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TriAdaptLoRA: Brain-Inspired Triangular Adaptive
Low-Rank Adaptation for Parameter-Efficient

Fine-Tuning
Yao Liang, Yuwei Wang, Yi Zeng

Abstract—The fine-tuning of Large Language Models (LLMs)
is pivotal for achieving optimal performance across diverse down-
stream tasks. However, while full fine-tuning delivers superior
results, it entails significant computational and resource costs.
Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning (PEFT) methods, such as LoRA,
address these challenges by reducing the number of trainable pa-
rameters, but they often struggle with rank adjustment efficiency
and task-specific adaptability. We propose Triangular Adaptive
Low-Rank Adaptation (TriAdaptLoRA), a novel PEFT frame-
work inspired by neuroscience principles, which dynamically
optimizes the allocation of trainable parameters. TriAdaptLoRA
introduces three key innovations: 1) a triangular split of trans-
formation matrices into lower and upper triangular components
to maximize parameter utilization, 2) a parameter importance
metric based on normalized Frobenius norms for efficient adap-
tation, and 3) an adaptive rank-growth strategy governed by
dynamic thresholds, allowing flexible parameter allocation across
training steps. Experiments conducted on a variety of natural
language understanding and generation tasks demonstrate that
TriAdaptLoRA consistently outperforms existing PEFT methods.
It achieves superior performance, enhanced stability, and reduced
computational overhead, particularly under linear threshold-
driven rank growth. These results highlight its efficacy as a
scalable and resource-efficient solution for fine-tuning LLMs.

Index Terms—Parameter-Efficient Fine-Tuning, Large Lan-
guage Models, Adaptive Rank Growth, Dynamic Thresholds.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, large language models (LLMs) have
emerged as foundational tools across a wide spectrum of
downstream tasks, delivering exceptional performance and
driving both academic and industrial innovation [1]–[3]. Flag-
ship models such as GPT-4 [4] dominate closed-source devel-
opment, while Llama3 [5] leads progress in the open-source
ecosystem. However, training these models from scratch re-
quires vast computational resources. For example, training
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Llama2 [6] demands approximately 3.3 million GPU hours
on an NVIDIA A100-80GB graphics card, resulting in an
estimated 539 tons of carbon emissions. Such resource-
intensive processes underscore the need for more sustainable
solutions, especially given the performance gains associated
with scaling up LLMs as observed in OpenAI’s power-law
scaling studies [7].

Fine-tuning has become a critical strategy for adapting
pre-trained LLMs to specific tasks [1], [8]–[10]. While full
fine-tuning provides high performance by updating all model
parameters, it remains prohibitively expensive in terms of
computational and memory costs, limiting its practical appli-
cability [11], [12].

To address these challenges, PEFT methods have gained
significant attention, with Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [13]
emerging as one of the most widely adopted approaches.
LoRA achieves efficiency by freezing the pre-trained model’s
parameters and introducing low-rank matrices for adaptation.
However, LoRA’s fixed-rank configuration for all low-rank
matrices limits its adaptability and parameter utilization ef-
ficiency.

Efforts to overcome these limitations have driven the de-
velopment of three main categories of LoRA-based improve-
ments:

• Structural optimization methods: These include ap-
proaches like DoRA [14], VeRA [15], AFLoRA [16], and
PRoLoRA [17], which enhance LoRA’s structure through
mechanisms such as matrix decomposition, parameter
sharing, and gradual freezing, improving parameter ef-
ficiency and performance.

• Application-oriented methods: Examples include Lon-
gLoRA [18], QLoRA [19], and LoRA-Flow [20], which
extend LoRA’s applicability to contexts such as long-
document processing, quantization, and multi-module in-
tegration.

• Rank-adjustment optimization methods: These dynam-
ically adjust the ranks of low-rank matrices for greater
efficiency and task-specific performance. Prominent ex-
amples include AdaLoRA [21], IncreLoRA [22], and
CAPABOOST [23]. While these methods address certain
limitations of LoRA, they introduce challenges such as
high memory requirements during initialization, signifi-
cant computational overhead, and inefficiencies stemming
from fixed thresholds in rank adjustments.

Motivated by these challenges, we introduce TriAdapt-
LoRA, a novel PEFT method inspired by synaptic plasticity
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mechanisms in the brain, particularly Hebbian learning [24].
TriAdaptLoRA dynamically allocates trainable parameters to
incremental matrices based on their importance, optimizing
rank distribution and parameter efficiency. By combining tri-
angular split and adaptive rank growth strategies, our approach
not only enhances parameter utilization but also significantly
reduces computational overhead compared to existing meth-
ods.

To validate TriAdaptLoRA, we conducted extensive experi-
ments on natural language understanding and generation tasks,
demonstrating its superior performance and efficiency com-
pared to existing methods. Specifically, our method achieves
notable improvements on the GLUE benchmark [25] and
SQuAD 2.0 [26] tasks while maintaining low computational
costs.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows:
• Efficient parameter expansion: We propose a novel

triangular split structure that enhances the scalability and
performance of parameter-efficient fine-tuning.

• Importance-driven parameter allocation: We develop
an efficient algorithm to evaluate the importance of
incremental matrices, reducing the computational com-
plexity of rank adjustment compared to AdaLoRA and
IncreLoRA.

• Dynamic rank growth: We introduce an adaptive mech-
anism for dynamically determining the number of in-
cremental matrices participating in rank expansion, mit-
igating inefficiencies associated with fixed thresholds in
traditional methods.

• Hyperparameter reduction: Unlike AdaLoRA and In-
creLoRA, TriAdaptLoRA avoids the need for additional
hyperparameters such as sensitivity smoothing and final
warm-up steps, simplifying the fine-tuning process and
reducing computational costs.

These contributions position TriAdaptLoRA as a robust and
efficient solution for fine-tuning LLMs in resource-constrained
settings.

II. RELATED WORK

LLMs such as GPT-4 [4] and Llama3 [5] have achieved
significant progress in natural language processing and multi-
modal tasks. These models are typically based on the Trans-
former architecture [27], whose core component is the multi-
head self-attention mechanism. This mechanism effectively
captures dependencies between different positions in a se-
quence. The specific algorithm is illustrated in Equation 1:

MultiHead(Q,K, V ) = Concat(head1, . . . , headh)WO,

headi = Attention(QWQ
i ,KWK

i , V WV
i ),

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

√
dk

)
V,

(1)
where Q, K, and V represent Query, Key, and Value vectors,
with WQ

i , WK
i , WV

i as projection matrices and WO as the
output projection matrix, while dk scales the dot product [27].

