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Abstract. Low-rank adaptation (LoRA) reduces the computational and memory
demands of fine-tuning large language models (LLMs) by approximating updates
with low-rank matrices. However, low-rank approximation in two-dimensional
space fails to capture high-dimensional structures within the target matrix. Re-
cently, tensor decomposition methods have been explored for fine-tuning LLMs,
leveraging their ability to extract structured information. Yet, these approaches
primarily rely on random initialization, and the impact of initialization on tensor
adaptation remains underexplored. In this paper, we reveal that random initializa-
tion significantly diverges from the validation loss achieved by full fine-tuning.
To address this, we propose Weight-Decomposed Tensor Adaptation (DoTA),
which leverages the Matrix Product Operator (MPO) decomposition of pre-trained
weights for effective initialization in fine-tuning LLMs. Additionally, we introduce
QDoTA, a quantized version of DoTA designed for 4-bit quantization. Experiments
on commonsense and arithmetic reasoning tasks show that DoTA outperforms
random initialization methods with fewer parameters. QDoTA further reduces
memory consumption and achieves comparable performance to DoTA on com-
monsense reasoning tasks. We will release our code to support future research.

Keywords: Large Language Models · Parameter Efficient Fine-Tuning · Tensor
Decomposition · Matrix Product Operator · Initialization.

1 Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) have demonstrated strong performance in NLP tasks
[2,7,22], but their high computational and memory costs during fine-tuning hinder
real-world applications [15]. Parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) methods, such as
Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA), address these challenges by approximating the updated
matrix with two low-rank matrices. However, LoRA and its variants focus on low-
rank approximation in two-dimensional space [12,18,19], ignoring the potential high-
dimensional structures within the target matrix.
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Fig. 1: Comparison of the number of train-
able parameters and performance across
different methods on commonsense reason-
ing tasks using the LLaMA3-8B model.
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Fig. 2: Impact of different initialization
methods on evaluation loss. “DoTA-
Random” indicates we randomly initial-
ized tensors with the same shape as DoTA.

As a generalization of matrix factorization, tensor decomposition methods have
emerged as powerful techniques for approximating high-dimensional space and have
been widely applied in tasks like image compression [5,10], neural network compression
[21], and recommendation systems [28]. Recently, efforts have been made to apply
tensor decomposition to fine-tuning LLMs [27,23]. However, these methods largely
adopt LoRA’s approach of random initialization for tensor adaptation [27].

LoRA assumes that fine-tuning operates within a low-dimensional manifold and
initializes low-rank adaptations with random noise or zeros [13,17]. Yet, random initial-
ization creates a new low-dimensional space that neither inherits the knowledge of the
base model nor aligns with the pre-trained manifold [19]. Given the potential of tensor
decomposition for capturing high-dimensional structures and the limitations of random
initialization, a critical question arises: how can we design effective initialization
strategies to enable high-dimensional structure updates during fine-tuning?

In this paper, we propose Weight-Decomposed Tensor Adaptation (DoTA) for fine-
tuning LLMs. DoTA uses Matrix Product Operator (MPO) from the quantum community
to initialize trainable tensor adaptations by decomposing pre-trained weights, effectively
capturing high-dimensional structures for fine-tuning. The number and rank of these ten-
sors determine the trainable parameters, enabling adjustable efficiency. Our contributions
are summarized as follows:

• We propose DoTA, a PEFT method that leverages MPO decomposition to cap-
ture high-dimensional structures in target updates. Compared to random initialization,
DoTA achieves validation loss curves closely aligned with full fine-tuning (Figure 2),
demonstrating its effectiveness.

• We evaluate DoTA on commonsense and arithmetic reasoning tasks using LLaMA2-
7B and LLaMA3-8B models. DoTA, with significantly fewer parameters, outperforms
tensor adaptation methods with random initialization (Figure 1) and even surpasses full
fine-tuning on some tasks.
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• We introduce QDoTA, an extension of DoTA for 4-bit quantization, which signifi-
cantly reduces memory usage during fine-tuning while maintaining similar performance
to DoTA on commonsense reasoning tasks.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we briefly introduce the preliminaries of tensor algebra.

2.1 Tensor and Tensor Operations

Order-N Tensor. A tensor is a generalization of vectors and matrices to higher dimen-
sions [5]. An order-N tensor is an N-dimensional array represented as T ∈ RI1×I2×...×IN ,
where In is the size of the n-th mode. Vectors and matrices are special cases of tensors.
An order-N tensor requires N indices to access an element, denoted as Ti1,...,iN .

