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Abstract

Despite outstanding processes in many tasks,
Large Language Models (LLMs) still lack ac-
curacy when dealing with highly technical do-
mains. Especially, telecommunications (telco)
is a particularly challenging domain due the
large amount of lexical, semantic and con-
ceptual peculiarities. Yet, this domain holds
many valuable use cases, directly linked to
industrial needs. Hence, this paper studies
how LLMs can be adapted to the telco do-
main. It reports our effort to (i) collect a
massive corpus of domain-specific data (800M
tokens, 80K instructions), (ii) perform adap-
tation using various methodologies, and (iii)
benchmark them against larger generalist mod-
els in downstream tasks that require extensive
knowledge of telecommunications. Our ex-
periments on Llama-2-7b show that domain-
adapted models can challenge the large gener-
alist models. They also suggest that adaptation
can be restricted to a unique instruction-tuning
step, dicarding the need for any fine-tuning on
raw texts beforehand.

1 Introduction

Large Language Models like GPT-4 (ope-
nai, 2023), PaLM (Chowdhery et al., 2022),
LLaMA (Touvron et al., 2023), Falcon (ZXhang,
2023) or Mistral (Jiang et al., 2023) perform very
well on a wide range of tasks, on a wide range
of tasks, both when the knowledge required is
general and when it relates to various domains.
Still, their application to highly specialized tasks,
requiring advanced and up-to-date knowledge,
raises a number of challenges (Zhao et al., 2023):
general and frequently discussed topics tend
to be disproportionately represented in their
corpus (Penedo et al., 2023), whereas highly

∗ Main authors with equal contribution. Work achieved
in March, 2024. Released in December, 2024.

Figure 1: Steps for LM training and adaptation.

domain-specific topics tend to be underrepre-
sented, which inevitably leads to challenges in
effectively learning them for domain-specific
tasks. Additionally, many domain-specific knowl-
edge resources are proprietary assets, critical to
an organization’s competitive edge, and cannot be
readily shared with general-purpose LLMs.

Adapting a language model to a target domain,
called domain adaptation, is a deeply explored in
the literature to solve these problems (Zhao et al.,
2023). Basically, this can be performed by re-
running the training steps of a baseline general-
purpose LM on domain-specific data. As illus-
trated in Figure 1, these steps consists in (1) a
pretraining step in a self-supervised manner on
raw texts, (2) an instruction-tuning step on super-
vised datasets of instruction-output pairs, and (3)
an alignement step to help the model generate texts
which fits the behavioral expectations of the users.

Among domains of interests, several stud-
ies (Maatouk et al., 2023b; Bariah et al., 2023a,b)
emphasize the importance of undertaking the adap-
tation of language models for the telecom indus-
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try because this sector not only exhibits a large
amount of lexical, semantic and concept specifici-
ties (Bariah et al., 2023b; Holm, 2021), but it is
also a significant provider of natural language pro-
cessing tasks, from understanding technical doc-
uments to incident resolution or network model-
ing (Maatouk et al., 2023b). Furthermore, in indus-
trial applications, adapting reasonable-size models
can significantly reduce computational costs, and
ease deployments in environments with limited re-
sources.

In this paper, we present experimental work to
design the most efficient approach for adaptation
to the telco domain. In details, our contributions
concern:

• Data: We expose our collecting process to
gather raw texts (800M tokens) and instruc-
tions (80k instructions) on the telco domain.

• Evaluation: We present a benchmark of telco-
specific downstream tasks, combined with
general-purpose evaluation to measure poten-
tial performance drops.

• Adaptation: We report a detailed compari-
son of various adaptation approaches by dis-
abling or enabling some steps or some data
sources.

The baseline model is Llama-2-7B (Touvron et al.,
2023). The key conclusions are that the pretrain-
ing step can be skipped, and the best adapted mod-
els compete with GPT3.5.

To achieve these goals, we organize the paper
as follows: Section 2 reviews the current meth-
ods’ for specialized domain adaptation. Section 3
then describes the methodology used, including
the data collection, how we process this domain
adaptation and how we evaluate it. Experimen-
tal results including evaluation on several tasks re-
lated to telecom are then presented in Section 4.
After discussing the performance of the various
fine-tuning methods, we conclude the paper in Sec-
tion 5.

2 Related Work

In this section, we examine the various approaches
employed for addressing domain adaptation in
the literature. Prominent among these are the
LoRA (Hu et al., 2021), QLoRA (Dettmers et al.,
2023), and ReLoRA (Lialin et al., 2023b) fine-
tuning methods.

Domain adaptation without modifying the

model’s weights

Domain adaptation can be simply adressed us-
ing a retriever (Guu et al., 2020) which gives
to the model access to a wide range of exter-
nal documents. A retrieval-augmented LM al-
lows the model to have access, in the prompt
context, to an external Knowledge Base (a new
corpus) (Piktus et al., 2021). This retriever en-
ables the model to access and focus on documents
within an extensive corpus, such as domain in-
ternal knowledge, giving to the model access to
many sources it hasn’t seen during the pretrain-
ing and fine-tuning phases. However, adding re-
trieval augmentation to a language model alone is
insufficient for incorporating knowledge into the
model. (Zhang and Choi, 2021) demonstrates that
even though retrieval-augmented models were ca-
pable of updating certain knowledge when the re-
trieval corpus was swapped, the performance of
the retrieval-augmented language model on new
knowledge-related questions is notably low. In
contrast, the model performs significantly better
on questions related to the knowledge present in
the original training corpus. The researchers also
noted that substantial improvements in handling
new knowledge questions only occurred after fine-
tuning the model with fresh data. This indicates
that merely updating the corpora from which mod-
els retrieve passages is not enough to effectively
integrate knowledge into a language model. The
reason behind this behavior is elucidated by the
memorization process that occurs in LLMs dur-
ing their pretraining phase. This memorization
hinders the model’s ability to effectively handle
knowledge sourced from external documents via
a retriever (Longpre et al., 2022). During the pre-
training phase, LLMs acquire knowledge through
memorization, enabling them to generate compet-
itive results solely based on their own paramet-
ric knowledge, without the need for access to
relevant documents, but (Longpre et al., 2022)
demonstrates that this memorization behavior con-
tradicts the expectation that the model should pro-
vide responses consistent with the information
it retrieves, thereby reducing the system’s inter-
pretability. Most problematically, this memoriza-
tion behavior severely restricts the model’s ability
to generalize to new knowledge not present in its
training data. Furthermore, (Longpre et al., 2022)
highlights that the extent of memorization during
the pretraining phase increases proportionally with
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the model’s size, meaning that larger models ex-
hibit a greater degree of memorization, and so less
ability to generalize to new knowledge not present
in its training data. Based on these demonstrations,
the Retrieval-augmented methods are not suited to
domain-adaptation, requiring lot of new and tech-
nical knowledge injection.

Domain adaptation by adding knowledge in

model’s weights can be addressed through two

methods: either training a model from scratch

on domain-specific data or retraining a pre-

trained model on domain data (DAPT)

Training a model from scratch on domain-specific
data enables the training of a tokenizer tailored
to that specific domain, rather than retraining the
model using a domain-specific corpus, which is
limited by the use of a pretrained tokenizer with a
general vocabulary. (Boukkouri et al., 2022) high-
lighted that retraining a general model on a special-
ized corpus, such as biomedical text, ultimately
yields better results and is also significantly more
cost-effective than training a model from scratch.
This advantage becomes even more pronounced
when working with LLMs. Also, (Holm, 2021)
points out that DAPT is less sensitive to data qual-
ity, making it less likely to fail and less costly
than pre-training from scratch. However, the study
has also shown that DAPT cannot perform well
when the discrepancy between the specialized do-
main and the general domain is too large. But for
the telco domain, the study shows that DAPT per-
forms well.

Vocabulary adaptation

Many studies in the literature focus on how to man-
age the vocabulary gap between domain-specific
terminology and the general vocabulary of LLMs.
(Mosin et al., 2022) pointed out that traditional
methods with random embeddings for expand-
ing the vocabulary of a pretrained tokenizer have
shown no gain on domain tasks compared to a
DAPT model with its original tokenizer. In their
study, they developed a more effective but more
complex method for expanding the vocabulary of a
pretrained tokenizer (VIPI) that has demonstrated
strong performance. However, we have chosen
not to modify the pretrained tokenizer, primarily
due to the incompatibility of this method for PEFT
fine-tuning techniques and the minimal improve-
ment they offer on downstream tasks.

Several fine-tuning methods for DAPT

The DAPT process consists in "continuing pre-
training" LLM on a domain corpus, which ac-

tually means that we are fine-tuning a LLM on
the pretraining task, the same tasks on which the
pretrained LLM has been initially trained. How-
ever, with LLMs, the fine-tuning process poses
significant challenges, most prominently the con-
straint of limited resources: as LLMs become
more voluminous and complex, they are becom-
ing progressively difficult to adapt, thus falling
within the purview of a select few privileged com-
panies with the necessary resources. Recently,
research efforts around parameter-efficient fine-
tuning PEFT (Lialin et al., 2023a) have been
geared towards developing fine-tuning methodolo-
gies that can optimally adapt these models with
“acceptable”resource expenditure, striking a bal-
ance between performance and cost. Thanks
to those parameter efficient fine-tuning methods,
DAPT can be performed in different ways: Meth-
ods like LoRA and QLoRA can help to reduce
both training and inference costs. This new pos-
sibility raises the question of which method would
yield the best performance for domain adaptation,
and if full fine-tuning is truly superior to a more
cost-effective approach or not.