LoRA is one of the most representative PEFT methods to
date [13]. LoRA approximates the incremental matrix ∆W

of the pre-trained weight matrix W0 as the product of low-
rank matrices A and B. During training, the weight matrix
W0 is frozen, and only the low-rank matrices A and B
are updated, significantly reducing the number of trainable
parameters while preserving model performance. Its forward
propagation expression is Equation 2:

h = W0x+∆Wx = W0x+BAx, (2)

where W0 ∈ Rd×n, A ∈ Rr×n, and B ∈ Rd×r. Compared
to full fine-tuning, LoRA reduces the number of training
parameters by several orders of magnitude when fine-tuning
models like GPT-3 175B. However, LoRA still exhibits a
performance gap compared to full fine-tuning. Additionally,
the fixed and consistent rank of the low-rank matrices in
LoRA limits the parameter efficiency and adaptability of
the model. Building on LoRA, numerous improved methods
have been developed to further enhance parameter efficiency
and performance, particularly optimization methods for rank
adjustment, like:

• AdaLoRA [21] employs singular value decomposition
to approximate the incremental matrix and dynamically
prunes based on the importance scores of vector groups
within the incremental matrix. This approach dynamically
adjusts the rank of the incremental matrices at different
positions, thereby enhancing parameter efficiency and
performance.

• IncreLoRA [22] introduces a rank self-growth mechanism
for the low-rank matrices, eliminating the upper limit
on the rank of the incremental matrices and avoiding
additional memory requirements during initialization.

• Dynamic LoRA [28] employs a random search approach
for ranks, training multiple ranks for the incremental
matrices simultaneously during the training process to
facilitate rapid search for the optimal rank during testing.

• CAPABOOST [23] enhances the rank of the incremental
matrices by linearly combining multiple parallel low-rank
matrices, thereby increasing the model’s expressive power
without adding extra parameters.

III. THE PROPOSED METHOD

In this section, we present TriAdaptLoRA, a novel
parameter-efficient fine-tuning method inspired by neuro-
science principles and designed to optimize the allocation
of trainable parameters dynamically. The approach enhances
parameter utilization by introducing three key innovations: (1)
decomposing transformation matrices into the sum of lower
and upper triangular matrices; (2) a novel parameter impor-
tance metric for incremental matrices; and (3) a dynamic rank-
growth strategy guided by adaptive thresholds. The overall
structure of TriAdaptLoRA is illustrated in Figure 1. The
overall information processing workflow of the TriAdaptLoRA
is described in Algorithm 1.

A. Neuroscience Inspiration

In neuroscience, the optimization of synaptic strengths is
a critical mechanism for enhancing neural network perfor-
mance. This process, often referred to as the credit assignment
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of TriAdaptLoRA’s overall structure.

problem, focuses on identifying connections that significantly
influence behavior [29]–[31]. Hebb’s rule [24], a foundational
theory in neuroscience, states that the strength of a synaptic
connection increases when the presynaptic and postsynaptic
neurons are simultaneously active. Mathematically, this is
expressed as:

∆wi,j = β · fi(ai) · fj(aj), (3)

where ∆wi,j is the change in connection strength between
neurons i and j, β is the learning rate, and fi(ai) and fj(aj)
represent the activities of the presynaptic and postsynaptic
neurons, respectively. This principle inspires the dynamic
adjustment of trainable parameters in TriAdaptLoRA, where
the importance of model parameters evolves adaptively based
on their contribution to learning.

B. Parameter Expansion via Triangular Split

We approximate the incremental matrix ∆W of the pre-
trained weight matrix W0 as follows:

∆W = BDA, D = L+ U, (4)

where B ∈ Rd×r and A ∈ Rr×n are low-rank matrices,
and L,U ∈ Rr×r are lower and upper triangular matrices,
respectively. By summing L and U , the dense transformation
matrix D = L+U captures critical feature patterns in the data
through linear transformations within the low-rank subspace
defined by A.

The forward pass during fine-tuning is expressed as:

h = W0x+ α/(r + ϵ) ·B(L+ U)Ax, (5)

where W0 ∈ Rd×n is the pre-trained weight matrix, x ∈ Rn is
the input, and α is a scaling factor ensuring training stability as
the rank r evolves. Both L and U are initialized with Gaussian

random values, while B is initialized as a zero matrix. The
initial rank r is set to 1, satisfying r ≪ min(n, d), and
is incremented dynamically during training. During training,
∆W is scaled by α/(r + ϵ), where ϵ is a small constant to
improve numerical stability.

The low-rank matrices A and B, as well as the triangular
matrices L and U , are expanded during training to accommo-
date new dimensions. For example, the new A(t) is augmented
by adding ∆r rows at the end, as shown in Equation 6:

A(t) =

[
A(t−1)

Aaug

]
, (6)

where A(t) ∈ R(r+∆r)×n, A(t−1) ∈ Rr×n, and Aaug ∈ R∆r×n

is initialized with Gaussian random values.
Similarly, the new B(t) is augmented by adding ∆r columns

at the end, as shown in Equation 7:

B(t) =
[
B(t−1) Baug

]
, (7)

where B(t) ∈ Rd×(r+∆r), B(t−1) ∈ Rd×r, and Baug ∈
Rd×∆r.

The lower triangular matrix L is augmented by adding ∆r
rows at the end to construct a new lower triangular matrix, as
shown in Equation 8:

L(t) =

[
L(t−1) 0
Ldown Laug

]
, (8)

where L(t) ∈ R(r+∆r)×(r+∆r) is the augmented lower trian-
gular matrix at time step t, L(t−1) ∈ Rr×r is the pre-existing
lower triangular matrix from the previous time step t − 1,
Ldown ∈ R∆r×r is a dense matrix added to the bottom of
L(t−1), and Laug ∈ R∆r×∆r is the lower triangular matrix
added to the bottom-right of the expanded matrix. Here, Ldown

is a dense matrix, meaning it is not constrained to a triangular



4

structure, while Laug retains the triangular form necessary for
the structure of L(t).