Tensorization and Matricization. A vector x ∈ R(
∏N

i=1 Ii), which is a one-
dimensional array with

∏N
i=1 Ii elements, can be reshaped into a tensor X ∈ RI1×I2×...×IN

by tensorization. The mode-n matricization of a tensor X is obtained by reshaping it
along the n-th mode, denoted as matrix X ∈ RIn×(I1I2...In−1In+1...IN ).

Tensor Contraction. Tensor contraction generalizes matrix multiplication to higher
dimensions by summing over index pairs, reducing the mode of the tensor. Denote
the contraction operation as ⊗, given tensors X ′ ∈ RI1×...×IN×S1×···×SK and X ′′ ∈
RS1×···×SK×J1×...×JM , contraction along indices S1, . . . , SK results in a new ten-
sor X := X ′ ⊗ X ′′, where X ∈ RI1×...×IN×J1×...×JM and Xi1,...,iN ,j1,...,jM =∑

s1,...,sK
T ′
i1,...,iN ,s1,...,sK

T ′′
s1,...,sK ,j1,...,jM

.

2.2 Matrix Product Operator

MPO is introduced in quantum physics, which is used to represent a large matrix by
a sequence product of small tensors [20,9]. The small tensors are referred to as core
tensors and their tensor contraction approximates the original tensor. By utilizing the
contraction operation ⊗ as denoted above, the MPO decomposition of matrix W can be
represented as

MPO(W) = T (1) ⊗ T (2) ⊗ · · · ⊗ T (N),

where the core tensor T (k) ∈ RRk−1×Ik×Jk×Rk , for k ∈ [N ], in which
∏N

k=1 Ik = I

and
∏N

k=1 Jk = J. The rank Rk of the core tensor is determined by

Rk = min
(∏k

n=1 In × Jn,
∏N

n=k+1 In × Jn

)
, (1)

and the rank R0 = RN = 1.
The standard MPO decomposition process is shown in Algorithm 1[9,20]. The core

tensors of matrix W are computed by iteratively reshaping the matrix and applying
Singular Value Decomposition (SVD). At the k-th iteration, the matrix Wk−1 from the
previous step is reshaped into a matrix of size [Rk−1 × Ik × Jk,−1]. SVD is applied to
this matrix, resulting in the decomposition:
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UΣVT = SVD(W),

where U contains the left singular vectors, Σ is the diagonal matrix of singular
values, and VT contains the right singular vectors. This process repeats for subsequent
iterations, passing ΣVT to the next step for further decomposition. After N−1 iterations,
the remaining matrix W is assigned as the final core tensor. The output is a sequence of
core tensors {T (k)}Nk=1, which can be contracted to approximate the original matrix.

3 The Proposed Method

Algorithm 1 MPO decomposition of a ma-
trix
Require: matrix W0 ∈ RI×J , number of core

tensors N
Ensure: MPO tensor set {T (k)}Nk=1

1: for k = 1 to N − 1 do
2: Wk−1

reshape→ W[Rk−1 × Ik × Jk,−1]
3: U,Σ,VT ← SVD(W)

4: T (k)[Rk−1, Ik, Jk, Rk]
reshape← U[Rk−1×

Ik × Jk, Rk]
5: Wk ← ΣVT

6: end for
7: T (N) ←W
8: return {T (k)}Nk=1

In this Section, we present the proposed
method, DoTA, which initializes the ten-
sor adaptation by leveraging the tensor
decomposition of the weight matrix of
the LLMs. We first introduce the tensor
train decomposition, which is a general-
ization of the matrix decomposition, and
then present the tensor adaptation method
for finetuning the LLMs.

3.1 MPO-based High-Dimensional
Structure Approximation

With the standard MPO decomposi-
tion and ranks {Rk}N−1

k=1 determined by
Eq.(1), the original matrix W0 can be exactly reconstructed by contracting the core
tensors {T (k)}Nk=1. To capture the high-dimensional structure and reduce the number of
trainable parameters, DoTA truncates the ranks of the core tensors to {R̄k}N−1

k=1 using
a threshold R. Compared to low-rank adaptation methods, DoTA is more flexible and
better at capturing intricate weight matrix structures.

The number of trainable parameters in DoTA depends on the number of core tensors
N and the ranks {R̄k}N−1

k=1 . Given the tensor shapes {Ik}Nk=1, {Jk}Nk=1, and ranks
{R̄k}Nk=0, where R̄0 = R̄N = 1. , the number of trainable parameters ρ is:

ρ =
∑N

k=1 R̄k−1IkJkR̄k.