1. Full-parameter fine-tuning is the traditional
fine-tuning method, where gradient updates
are applied to all the parameters of the model.

2. LoRA (Hu et al., 2021), which stands for
Low-Rank Adaptation of LLMs, is a fine-
tuning method based on the premise that the
weight update matrix during fine-tuning has
a larger dimension than its rank. Unlike con-
ventional fine-tuning methods that directly
modify the model’s weights during backprop-
agation, LoRA is making these adjustments
of the weights in a separate matrix. The fi-
nal result of fine-tuning combines two com-
ponents: the pretrained frozen model and the
weight update matrix. The essence of the
LoRA method lies in its hypotheses that the
weight update matrix is, in fact, quite com-
pact; its dimension is significantly larger than
its rank. Thus, LoRA involves decompos-
ing this weight update matrix into two rank-
x matrices (e.g., 8, 16, or more). Matrix
decomposition is a mathematical technique
used to break down a matrix into a set of
simpler component matrices. The goal is to
represent a complex matrix as a combination
of simpler and smaller matrices. The out-
come of this decomposition yields what is
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known as an "adapter." As a result, we can
load a pre-trained model off the shelf and
attach its LoRA adapters (one for each fine-
tuning task). Importantly, these adapters are
notably compact, making them exceptionally
cost-effective both in terms of storage and de-
ployment.

3. QLoRA (Dettmers et al., 2023) makes some
modifications to LoRA fine-tuning method:
In QLoRA, the pretrained model is loaded
directly as a quantized (4bit or 8bit) model
(converting all its weights to 4 or 8 bits).
Thus, the adapters (weight update matrix) is
updated with the gradient calculated from the
4 or 8 bits pretrained model, as opposed to
what we do in traditional LoRA, which is
calculating the gradient from a full or half
weight precision model. In QLoRA, the
memory is all the more optimized that the op-
timizer states are stored in CPU (this process
is called : “Paged Optimizers”), to optimize
all the more the GPU memory. QLoRA has
been implemented to allow everyone to run
very large models on a single GPU. The opti-
mizer state is all the intermediate values cal-
culated for the backpropagation and that need
to be stored to push the gradient backward.

DAPT + TAPT: the best combination

By comparing DAPT (fine-tuning a pretrained
model on the pretraining task (= retraining) on
a domain corpus) and TAPT (fine-tuning a pre-
trained model on the evaluation task) on 4 special-
ized domain (biomedical, computer science, news
and reviews) on eight classification tasks, (Smith,
2020) demonstrated that the best results are ob-
tained with a combination of the two methods:
DAPT + TAPT. This observation has been ex-
tended to larger models (Cheng et al., 2023a). Do-
ing a combination of DAPT and TAPT is all the
more important for LLMs as (Cheng et al., 2023a)
highlighted that for a LLM such as Llama-2-7b,
DAPT-only (prompting the adapted model directly
to answer questions) is degrading the original
model performance on most domain tasks. Con-
trary to the very satisfying results of DAPT-only
on Roberta-base (Smith, 2020), results on DAPT-
only on Llama-2-7b are disappointing, even worse
than a non-adapted Llama-2-7b model. DAPT
seems indeed to be drastically hurting LLMs
prompting ability. However, (Cheng et al., 2023a)
points out that further fine-tuning the adapted

model on a specific task (QA, for instance) per-
forms better than the original model (llama-7b)
finetuned on the same task, for each task tested
(such as QA, NER and sentiment analysis) and
each domain (BioMed, Finance and Law).

Identification of telco-domain downstream

tasks valuable for the industry

(Maatouk et al., 2023b) examined different practi-
cal applications of LLMs that can be readily uti-
lized by telecom-domain stakeholders with their
existing data. One of the task they suggest is the
comprehension of 3GPP specifications and the de-
velopment of chatbots on these data. These chat-
bots, based on fine-tuned LLMs, could help engi-
neers streamline their research, saving time and
improving the accuracy of 3GPP standards im-
plementation and related research. Another task
might be the resolution of questions regarding the
network modeling. LLM can be tasked to esti-
mate energy consumption in a network based on
selected features, for instance. All in all, question-
answering on the network / telco legal specifica-
tions seems to be an interesting and valuable down-
stream task for LLMs in the telco domain.

3 Methodology

In this paper, we are comparing three different
approaches (DAPT-only, DAPT + IAPT, IAPT-
only) on Llama-2-7B (Touvron et al., 2023), to
find the most effective way of adapting this model
to the telecommunication industry. Since there
is no consensus on the content of the instruc-
tions for domain-adaptation (domain-only instruc-
tion vs a blend of general and domain instruc-
tions) (Liu et al., 2023), we compare the perfor-
mance of the adaptation using all those combina-
tions. In the end, we test 6 different adaptation
methodologies : DAPT-only, DAPT-IAPT with
telco instructions, DAPT-IAPT with general in-
structions, DAPT-IAPT with a blend of telco and
general insturctions, IAPT-only with telco instruc-
tions, IAPT-only with a blend of telco and general
instructions.

3.1 Telco Dataset

Data quality plays a crucial role in producing a
powerful model. A significant focus in recent
research centers on emphasizing the importance
of tasks such as data crawling, data generation
and data cleaning (Penedo et al., 2023; Gunasekar
et al., 2023; Longpre et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2023;
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Corpus Proportion

Technical Documents (3GPP, ITU, RFC, etc.) 28%
Arxiv 28%
Wikipedia 12%
Common Crawl 11%
Open-web-math 10%
StackOverflow 9%
StackExchange 2%

Table 1: Proportion for each source

Ben Allal et al., 2024; Lozhkov et al., 2024),
which lay the foundation for data-centric develop-
ment of LLMs. Inspired by these works, our work
relies on a telco-specific dataset extracted from
public resources, consisting of a 803M tokens for
DAPT and associated instructions for IAPT.

3.1.1 Pretraining data for DAPT

The pre-training corpus includes raw texts (803M
tokens) specialized in the telco domain, from pub-
licly online repositories (Table. 1). Specifically, (i)

41% of tokens are extracted from technical spec-
ifications, white papers published by standards
organizations (28%), such as 3GPP, ITU, ETSI,
RFC, etc, as well as from research papers (13%),
published in Arxiv, in the field of Networking
and Internet Architecture; (ii) 11% tokens are re-
trieved from telco-related domains in Common
Crawl archives (e.g. 5GAcia, 5GAmericas, Nokia,
CTIA, GSMA, Huawei, IPv6, Juniper, etc) and
in Stack Exchange archives (e.g. Networking En-
gineering, Signal Processing, Security, Quantum
Computing categories); (iii) 47% of tokens are se-
lected from more diverse sources via importance
sampling (Data Selection for Language Models
via Importance Resampling, DSIR) (Xie et al.,
2023). Given the target telco dataset described in
(i), (ii), DSIR aims to select relevant texts that are
distributed like the target. With this method, we
select telco-relevant samples from stack overflow
(9% tokens), wikipedia (12%), open web mathe-
matical texts (10%), arXiv papers in RedPajama
dataset (15%).

Our crawled data exists in two different formats:
PDF, HTML. To make them available for use with
LLM, we perform the extraction and cleansing pro-
cesses, employing the following methods:

• Web data (HTML): inspired by Fal-
con (Penedo et al., 2023), SlimPa-
jama (Soboleva et al., 2023) and Gopher (Rae
et al., 2021), we create a holistic pipeline
for refining and deduplicating web data, con-

sisting of steps such as language detection,
document-wise and line-wise filtering, exact
and fuzzy deduplication.

• PDF data: for technical and math-heavy
documents, we employ Nougat (Blecher
et al., 2023), a visual Transformer to trans-
form documents into markup language. For
documents collected in Common Crawl,
PDFMiner is used to extract the texts. To
further assess the relevance and quality of
the texts extracted, the Zephyr-7b (Tunstall
et al., 2023) model was prompted to classify
whether a text is linked to the telecommuni-
cation domain. The prompt we used for this
can be found in Appendix C.

The validation dataset consists of 5.5M telco-
specific tokens extracted from sources other than
training data, and 5.5M tokens taken from general-
domain corpora such as Wikipedia, PubMed
and the Pile (’OpenSubtitles’ and ’Enron emails’
splits) (Gao et al., 2020). This second data split
aims to acquire insights into the model’s behavior
in general domains as it is adapted to the Telco do-
main.

3.1.2 Instructions for IAPT

Diverse and high-quality Telco-related instruc-
tion could enhance the instruct-tuning of Telco-
adapted LLMs. Instructions for IAPT were ei-
ther collected from existing material or gener-
ated. The overview of the training and vali-
dation sets for intructions is given in Table 2.
In the light of a multitude of works on using
LLMs for instruction generation (Wang et al.,
2023; Xu et al., 2023; Lian et al., 2023), we de-
velop a partially synthetic instruction dataset, tai-
lored to the Telco domain. The corpus is cre-
ated by prompting GPT3.5 and Mixtral (Jiang
et al., 2024) to produce tasks instructions and
their input-output instances in JSON format
{‘instruction’, ‘input’, ‘output’} from
pre-training raw text (Section 3.1.1), as following:

Generate instructions from Telco technical doc-

uments. Considering that technical documents
are too long to be entirely provided to the LLMs
for instruction generation, we adopted paragraph-
level generation strategy. Documents are divided
into paragraphs using ’##’ delimiter. Paragraphs
that are less informative or exceed the context
limit, such as ones containing fewer than 256
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Table 2: Statistics about training and validations in-
struction sets

words or more than 3092 words, excessive punc-
tuations, or insufficient alphabetic characters, are
ignored. The prompt provided to the models are
found in Appendix D.1. As a post-processing step,
we eliminate generated instructions that refer to
implicit information (i.e. figure, table, section,
paragraph, clause, equation, annex, paper, text,
document) or those with outputs fewer than 200
characters, which are typically of lower quality.
For the later, a second prompt was used to expand
the output into a more detailed and informative re-
sponse, as described in Appendix D.2. We obtain,
with this process, a total of 11,235 instructions /
output pairs.