The upper triangular matrix U is augmented by adding ∆r
columns at the end to construct a new upper triangular matrix,
as shown in Equation 9:

U (t) =

[
U (t−1) Uup

0 Uaug

]
, (9)

where U (t) ∈ R(r+∆r)×(r+∆r) is the augmented upper trian-
gular matrix at time step t, U (t−1) ∈ Rr×r is the pre-existing
upper triangular matrix from the previous time step t − 1,
Uup ∈ Rr×∆r is a dense matrix added to the right of U (t−1),
and Uaug ∈ R∆r×∆r is the upper triangular matrix added to
the bottom-right of the expanded matrix. Similarly, Uup is a
dense matrix, and Uaug retains the upper triangular structure
to preserve the triangular form of U (t).

The linear combination of a lower triangular matrix L and
an upper triangular matrix U allows for the simultaneous
expansion of the parameters of the square dense transformation
matrix D = L+U in both row and column directions, thereby
achieving high parameter utilization and computational effi-
ciency. This bidirectional parameter expansion approach en-
hances the scalability and stability of the incremental matrix
while maintaining its low-rank characteristics.

Orthogonality Constraint. By constraining the low-rank ma-
trices A and B to be orthogonal, parameter redundancy is
effectively reduced, numerical stability is enhanced, feature
diversity is preserved, gradient computations are simplified,
and theoretical optimality and interpretability are provided.
This is expressed in Equation 10 [21]:

R(A,B) = ∥ATA− I∥2F + ∥BTB − I∥2F . (10)

C. Efficient Parameter Importance Evaluation

The dense transformation matrix D = L + U ∈ Rr×r is
employed to capture the critical features of the data within the
low-rank subspace. We posit that the magnitude of its varia-
tion reflects the degree of change in the overall incremental
matrix. Additionally, the Frobenius norm quantifies the overall
magnitude of the matrix elements, that is, the “energy” of the
matrix. Therefore, the importance of an incremental matrix
∆Wm is determined by tracking changes in the normalized
Frobenius norm of its dense transformation matrix D over
the training steps. The importance score S

(t)
m for the m-th

incremental matrix at time step t is defined as:

S(t)
m =

∥L(t)
m + U

(t)
m ∥F

r
(t)
m

− ∥L(t−1)
m + U

(t−1)
m ∥F

r
(t−1)
m

, (11)

where ∥·∥F denotes the Frobenius norm, and rm is the rank of
∆Wm. This metric captures the relative contribution of ∆Wi

to model adaptation.
Compared to AdaLoRA and IncreLoRA, our method signif-

icantly reduces the computational complexity of importance
evaluation from O((rn + dr)MT ) to O(r2MT ), where M
denotes the number of incremental matrices, T represents the
total number of iterations, and r, the rank, satisfies r ≪
min(n, d). This reduction translates to a substantial decrease in

computational overhead during the model adaptation process
for downstream tasks.

Moreover, the rank increment operation for the incremen-
tal matrices in our method is executed periodically, every
few steps, rather than at every training step. This periodic
update mechanism eliminates the need to compute impor-
tance scores based on gradient information at each step,
a requirement in AdaLoRA and IncreLoRA that introduces
significant computational burdens. For example, in the natural
language understanding experiments detailed in Section IV-B,
the MNLI task from the GLUE benchmark [25] employs a
rank increment interval of 1,000 steps. By avoiding the need
for frequent importance evaluations, TriAdaptLoRA circum-
vents an additional computational overhead equivalent to 1,000
evaluations per interval. As a result, the overall computational
cost of TriAdaptLoRA remains minimal, making it an efficient
solution for rank adjustment in large-scale model adaptation.

D. Adaptive Rank Growth with Dynamic Thresholds

To efficiently allocate model parameters, we propose an
adaptive rank growth algorithm based on dynamic thresholds.
At each training step t, the number of incremental matrices
eligible for rank expansion, k(t), is dynamically determined
by a thresholding scheme, which can be linear or nonlinear.
The rank budget R(t) is updated iteratively as:

R(t) =

{
R(0) − r ·M if t = 1

R(t−1) −∆r · k(t−1) if t > 1
, (12)

where R0 = rref · M is the initial total rank budget, rref

is the reference rank, r is the initial rank of the low-rank
matrix, and ∆r is the rank increment per matrix. To ensure at
least one matrix is always selected, we impose a lower bound
k(t) = max(k(t), 1).

a) Linear Threshold: In the linear strategy, rank growth
accelerates early to enhance model capacity and stabilizes in
later stages for fine-tuning:

k(t) = ⌈R(t) · α(t)⌉, α(t) =
t− t0
T − t0

. (13)

Here, R(t) represents the remaining rank budget at step t,
and α(t) determines the fraction of the budget to allocate
dynamically.

b) Nonlinear Threshold: The nonlinear strategy delays
rank growth initially to prevent overfitting, then accelerates it
in later stages to enhance model expressiveness:

k(t) = ⌈eα
(t)·logR(t)

⌉. (14)

This mode is particularly suitable for tasks requiring gradual
early-stage adjustments and rapid expansion in later stages.

c) Rank Growth: At each step, the importance threshold
Sθ(t) is:

Sθ(t) = min{S(m)|m ∈ top-k(t)}.

Matrices with scores S
(t)
m ≥ Sθ(t) are selected for rank

increment, and new rows and columns in matrices A, B, L,
and U are initialized with Gaussian random values.
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The adaptive rank growth algorithm dynamically determines
the number of incremental matrices involved in rank growth
during the iterative process, based on budget allocation. This
effectively mitigates the inefficiency of parameter usage inher-
ent in traditional fixed-threshold approaches, ensuring a bal-
ance between parameter efficiency and model expressiveness.

The proposed adaptive rank growth algorithm significantly
improves over fixed-threshold approaches. By incorporating
both linear and nonlinear strategies, it dynamically adjusts
parameter allocation to better adapt to task complexity. The
method is particularly suitable for scenarios requiring early-
stage performance boosts or late-stage fine-grained adjust-
ments.

