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ABSTRACT

This technical report describes the development of WangchanLion, an instruction fine-tuned model
focusing on Machine Reading Comprehension (MRC) in the Thai language. Our model is based
on SEA-LION and a collection of instruction following datasets. To promote open research and
reproducibility, we publically release all training data, code, and the final model weights under
the Apache-2 license. To assess the contextual understanding capability, we conducted extensive
experimental studies using two Thai MRC datasets, XQuAD and Iapp_wiki_qa_squad . Experimental
results demonstrate the model’s ability to comprehend the context and produce an answer faithful
to the reference one in O-shot and 1-shot settings. In addition, our evaluation goes beyond the
traditional MRC. We propose a new evaluation scheme assessing the answer’s correctness, helpfulness,
conciseness, and contextuality. Evaluation results provide insight into how we can improve our model
in the future. Our code is public at https://github.com/vistec-AI/WangchanLion,
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1 Introduction

Large Language Models (LLMs) have gained significant attention in the field of artificial intelligence in recent years due
to their ability to generate human-like text and assist humans in various tasks. The applications of LLMs are vast and
extend beyond just language generation, including language translation, question answering, and speech recognition.
With the advent of advanced LLMs such as GPT-4 and ChatGPT, there has been an increasing interest in improving the
capabilities of these models.

In addition to the proprietary API services, we see a strong interest in open-source research and development. For
example, LLaMA 2 [[1] is a pretrained generative text model from Meta. Mistral [2] is a pretrained generative text model
offered by Mistral Al. PolyLM [3] stands out as an open-source multilingual LLM developed by DAMO Academy,
Alibaba Group. Additionally, SEA-LION][4] stands as a pretrained generative text model specific to Southeast Asia
languages, developed by AI Singapore. These open-source LLMs provide researchers and developers with greater
flexibility to adjust the model’s behavior through fine-tuning with their algorithms and datasets. In addition, there are
models that support the Thai language but are not open-source that we consider to have good performance, such as
SealLLM (multilingual LLM for Southeast Asian) [S]] and Typhoon-instruct (EN-TH instruction model by SCB10X) [6],
which we will use the evaluation results to compare.
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While these models support multiple languages, the models’ capability on medium-to-low-resource languages like
Thai and many other Southeast Asian languages is still greatly overlooked. One issue that hinders the adoption of
open-source LLMs in such languages is the ability to transfer knowledge from rich-resource languages due to the
limited vocabulary size. To illustrate, LLaMA?2’s training dataset comprises approximately 2.0 trillion tokens, with
over 89% of them being in English. Vocabulary tokens in LLaMA?2 are subwords rather than full words, as the
LLaMAZ2 tokenizer employs Byte-Pair Encoding (BPE). Consequently, tokens in LLaMA?2 are not inherently tied
to a specific language. While the LLaMA?2 tokenizer addresses unknown UTF-8 characters by converting them into
bytes, this method significantly increases sequence length and hinders the speed of encoding and decoding Thai texts.
Consequently, it presents difficulties for byte tokens and transformer encoders in adequately capturing the semantic
nuances of Thai characters. This allocation disparity necessitates additional vocab expansion, increasing the cost of
adopting pretrained LLMs to low-to-medium resource languages.

Another important issue is the data transparency. Although these open-source releases include the model’s parameters
and source code, some of the datasets used in training may not be clearly described or even inaccessible in some cases.
This lack of transparency negatively affects the reproducibility of results and can cause unintentional data leakage
during evaluation [7]].

To address the gaps in knowledge transferability and lack of data transparency, we introduce WangchanLion, a Thai
instruction-following model based on SEA-LION. Our reasons for choosing SEA-LION as our base model are as
follows. First, the Thai vocab size of SEA-LION is 10,652 tokens, eliminating the need for vocab expansion when
compared to LLaMA?2. Second, SEA-LION was pretrained on well-documented, open-source, publicly accessible
datasets. WangchanLion continues the same spirit of data transparency initiated by SEA-LION, ensuring that our results
are reproducible from scratch.

2 Instruction Tuning

2.1 Data

To obtain WangchanLion, we perform instruction tuning using English and Thai datasets of 48,084,781 and 84,441,163
tokens, respectively. The English instruction data consists of around 500,000 instruction pairs coming from the following
sources.

* unified-chip2, infild-bpedia, OpenAl Summarize TL;DR, and HC3 human from OIG-small-chip2, an Open
Instruction Generalist dataset organized by LAION-AI [8].