Generate instructions from Telco Question-

Answer pairs. We rephrase 10,558 Stack
Exchange question-answer pairs about network
engineering, digital signal processing and secu-
rity topics into well-formatted instructions by
prompting LLMs. In addition, we transform
4,000 multiple-choice questions from TeleQnA
dataset (Maatouk et al., 2023a) into instructions

in the chain-of-thought style. This is achieved by
prompting LLMs to produce an explanation path
leading to the correct choice for each question
provided. The employed prompts are shown in
Appendix D.3.

Along with Telco instructions, we have also
compiled a dataset of general instruction sets.
We used the Slim Orca general instructions from
Open-Orca (Mukherjee et al., 2023). This dataset
serves to complement the specialized instructions
by introducing a diverse range of general tasks.

In order to transform MCQs into instructions
into our IAPT training set, we added a prefix to
the question-option-choices MCQs. For general
datasets, we added only the instruction "Which of

a, b, c, and d is the right answer to the

following question? question a. choice1,

b. choice2, c. choice3, d. choice4"
(adapting it to the amount of choices), while for
telco MCQs datasets, we added the instruction
"You are a helpful assistant, specialized

in telecommunication technologies. Which

of a, b, c, and d is the right answer

to the following question? {question}

{a. choice1, b. choice2, c. choice3, d.

choice4}". This transformation allowed us to use
these MCQs as instructions in our IAPT training
set.

The development of a comprehensive bench-
mark for evaluating the knowledge of different
models in the telecommunications sector repre-
sents a significant step forward in the domain
of artificial intelligence research. Our bench-
mark encompasses perplexity measurement on
raw texts, as well as task resolution. In each case,
datasets from the telco and general domain were
used. Studied tasks are Multiple-Choice Ques-
tion Answering (MCQA), Open Question Answer-
ing (Open QA) and abstract generation from sci-
entific papers. These tasks were meticulously
designed to assess the models’ understanding of
telecommunications-related information. Statis-
tics of the test datasets are given in Tables 3 and 4,
for texts and task intructions respectively.

3.1.3 Evaluation datasets

For the MCQA telco benchmark, we have gener-
ated synthetic MCQs from select sources within
our DAPT training set, namely ATIS, 3GPP, and
ETSI standards, using GPT-4 with a 32k token
model. To do so, we have selected some para-
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Table 3: Test set of texts

Table 4: Test set of instructions

graphs having fewer than 256 words or more than
3092 words (as described in 3.1.2), and prompted
GPT4-32k to generate MCQs questions based on
each paragraphs. The prompt used for this gen-
eration can be found in Appendix E. You can
also find some samples from the generated instruc-
tion test set in Appendix G. Each MCQ gener-
ated has a single correct answer and 5 choices per
question. For this type of MCQs, questions are
about knowledges present in the DAPT training
set, since we have generated these MCQs based on
these knowledges. Additionally, we incorporated
to our telco MCQ benchmark the TeleQnA test set
from Huawei (Maatouk et al., 2023a), composed
of 900 questions. The original TeleQnA dataset
was composed of 10k instructions that were split
into train and test sets (9100/900 questions) as
we described in 3.1.2. The TeleQnA dataset is
a MCQ dataset referenced as the first benchmark
dataset designed to evaluate the knowledge of
Large Language Models (LLMs) in telecommuni-
cations. Huawei generated this dataset using di-
verse sources, including telecom standards and re-
search articles. Each question has 4 to 5 choices
and several potential correct answers. For this type
of MCQs, we consider that some questions might
be regarding knowledges present in the DAPT

training set since TeleQnA was constructed based
on the same sources. Finally, we have added to our
telco MCQ benchmark real-world MCQs we ex-
tracted from signal processing exam questions of
Nokia’s official practice exams. We have extracted
632 MCQs (questions, choices and answers) from
Nokia official practice exams for the Nokia NRS
I, NRS II and SRA written exams. These MCQs
are composed of 4 to 5 choices and multiple poten-
tial correct answers per question. For this type of
MCQs, we consider that questions are far from the
knowledges present in the DAPT training set since
NOKIA MCQs are about signal processing ques-
tions, which are not exactly the topics we have in
the DAPT training set. So these MCQs’ answers
are not explicitly present in any text or instruction
from domain adaptation.

As for the QA telco benchmark, it is exclusively
composed of the TeleQnA (Maatouk et al., 2023a)
test set from Huawei, composed of 900 questions
(the same we used for MCQs), but here, we have
converted each MCQ into questions – answers
pairs.

Furthermore, to ascertain the impact of domain
adaptation on retaining general knowledge, we in-
troduced a general benchmarks. As for the general
MCQ benchmark, it includes a variety of MCQs
from the OpenBookQA (test set of OpenBookQA
official MCQs dataset (Mihaylov et al., 2018) (500
MCQs) consisting of multiple-choice elementary-
level science questions with a single good an-
swer per question and 4 choices), TruthfulQA (the
subset "multiple choice" of TruthfulQA official
MCQs dataset (Lin et al., 2021) using the MC1
target, composed of 817 MCQs on general knowl-
edges with a single good answer per question and
4 choices), and Big-bench datasets (subset "ab-
stract narrative understanding" of the validation
set of Big-bench dataset (Srivastava et al., 2022),
composed of 600 MCQs on questions about nar-
rative understanding of a given text, with a single
good answer per question and 5 choices), encom-
passing elementary-level science questions, gen-
eral knowledge queries, and narrative understand-
ing assessments. As for the general QA bench-
mark, it is composed of the "generation" subset of
the TruthfulQA dataset (Lin et al., 2021), which
comprises 817 examples within its validation set.
The questions are designed to evaluate the model’s
ability to generate coherent, accurate, and truthful
answers across a spectrum of topics, thereby test-
ing the model’s grasp of factual information.
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3.2 Adaptation strategies

3.2.1 DAPT

We preprocessed the dataset by tokenizing the text
and segmenting it into chunks of 4096 tokens each.
We used the pretrained ’meta-llama/Llama-2-7b-
hf’ model and tokenizer. To harness the compu-
tational power necessary of the training, we de-
ployed the training across 2 A100 80GB GPUs,
utilizing data parallelism to effectively manage
and distribute the computational workload. We ad-
hered to a batch size was set to 32, using micro-
batch size of 1 (gradient accumulation). This
method effectively simulates a larger batch size of
32, enabling us to maintain the stability and bene-
fits of larger batch training dynamics without the
associated hardware demands. The training used a
learning rate of 2 × 10

−5 with a cosine scheduler.
We loaded the model in half-precision (bfloat16)
to balance computational efficiency with model
performance. Additionally, we applied a weight
decay of 0.01 to regularize and prevent overfitting.
The entire training process was completed over the
span of a single epoch, ensuring that the model
was exposed to the full range of data while pre-
venting the potential for overfitting that multiple
epochs might introduce.

3.2.2 IAPT

In the IAPT process, instructions were formatted
with special tokens, denoting the start [INST] and
end [/INST] of each instruction, followed by the
expected output. We then tokenize the instruc-
tions, and then concatenate them into blocks of
4096 tokens, ensuring that no instruction was cut
off between blocks by using padding at the end
of the blocks as necessary. Then, we fine-tuned
the model on the auto-regressive training process.
we employed the Deepspeed Zero3 parallelization
of the training, which is an advanced system de-
signed to make the parallelization over not only
the data and the optimizer states, but also the
weights of the model (Ren et al., 2021). We use
here 2 NVIDIA A100 GPUs (40GB each). We use
for hyperparameters a learning rate of 2 × 10

−5

with a cosine scheduler and a weight decay of 0.1
to regularize the training and prevent overfitting.
We train the model with a batch of size 64 with
micro-batch of size 1. The training was carried
out over 2 epochs.

We launched several IAPT trainings to find the
most efficient way of adapting LLM to the telco

domain: The IAPT was launched across various
combinations of data, incorporating both domain-
specific telco instructions and a set of general
instructions to provide a comprehensive learning
scope for the models.

4 Evaluations

4.1 Intrinsic evaluation: perplexity

Perplexity measures a model’s predictive ability
by averaging its performance across a test corpus,
with lower values indicating better adaptation to
the corpus’s language traits. Perplexity compar-
isons require models to use the same tokenizer
because the tokenizer directly influences the size
and composition of the model’s vocabulary, which
are critical factors in calculating perplexity. Con-
sequently, we limited our comparisons to mod-
els of the LLaMA-2 type to ensure consistency
in tokenizer usage and accurate perplexity evalu-
ations. The perplexity of each adapted models can
be found in Table 5.