E. Analysis of the Role of the Transformation Matrix

Using gradient information, we further analyze the impor-
tance of the dense transformation matrix D = L + U within
the incremental matrices. Assuming the loss function is L, the
gradient of L with respect to ∆W is given by Equation 15:

∂L
∂∆W

=
∂L
∂h

· ∂h

∂∆W

=
∂L
∂h

· (I ⊗ x)reorder(3,(1,2)),

(15)

where I denotes the identity matrix, reorder refers to the
reordering of dimensions, and ⊗ represents the tensor product.
Utilizing the chain rule of derivatives, we can further derive
the gradient information of the loss function L with respect
to the matrices B, L, U , and A as shown in Equation 16:

∂L
∂B

=
∂L
∂h

· ∂h

∂∆W
· ∂B(L+ U)A

∂B

=
∂L
∂h

· (I ⊗ ((L+ U)Ax))reorder(3,(1,2))

∂L
∂L

=
∂L
∂h

· ∂h

∂∆W
· ∂B(L+ U)A

∂L

=
∂L
∂h

· (BT ⊗ (Ax))reorder(3,(1,2))

∂L
∂U

=
∂L
∂h

· ∂h

∂∆W
· ∂B(L+ U)A

∂U

=
∂L
∂h

· (BT ⊗ (Ax))reorder(3,(1,2))

∂L
∂A

=
∂L
∂h

· ∂h

∂∆W
· ∂B(L+ U)A

∂A

=
∂L
∂h

· (((UT + LT )BT )⊗ x)reorder(3,(1,2)).

(16)

During the backward propagation of model gradients, the
dense transformation matrix D = L + U plays a crucial role
in the parameter update process. Its variations directly affect
the updates of the low-rank matrices A and B, which in turn
regulate the optimization of L and U . Specifically, the gradient
update of the low-rank matrix A involves tensor product
operations. For example, the gradient is computed based on
the combination of input x and the matrix (U⊤ + L⊤)B⊤.
These multi-layer tensor operations couple the features of x
with the matrices B, L, and U , thereby extending the gradient
propagation path. Since the gradient updates are confined
within the subspace defined by the transformation matrix

U⊤+L⊤, this mechanism implicitly regularizes the parameter
updates, effectively suppressing drastic parameter changes and
reducing the risk of overfitting. Therefore, monitoring the
changes in the Frobenius norm of the transformation matrix
to evaluate the importance of incremental matrices is justified.

Algorithm 1 TriAdaptLoRA Training Procedure
1: Input: Dataset G, Total Steps T , Warmup Steps t0,

Learning Rate η, Total Rank Budget R0

2: Initialization: A,B,L, U with r = 1
3: for t = 1 to T do
4: if R(t−1) > 0 then
5: Compute the importance scores S

(t)
m for each

∆Wm using Equation 11
6: Compute the threshold k(t) using the linear thresh-

old model (Equation 13) or the nonlinear threshold model
(Equation 14)

7: Increment the ranks of matrices A, B, L, and U
within the top-k(t) incremental matrices using Equations
6, 7, 8, and 9, respectively

8: end if
9: Update A,B,L, U via gradient descent

10: end for
11: Output: Fine-tuned parameters A,B,L, U

IV. EXPERIMENTS

This experiment aims to validate the effectiveness of the
TriAdaptLoRA method in natural language processing tasks.
Specifically, the experiment encompasses nine tasks across
two major categories: Natural Language Understanding (NLU)
and Natural Language Generation (NLG). Fine-tuning was
performed using methods such as TriAdaptLoRA, AdaLoRA,
and IncreLoRA based on the pre-trained model DeBERTaV3-
base [32]. To comprehensively assess the effectiveness of
the TriAdaptLoRA method, the experimental results of Tri-
AdaptLoRA will also be compared with existing fine-tuning
methods, including Full Fine-Tuning, Adaptive Tuning, BitFit,
and LoRA.

A. Baseline

The experiment selects several representative fine-tuning
methods from recent years for comparison to comprehensively
evaluate the effectiveness of TriAdaptLoRA in adapting to
downstream tasks. The following provides a detailed descrip-
tion of these fine-tuning methods:

• Full Fine-Tuning: Updates all pre-trained model param-
eters, achieving high performance but with significant
resource overhead [11], [12].

• Adapter Tuning: Introduces adapter modules, reduc-
ing trainable parameters while maintaining performance,
though increasing model complexity and inference la-
tency [33]–[35].

• BitFit: Adjusts only bias parameters, substantially re-
ducing trainable parameters and performing well across
tasks [36].
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• LoRA: A fundamental parameter-efficient fine-tuning
method, from which numerous optimization techniques
have been derived from various perspectives [13].

• AdaLoRA: Enhances performance by pruning and opti-
mizing the rank of incremental matrices [21].

• IncreLoRA: Improves performance by progressively in-
creasing the rank of incremental matrices [22].

B. Natural Language Understanding Tasks

1) Base Model and Tasks: This experiment employs
DeBERTaV3-base [32], an advanced pre-trained language
model from Microsoft Research.

To validate the effectiveness of the TriAdaptLoRA method
in natural language understanding tasks, the experiment uti-
lizes the GLUE benchmark (General Language Understanding
Evaluation) [25], encompassing the following eight tasks:

• CoLA (Corpus of Linguistic Acceptability): Assesses the
grammatical acceptability of English sentences, utilizing
the Matthews correlation coefficient as the evaluation
metric [37], [38].

• MNLI (Multi-Genre Natural Language Inference): Deter-
mines the textual entailment relationship between premise
and hypothesis sentences across multiple domains [39].

• MRPC (Microsoft Research Paraphrase Corpus): As-
sesses paraphrase relationships between sentence pairs,
with an imbalanced data distribution (68% positive sam-
ples) [40].

• QNLI (Question Natural Language Inference): Based
on the Stanford Question Answering Dataset, it deter-
mines whether a statement contains the answer to a
question [25], [41].

• QQP (Quora Question Pairs): Evaluates the semantic
similarity of two question sentences, with an imbalanced
data distribution (63% negative samples) [25].

• RTE (Recognizing Textual Entailment): A small-scale
textual entailment dataset that integrates results from
multiple RTE challenges [42]–[45].

• SST-2 (Stanford Sentiment Treebank): A sentence-level
sentiment classification task based on movie reviews
(positive/negative) [46].

