approach alone.

Discussion:
The results demonstrate that the Reshaping architecture is effective at en-

hancing the syntactic structure of the generated text, as reflected in its relatively
high BLEU and ROUGE-1 scores. However, it lacks in semantic coherence, as
shown by its lower ROUGE-2 and Cosine Similarity scores.

The Refining architecture, focused on refining outputs, performs better than
Reshaping in capturing longer sequences and semantic content, as seen in its
improved ROUGE-2, ROUGE-L, and Cosine Similarity scores. However, it does
not achieve the same level of lexical accuracy as Reshaping, as evidenced by its
slightly lower BLEU score.

The RIRO model, which combines both reshaping inputs and refining out-
puts, demonstrates superior performance across all metrics. The combination of
both techniques allows RIRO to balance lexical and semantic quality, leading
to a more robust output that captures both structural precision and meaningful
content. This makes RIRO the most effective model, as it consistently surpasses
the other architectures in both surface-level and deeper semantic evaluations.

In conclusion, while both Reshaping and Refining offer distinct benefits, the
RIRO model proves to be the most comprehensive and effective approach, offer-



ing significant improvements in generating text that is both syntactically accu-
rate and semantically coherent.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we introduced the Stacked-LLM architecture, which significantly
improves upon existing text generation methods by addressing key limitations in
fine-tuning large language models on small, domain-specific datasets. Through a
combination of input normalization, fine-tuning, and output reshaping, our ap-
proach achieves superior performance across critical evaluation metrics, such as
BLEU, ROUGE, and cosine similarity. These results highlight the practical ben-
efits of our architecture, particularly in data-scarce environments where main-
taining consistency and accuracy is crucial. Moreover, this work offers valuable
theoretical contributions to the field of natural language processing, providing a
scalable and flexible solution for enhancing language model performance in spe-
cialized applications. Our findings represent a meaningful advancement in both
the practical application and theoretical understanding of LLMs, setting the
stage for further exploration and optimization in this rapidly evolving domain.

References

1. Alshahwan, N., Chheda, J., Finogenova, A., Gokkaya, B., Harman, M., Harper, I.,
Marginean, A., Sengupta, S., Wang, E.: Automated unit test improvement using
large language models at meta. In: Companion Proceedings of the 32nd ACM
International Conference on the Foundations of Software Engineering, pp. 185–196
(2024)

2. Badaro, G., Baly, R., Hajj, H., El-Hajj, W., Shaban, K.B., Habash, N., Al-Sallab,
A., Hamdi, A.: A survey of opinion mining in arabic: A comprehensive system
perspective covering challenges and advances in tools, resources, models, applica-
tions, and visualizations. ACM Transactions on Asian and Low-Resource Language
Information Processing (TALLIP) 18(3), 1–52 (2019)

3. Baly, R., Badaro, G., Hamdi, A., Moukalled, R., Aoun, R., El-Khoury, G., Al Sal-
lab, A., Hajj, H., Habash, N., Shaban, K., et al.: Omam at semeval-2017 task 4:
Evaluation of english state-of-the-art sentiment analysis models for arabic and a
new topic-based model. In: Proceedings of the 11th international workshop on
semantic evaluation (SEMEVAL-2017), pp. 603–610 (2017)

4. Barnum, C.M.: Usability testing essentials: Ready, set... test! Morgan Kaufmann
(2020)

5. Bhatt, S., Jain, R., Dandapat, S., Sitaram, S.: A case study of efficacy and chal-
lenges in practical human-in-loop evaluation of nlp systems using checklist. In:
Proceedings of the Workshop on Human Evaluation of NLP Systems (HumEval),
pp. 120–130 (2021)

6. Carroll, J.M.: Making use: scenario-based design of human-computer interactions.
MIT press (2003)

7. Chinnaswamy, A., Sabarish, B., Deepak Menan, R.: User story based automated
test case generation using nlp. In: International Conference on Computational
Intelligence in Data Science, pp. 156–166. Springer (2024)