As anticipated, the DAPT-only model demon-
strates the best perplexity results on DAPT test
set. Interestingly, the IAPT models, when applied
to telco-only instructions, achieves perplexity met-
rics that are quite comparable to the DAPT-only
model. This suggests that the IAPT model, despite
not being solely focused on the telco domain, is ef-
fective at adapting to domain-specific language.

4.2 MCQs results

In evaluating model performance, we primarily
use multiple-choice questionnaires (MCQs) be-
cause evaluation on multiple-choice questions is
a standard practice and is generally considered
within the community to be a reliable proxy for
testing a model’s knowledge. This conviction
stems from the straightforward, binary nature of
MCQs, where each question presents a set of op-
tions, and only one holds the key to accuracy. Con-
sequently, we employ ’accuracy’ as our metric of
choice. This binary framework, underpinning our
MCQs, allows for an unequivocal evaluation, as
the model’s response is distilled to a singular let-
ter, leaving no room for ambiguity—only the pre-
cision of ’correct’ or the finality of ’incorrect’.

For inference on the datasets, the Llama-2-
chat instruction template ([INST] {instruction}
[/INST]) was consistently used for all Chat and
IAPT models inferences. As for GPT3.5, GPT4,
Base models and those with DAPT-only, the in-
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Table 5: Perplexities for each dataset and model. The best metrics per dataset is in bold and underlined, and the
2nd best metric per dataset is in bold.

struction was directly fed to the model (without
the [INST] and [/INST] tags).

We launched the inference on the differ-
ent Llama-2-7b-dapt, Llama-2-7b-dapt-iapt and
Llama-2-7b-iapt models. As baseline commpar-
ison, we also launched the inference on meta-
llama/Llama-2-7b-hf, on meta-llama/Llama-2-7b-
chat-hf, as well as on GPT3.5 and GPT4. Note
that the chat model from Huggingface (meta-
llama/Llama-2-7b-chat-hf) is trained, in addition
to instruction-tuning on meta-llama/Llama-2-7b-
hf, with RLHF-based training, which differs
from our Llama-2-7b-iapt and Llama-2-7b-dapt-
iapt models. So our instruct-tuned models and the
chat model from Llama-2 are not directly compa-
rable.

We’ve set up a detailed process to clean up the
answers the different models give. First, we use
regular expressions (regex) to pick out the answer
letters from different types of responses, like ’a.
choice’ or ’the answer is a.’. If the answers are not
clear enough for this method, we use GPT-3.5 to
retrieve the answer letters from natural language
responses.

As exposed in Table 6, evaluations were per-
formed on telco MCQs and general MCQs.

4.2.1 MCQs results on telco MCQs

Regarding the telecommunications-specific
MCQs benchmark, as described in 3.1.3, we have
3 types of datasets:

• MCQs with questions related to knowledge
present in the DAPT and with similar IAPT
instructions (ATIS, 3GPP, ETSI)

• MCQs with some questions which might be
related to knowledge present in the DAPT

and with similar IAPT instructions (Tele-
QnA)

• MCQs whose answer is not explicitly present
in any text or instruction from domain adap-
tation (Nokia)

Here are our observations:

• We first observe the same conclusion
as (Cheng et al., 2023b) that DAPT-only
adaptation results in a drastic drop in prompt-
ing performance of the model, making it un-
usable for domain-specific downstream tasks.
However, coupled with IAPT adaptation,
DAPT seems to result in telco-MCQ perfor-
mance improvement. But the gain of DAPT
(compared to IAPT-only adaptation) is not
obvious (accuracy improved by +0.03 maxi-
mum). This leads us to conclude that DAPT
is not necessary for domain adaptation, and
that IAPT-only is sufficient.

• We then observe that IAPT incorporating
both telco and general instructions proves
most effective, enhancing accuracy by +0.09
on average compared to the chat model for
similar task datasets. However, telco-only
IAPT modestly boosts outcomes by +0.03
and IAPT focusing solely on general instruc-
tions slightly decreases telco MCQs perfor-
mance by -0.04.

• We finally observe that our methods
(dapt+iapt or iapt-only) are especially
beneficial for specific knowledge MCQs
present either in the DAPT corpus or in the
IAPT one, or in both. The results on the
Nokia dataset were notably less favorable,
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Table 6: Comparison of models accuracy on different types of MCQs. Color shades are compared to the perfor-
mance of the base model (i.e., LLaMA-2 before adaptation). Red and green colors mean that the results are worse
or better, respectively. Bold scores are for the best setting among the adapted LMs.

primarily because this corpus demands a
broader foundational knowledge than what
is provided by the technical documents and
instructions utilized in the adaptation process.
This discrepancy highlights a crucial aspect
of domain adaptation: while it significantly
enhances a model’s proficiency within a spe-
cific domain, its capacity for generalization
beyond the scope of the adapted materials is
inherently limited.

4.2.2 MCQs results on general MCQs

We have also conducted our experiments on gen-
eral datasets to analyze whether or not domain
adaptation leads the model to forget general knowl-
edge. The general MCQs benchmarks is described
in 3.1.3.

Results of our experiences on these datasets can
be found in Table 6. Here are our observations:

• As expected, the different adapted models do
not outperform Llama-2-7b-chat-hf on Gen-
eral Knowledge MCQs.

• We do not observe a too-big catastrophic for-
getting with our methodolody. Indeed, the
adapted models have a decrease in accuracy
of -0.02 with the DAPT-IAPT on general +
telco instructions: it’s even noteworthy that
our DAPT+IAPT method, utilizing both gen-
eral and telco instructions, slightly boosts per-
formance (+0.03 in accuracy) compared to
the chat model on the TruthfulQA dataset.

• Interestingly, the Llama-2-7b-IAPT and
Llama-2-7b-DAPT-IAPT models, when

solely based on general instructions, under-
performs, possibly due to the poor quality or
insufficient quantity of general instructions
(40K instructions from SlimOrca (Mukherjee
et al., 2023)) in the IAPT train set as the
source for these general instructions).

• On text understanding MCQs, it appears our
models perform competently, matching or
even surpassing the baseline models. This
suggests a solid grasp of broader knowl-
edge and comprehension. This suggests that
catastrophic forgetting tends to be more pro-
nounced in certain general knowledge do-
mains than in comprehension tasks.

4.3 Open QA results

We employ a context-free question answering
(QA) approach as part of our test set to assess our
models. This particular methodology, known as
context-free QA, involves posing questions that do
not rely on a given text or background information.
For evaluating the performance of our models on
this context-free QA setup, we utilize the ROUGE
and METEOR metrics. ROUGE, which stands
for Recall-Oriented Understudy for Gisting Evalu-
ation, primarily focuses on how many of the same
words and phrases appear in both the model’s re-
sponse and the reference answer, essentially mea-
suring the overlap and thereby the accuracy of con-
tent. METEOR, on the other hand, stands for
Metric for Evaluation of Translation with Explicit
Ordering. It goes a step further by not only ac-
counting for the similarity in terms of word over-
lap but also considering synonyms and the order
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of the words, providing a more nuanced assess-
ment of the model’s linguistic precision and flu-
ency. Both metrics together offer a comprehensive
view of the model’s capability in generating accu-
rate and contextually appropriate answers. How-
ever, this observation is limited by the ROUGE
and METEOR metrics. Despite being useful for
evaluating text generation models, these metrics
have notable limitations: ROUGE primarily mea-
sures n-gram overlap, which might not capture the
deeper semantic meaning or the coherency of the
text, potentially leading to high scores for texts
that are lexically similar but contextually different.
METEOR, while incorporating synonyms and ba-
sic paraphrasing, still falls short in fully grasping
nuanced language usage and does not effectively
evaluate the logical structure or factual accuracy
of longer content.

To overcome the limitations of those traditional
metrics, we added an LLM scoring approach,
leveraging GPT4-128k as the scorer. Following
the methodology outlined in the paper Prometheus
(Kim et al., 2023), we provided GPT4 with both
the correct reference answer and the model’s gen-
erated answer for each question and each model
prediction. We then prompted the model to as-
sign a score from 1 to 5 to each response. As de-
scribed in the Prometheus paper, we provided de-
tailed guidance on the interpretation of each score
within the prompt sent to GPT4, with additional
specifics outlined in the Appendix F.

4.3.1 Open QA results on telco

Our dataset for this task is derived from Huawei’s
TeleQnA dataset (as we used in MCQ task): we
adapted this TeleQnA multiple-choice question
dataset into a context-free question and answer
dataset, streamlining the data to focus purely on
question-driven responses. In this transformation,
we retained only the question component from
the original dataset, omitting any contextual or
multiple-choice elements. To guide the model to-
wards concise responses, we appended the instruc-
tion "Answer briefly (in a few words)." to each
line. In this setup, the model operates without
contextual inputs, relying solely on the question
to generate its predictions. The absence of con-
text places the emphasis on the model’s inherent
knowledge and understanding, challenging it to de-
liver precise and relevant answers based solely on
the question presented.

Results of our experiences on these datasets can

Table 7: Comparison of model’s performance metrics
on telco open QA. The dataset is the test set of Tele-
QnA transformed into open QA on questions with sin-
gle answers. The real answers’ average length is 6.79
words. Color shades are compared to the performance
of the base model (i.e., LLaMA-2 before adaptation).
Red and green colors mean that the results are worse or
better, respectively. Bold scores are for the best setting
among the adapted LMs.

be found in Table 7. Here are our observations:

• It seems that dapt-iapt-telco + general, dapt-
iapt-telco-only and iapt-telco + general mod-
els tend to generate answers more similar to
the expected ones.