* The entire collection of DataBricks Dolly, an instruction-following dataset from Databricks employees,
including brainstorming, classification, closed QA, generation, information extraction, open QA, and summa-
rization [9].

* Dolphin, a FLANV2 dataset augmented with GPT-4 completions [10].

* Open-Platypus, an LLM logical reasoning dataset comprising PRM800K, openbookQA, SciBench, etc. We
filter out Non-commercial datasets such as ReClor and ScienceQA [11]].

Our Thai datasets consist of a small portion of Thai instruction data.

* iapp_wiki_qa_squad, an extractive question-answering dataset consisting of context, question and answer
annotations from Thai Wikipedia articles [12].

e Thaisum, a Thai text summarization dataset obtained from several online news websites [[13]].

* XL-Sum, a dataset for abstractive summarization of professionally annotated article-summary pairs from BBC.
The dataset covers 44 languages, including Thai [[14].

* Han instruct v1.0 is an instruction following dataset organized by PyThaiNLP [[15].
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For English-Thai cross-lingual transfer, we used two cross-lingual sources.

* xP3x (Crosslingual Public Pool of Prompts eXtended), a collection of prompts & datasets across 277 languages
and 16 NLP tasks, including Thai. We use only Thai [16].

e Scb_mt_enth_2020, an English-Thai Parallel dataset for machine translation [17]. We applied the MT dataset
for improving the cross-lingual capability as demonstrated in previous LLM works [18 (19, 20].

2.2 Supervised Fine-tuning (SFT)

Pre-trained generative models have the ability to predict the next token but still struggle to follow human instructions
[21]. To address this issue, we employ a strategy known as Supervised Fine-tuning (SFT). SFT utilizes sets of (Instruc-
tion, Input, Output) format tuples, a straightforward format prevalent in numerous NLP datasets. Following supervised
fine-tuning, the model gains the ability to understand and follow human instructions effectively, as demonstrated by
various instruction-tuned Language Models (LLMs) like InstructGPT [21] and Alpaca [22].

Hyper-Parameter Value

QLoRa Rank 512

QLora Alpa 512

QLoRa Dropout 0.05

QLoRa Target Modules ~ down_proj,out_proj,up_proj,Wgkv
Epochs 4

Learning Rate 3e-4

Batch Size 2

Optimizer paged-adamw-32bit

Floating Point Precision bfoat16
Table 1: Hyperparameter settings used for fine-tuning WangchanLion.

To enhance computational efficiency, we pack multiple sequences of training examples into a single sequence [23]]. This
implies that a batch can encompass one or more training examples, with each sample separated by an end-of-sequence
(eos) token. We utilize parameter-efficient fine-tuning with QLoRa.[24]]. The hyperparameters used are listed in the
table[T]

3 Machine Reading Comprehension (MRC) Evaluation

We evaluate the model from the final training checkpoint. We focus our evaluation on machine reading comprehension
(MRC) since it is vital in a question-answering solution like RAG [25]]. As shown in Figure[I] each MRC evaluation
consists of four components: context, question, reference answer, and response from the model being assessed.
Conventionally, an assessment is conducted by comparing the response with the reference answer to check the
correctness. In this study, we propose three additional assessments to check the response’s helpfulness, conciseness,
and contextuality.

The evaluation consists of three studies: traditional extractive QA evaluation, human evaluation, and LLM-automated
evaluation.

Extractive QA Evaluation (Section[3.1): To understand the strengths and limitations of the traditional MRC evalua-
tion approach, we include an extractive QA evaluation benchmark, XQuAD [26]. We compare the models’
responses against their respective reference answers using F1. A high score indicates the model’s capability to
generate responses faithful to the reference answers.
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Figure 1: Proposed MRC Evaluation

Human Evaluation (Section[3.2): We propose a more holistic approach to assessing responses from generative models.
Our evaluation method consists of four yes-no questions checking the correctness of the response and the
qualities of additional information regarding its helpfulness, conciseness, and contextuality.

LLM Evaluation (Section[3.3). While human evaluation provides a trusted gold standard, it has drawbacks in terms
of cost and scale. We derive a more economical means to assess the correctness, helpfulness, conciseness,
and contextuality in an automated fashion. In particular, we leverage a large language model like GPT-3.5
and GPT-4 to assess the responses. We compare their results to those obtained from the human evaluation for
quality control.