• STS-B (Semantic Textual Similarity Benchmark): Mea-
sures the semantic similarity of sentence pairs using
Pearson and Spearman correlation coefficients [47].

Detailed task statistics for the GLUE benchmark are pro-
vided in Appendix B.

2) Experimental Details: The experiments use the
DeBERTaV3-base pre-trained model as the backbone to
apply and evaluate the TriAdaptLoRA, AdaLoRA, and
IncreLoRA methods across the eight GLUE benchmark tasks.
The training and testing processes adhere to the following
settings:

• Optimizer: AdamW is selected as the optimizer, with a
linear learning rate decay strategy employed.

• Hardware: The GPU processor used is NVIDIA A100-
PCIE-40GB.

• Hyperparameters: The hyperparameters, including learn-
ing rate, reference rank (rref ) size, batch size, and

number of training epochs, are consistent with the settings
of Zhang et al. (2023) [22]. Detailed hyperparameter
configurations are available in Appendix A-A.

• Configurations: TriAdaptLoRA, LoRA, AdaLoRA and
IncreLoRA are applied to all linear weight matrices.
Specifically, these include the query (Wq), key (Wk),
and value (Wv) projection matrices, the intermediate
projection matrix (Wm), the attention output projection
matrix (Wa), and the layer output projection matrix (Wo).

• For each task, the reported results are the averages and
standard deviations obtained from training and testing
with three different random seeds.

3) Experimental Results: This study examines the impact
of two adaptive rank growth threshold modes for incremental
matrices in the TriAdaptLoRA method on natural language
understanding task performance. Using the DeBERTaV3-base
model, we conducted comparative experiments on the eight
GLUE benchmark tasks employing TriAdaptLoRA, LoRA,
AdaLoRA, and IncreLoRA methods.

The results in Table I demonstrate that TriAdaptLoRA
significantly outperforms IncreLoRA, particularly by substan-
tially reducing the computational overhead of the rank ad-
justment process while still achieving an overall performance
improvement of approximately 0.44% on GLUE benchmark
tasks. The specific task performances are as follows:

• Linear Threshold Mode: TriAdaptLoRA enhances perfor-
mance by 1.4% (σ=0.4%) on CoLA, 0.96% (σ=0.6%)
on RTE, and 0.66% (σ=0.3%) on MRPC, demonstrating
significant advantages on small-scale datasets. The linear
threshold mode achieves steady performance improve-
ments across most tasks, reflecting high adaptability. In
all cases, σ represents the standard deviation.

• Non-Linear Threshold Mode: TriAdaptLoRA exhibits
better adaptability on tasks with larger data scales. For
instance, it achieves superior results on MNLI and SST-
2 tasks and improves STS-B performance by 0.41%
(σ=0.1%). These results indicate that the non-linear
threshold mode complements the linear growth mode in
complex tasks.

Furthermore, Figure 2 illustrates the rank distributions
across various layers and weight matrices for the TriAdapt-
LoRA, AdaLoRA, and IncreLoRA methods after training
completion. The results indicate that the rank distributions of
TriAdaptLoRA and AdaLoRA are similar, with the majority
of ranks concentrated in the higher layers’ weight matrices.
However, AdaLoRA imposes an upper limit on ranks and
exhibits insufficient continuity and uniformity. In contrast,
TriAdaptLoRA demonstrates a more uniform, continuous, and
consistent rank distribution under both Linear and Fixed-k
modes. This characteristic enhances the model’s generaliza-
tion ability and stability while achieving higher parameter
efficiency. Conversely, IncreLoRA’s rank distribution is pre-
dominantly concentrated in specific regions, and this dominant
parameter allocation approach may increase the risk of overfit-
ting, thereby detrimentally affecting the model’s generalization
performance. These findings further validate the effectiveness
of the parameter importance evaluation method employed in
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TABLE I
DEBERTAV3-BASE FINE-TUNED ON GLUE BENCHMARK TASKS. METRICS INCLUDE ACCURACY (MNLI, QNLI), MATTHEWS CORRELATION (COLA),

AND PEARSON CORRELATION (STS-B).

Model&Method
(DeBERTaV3-base)

MNLI SST-2 CoLA QQP QNLI RTE MRPC STS-B Avg.

Full Fine-tuning 89.9 95.63 69.19 92.4 94.03 83.75 89.46 91.6 88.24

BitFit 89.37 94.84 66.96 88.41 92.24 78.7 87.75 91.35 86.20
HAdapter 90.13 95.53 68.64 91.91 94.11 84.48 89.95 91.48 88.12
LoRA 89.61±.1 93.54±.2 65.64±1.0 92.19±.0 92.55±.1 82.07±1.1 88.64±.2 91.54±0 86.97
AdaLoRA 90.66±0 95.75±.2 70.21±1.0 92.23±0 94.51±.2 86.88±.6 90.03±.4 91.69±.1 88.99
IncreLoRA 90.62±0 95.72±.3 70.2±.1 91.91±0 94.36±.2 86.88±.4 90.11±.4 91.38±.2 88.9
TriAdaptLoRA (Fixed-k) 90.5±0 95.45±.4 71.87±.4 91.87±0 94.43±0 87.36±1.1 89.46±1.2 91.65±.1 89.07
TriAdaptLoRA 90.64±.1 95.68±.2 71.6±0 92.09±0 94.37±0 87.84±.6 90.77±.3 91.79±.1 89.34

TriAdaptLoRA (Linear) 90.63±.2 95.3±.1 71.6±.4 92.09±0 94.37±0 87.84±.6 90.77±.3 91.68±.1 89.28

TriAdaptLoRA (Non-Linear) 90.64±.1 95.68±.2 71.6±0 91.88±0 94.25±.1 86.76±.1 90.2±0 91.79±.1 89.1

TABLE II
IMPACT OF ORTHOGONAL CONSTRAINTS ON TRIADAPTLORA PERFORMANCE ACROSS GLUE BENCHMARK TASKS.

Model&Method
(DeBERTaV3-base)

MNLI SST-2 CoLA QQP QNLI RTE MRPC STS-B Avg.