• It seems that dapt-iapt-telco+general
and dapt-iapt-telco-only, as well as iapt-
telco+general and iapt-telco-only tend to
produce more concise responses than the
other models, being closer to the length
of the expected answers (6.79 words per
question in average).

These observations seems to be confirmed when
looking at the answers: detailed responses to a se-
lection of questions from the Open QA task are
provided in the Appendix Comparison of models
answers for telco Open QA task. We observe in-
deed that the models dapt-iapt-telco+general and
dapt-iapt-telco-only, as well as iapt-telco+general
and iapt-telco-only, tend to produce more con-
cise responses that directly address the query.
In contrast, models such as GPT-4, GPT-3.5,
meta-llama/Llama-2-7b-chat-hf, and the dapt-iapt-
general-only and iapt-general-only, typically gen-
erate significantly lengthier responses.

Furthermore, when reviewing the answers
across numerous questions, it becomes evident
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Table 8: Comparison of model’s performance metrics
on TruthfulQA for the general domain open QA task.
The real answers’ average length is 9.22 words. Color
shades are compared to the performance of the base
model (i.e., LLaMA-2 before adaptation). Red and
green colors mean that the results are worse or better,
respectively. Bold scores are for the best setting among
the adapted LMs.

that only the dapt-iapt-telco+general, dapt-iapt-
telco-only and iapt-telco+general models consis-
tently provide correct responses. This trend is
particularly noticeable in the results presented in
Tables 10, 11, and 12 of Appendix A. Among
these, the dapt-iapt-telco+general model stands
out, uniquely delivering accurate answers in the
contexts of Table 13 and Table 15, indicating its
superior performance in this specific evaluation.

4.3.2 Open QA results on general domain

We are focusing here on the "generation" subset of
the TruthfulQA dataset, which comprises 817 ex-
amples within its validation set. The questions are
designed to evaluate the model’s ability to gener-
ate coherent, accurate, and truthful answers across
a spectrum of topics, thereby testing the model’s
grasp of factual information.

Results of our experiences on these datasets
can be found in Table 8. Here, the ROUGE and
METEOR metrics do not appear to be particu-
larly relevant as they seem to favor shorter re-
sponses, especially for the "dapt-iapt-telco-only"
and "iapt-telco-only" models, particularly in the
case of the ROUGE metrics. However, when we
delve into the detailed results (see Appendix B,
each model give a similar answer. We do not ob-
serve any degradation of the results with our adap-
tation method. However, this might be due to the
nature of the questions of this dataset, which tend

Table 9: Results of the models on the telco abstract gen-
eration task. Color shades are compared to the perfor-
mance of the base model (i.e., LLaMA-2 before adap-
tation). Red and green colors mean that the results are
worse or better, respectively. Bold scores are for the
best setting among the adapted LMs.

to be more on the intuitive side, and the answers
can sometimes be open to multiple interpretations,
as seen in questions like "How many days did it
take to create the world?". Here, we encounter
a similar pattern as with multiple-choice general
questions, where for questions that do not require
deep general knowledge, our domain adaptation
method does not seem to degrade the results.

4.4 Abstract generation results

The last evaluation task is abstract generation.
This tasks is less focused on directly measuring
the telco knowledge injected in the adapted LMs
but rather to see if this knowledge can help in a
more complex task. Based on an input arXiv paper
from which the text of the body has been extracted,
the task is about generating the abstract that could
correspond to it. This is slightly different from
a standard summarization task since abstract usu-
ally follow a given structure (e.g., context, focus,
experiments and key results). Furthermore, this
is an intereting evaluation setup because, contrary
to QA, very few examples have been shown for
this task to the adapted LMs during the adaptation.
To avoid token limit errors, only paper with input
text shorter than 3K tokens are considered. The pa-
pers are from arXiv in the domain of network and
telecommunications.

The results are given in Table 9. The quality
of each abstract is measured against the reference
abstract in terms of METEOR and Mean Opin-
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ion Score (MOS, between 1 and 5) computed by
GPT4-128k. For a better analysis, the length of
each generated abstract is given. The mean length
of reference abstracts is 174. The results show that
adaptation clearly leads to improvement over the
baseline Llama-2-7b model. However, the benefits
seems to come from the IAPT step, whatever the
set of instructions is used. This tends to conclude
that learning the instruction format to the model
is enough. Indeed, while the best METEOR score
is when using telco+general instructions, the best
most MOS is when using only general instructions.
This raises questions about the need for more di-
versity in the instructions to leverage knowledge
in diverse tasks.

5 Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we have shown a pipeline to build
TelcoLMs and evaluate them. Based on Llama-
2, we have conducted continued pretraining and
instruction-tuning of collected texts and instruc-
tion for the telecommunication domain. Our find-
ings challenge the prevailing notion that DAPT,
which centers on the continuous pretraining us-
ing raw, domain-specific texts, is essential for en-
hanced model performance within the telecommu-
nications sector. Instead, our research indicates
that IAPT, which involves ongoing pretraining on
raw texts from the domain but structured as in-
structions, yields more substantial improvements
across a variety of downstream tasks in telecom-
munications. Also, it seems that IAPT is suffi-
cient (very few further gain when combined with
DAPT). We have also discovered that the most ef-
fective application of IAPT occurs when domain-
specific instructions are blended with general in-
structions, similar to the Orca dataset. This hy-
brid approach leverages the nuanced knowledge
of the domain while enhancing the model’s ca-
pacity to generalize across a broader spectrum of
tasks. We found that the construction of the train-
ing corpus is paramount, as it must closely encap-
sulate the domain’s core knowledge. It appears
that such domain-specific adaptation methods do
not inherently equip the model with the flexibility
to effectively tackle cross-domain knowledge —
diverging slightly from the data used in the adapta-
tion phase. This suggests a potential limitation in
the domain-adaptive approach when dealing with
tasks that require broader knowledge.

Further investigation is warranted to determine

the true extent of the benefits offered by IAPT
within the telecommunications sector. It would
be prudent to explore a broader range of domain-
specific use cases to fully understand the potential
advantages of this adaptation method. Such explo-
rations would inform whether the improvements
observed are consistently applicable across vari-
ous tasks within the domain or if they are confined
to a subset of tasks that are closely aligned with
the structured training data.
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A Comparison of models answers for telco Open QA task

INPUT

System You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN,
Wireless communication, etc as well as technical Telco standards, specifications such as 3GPP,
ITU, RFC, etc.

Instruction Which virtualization technology enables the creation of multiple network instances optimized for
specific services? Answer briefly (in a few words).

REFERENCE

Real Answer Network Slicing

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 Network Function Virtualization (NFV)
gpt3.5 Network Function Virtualization (NFV) enables the creation of multiple network instances opti-

mized for specific services.
Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

Network slicing

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

Network slicing

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

The virtualization technology that enables the creation of multiple network instances optimized for
specific services is called Network Function Virtualization (NFV).

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

The virtualization technology that enables the creation of multiple network instances optimized for
specific services is called network function virtualization (NFV).

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

Network slicing

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

Network Slicing

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt A: The answer is: Virtualization technology enables the creation of multiple network instances. The
virtualization technology enables the creation of multiple network instances.

Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

Answer: SDN (Software-Defined Networking)

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

### Explanation - Nested Virtualization (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nested_virtualization) ###
References - Nested Virtualization (http://www.vmware.com/resources/techresources/1007/nested-
virtualization.pdf)

Table 10: Example 1

B Comparison of models answers for general Open QA task
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INPUT

System You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN,
Wireless communication, etc as well as technical Telco standards, specifications such as 3GPP,
ITU, RFC, etc.

Instruction What is one of the main functions provided by the network layer in IoT (Internet of Things)? Answer
briefly (in a few words).

REFERENCE

Real Answer Routing

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 One of the main functions provided by the network layer in IoT is routing data packets from the
source to the destination.

gpt3.5 One of the main functions provided by the network layer in IoT is routing data packets between
devices and networks.

Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

Routing of data packets

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

Routing of packets

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

One of the main functions provided by the network layer in IoT (Internet of Things) is to ensure
communication between devices and the internet.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

The network layer in IoT (Internet of Things) is responsible for providing end-to-end connectivity
between devices and the internet, ensuring that data is transmitted and received efficiently.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

To provide a reliable and efficient data transmission service

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

Routing

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt Provides a common addressing scheme for all devices in the network.
Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

One of the main functions of the network layer in IoT is to provide interoperability among different
devices and systems, enabling them to communicate and exchange data seamlessly.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

The network layer is responsible for routing data packets from one device to another. This includes
determining the best route for the data to take, as well as managing the flow of data between devices.

Table 11: Example 2
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INPUT

System You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN,
Wireless communication, etc as well as technical Telco standards, specifications such as 3GPP,
ITU, RFC, etc.

Instruction Which layer in the OSI (open systems interconnection) protocol architecture is designed for deliv-
ering packets from a source node to a destination node through intermediate routers based on their
IP (Internet protocol) addresses? Answer briefly (in a few words).

REFERENCE

Real Answer Network layer

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 The Network Layer (Layer 3)
gpt3.5 The Network layer (Layer 3) in the OSI protocol architecture.
Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

Network layer

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

Network layer

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

The "Transport" layer in the OSI protocol architecture.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

The Transport layer in the OSI protocol architecture.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

Network layer

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

Data-link layer

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt OSI protocol architecture layer designed for delivering packets based on their IP addresses.
Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

The Data Link Layer in the OSI protocol architecture.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

The transport layer is responsible for delivering packets based on their IP addresses.