Moreover, when the ranks of the core tensors satisfy R̄k = R, ρ is computed as
R(I1J1+INJN )+R2

∑N−1
k=2 IkJk. Take the pre-trained matrix with shape 1024×1024

as an example, the number of trainable parameters of DoTA with N = 5, R = 8, Ik = 4
and Jk = 4 is approximately 3.3K, which is significantly smaller than the number
of trainable parameters of the full fine-tuning method. Similar to LoRA, DoTA can
be applied to all linear layers of LLMs, except for embedding and head layers in
transformers.
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Fig. 3: The architecture of the proposed method. DoTA decomposes the pre-trained
weight matrix W0 into trainable tensors {T (k)}Nk=1 using MPO decomposition. The
sequence product of {T (k)}Nk=1 reconstruct matrix W̃. A residual matrix Wres is formed
by subtracting the reconstructed matrix W̃ from the original W0.

3.2 Weight-Decomposed Tensor Adaptation

LoRA adapts pre-trained LLMs to new tasks using low-rank matrices [13]. Given a
pre-trained weight matrix W0 ∈ RI×J , the adapted weight matrix W′ is computed as:

W′ = W0 +AB,

where A ∈ RI×R is randomly initialized and B ∈ RR×J is initialized to zero. The rank
R controls the number of trainable parameters and approximation quality.

DoTA, as illustrated in Figure 3, adapts pre-trained matrices using a sequence of small
tensors {T (k)}Nk=1 instead of random initialization. It leverages tensor decomposition of
W0 for adaptation. Specifically, the tensor adaptation is given by:

W′ = Wres + MPO(W0),

where Wres = W0−MPO(W0) is the residual matrix, and MPO(W0) = T (1)⊗· · ·⊗
T (N) is the MPO decomposition of W0. During training, the core tensors {T (k)}Nk=1

are fine-tuned, while Wres is frozen.
DoTA uses a rank threshold R to control the number of trainable parameters by

truncating the ranks of the core tensors [9]. To compensate for the information loss due
to truncation, it introduces the residual matrix Wres, which is the difference between the
original matrix and the reconstructed matrix from the decomposed tensors. This concept
is similar to PiSSA [19], which also uses a residual matrix to address approximation
errors in truncated SVD.

3.3 QDoTA: DoTA with Quantization

QDoTA further reduces memory consumption by quantizing the residual matrices of
DoTA using a 4-bit NormalFloat (NF4) data type [6] and performing computations with
the BFloat16 data type. Given a pre-trained matrix W0 ∈ RI×J , the MPO decomposition
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Table 1: This table presents a performance comparison of different models using various
methods across 8 commonsense reasoning tasks. The term #Params (%) refers to the
percentage of trainable parameters. For Llama2-7B, the results for Full Fine-Tuning
(Full-FT) are sourced from [3]. The results for LoRA, DoRA, and DoRA† for Llama2-7B
and Llama3-8B are taken from [18]. All other results are the mean values across three
random seeds. Among all PEFT methods, the best results are highlighted in bold, while
the second-best results are underlined.

Model Peft Method # Params (%) BoolQ PIQA SIQA HellaS. WinoG. ARC-e ARC-c OBQA Avg.

LLaMA2-7B

Full-FT 100% 72.9 83.0 79.8 92.4 83.0 86.6 72.0 80.1 81.2
LoRA 0.83% 69.8 79.9 79.5 83.6 82.6 79.8 64.7 81.0 77.6
DoRA 0.84% 71.8 83.7 76.0 89.1 82.6 83.7 68.2 82.4 79.7
DoRA† 0.43% 72.0 83.1 79.9 89.1 83.0 84.5 71.0 81.2 80.5
PiSSA 0.41% 69.1 83.9 79.6 91.4 81.9 85.4 68.7 80.4 80.1
FLoRA 0.83% 65.9 79.6 76.2 81.2 77.3 81.7 64.4 75.5 75.2

LoRETTA 0.23% 66.6 81.1 77.4 91.4 79.0 84.3 67.2 74.3 77.7
DoTA (Ours) 0.15% 70.4 84.2 81.3 91.7 84.6 85.9 71.7 82.7 81.6