TriAdaptLoRA (Non-Linear)
(Orthogonal)

90.64±.1 95.68±.2 71.6±0 91.88±0 94.25±.1 86.76±.1 90.2±0 91.79±.1 89.1

TriAdaptLoRA (Non-Linear)
(Non-Orthogonal)

90.24± 0 95.52± 0 71.72± .6 91.89± 0 94.11± .1 86.88± .7 89.87± .3 91.78± .1 89

TriAdaptLoRA, indicating that TriAdaptLoRA can efficiently
allocate parameters to critical modules, thereby optimizing
overall model performance.

4) Ablation Studies: To further validate the effectiveness
of the TriAdaptLoRA method, ablation experiments are con-
ducted and analyzed in three aspects:

Orthogonal Constraint Analysis: This experiment ex-
plores the impact of introducing orthogonal constraints in the
TriAdaptLoRA method on model performance. Specifically,
it compares model performance with and without orthogonal
constraints in low-rank matrices. The results in Table II show
that applying orthogonal constraints in low-rank matrices gen-
erally enhances model performance. For example, under the
non-linear threshold mode, imposing orthogonal constraints in
low-rank matrices leads to better performance on MNLI, SST-
2, and MRPC tasks compared to scenarios without orthogonal
constraints.

However, in CoLA and RTE tasks, orthogonal constraints
result in decreased performance, indicating that the effective-
ness of orthogonal constraints varies across different tasks.
Therefore, the application of orthogonal constraints should
be flexibly adjusted based on task characteristics to achieve
optimal performance.

Normalization Analysis of Frobenius Norm: To inves-
tigate the effect of different Frobenius norm normalization
strategies in TriAdaptLoRA on model performance, three
approaches were designed: (1) Frobenius norm divided by
rank rm; (2) Frobenius norm divided by rank

√
rm; and

(3) no normalization (direct use of Frobenius norm). As
shown in Table III, the strategy of dividing the Frobenius
norm by rank rm significantly improves performance in most
tasks, becoming the default scheme for the main experiments
(Sections IV-B3 and IV-C3). Additionally, the normalization

scheme of dividing the Frobenius norm by rank
√
rm also

shows certain advantages, albeit slightly inferior to the former.
In contrast, the no-normalization scheme performs the worst,
further confirming the importance of normalization for model
performance.

The lack of normalization allows incremental matrices with
larger ranks to dominate the training process, diminishing
the optimization opportunities for smaller-rank incremental
matrices and affecting the reasonable distribution of param-
eters and the model’s generalization ability. By using the
Frobenius norm divided by rank rm normalization strategy, the
differences in ranks among incremental matrices are balanced,
enabling smaller-rank incremental matrices to also have op-
portunities for parameter expansion, thereby enhancing model
performance.

Fixed Rank Growth Threshold Mode Analysis: As shown
in Table I, the fixed rank growth threshold mode (Fixed-k) of
TriAdaptLoRA outperforms IncreLoRA and AdaLoRA overall
on the GLUE benchmark tasks. Notably, IncreLoRA employs
the same fixed rank growth threshold mode (Fixed-k), demon-
strating the effectiveness of the parameter expansion mecha-
nism through triangular split and the parameter importance
evaluation algorithm. However, compared to the adaptive rank
growth threshold mode, the overall performance improvement
is relatively modest, indicating that the adaptive rank growth
threshold mode can further enhance parameter efficiency.
Additionally, the fixed rank growth threshold mode is highly
sensitive to the setting of the hyperparameter k, necessitating
tedious tuning processes for different tasks, which increases
the adaptation cost and complexity in multi-task scenarios.
In contrast, adaptively adjusted linear and nonlinear threshold
modes exhibit better performance and adaptability in multi-
task environments and do not rely on task-specific hyperpa-
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Fig. 2. Heatmaps illustrate the final rank distributions. These distributions are shown for each layer and weight matrix of the TriAdaptLoRA, AdaLoRA, and
IncreLoRA methods on the MNLI task.

TABLE III
TRIADAPTLORA PERFORMANCE WITH DIFFERENT FROBENIUS NORM NORMALIZATION SCHEMES ACROSS EIGHT GLUE BENCHMARK TASKS.

Model&Method
(DeBERTaV3-base)

MNLI SST-2 CoLA QQP QNLI RTE MRPC STS-B Avg.

TriAdaptLoRA (Non-Linear)
(F-norm divided by rm)

90.64±.1 95.68±.2 71.6±0 91.88±0 94.25±.1 86.76±.1 90.2±0 91.79±.1 89.1

TriAdaptLoRA (Non-Linear)
(F-norm not divided by rm)

90.47± 0.1 95.37± 0 71.39± 0.1 91.64± 0 94.01± 0.1 86.76± 0.6 89.87± 0.4 91.43± 0.1 88.86

TriAdaptLoRA (Non-Linear)
(F-norm divided by

√
rm)

90.5± 0.1 95.41± 0 71.36± 0.2 91.8± 0 94.46± 0.1 86.76± 1.1 89.38± 0.2 91.55± 0 88.9

rameter tuning.

C. Natural Language Generation Tasks

1) Base Model and Tasks: This experiment employs the
DeBERTaV3-base pre-trained model released by Microsoft
and evaluates the fine-tuning performance based on the
SQuAD 2.0 (Stanford Question Answering Dataset 2.0) [26]
task. SQuAD 2.0 introduces 53,775 unanswerable questions in
addition to the original SQuAD 1.1 [41], aiming to assess the
model’s ability to identify questions that cannot be answered.

2) Experimental Details: This experiment conducts exper-
iments on the SQuAD 2.0 task by applying TriAdaptLoRA
and IncreLoRA methods on the DeBERTaV3-base pre-trained

model. The following settings are used during training and
testing:

• Optimizer: AdamW is selected as the optimizer, with a
linear learning rate decay strategy employed.

• Hardware: The GPU processor used is NVIDIA A100-
PCIE-40GB.

• Hyperparameters: The hyperparameters, including learn-
ing rate, reference rank (rref ) size, batch size, and
number of training epochs, are consistent with the settings
of Zhang et al. (2023) [22]. Detailed hyperparameter
configurations are available in Appendix A-B.

• Configurations: TriAdaptLoRA and IncreLoRA are ap-
plied to all linear weight matrices. Specifically, these
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include the query (Wq), key (Wk), and value (Wv)
projection matrices, the intermediate projection matrix
(Wm), the attention output projection matrix (Wa), and
the layer output projection matrix (Wo).