8. Chuor, P., Ittoo, A., Heng, S.: User story classification with machine learning
and llms. In: International Conference on Knowledge Science, Engineering and
Management, pp. 161–175. Springer (2024)

9. Dettmers, T., Pagnoni, A., Holtzman, A., Zettlemoyer, L.: Qlora: Efficient fine-
tuning of quantized llms. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.14314 (2023). URL https:
//arxiv.org/abs/2305.14314

10. Di Zhang, E., Yu, S.: Investigating the relationship between linguistic changes in
l2 writers’ paraphrasing, paraphrasing performance and l2 proficiency. Applied
Linguistics Review 14(5), 1451–1473 (2023)

11. Fioretto, F., Pontelli, E., Yeoh, W.: Distributed constraint optimization problems
and applications: A survey. Journal of Artificial Intelligence Research 61, 623–698
(2018)

12. Garousi, V., Rainer, A., Lauvås Jr, P., Arcuri, A.: Software-testing education: A
systematic literature mapping. Journal of Systems and Software 165, 110,570
(2020)

13. Gu, S., Fang, C., Zhang, Q., Tian, F., Chen, Z.: Testart: Improving llm-based unit
test via co-evolution of automated generation and repair iteration. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2408.03095 (2024)

14. Hamad, O., Hamdi, A., Hamdi, S., Shaban, K.: Steducov: an explored and bench-
marked dataset on stance detection in tweets towards online education during
covid-19 pandemic. Big Data and Cognitive Computing 6(3), 88 (2022)

15. Hamad, O., Hamdi, A., Shaban, K.: Attention-based model for accurate stance
detection. In: International Conference on Text, Speech, and Dialogue, pp. 212–
224. Springer (2022)

16. Hamad, O., Hamdi, A., Shaban, K.: Empathy and persona of english vs. arabic
chatbots: A survey and future directions. In: International Conference on Text,
Speech, and Dialogue, pp. 525–537. Springer (2022)

17. Hamad, O., Shaban, K., Hamdi, A.: Asem: Enhancing empathy in chatbot through
attention-based sentiment and emotion modeling. In: Proceedings of the 2024 Joint
International Conference on Computational Linguistics, Language Resources and
Evaluation (LREC-COLING 2024), pp. 1588–1601 (2024)

18. Hamdi, A., Shaban, K., Zainal, A.: A review on challenging issues in arabic senti-
ment analysis. Journal of Computer Science (2016)

19. Hamdi, A., Shaban, K., Zainal, A.: Clasenti: a class-specific sentiment analysis
framework. ACM Transactions on Asian and Low-Resource Language Information
Processing (TALLIP) 17(4), 1–28 (2018)

20. Hertzum, M.: Usability testing: A practitioner’s guide to evaluating the user expe-
rience. Springer Nature (2022)

21. Hurani, M., Idris, H.: Investigating the use of llms for automated test generation:
challenges, benefits, and suitability (2024)

22. Ichii, M., Myojin, T., Nakagawa, Y., Chikahisa, M., Ogawa, H.: A rule-based au-
tomated approach for extracting models from source code. In: 2012 19th Working
Conference on Reverse Engineering, pp. 308–317. IEEE (2012)

23. Kamalakar, S., Edwards, S.H., Dao, T.M.: Automatically generating tests from
natural language descriptions of software behavior. In: International Conference
on Evaluation of Novel Software Approaches to Software Engineering, vol. 2, pp.
238–245. SCITEPRESS (2013)

24. Karmarkar, H., Agrawal, S., Chauhan, A., Shete, P.: Navigating confidentiality
in test automation: A case study in llm driven test data generation. In: 2024
IEEE International Conference on Software Analysis, Evolution and Reengineering
(SANER), pp. 337–348. IEEE (2024)

https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.14314
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.14314