3.1 Traditional Extractive QA Evaluation

In this study, we use two datasets, XQuAD [26] and i_app_wiki_ga_squad, to assess three of 7B models: OpenThaiGPT,
SealLLM V2, and WangchanLion. As presented in Figure [T} each MRC evaluation is conducted by providing the
context and question to the model and obtaining its response. This extractive evaluation only checks the correctness
of the response by comparing it with the reference answer using F1. A higher F1 score indicates a higher degree of
text similarity concerning the reference answer. Table [2]displays results in two settings: 0-shot and 1-shot. For 0-shot,
the model received only the context and question to generate a response. For 1-shot, the context and question were
accompanied by an example tuple (context, question, reference answer) as a few-shot in-context learning
sample. We can see that WangchanLion obtained higher F1 scores than OpenThaiGPT and SealLLM in both 0-shot and
1-shot settings for both datasets.

While extractive QA benchmarks are widely used in generative model evaluations due to their simplicity, it is important
to understand their limitations. First, reference answers in an extractive QA benchmark such as XQuAD tend to be short.
As a result, they cannot measure the ability of a generative model to provide contextually rich answers. Second, F1
can measure only text similarity. As a result, a semantically correct answer can be penalized for using words different
from the respective reference answer. These two limitations necessitate a more holistic way to assess generative MRC
responses.
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XQuAD iapp_wiki_qa_squad
Model 0-shot 1-shot 0-shot 1-shot
OpenThaiGPT | 27.3487 | 34.3104 | 40.0614 | 46.6883
SealLLM V2 16.1104 | 25.7399 | 23.6425 | 28.9934

WangchanLion | 45.8763 | 49.9145 | 58.9051 | 62.9776
Table 2: experimental results on F1 score in 0-shot, 1-shot setting

3.2 Human Evaluation

We design a human evaluation scheme to overcome the limitations stated in the previous subsection. The main benefit
of using human judgment is the flexibility to assess generative models according to human expectations. However, we
also want to keep things as objective as possible so that the evaluation can remain fair and consistent across different
annotators and models. This approach also facilitates the automation of the evaluation process, allowing for scalability
while maintaining consistent alignment with human expectations.

Question Design. We design the assessment scheme through carefully structured yes-or-no questions to minimize
subjective interpretation and ensure that the evaluation criteria are applied consistently across different annotators. The
evaluation consists of four questions assessing the response’s correctness, helpfulness, conciseness, and contextuality.

* Q1 - Correctness; The higher, the better [H]: The Answer is Correct concerning the Reference Answer. Do
you agree or disagree? Determine if the given answer accurately matches the reference answer provided. The
correctness here means the answer must directly correspond to the reference answer, ensuring factual accuracy.

* Q2 - Helpfulness; The higher, the better [H]: The Answer Includes Relevant, Additional Information from
the Context. Do you agree or disagree? Assess whether the answer provides extra details that are not only
correct but also relevant and enhance the understanding of the topic as per the information given in the context.

* Q3 - Irrelevancy; The lower, the better [L]: The Answer Includes Additional, Irrelevant Information from
the Context. Do you agree or disagree? Check if the answer contains extra details that, while related to the
context, do not directly pertain to the question asked. This information is not necessary to answer the question
and is considered a digression.

* Q4 - Out-of-Context; The lower, the better [L]: The Answer Includes Information Not Found in the Context.
Do you agree or disagree? Evaluate if the answer includes any information that is not included in the context.
This information, even if correct, is extraneous as it goes beyond the provided text and may indicate conjecture
or assumption.

Data Collection. The data collection phase consists of three steps: training, screening, and deployment. In the training
step, candidates were given 15 sample responses with expected assessments to familiarize themselves with the task.
Seven candidates participated in this step. In the screening step, candidates were given 10 sample responses that they
needed to answer. The training and screening samples were obtained from questions 1 to 100 from the XQuAD dataset.
The responses is shown in Appendix [B| In the deployment step, we selected candidates who scored more than 80% as
our annotators. We obtained five annotators as a result. As shown in Figure[2] these five annotators were assigned to
assess responses from three models, OpenThaiGPT, SealLLLMs, and WangchanLion, answering 100 Questions in the
XQuAD Dataset, bringing the total number of responses to 300. Each annotator answered all four evaluation questions
for all 300 responses.