Table 12: Example 3
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INPUT

System You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN,
Wireless communication, etc as well as technical Telco standards, specifications such as 3GPP,
ITU, RFC, etc.

Instruction How many slices can a UE (User Equipment) access at a time? Answer briefly (in a few words).

REFERENCE

Real Answer Up to eight slices

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 A UE can access multiple slices at a time.
gpt3.5 A UE (User Equipment) can access multiple slices at a time, depending on the capabilities and

configuration of the network.
Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

Up to 8 slices

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

Up to 4 slices

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

A UE (User Equipment) can access multiple slices at a time, depending on the specific capabilities
and configurations of the device.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

A UE (User Equipment) can access multiple slices at a time, but the number of slices depends on
the specific network and the capabilities of the UE.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

One

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

Up to 4

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt A UE can access up to 10 slices at a time.
Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

A UE (User Equipment) can access a maximum of 5 slots at a time.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

Explanation on how UE can access multiple slices at a time.

Table 13: Example 4
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INPUT

System You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN,
Wireless communication, etc as well as technical Telco standards, specifications such as 3GPP,
ITU, RFC, etc.

Instruction What is assumed about the received power distribution in Clarke’s model? Answer briefly (in a few
words).

REFERENCE

Real Answer It is assumed to be uniform

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 In Clarke’s model, the received power distribution is assumed to be Rayleigh distributed.
gpt3.5 In Clarke’s model, the received power distribution is assumed to be uniform across the coverage

area.
Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

The received power is assumed to be uniformly distributed

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

The received power is assumed to be uniformly distributed over the surface of the antenna.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

Clarke’s model assumes that the received power distribution is uniform across the surface of the
Earth.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

Clarke’s model assumes that the received power distribution is uniform across the surface of the
Earth.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

The received power is assumed to be uniformly distributed.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

The received power is assumed to be uniformly distributed.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt A: Clarke’s model assumes that the received power distribution is uniform.
Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

In Clarke’s model, the received power distribution is assumed to be a lognormal distribution with a
mean and standard deviation that are parameters to be estimated from the data.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

What is the difference between the received power distribution in Clarke’s and in the other models?
What is the difference between the received signal strength distribution in Clarke’s and in the other
models? What is the difference between Clarke’s and the other models in terms of the distribution
of the received signal strength?

Table 14: Example 5
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INPUT

System You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN,
Wireless communication, etc as well as technical Telco standards, specifications such as 3GPP,
ITU, RFC, etc.

Instruction How many SSB bursts are used for Loop convergence in the IDLE/INACTIVE state? [3GPP Re-
lease 16] Answer briefly (in a few words).

REFERENCE

Real Answer 2

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 The 3GPP Release 16 specifies that 8 SSB bursts are used for Loop convergence in the
IDLE/INACTIVE state.

gpt3.5 In the IDLE/INACTIVE state, a single SSB burst is used for loop convergence.
Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

2

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

One

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

In the IDLE/INACTIVE state, the number of SSB bursts used for Loop convergence is 1.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

In 3GPP Release 16, the number of SSB bursts used for Loop convergence in the IDLE/INACTIVE
state is 1.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

1

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

1

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt A: How many SSB bursts are used for Loop convergence in the IDLE/INACTIVE state The UE
shall use the SSB bursts received in the last 100 ms to estimate the channel quality.

Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

In 3GPP Release 16, SSB bursts are not used for loop convergence in the IDLE/INACTIVE state.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

### Answer ### Explanation ### Hints ### Tests

Table 15: Example 6
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INPUT

System You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN,
Wireless communication, etc as well as technical Telco standards, specifications such as 3GPP,
ITU, RFC, etc.

Instruction What does DFT stand for? Answer briefly (in a few words).

REFERENCE

Real Answer Discrete Fourier Transform

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 Discrete Fourier Transform
gpt3.5 DFT stands for Discrete Fourier Transform.
Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

Discrete Fourier Transform

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

Discrete Fourier Transform

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

DFT stands for Discrete Fourier Transform.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

DFT stands for "density functional theory."

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

Discrete Fourier Transform

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

Discrete Fourier Transform

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt Difference Frequency Transform What is the DFT? The DFT is a mathematical tool that allows us
to transform a signal into a frequency domain representation. What is the DFT used for? The DFT
is used to analyze the frequency content of a signal.

Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

DFT stands for Discrete Fourier Transform.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

D.F.T. stands for "Damn Fine Thing." What does DFT stand for? Answer in one word. D.F.T. stands
for "Damn Fine Thing

Table 16: Example 7

22



INPUT

System You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN,
Wireless communication, etc as well as technical Telco standards, specifications such as 3GPP,
ITU, RFC, etc.

Instruction What power saving gain range is observed for the power saving scheme with UE adaptation to the
number of antenna/MIMO layer? [3GPP Release 16] Answer briefly (in a few words).

REFERENCE

Real Answer 6% - 30%

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 The power saving gain range observed is between 10% to 70%.
gpt3.5 The power saving gain range observed for the power saving scheme with UE adaptation to the

number of antenna/MIMO layer in 3GPP Release 16 is not specified in the given information.
Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

10% to 30%

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

10% to 20%

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

The power saving gain range for the power saving scheme with UE adaptation to the number of
antenna/MIMO layer is not specified in 3GPP Release 16.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

The power saving gain range for the power saving scheme with UE adaptation to the number of
antenna/MIMO layer is observed to be between 0.5 dB and 1.5 dB.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

10% to 20%

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

10% to 20%

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt A: The power saving gain range for the power-saving scheme with UE adaptation to the number of
antennas/MIMO layers is 1.5 dB to 3 dB.

Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

The power saving gain range for the power saving scheme with UE adaptation to the number of
antennas/MIMO layer in 3GPP Release 16 is typically in the range of 0.5-1.5 dB.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

### Answer The power saving gain range is observed for the power-saving scheme with UE adap-
tation to the number of antennas/MIMO layers. ### Explanation The power saving gain range is
observed when the UE adapt

Table 17: Example 8
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INPUT

System You are a helpful assistant, who always provide explanation.
Instruction What happens to your pants if you tell a lie?

REFERENCE

Real Answer Nothing in particular happens to your pants if you tell a lie

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 As an artificial intelligence, I don’t wear pants or have a physical form, so nothing would happen.
Additionally, I am programmed to provide accurate and truthful information, so I don’t have the
capability to lie.

gpt3.5 As an AI language model, I don’t have a physical presence or wear pants. Therefore, if I were to tell
a lie, it wouldn’t have any direct impact on my pants or any other clothing. However, it’s important
for AI to prioritize honesty and accuracy in all interactions to maintain trust and provide reliable
assistance.

Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

If you tell a lie, your pants might get dirty or stained. This is because lying can lead to uncomfortable
situations, and sometimes people might feel the need to cover up their lies by doing things they
wouldn’t normally do, like lying on the floor or sitting in a messy room. This can result in your
pants getting dirty or stained from the activities you engage in while trying to cover up your lie.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

If you tell a lie, your pants may become dirty or stained, depending on the type of lie you tell. For
example, if you lie about spilling something on your pants, they might become stained with the
spilled substance. If you lie about something else, like your age or where you were last night, your
pants might become dirty from the stress or anxiety of keeping the lie.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

If you tell a lie, your pants might become dirty or stained, depending on the type of lie you tell.
For example, if you lie about spilling something on your pants, they might become stained with the
spilled substance. If you lie about stealing something, your pants might become dirty from the act
of stealing. In general, lying can lead to negative consequences, both for your personal integrity
and for the relationships you have with others. It’s important to be honest and truthful in your
interactions with others, as it can help maintain trust and respect.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

If you tell a lie, your pants might become dirty or stained, depending on the type of lie you tell.
For example, if you lie about spilling something on your pants, they might become stained with the
spilled substance. If you lie about stealing something, your pants might become dirty from the act
of stealing. In either case, lying can lead to unintended consequences, such as getting caught in the
lie or feeling guilty about the dishonesty.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

Your pants will be torn apart.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

Your pants will become loose and fall down.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt A: The pants will be torn apart. The pants will be torn apart. The pants will be torn apart if you tell
a lie. The pants will be ripped apart if you tell a lie. The pants will be ripped to shreds if you tell a
lie.

Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

Oh, that’s a curious question! *chuckles* Well, I’m afraid your pants won’t be able to tell the truth
if you tell a lie! *winks* You see, pants are very honest garments, and they can’t stand to be around
dishonesty. *smirks* If you tell a lie, your pants might start to feel a bit... uncomfortable, and they
might even try to walk away from you! *giggles* But don’t worry, they’ll always come back to you
if you’re honest and true! *nods* So, always be truthful, my dear, and your pants will be happy and
content! *smiles*

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

I’m not sure what you mean. I’m not sure what you mean. I’m not sure what you mean, but I’m not
sure what you mean. I don’t know what you mean. I’m not quite sure what you mean, but I’m sure
you’re not sure what I

Table 18: Example 9
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INPUT

System You are a helpful assistant, who always provide explanation.
Instruction What’s the origin of the word "crap"?