LLaMA3-8B

Full-FT 100% 76.0 90.8 81.6 96.8 89.9 93.3 83.3 89.2 87.6
LoRA 0.70% 70.8 85.2 79.9 91.7 84.3 84.2 71.2 79.0 80.8
DoRA 0.71% 74.6 89.3 79.9 95.5 85.6 90.5 80.4 85.8 85.2
DoRA† 0.35% 74.5 88.8 80.3 95.5 84.7 90.1 79.1 87.2 85.0
PiSSA 0.35% 73.8 89.1 81.9 95.8 88.4 92.6 82.4 87.9 86.5
FLoRA 0.35% 72.5 86.4 78.9 93.5 83.7 90.0 78.0 83.2 83.3

LoRETTA 0.17% 72.7 89.1 81.7 95.7 87.6 92.6 82.1 85.5 85.9
DoTA (Ours) 0.06% 74.0 89.8 82.8 96.3 88.9 92.9 83.2 89.0 87.1

and residual matrix are computed as in DoTA. The residual matrix is quantized to
NF4, and the decomposed core tensors use BFloat16. The forward pass of QDoTA is
formulated as:

Y = XDequant
(
WNF4

res

)
+XMPO(W0),

where Wres = W0 − MPO(W0) and WNF4
res is the quantized residual. The activation

X, MPO(W0), and Dequant
(
WNF4

res

)
use BFloat16 during training stage.

4 Experiments

We conducted experiments on commonsense and mathematical reasoning tasks using two
models: LLaMA2-7B [24], and LLaMA3-8B [8]. (see Appendix A for a detailed descrip-
tion of the datasets). Specifically, we first compared DoTA with other parameter-efficient
fine-tuning methods including PiSSA [19], LoRA [13], DoRA [18], FLoRA[23] and
LoRETTA[27] as well as full-parameter fine-tuning on commonsense and mathematical
reasoning tasks. We then evaluated these methods under quantization settings to demon-
strate DoTA’s effectiveness in reducing quantization errors. Additionally, ablation studies
were conducted to validate the necessity of DoTA’s initialization approach compared
to random initialization. Finally, we examined the impact of different ranks of the core
tensor on DoTA, highlighting the trade-off between parameter count and performance.
Unless otherwise specified, all the results we report are the mean values obtained from
three different random seeds.
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For our method, DoTA, we conducted an extensive hyperparameter search over N ∈
{3, 5, 7, 9} and R ∈ {16, 32, 64, 128}, ultimately selecting N = 5 and R = 16 unless
specified otherwise, as they consistently delivered the best performance. Tensor shapes
{Ik}Nk=1, {Jk}Nk=1 and the remaining hyperparameter settings used in the experiments
are detailed in Appendix B.

4.1 Commonsense Reasoning

The model was fine-tuned on the Commonsense-170K dataset [14] and subsequently
evaluated on the individual test sets for each sub-task.

DoTA outperforms other baseline methods across two models. As shown in
Table 1, our method outperforms other baseline methods while using fewer trainable
parameters, except for the full fine-tuning method on LLaMA3-8B. On LLaMA2-7B,
our method outperforms the alternatives by a margin of 1.1% to 6.4%. Furthermore,
on LLaMA3-8B, our method leads other parameter-efficient fine-tuning methods by an
average accuracy margin of 0.6% to 6.3%, while using fewer parameters.

These results demonstrate that our method effectively captures the most crucial
aspects of the original weight matrix, achieving superior results with minimal modifica-
tions. Although our method falls just 0.5% short of full fine-tuning on LLaMA3-8B, it
utilizes only 0.06% of the parameters, underscoring its significant practical advantages.

4.2 Mathematical Reasoning
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Fig. 4: Performance of different methods
on mathematical reasoning tasks using
the LLaMA2-7B model

We fine-tuned LLaMA2-7B on the MetaMathQA-
395K [29] dataset to enhance its mathematical
capabilities and evaluated its performance on
the MATH [29] and GSM8K [4] datasets. We
also tested FLoRA and LoRETTA on these
two datasets, but since their performance was
inferior to PiSSA, their results are not shown
in the figures. All results are reported as the
average across three random seeds.

DoTA shows more significant improve-
ment on GSM8K. As shown in Figure 4, our
method performs slightly better than the oth-
ers on the MATH dataset, though the improve-
ment is modest. We attribute this to the model’s limited capabilities acquired during the
pre-training phase, which may not be sufficient for this task. However, on the GSM8K
dataset, our method achieves a significant improvement over others, further demon-
strating its ability to leverage structural information within the weight matrix for more
effective fine-tuning.