25. Klammer, C., Ramler, R.: A journey from manual testing to automated test gener-
ation in an industry project. In: 2017 IEEE International Conference on Software
Quality, Reliability and Security Companion (QRS-C), pp. 591–592. IEEE (2017)

26. Kleppmann, M.: Designing data-intensive applications: The big ideas behind reli-
able, scalable, and maintainable systems. " O’Reilly Media, Inc." (2017)

27. McRoy, S.W., Channarukul, S., Ali, S.S.: An augmented template-based approach
to text realization. Natural Language Engineering 9(4), 381–420 (2003)

28. Mohamed, Y.A., Khanan, A., Bashir, M., Mohamed, A.H.H., Adiel, M.A., Elsadig,
M.A.: The impact of artificial intelligence on language translation: a review. Ieee
Access 12, 25,553–25,579 (2024)

29. Pellicer, L.F.A.O., Ferreira, T.M., Costa, A.H.R.: Data augmentation techniques
in natural language processing. Applied Soft Computing 132, 109,803 (2023)

30. Raiaan, M.A.K., Mukta, M.S.H., Fatema, K., Fahad, N.M., Sakib, S., Mim,
M.M.J., Ahmad, J., Ali, M.E., Azam, S.: A review on large language models:
Architectures, applications, taxonomies, open issues and challenges. IEEE Access
(2024)

31. Ryan, G., Jain, S., Shang, M., Wang, S., Ma, X., Ramanathan, M.K., Ray, B.:
Code-aware prompting: A study of coverage-guided test generation in regression
setting using llm. Proceedings of the ACM on Software Engineering 1(FSE), 951–
971 (2024)

32. Saha, D., Tarek, S., Yahyaei, K., Saha, S.K., Zhou, J., Tehranipoor, M., Farah-
mandi, F.: Llm for soc security: A paradigm shift. IEEE Access (2024)

33. Schäfer, M., Nadi, S., Eghbali, A., Tip, F.: An empirical evaluation of using large
language models for automated unit test generation. IEEE Transactions on Soft-
ware Engineering (2023)

34. Stray, V., Florea, R., Paruch, L.: Exploring human factors of the agile software
tester. Software quality journal 30(2), 455–481 (2022)

35. Tyagi, A.K., Fernandez, T.F., Mishra, S., Kumari, S.: Intelligent automation sys-
tems at the core of industry 4.0. In: International conference on intelligent systems
design and applications, pp. 1–18. Springer (2020)

36. Vaswani, A., Shazeer, N., Parmar, N., Uszkoreit, J., Jones, L., Gomez, A.N., Kaiser,
L., Polosukhin, I.: Attention is all you need. In: Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems (NeurIPS), vol. 30 (2017). URL https://arxiv.org/abs/
1706.03762

37. Wang, Z., Valdez, J., Basu Mallick, D., Baraniuk, R.G.: Towards human-like educa-
tional question generation with large language models. In: International conference
on artificial intelligence in education, pp. 153–166. Springer (2022)

38. Xue, F., Fu, Y., Zhou, W., Zheng, Z., You, Y.: To repeat or not to repeat: Insights
from scaling llm under token-crisis. Advances in Neural Information Processing
Systems 36 (2024)

39. Xue, Z., Li, L., Tian, S., Chen, X., Li, P., Chen, L., Jiang, T., Zhang, M.: Domain
knowledge is all you need: A field deployment of llm-powered test case generation
in fintech domain. In: Proceedings of the 2024 IEEE/ACM 46th International
Conference on Software Engineering: Companion Proceedings, pp. 314–315 (2024)

40. Yuan, L., Chen, Y., Cui, G., Gao, H., Zou, F., Cheng, X., Ji, H., Liu, Z., Sun,
M.: Revisiting out-of-distribution robustness in nlp: Benchmarks, analysis, and
llms evaluations. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 36, 58,478–
58,507 (2023)

https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03762
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03762

	RIRO: Reshaping Inputs, Refining Outputs Unlocking the Potential of Large Language Models in Data-Scarce Contexts