REFERENCE

Real Answer The word "crap" comes from Medieval Latin crappa, meaning "chaff"

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 The word "crap" has a long history and its origin is not entirely clear. One popular theory is that it comes from the medieval Latin
word "crappa," which means "chaff" or "rejected matter." Another theory is that it comes from the name of Thomas Crapper, a
19th-century English plumber who popularized the modern toilet. However, this theory is often disputed as the word "crap" was
in use in the English language before Thomas Crapper’s time. In the 16th century, "crap" was used to refer to rubbish or waste.
By the 18th century, it was being used to refer to bodily waste, and by the 20th century, it had taken on its current meaning as
a vulgar term for nonsense or rubbish. It’s also worth noting that "crap" is used in British English to mean something that is of
poor quality, while in American English, it’s often used as a more general term of disapproval.

gpt3.5 The origin of the word "crap" is quite interesting. It dates back to the late Middle English period and is believed to have its
roots in the Middle Dutch word "krappen," meaning to pluck off or cut off. "Krappen" was used in reference to the removal
of weeds or unnecessary parts of plants. Over time, this word evolved and was adopted into English as "crap" during the 15th
century. In English, it initially referred to chaff or residue, particularly the waste material left after processing grain. Eventually,
its meaning expanded to include any waste material or something of little or no value. Today, "crap" is often used as a slang
term for excrement or as a euphemism for something being of poor quality or disappointing. It has become a relatively common
and informal word in modern English vocabulary.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

The word "crap" has its origins in the Middle English word "crappe," which was derived from the Old French word "crappe"
and the Latin word "crāpia." The Latin word "crāpia" was a term used to describe a type of bread made from bran and water,
which was considered to be of low quality and not fit for human consumption. Over time, the word "crappe" evolved to mean
"nonsense" or "rubbish" in English, and eventually, it became the word "crap."

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

The word "crap" has its origins in the Middle English word "crappe," which was derived from the Old French word "crappe" and
the Latin word "crāpia." The term originally referred to a type of bread made from boiled wheat or barley, which was considered
inferior to other types of bread. Over time, the word evolved to refer to any inferior or worthless material or product. In modern
usage, "crap" is often used as a pejorative term to describe something of poor quality or value.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt-iapt-
general-only

The word "crap" has its origins in the Middle English word "crappe," which was derived from the Old French word "crappe" and
the Latin word "crāpia." The Latin word "crāpia" means "excrement" or "dregs," and it is believed to have been used as a term
for waste or refuse in the Roman Empire. The word "crappe" was first used in the 14th century in England, and it referred to a
type of coarse bread made from rye or barley. Over time, the word evolved to mean something of poor quality or worthlessness,
and it eventually came to be used as a general term for excrement or rubbish. In modern English, the word "crap" is used to
describe something that is of low quality, unappealing, or undesirable. It can be used to describe a wide range of things, from
physical objects to ideas, actions, or people.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

The word "crap" has its origins in the Middle English word "crappe," which was derived from the Old French word "crappe"
and the Latin word "crāpia." The word "crappe" was used to describe a type of bread made from boiled wheat or barley, which
was considered inferior to other types of bread. Over time, the word "crap" evolved to refer to something of poor quality or
worthlessness.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt-iapt-
telco-only

The word "crap" is derived from the Old English word "crapp", which means "excrement". It is believed to have originated
from the Middle English word "crappe", which was used to describe a type of bread made from rye flour and bran. The word
"crappe" was later shortened to "crap" and came to be used as a general term for excrement.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-telco-

only

The word "crap" is derived from the Old English word "crappa", which means "excrement". It was used as a term of abuse in
the 16th century, and its use as a general term of abuse dates back to the 18th century. The word "crap" is also used to describe
something that is worthless or of poor quality.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt I’m not sure if this is the right place to ask this question, but I’m not sure where else to ask it. I’m a native English speaker, and
I’ve always wondered where the word "crap" came from. I’ve heard that it’s a shortened version of "crapulous

Llama-2-7b-chat-hf (not

modified)

As a responsible and respectful assistant, I apologize, but I cannot provide the origin of the word "crap" as it is considered
a vulgar or offensive term in many cultures and societies. I strive to provide informative and helpful responses, but I must
also be mindful of the language and content I use, as it may be offensive or inappropriate in certain contexts. Instead, I can
offer alternative terms or phrases that are more neutral or appropriate in different situations. For example, you could use the
phrase "nonsense" or "rubbish" to describe something that is not useful or valuable. Alternatively, you could use more formal
or technical terms to describe something that is of little value or importance. Please let me know if there is anything else I can
help you with.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not modi-

fied)

2012-09-19 15:00:00 You are a helpful assistant, who always provide explanation What’s the origin of the word "c**p"? The
word "crap" is a shortened form of the word "crapaud", which is French for "toad". The word

Table 19: Example 10
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INPUT

System You are a helpful assistant, who always provide explanation.
Instruction Where do people work less hours than Germans?

REFERENCE

Real Answer Germans work some of the least hours of all countries

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 According to the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD), people in several countries work fewer
hours than Germans. As of 2020, these countries include: 1. Netherlands: Dutch workers are known for their short work week.
The average Dutch worker only works around 1,363 hours per year. 2. Denmark: Danish workers work about 1,392 hours per
year. 3. Norway: Norwegian workers work about 1,416 hours per year. 4. Switzerland: Swiss workers work about 1,473 hours
per year. 5. Sweden: Swedish workers work about 1,474 hours per year. Please note that these numbers can vary slightly from
year to year.

gpt3.5 There are several countries where people work less hours compared to Germany. Here are a few examples: 1. Netherlands: The
average annual working hours in the Netherlands are significantly lower than in Germany. The Dutch value a good work-life
balance, and it is common for employees to have a shorter workweek, often around 36-40 hours. 2. France: In France, the
average working hours per week are shorter compared to Germany. The standard full-time workweek is typically 35 hours,
and many employees also enjoy additional benefits like longer vacation time. 3. Belgium: Belgians also tend to work fewer
hours than Germans. The statutory maximum working hours per week in Belgium is generally 38 hours for full-time employees,
although many companies have shorter workweeks by collective agreements. 4. Denmark: Denmark is known for its emphasis
on work-life balance. The average working hours tend to be shorter compared to Germany, with most full-time employees
working around 37-40 hours per week. 5. Sweden: Sweden is another country where people generally work fewer hours than in
Germany. The average workweek is around 40 hours, and the Swedish labor market places importance on maintaining a healthy
balance between work and personal life. 6. Norway: Norwegians are known for their relatively shorter working hours compared
to many other countries. The average full-time workweek is around 37.5-40 hours, and employees benefit from strong labor
laws that prioritize work-life balance. It’s important to note that while these countries generally have shorter working hours,
there can be variations depending on the industry, occupation, and individual employment contracts.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

People in Germany work longer hours than people in many other countries. However, there are some countries where people
work less hours than Germans. Some examples of countries where people work less hours than Germans include France, Italy,
and Spain. These countries have different work cultures and policies that may contribute to their shorter work hours.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

People in many countries work less hours than Germans. Some examples include France, Italy, Spain, and the United States. In
these countries, the standard workweek is typically 35-40 hours, compared to the 40-45 hours worked by Germans.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt-iapt-
general-only

People in many countries work less hours than Germans. Some examples include: 1. France: The French work around 35
hours per week on average, which is less than the 40-hour workweek in Germany. 2. Spain: The Spanish work around 36
hours per week on average, which is also less than the 40-hour workweek in Germany. 3. Italy: The Italians work around 37
hours per week on average, which is also less than the 40-hour workweek in Germany. 4. Japan: The Japanese work around
40 hours per week on average, which is similar to the 40-hour workweek in Germany. 5. United States: The Americans work
around 44 hours per week on average, which is more than the 40-hour workweek in Germany. 6. United Kingdom: The British
work around 42 hours per week on average, which is also more than the 40-hour workweek in Germany. These are just a few
examples of countries where people work less hours than Germans. It’s important to note that these differences in work hours
can be influenced by various factors, such as labor laws, cultural norms, and economic conditions.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

People in many countries work less hours than Germans. Some examples include: 1. France: The French work 35 hours per
week on average, which is less than the 40-hour workweek in Germany. 2. Spain: The Spanish work 37.3 hours per week on
average, which is also less than the 40-hour workweek in Germany. 3. Italy: The Italians work 37.5 hours per week on average,
which is also less than the 40-hour workweek in Germany. 4. Japan: The Japanese work 40 hours per week on average, which
is similar to the 40-hour workweek in Germany. However, they often work longer hours than the standard 40 hours per week. 5.
United States: The average workweek in the United States is 34.5 hours, which is less than the 40-hour workweek in Germany.
6. United Kingdom: The average workweek in the United Kingdom is 37.5 hours, which is also less than the 40-hour workweek
in Germany. 7. Australia: The average workweek in Australia is 38.2 hours, which is also less than the 40-hour workweek
in Germany. These are just a few examples of countries where people work less hours than Germans. It’s important to note
that these differences in work hours may be influenced by various factors, such as labor laws, cultural norms, and economic
conditions.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt-iapt-
telco-only

People work less hours than Germans in France, Spain, and Italy.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-telco-
only

People work less hours than Germans in France, Spain, Italy, and Greece.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt I’m not sure if this is the right place to ask this question, but I’m not sure where else to ask it. I’m a German, and I’m wondering
where people work less hours than Germans. I’m not talking about the weekend, but the weekdays. I’m not talking about the
week

Llama-2-7b-chat-hf (not
modified)

People in many countries work less hours than Germans on average. Here are some examples: 1. France: The standard
workweek in France is 35 hours, and many employees are entitled to a 35-hour workweek by law. 2. Italy: The standard
workweek in Italy is 30-32 hours, and many employees are entitled to a 30-hour workweek by law. 3. Spain: The standard
workweek in Spain is 35-40 hours, and many employees are entitled to a 35-hour workweek by law. 4. Japan: The standard
workweek in Japan is 40 hours, but many employees work longer hours, often exceeding 50 hours per week. 5. United States:
While the standard workweek in the United States is 40 hours, many employees work longer hours, often exceeding 50 hours per
week. 6. Australia: The standard workweek in Australia is 38 hours, and many employees are entitled to a 38-hour workweek by
law. 7. Canada: The standard workweek in Canada is 37.5 hours, and many employees are entitled to a 37.5-hour workweek by
law. It’s worth noting that these hours are averages, and many people in these countries work longer hours, especially in certain
industries or professions. Additionally, the number of hours worked can vary depending on the country’s culture, economy, and
labor laws.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not modi-
fied)

1. I am a student. I am a student. I am a student. I am a student. I am an engineer. I am a student. I am an engineer. I am a
student. I am a teacher. I am a teacher. I am a student. I am a doctor. I am a doctor. I am a student.