Post Processing. After the annotation phase, the next step is to aggregate the responses from different annotators to
reach a consensus. We employ a majority voting system to determine the final annotation for each question. For each of
the four questions, the annotators’ most common answer (either ‘agree’ or ‘disagree’) became the final judgment for
that item.
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100 XQuAD Questions

OpenThaiGPT SeallLM V2 WangchanLion
(100 Responses) | (100 Responses) | (100 Responses)

5 annotators, 300 responses each

Figure 2: Data Collection Process

Table 3] displays the final results from the human evaluation. We can see that despite the superior performance in terms
of F1, WangchanLion is outperformed by SealLLMs, judging based on Q1. In terms of additional information, SealLLMs
obtain higher Q2, Q3, and Q4 counts than WangchanLion. These results suggest that SeaLL.Ms’ lower F1 score is
attributed to the tendency of the model to generate additional information instead of just giving a direct answer. A high
Q2 count also shows that SealLLms can identify helpful additional information within the provided context, a highly
desirable feature in generative QA. However, this also comes with a risk of including irrelevant and out-of-context
information, as shown in the results from Q3 and Q4. The F1 and human-eval results imply that WangchanLion tends to
generate results more akin to XQuAD-style extractive answers than the other two competitors. SeaLL.Ms can produce
additional information better aligned with human expectations than OpenThaiGPT regarding helpfulness and relevance
while preserving contextuality.

Model Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 | Num Tokens
Correctness | Helpfulness | Irrelevancy | Out-of-context
[H] [H] (L] (L]
OpenThaiGPT 60 38 30 32 10.35
SealLLM V2 80 80 20 45 27.81
WangchanLion 67 19 23 5 5.50

Table 3: Human evaluation scores from the four questions assessing the correctness of the answer (Q1) and the quality
of additional information in terms of helpfulness (Q2), irrelevancy (Q3), and out-of-context information (Q4). [H]:
“The higher, the better. [L]: “The lower, the better.

3.3 LLM-Automated Evaluation

To provide a more scalable means of evaluation, we derived a method to assess models’ responses in an automated
fashion. We tested three options to automate our assessment: GPT-4 (gpt-4), GPT-3.5 (gpt-3.5-turbo), and Gemini
(Gemini Pro). As shown in Table[3.3] we found GPT-4 to be the most aligned with human evaluation results presented
in the previous subsection and, hence, chosen as our assessor. The prompt is shown in Appendix D}

Table [ presents the results from the LLM-automated evaluation using GPT-4. For ease of comparison, the three LLMs
used in previous comparisons are displayed in the first three rows. Similar to the human evaluation results, SeaLLM is
the best performer in terms of Q1 and Q2 among the three models. For Q3 and Q4, the results also conform with the
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Assessor

Q1: Correctness

Q2: Helpfulness

Q3: Irrelevancy

Q4: Out-of-Context

Overall

P R F1

P R F1

P R F1

P R F1

P R F1

Gemini

95.90 90.34 93.03

89.80 32.12 47.31

55.56 13.70 21.98

61.11 26.83 37.29

88.26 52.71 66.00

GPT-3.5

91.08 93.72 92.38

69.33 75.91 72.47

61.70 39.73 48.33

50.00 43.90 46.75

75.31 72,75 74.01

GPT-4

98.98 94.20 96.53

94.29 48.18 63.77

55.17 65.75 60.00

75.41 56.10 64.34

85.54 71.14 77.68

human evaluation. WangchanLion obtained lower counts than the other two models, showing that the model has a lower
risk of including irrelevant and out-of-context information.

The table also includes additional models to provide a broader picture: OpenThaiGPT 13B, LLaMA 7B, LLaMA 13B,
PolyLM-Chat 13B and Typhoon-instruc-0130 [6] which is a new Thai instruction-following API developed by SCB
10X. We can see that OpenThaiGPT 13B shows a slight improvement from OpenThaiGPT 7B. typhoon-instruct-0130
are the best performers regarding Q1 and SealLLM V2 are second regarding Q1, but they also have a high score in terms
of Irrelevancy (Q3) and Out-of-context (Q4).

Model Ql Q2 Q3 Q4 | Num Tokens

Correctness | Helpfulness | Irrelevancy | Out-of-context

[H] [H] (L] (L]
OpenThaiGPT 7B 58 14 29 28 10.35
SealLLM V2 75 46 32 30 27.81
WangchanLion 64 10 26 3 5.50
OpenThaiGPT 13B 59 26 37 34 17.08
PolyLM-Chat 13B 73 17 16 4 11.96
Typhoon-instruct-0130 76 28 24 22 18.33

Table 4: GPT evaluation scores from the four questions assessing the correctness of the answer (Q1) and the quality of
additional information in terms of helpfulness (Q2), irrelevancy (Q3), and out-of-context information (Q4). [H]: “The
higher, the better. [L]: “The lower, the better. For the assessment cost using GPT-4, as of March 2024, assessing one
model with 100 questions incurred approximately $4.00. The assessment comprising seven models was completed with
less than $30.00 on the OpenAI API.