4.3 Quantitative Analysis

In this section, we compare DoTA with PiSSA and LoRA under quantization settings,
referred to as QDoTA, QPiSSA [19], and QLoRA [6], using the LLaMA3-8B model for
commonsense reasoning tasks.
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Fig. 5: Comparison of the quantized versions of various methods on eight commonsense
reasoning tasks using the LLaMA3-8B model. QPiSSA and QLoRA use 0.7% of the
parameters required for full fine-tuning, while DoTA uses 0.2%.

QDoTA reduces quantization error to improve performance. Figure 5 shows
that our method consistently outperforms QLoRA and QPiSSA across all subtasks of
commonsense reasoning. It is important to note that full fine-tuning was not subjected to
any quantization, meaning it did not experience quantization errors. Nevertheless, our
method, even under quantized settings, remains close to or on par with full fine-tuning.
This demonstrates that our method is more effective than other PEFT approaches in
mitigating quantization errors.

4.4 Ablation Study

In this section, we compare tensors randomly initialized with those decomposed from
the original matrix to demonstrate our method’s efficiency. For random initialization, we
apply Gaussian initialization to all tensors from each matrix decomposition, except for
the last tensor, which is initialized to zero. We collect results from three random seeds
and plot the mean and standard deviation of the evaluation loss for Llama3-8B on the
Commensence Reasoning task, comparing different initialization methods.

DoTA’s initialization method is crucial. Figure 2 shows that the randomly initial-
ized tensor tends to converge to a suboptimal point during training, where the validation
loss stagnates. In contrast, the curve for DoTA closely mirrors that of full fine-tuning,
exhibiting a downward trend with fluctuations and ultimately converging to a more opti-
mal point, very close to the performance of full fine-tuning. We attribute this to DoTA’s
use of decomposed tensors, which preserve more of the original matrix’s information,
allowing for more effective fine-tuning.

4.5 Analyzing the Impact of Rank

Lastly, we analyzed the impact of varying hyperparameter ranks on DoTA’s performance.
We investigated the impact of different ranks [8, 16, 32] on performance using LLaMA2-
7B and LLaMA3-8B across the previously defined tasks.

Lower rank may reduce performance. Lower ranks generally lead to worse test
results, especially in mathematical reasoning tasks (Figures 6a and 6b), and rank 8
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Fig. 6: Accuracy across different ranks for various tasks.

underperforms in commonsense reasoning tasks on LLaMA2-7B (Figure 6c). This is
due to the method’s sensitivity to task and model structure, where a lower rank may fail
to capture sufficient information, causing instability.

Higher rank does not always improve performance. The difference between rank
16 and rank 32 is minimal, particularly for commonsense reasoning on LLaMA3-8B
(Figure 6c), where performance is nearly identical. These findings suggest that while
low ranks can hinder training, higher ranks do not always yield substantial gains. Thus,
rank selection for DoTA requires balancing performance and memory usage.

5 Related Work

Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning To adapt LLMs to downstream tasks with limited
resources, PEFT methods like LoRA have been proposed to reduce learnable parameters
[7,15]. LoRA approximates weight changes with low-rank matrices [13], and follow-up
works enhance efficiency and effectiveness [16]. LoRA+ [11] uses different learning
rates for low-rank matrices to improve convergence. AdaLoRA [30] adapts the rank
of these matrices during fine-tuning, while rsLoRA [16] modifies scaling factors for
stability. Additionally, structure matrices are introduced to boost computational efficiency
and model representation [21].

Low-Rank Adaptation Initilization Recent literature shows that initializing low-
rank matrices with pre-trained weight decomposition can improve fine-tuning efficiency
[18,19,26]. DoRA [18] decomposes pre-trained weights into magnitude and direction,
enhancing learning capacity and stability. PiSSA [19] uses singular vectors of the pre-
trained weight for faster convergence and better performance. LoRA-GA [26] aligns
the gradients of low-rank matrix products with those of full fine-tuning at the first
step. MiLoRA [25] updates minor singular components while preserving principal ones,
maintaining pre-trained knowledge for superior performance.

Tensor Adaptation for Fine-tuning Tensor decomposition methods represent high-
dimensional data as combinations of small tensors, useful for compressing datasets and
models [5,9,28]. Several works apply tensor decomposition for fine-tuning language
models [23,27,3,1]. LoRETTA [27] uses tensor-train decomposition to improve multi-
task learning and anti-overfitting. FLoRA [23] applies Tucker decomposition for low-
rank tensor adaptations, enhancing fine-tuning efficiency. QuanTA [3] introduces a
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quantum-inspired method for efficient high-rank representations, outperforming low-
rank approaches.