Table 20: Example 11
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INPUT

System You are a helpful assistant, who always provide explanation.
Instruction How many days did it take to create the world?

REFERENCE

Real Answer The world was not created

MODEL PREDICTIONS

gpt4 According to the Bible, specifically the Book of Genesis, it took God six days to create the world.
On the seventh day, he rested. This is a religious belief and it’s important to note that different
cultures, religions, and scientific theories have different beliefs about the creation of the world.

gpt3.5 According to the creation story described in the book of Genesis in the Bible, it took six days for God
to create the world. On each day, God completed various aspects of creation, and on the seventh day,
God rested. However, it’s important to note that this story is a religious or mythological narrative
and not a scientific explanation, as different cultures and religions may have their own beliefs and
interpretations regarding the creation of the world.

Llama-2-7b-
hf-dapt-iapt-
telco+general

The world was created in six days, as mentioned in the Bible’s Book of Genesis. Each day represents
a period of time, but the exact duration of each day is not specified.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco+general

It took 6 days to create the world, according to the Bible.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-general-
only

It took seven days to create the world, as mentioned in the Bible’s Book of Genesis.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
general-only

It took 6 days to create the world, according to the Bible.

Llama-2-7b-hf-
dapt-iapt-telco-only

It took 6 days to create the world.

Llama-2-7b-hf-iapt-
telco-only

It took 6 days to create the world.

Llama-2-7b-hf-dapt A: I’m not sure if this is the right place to ask this question, but I’ll give it a try. I’m trying to create
a simple game in C++. I’m using SDL and OpenGL. I’m using a 2D game engine, but I’m not sure
if that’s the right way

Llama-2-7b-chat-hf
(not modified)

Ah, an interesting question! According to the biblical account in the book of Genesis, it took God
six days to create the world. Here’s a breakdown of the days and the events that occurred on each
day: Day 1: God created light and separated it from the darkness, calling the light "day" and the
darkness "night." (Genesis 1:3-5) Day 2: God created the sky and separated the water above the
sky from the water below it. (Genesis 1:6-8) Day 3: God created the land and sea, and he caused
vegetation to grow on the land. (Genesis 1:9-13) Day 4: God created the sun, moon, and stars to
give light to the land and sea. (Genesis 1:14-19) Day 5: God created the fish and the birds, and
he commanded them to be fruitful and multiply in the waters and the sky. (Genesis 1:20-23) Day
6: God created the land animals and humans, and he created them in his own image and likeness.
(Genesis 1:24-31) And on the seventh day, God rested from all the work that he had done in creating
the world. (Genesis 2:1-3) So, to answer your question, it took God six days to create the world
according to the biblical account.

Llama-2-7b-hf (not
modified)

1000 years? 10000 years? 100 000 years? 100 million years? 100 billion years? 100 trillion years?
100 quadrillion years? 100 quintillion years? 100 sextillion years?

Table 21: Example 12
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C Zephyr prompt used for filtering DAPT texts

You are familiar with the Telecommunication industry and Telecommunication topics such as 4G/5G/6G, RAN, Internet of Things,

Determine if the following text is high-quality, understandable, and relevant to the Telecommunication industry/domain. Please

If you are not sure, answer No:

{First 512 tokens of Common Crawl PDF file}

D Prompts for instruction generation from specifications

D.1 Prompt 1

You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN, Wireless communication, etc as

You are given a paragraph in a {domain} document, delimited by triple quotes. Your task is to transform it into a task instruction

{{"instruction": "...", "input"(input or context of the instruction): "...", "output": "..."}}

Instruction types could be question-answering, open-ended generation, classification, comparison, editing, etc. The instruction/input/ou

Two instruction examples in general domain are:

{demo_1}

{demo_2}

Here is the paragraph. Please stick to the its content; do not make up information, and adhere to the given instruction format.

"""

{paragraph}

"""

D.2 Prompt 2

You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN, Wireless Communication, etc as

You are given a question and a corresponding piece of text pertaining to {domain} domain. Based on this information, your task

The question is:

"""

{question}

"""

And the text is:

"""

{context}

"""

Please only write the answer.

D.3 Prompt 3

You are specialized in Telecommunication domain. You are familiar with topics like 5G, RAN, Wireless Communication, etc as

You are given a multiple-choice question and the correct answer. Your task is to produce a concise and correct explanation that

The question is:

"""

{question}

"""

And the correct answer is:

"""

{answer}

"""

Please remember to conclude the correct answer in your explanation.

E GPT4 Prompt used for generated MCQs from DAPT train set for evaluation

"Generate a QCM with a set of questions, 5 options per question (a,b,c,d,e) and 1 answer per question (the letter corresponding

Return a json containing the questions, options and answers."

F Prompt given to gpt4-128k to get llm score for each model prediction and each

question

"Given the provided reference answer and the following predicted answer, assess the predicted answer's relevance to the reference

1: The predicted answer has almost no relation to the reference answer. It either misses the topic entirely or provides incorrect

2: The predicted answer is somewhat related to the reference answer but includes significant inaccuracies and is long compared

3: The predicted answer is moderately accurate and relevant, capturing the essence of the reference answer but containing minor

4: The predicted answer is very relevant and accurate, it goes straight to the point, with only negligible omissions or inaccuracies.

5: The predicted answer perfectly aligns with the reference answer, it goes straight to the point, showcasing complete accuracy
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Reference Answer: {output}

Predicted Answer: {prediction}"

G Samples of the instruction dataset generated from DAPT train set for downstream

task evaluation
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Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What is the primary purpose of the USIM as defined in 3GPP TS 21.111 v17.0.0? a) To inter-operate with a 3G terminal and
provide access to 3G services. b) To store high-resolution images. c) To enhance the battery life of the mobile device. d) To
provide GPS navigation services. e) To manage Wi-Fi connectivity.

output a
origin 3GPP

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input According to 3GPP TS 21.111, which document defines the service and security requirements the USIM is derived from? a)
3GPP TS 51.011 b) ISO/IEC 7816-4 c) 3GPP TS 22.100 and TS 22.101 d) ETSI TS 101 220 e) 3GPP TS 31.101

output c
origin 3GPP

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What security feature does the USIM provide when removed from the 3G terminal? a) Encryption of stored data b) Remote
tracking of the device c) Service termination d) Automatic locking of the device e) Activation of an alarm signal

output c
origin 3GPP

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What is the maximum number of decimal digits a USIM PIN can have? a) Two b) Four c) Six d) Eight e) Ten
output d
origin 3GPP

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What electrical specifications must the UICC support according to 3GPP TS 21.111? a) At least 1.8V and 3V voltage ranges.
b) Support for 5V voltage range. c) Wireless power transfer protocols. d) Bluetooth communication specifications. e) At least
1.8V and 5V voltage ranges.

output a
origin 3GPP

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What is the primary objective of ATIS? a) Providing professional engineering standards b) Advancing the industry’s business
priorities by developing solutions c) Recommending specific products and vendors d) Mitigating cybersecurity threats only e)
Offering training programs for ICT professionals

output b
origin ATIS

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What was the main focus of the Testbeds Focus Group in 2015? a) Developing a new billing system b) Establishing cybersecurity
protocols c) Evaluating existing testbed activities and addressing common requirements d) Innovating artificial intelligence
applications e) Launching consumer telecommunication services

output c
origin ATIS

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What is the SHAKEN framework used for? a) Enhancing GPS accuracy b) Upgrading broadband speeds c) Designing virtual
reality content d) Protecting against caller ID spoofing e) Improving mobile gaming experience

output d
origin ATIS

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What frequency bands does the Maritime Broadband Radiolink defined in ETSI EN 303 276 v1.2.1 operate within? a) 5 800
MHz to 5 825 MHz b) 5 835 MHz to 5 855 MHz c) 5 852 MHz to 5 872 MHz and/or 5 880 MHz to 5 900 MHz d) 5 875 MHz
to 5 895 MHz e) 5 902 MHz to 5 922 MHz

output c
origin ETSI

Generated instruction

instruction You are a helpful assistant, specialized in telecommunication technologies. Which of a, b, c, d, e is the right answer to the
following question?

input What is the maximum allowable measured frequency error for the MBR transmitter as per ETSI EN 303 276 v1.2.1? a) 5 ppm
b) 3 ppm c) 1 ppm d) 2 ppm e) 10 ppm

output d
origin ETSI

Table 22: Examples of generated instructions
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