3) Experimental Results: In this experiment, we investigate
the impact of three different rank growth threshold modes
in the TriAdaptLoRA method on natural language generation
tasks. Based on the DeBERTaV3-base pre-trained model,
we evaluated TriAdaptLoRA, LoRA, IncreLoRA, HAdapter,
and Full Fine-Tuning methods on the SQuAD 2.0 task. The
experimental results are presented in Table IV.

TABLE IV
FINE-TUNING RESULTS OF DEBERTAV3-BASE ON THE SQUAD 2.0 TASK.

Method SQuAD 2.0(EM) SQuAD 2.0(F1)
Full Fine-Tuning 85.4 88.4
HAdapter 85.4 88.3
LoRA 85.0 88.0
IncreLoRA 85.56 88.66
TriAdaptLoRA (Linear) 85.82 88.9
TriAdaptLoRA (Non-Linear) 85.63 88.68
TriAdaptLoRA (Fixed-k) 85.24 88.21

From the experimental results in Table IV, it is evident
that compared to IncreLoRA, the two adaptive rank growth
threshold modes of TriAdaptLoRA both achieve performance
improvements on the SQuAD 2.0 task. Specifically, the linear
threshold mode increases the model’s EM (Exact Match)
and F1 scores by approximately 0.26% and 0.24%, respec-
tively, outperforming other comparative methods. The nonlin-
ear threshold mode also brings performance gains and sur-
passes the full fine-tuning method, although its improvement
is slightly smaller compared to the linear threshold mode.
Additionally, the fixed threshold mode results in a slight
performance decline, further highlighting its limitations in
adapting to downstream tasks. The experimental results vali-
date the effectiveness of TriAdaptLoRA in natural language
generation tasks, particularly demonstrating that the linear
threshold mode can effectively enhance model performance.

D. Experimental Analysis

To further validate the effectiveness of the TriAdaptLoRA
method, we will conduct additional experiments and detailed
analyses from three aspects:

1) Sensitivity to Initial Warm-up Steps: This experiment
is based on the DeBERTaV3-base model and compares the
performance of TriAdaptLoRA and IncreLoRA methods under
different initial warm-up steps settings to assess the impact
of initial warm-up steps on model performance and stability.
The experiment is conducted on the RTE task, keeping all
other hyperparameters and random seeds consistent. Detailed
experimental settings are provided in Section IV-B2. Figure
3 illustrates the effect of different initial warm-up steps on
model performance.

Key conclusions are as follows:
• Initial Warm-up Steps Significantly Affect Model Perfor-

mance: Based on the performance of TriAdaptLoRA and

Fig. 3. Experimental results on the RTE task with different initial warm-up
steps for TriAdaptLoRA and IncreLoRA methods based on the DeBERTaV3-
base model.

IncreLoRA, a reasonable number of warm-up steps can
effectively improve model performance, possibly because
it helps the model gradually adapt to task characteristics.
However, too few or too many warm-up steps may lead
to performance fluctuations, indicating that the initial
warm-up steps need to be optimized according to task
requirements.

• Relationship Between Performance and Initial Warm-up
Steps: As the number of initial warm-up steps increases,
the overall performance of both TriAdaptLoRA and
IncreLoRA tends to decline. However, TriAdaptLoRA
demonstrates higher stability, indicating its advantage in
parameter adjustment and task adaptability. In contrast,
IncreLoRA is more sensitive to initial warm-up steps,
exhibiting larger performance fluctuations.

• Application Potential: TriAdaptLoRA consistently shows
good performance and stability under different initial
warm-up settings, validating its adaptability and robust-
ness in fine-tuning pre-trained models. This characteristic
gives TriAdaptLoRA practical potential in complex task
scenarios.

2) Sensitivity to Rank Update Interval: This experiment
aims to assess the impact of different rank update intervals
on the model performance and stability of TriAdaptLoRA
and IncreLoRA methods. The experiment is based on the
DeBERTaV3-base pre-trained model on the RTE task, with
all other hyperparameters and random seeds kept consistent.
Experimental settings are provided in Section IV-B2. Figure 4
shows the comparison of model performance under different
rank update intervals.

Key conclusions are as follows:

• Performance: TriAdaptLoRA outperforms IncreLoRA in
most rank update interval settings, demonstrating its
effectiveness and superiority in optimizing model perfor-
mance.

• Impact of Rank Update Interval on Performance: As the
rank update interval increases, both TriAdaptLoRA and
IncreLoRA show an initial improvement in performance,
which then stabilizes. The best performance is achieved
when the rank update interval is in the optimal range, in-
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Fig. 4. Experimental results on the RTE task with different rank update inter-
vals for TriAdaptLoRA and IncreLoRA methods based on the DeBERTaV3-
base model.

dicating that a reasonable interval is crucial for improving
model performance. Too many or too few rank updates
may limit the model’s potential for utilizing rank growth,
thereby affecting overall performance.

• Stability and Efficiency: TriAdaptLoRA exhibits higher
stability across different rank update intervals, indicating
its lower sensitivity to the rank update interval. As the
interval increases, model complexity and computational
overhead gradually decrease, reflecting TriAdaptLoRA’s
greater robustness and resource efficiency. This char-
acteristic is especially important for reducing energy
consumption.

3) Sensitivity to Reference Rank: The size of the reference
rank (rref ) determines the total rank budget. This experiment
aims to investigate how different reference rank values (rref )
affect model performance and stability. Accordingly, we con-
ducted experiments on the RTE task using the DeBERTaV3-
base model with two methods, TriAdaptLoRA and IncreLoRA.
In these experiments, we varied the reference rank (rref )
while keeping all other hyperparameters and random seeds
consistent. Detailed experimental configurations are described
in Section IV-B2, and the results are illustrated in Figures 5.

Fig. 5. Experimental results on the RTE task with different reference rank
sizes for TriAdaptLoRA and IncreLoRA methods based on the DeBERTaV3-
base model.

Key conclusions are as follows:

• Performance: TriAdaptLoRA outperforms IncreLoRA in
most reference rank (rref ) settings, with no significant
overfitting observed, further confirming its effectiveness
and superiority in optimizing model performance.