6 Conclusion

This paper introduces DoTA, a weight-decomposed tensor adaptation method for fine-
tuning LLMs, which retains pre-trained knowledge through tensor decomposition. DoTA
is simple, effective, and easily integrable, outperforming existing methods with fewer
trainable parameters in commonsense and mathematical reasoning tasks. We also present
QDoTA, a 4-bit quantized version that reduces memory costs while outperforming other
4-bit quantized methods in commonsense reasoning. Ablation studies emphasize the
importance of DoTA’s initialization method for its performance. DoTA offers an efficient
solution for adapting LLMs to new tasks with limited computational resources.

A Datasets introduction

Commonsense reasoning tasks encompass eight subtasks: BoolQ, PIQA, SIQA, Hel-
laSwag, Winogrande, ARC-e and ARC-c, and OBQA. Following the methodology of
[14] and [18], they constructed the Commonsense-170K which is a fine-tuning dataset
by combining the training sets from these subtasks.

The MetaMathQA-395K dataset[29] consists of 395,000 mathematically diverse
questions. The GSM8K dataset [4] comprises elementary-level math problems, while the
MATH dataset [29] includes more complex high school competition and exam questions.

B Experiment details

Following DoRA [18] and PiSSA [19], we limited the commonsense reasoning dataset
to 100,000 samples, while using all available samples for mathematical reasoning. Each
dataset was split into a training set and a 1,200-sample validation set. All experiments
used a training epoch of 1, with method-specific learning rates to optimize performance.
The model achieving the lowest validation loss was saved for downstream evaluation. To
ensure consistency, all models were initialized with their original pre-trained precision
and utilized bf16 for computation.

Hidden dimension Tensor shape

50400 [5, 10, 14, 12, 6]
14336 [4, 8, 8, 8, 7]
11008 [4, 4, 43, 4, 4]
768 [4, 4, 4, 4, 3]
3072 [4, 4, 8, 6, 4]
1024 [4, 4, 4, 4, 4]
4096 [4, 4, 8, 8, 4]
2304 [4, 4, 8, 6, 3]

Table 2: Tensor shape for hidden dimension

For LoRA and LoRETTA, we set
r = 32 (with α = r) and use a learn-
ing rate of 1× 10−4. For PiSSA, r = 16
(with α = r) and the same learning rate
of 1 × 10−4 are applied to both models.
FLoRA employs r = 32 for LLaMA2-7B
and r = 16 for LLaMA3-8B. For FLoRA
and LoRETTA, we adopt the other default
parameters specified in their respective
papers [27,23]. Full-FT adjusts all param-
eters with a learning rate of 1e-5.
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All experiments were conducted under consistent settings: AdamW was used as the
optimizer, with a cosine learning rate scheduler, a batch size of 16, a warmup ratio of
0.03, no dropout, and bf16 precision. The components Q, K, V , U , and D correspond to
q_proj, k_proj, v_proj, up_proj, and down_proj, respectively. These layers served
as adapters for LLaMA2-7B and LLaMA3-8B across all methods unless explicitly stated
otherwise. Tensor shapes {Ik}Nk=1 and {Jk}Nk=1 are detailed in Table 2. All experiments
were performed on an NVIDIA A100-80GB GPU.

Experiment settings for Commonsense Reasoning For LoRA and LoRETTA, we
set r = 32 (with α = r) and use a learning rate of 1× 10−4. For PiSSA, r = 16 (with
α = r) and the same learning rate of 1 × 10−4 are applied to both models. FLoRA
employs r = 32 for LLaMA2-7B and r = 16 for LLaMA3-8B. For FLoRA and
LoRETTA, we adopt the other default parameters specified in their respective papers
[27,23]. Full-FT adjusts all parameters with a learning rate of 1e-5.

Experiment settings for Mathematical Reasoning LoRA and PiSSA share a rank
r = 32 (with α = r), while DoTA uses a tensor-number N of 5 and tensor-rank R of 32.
Learning rates are 3× 10−4 for LoRA and DoTA, 1× 10−4 for PiSSA, and 1× 10−5

for full fine-tuning.
Experiment settings for Quantization All methods use NF4 quantification, with a

tensor-rank R = 32. For QDoTA, the learning rate is 1× 10−4 for commonsense tasks.
For QLoRA, the learning rate is 1× 10−5. For QPiSSA, the learning rate is 1× 10−4.
LLaMA3-8B was used for commonsense tasks.
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