• Impact of Different reference Ranks on Performance:
As the reference rank (rref ) increases, TriAdaptLoRA’s
overall performance shows a steady improvement, sug-
gesting that TriAdaptLoRA can leverage the additional
parameters introduced by increasing the reference rank
to enhance model performance. In contrast, IncreLoRA
performs well at low reference ranks but its performance
declines as the rank increases, indicating its inability to
fully utilize the newly added parameters.

• Stability and Parameter Efficiency: TriAdaptLoRA ex-
hibits higher stability across different reference ranks
(rref ). Moreover, TriAdaptLoRA at lower reference ranks
can already outperform IncreLoRA at certain higher
ranks, indicating that simply increasing the rank (and
thus the number of parameters) does not necessarily
improve model performance and may even lead to per-
formance degradation. This demonstrates that TriAdapt-
LoRA achieves superior efficiency in parameter utiliza-
tion.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

This study introduces TriAdaptLoRA, a parameter-efficient
fine-tuning method inspired by the brain’s synaptic plasticity
mechanisms. TriAdaptLoRA enhances model performance and
reduces energy consumption by dynamically optimizing the
rank allocation of incremental matrices, ensuring that matrices
of higher importance receive more trainable parameters. Key
innovations, including the triangular split of transformation
matrices, importance-driven parameter allocation, and adaptive
rank-growth strategies, enable TriAdaptLoRA to achieve supe-
rior parameter utilization and scalability compared to existing
methods.

Comprehensive experiments demonstrate that TriAdapt-
LoRA consistently outperforms other PEFT methods across
various natural language understanding and generation tasks,
such as GLUE benchmark and SQuAD 2.0 tasks. Notable
results include improved accuracy, reduced computational
overhead, simplified hyperparameter configurations, and en-
hanced stability. These findings validate the effectiveness of
TriAdaptLoRA as a robust and resource-efficient solution
for fine-tuning LLMs, with significant potential for practical
applications in resource-constrained environments.

While TriAdaptLoRA demonstrates promising results, fur-
ther exploration is essential to fully unlock its potential. Future
work will focus on incorporating more brain-inspired mecha-
nisms to enhance model adaptability and parameter efficiency,
leveraging principles such as long-term potentiation, spike-
timing-dependent plasticity, or hierarchical processing inspired
by cortical structures. Additionally, improving dynamic task
adaptability is crucial to extend TriAdaptLoRA’s application
to multi-task or domain-adaptive scenarios, enabling seamless
adaptation to diverse and evolving task conditions. Finally,
advancing energy-aware optimization by explicitly integrat-
ing energy-efficiency objectives into the fine-tuning process
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TABLE V
HYPERPARAMETER CONFIGURATIONS FOR EXPERIMENTS USING THE DEBERTAV3-BASE MODEL ON EIGHT GLUE BENCHMARK TASKS.

Hyper-Parameter MNLI SST-2 CoLA QQP QNLI RTE MRPC STS-B
Batch Size 32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
Number of Epochs 7 24 25 7 5 50 30 25
Learning Rate 5E− 04 8E− 04 1E− 03 6E− 04 9E− 04 1.2E− 03 1E− 03 2.2E− 03
Incre Rank Num 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Weight Decay 0 0.01 0 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.1
Warm-up Steps 1000 1000 100 1000 500 100 100 100
Reference Rank rref 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
Alpha α 16 16 32 16 32 32 32 32
LoRA Dropout 0 0.3 default 0 0 default 0.3 default
Max Sequence Length 256 128 64 320 512 320 320 128
Incre Interval 1000 1000 100 1000 500 100 100 100
Reg Orth Coef 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.3
Beta1 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85
Beta2 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85 0.85

Init Warm-up 8000 6000 800 8000 2000 600 600 800
Final Warm-up 50000 22000 3500 25000 8000 1800 1800 2000
Mask Interval 100 100 10 100 100 1 1 10
Warm-up Steps/ratio 1000 1000 100 2000 500 200 0.1 100
Initial LoRA rank r 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12

can ensure sustainable deployment on resource-constrained
hardware, aligning with broader goals of environmentally
conscious AI development. Addressing these directions will
further enhance the versatility, efficiency, and real-world ap-
plicability of TriAdaptLoRA.
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APPENDIX A
HYPERPARAMETER SETTINGS IN EXPERIMENTS

A. Natural Language Understanding Tasks

We provide a detailed report of the hyperparameter con-
figurations for the TriAdaptLoRA, LoRA, AdaLoRA, and
IncreLoRA methods based on the DeBERTaV3-base pre-
trained model, evaluated across eight datasets in the GLUE
benchmark. The common hyperparameter settings and those
specific to AdaLoRA are shown in Table V. The first fourteen
are shared hyperparameters, while the latter five are specific to
the AdaLoRA method. Notably, the parameter Warm-up Steps
applies only to the TriAdaptLoRA, LoRA, and IncreLoRA
methods, while Incremental Rank Number and Incremental
Interval are specific to the TriAdaptLoRA and IncreLoRA
methods. The parameters Regularization Orthogonal Coeffi-
cient, Beta1, and Beta2 do not apply to LoRA.

B. Natural Language Generation Tasks

We report the hyperparameter configurations for the
TriAdaptLoRA and IncreLoRA methods based on the
DeBERTaV3-base pre-trained model, evaluated on the SQuAD
2.0 task. Specifically, the hyperparameter settings during the
training process are detailed in Table VI:

TABLE VI
HYPERPARAMETER CONFIGURATIONS FOR EXPERIMENTS USING THE

DEBERTAV3-BASE MODEL ON THE SQUAD 2.0 TASK.

Hyper-Parameter SQuAD 2.0
Batch Size 16
Number of Epochs 14
Learning Rate 1.00E− 03
Incre Rank Num 1
Warm-up Steps 1000
Reference Rank rref 8
Alpha α 16
LoRA Dropout 0.1
Max Sequence Length 384
Incre Interval 1000
Reg Orth Coef 0.1
Beta1 0.85
Beta2 0.85

APPENDIX B
STATISTICS OF THE GLUE BENCHMARK TASKS

The detailed statistics for the eight tasks in the GLUE
benchmark are shown in Table VII.
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