3.4 Short vs Long

Based on our evaluation criteria, we have established that users prefer longer answers over short ones. To ensure user
satisfaction, we utilize Vicuna evaluation [27] in 50 questions by submitting our evaluation to 10 humans. We rely on
XQuAD answers for quick answers, while for detailed and comprehensive responses, we use the text generated from the
model. Our Data collection uses Google Sheets as shown in Figureand asks humans: @aavluudniiu (Which
answer is better?). The answers are A AN (A is better), B #n1 (B is better), and ﬁ/ttﬂwas]ﬁ’u (Tie).

After we got the result, 31 evaluations resulted in long answers, 12 in short answers, and 7 in a tie. We found humans
prefer longer answers over short ones. The results show humans want long answers more than quick ones, and our
evaluation criteria can evaluate the long answers to create the answer humans wish.

4 Conclusion and Future work

We release WangChanLion, an open-source Thai instruction following model focusing on Question Answering. We
also proposed a new method for model evaluation by GPT4 in the MRC task. For evaluation, we want high Q1 and
Q2 counts while keeping those of Q3 and Q4 low. This implies that our model should produce responses that are not
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Figure 3: Data Collection Ul

only correct but also accompanied by additional information that satisfies the criterion of Q2. However, optimizing for
the Q2 count may come with the risk of extraneous information reflected in Q3 and Q4 count differentials between
WangchanLion and the other two methods. The main challenge here is introducing more useful information while
keeping extraneous information in check.

In our upcoming research, we plan to delve deeper into the exploration of SFT and explore alternative alignment
approaches like Direct Preference Optimization (DPO) [28] . Additionally, we aim to focus on selecting datasets of
superior quality.
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A  Model prompt for XQuAD

A.1 WangchanLion

You are a helpful assistant. Read the context and answer the question.
Hunda:

{Context}

Mau:

{question}

foi:

A.2 OpenThaiGPT

Below is an instruction that describes a task. Write a response that appropriately completes the request. Read the
context and answer the question.

### Instruction:
Context ( U5UN): {Context)}
Question ( M0H): {Question}

### Response:

A.3 SealLLM

<lim_startl>system You are a helpful assistant. Read the context and answer the question.</s><lim_startl>user
Context ( UUN):

{Context}

Question ( MNN):

{Question }</s><lim_start/>user

A4 PolyLM

You are a helpful assistant. Read the context and answer the question.
<luserl>

Context: {Context}

Question: {Question}

<l|assistantl>

A.5 Typhoon-instruct-0130

Below is an instruction that describes a task. Write a response that appropriately completes the request.

11
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### Instruction:

Read the context and answer the question
### Context:

{Context}

### Question:

{Question}

B Question for expected assessments

B.1 QI5

In the training step, we were give some example from 15 sample responses with expected assessments to familiarize
themselves with the task. All 15 sample responses for training step can see at https://github.com/vistec-AI/

WangchanlLion/tree/main/mrc_eval/human_data_collection!

Examples:

1.

foanNLTUN: wiidngall 1940 aladnefaluwinndvSudamalisualadiuaiy Tuil 1955 Eero
Saarinen |dvh#naniiievhusmusiuvaiiufiaes uiligmsabuemsmaimanitouasldues Midway 1/5-
nauMIY Laird Bell Law Quadrangle (mmimnaammiﬂm Saarinen) mmmiﬂaﬂ” mm‘maﬂaaﬂ-

wwnlas guis fa dtw ues Tsee T TﬂLiﬂummwmmﬂummmm BOINMTINNTD 01T
naofiuthunes Tsadounlonoamssocusdsa laoidatsn aoad alaw wasiosdnn Regenstein o1-

o 'l a o a1 o o o ¢ ¢ @ & 1 a o . .
ﬂ?iﬂiﬂmﬂﬁﬂi%ﬂﬂ??ﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂ mnamwmmaaamaammﬂﬂmaamai LAABLIINUIEN Skidmore, OWll’lgS

& Merrill Lquummuau 9 anaammﬂuﬂ 1999 wagdwanlnil 2004 ﬁiNﬂuﬂﬂT’m Gerald Ratner
(2003) Max Palevsky Res1dent1al Commons (2001) 1/1awnuﬂﬂﬂwmﬂmtaﬂﬂmmimunzm (2009)

memmammmﬂw LLavﬁ\‘lﬂaﬁiN danney LLﬂuﬂ'li‘]Jimuau N l’luﬂ 2011 NUMINIFDATINADN-

auﬂmﬂﬂuum Joe and Rika Mansueto muawmmwmaamm%mmmwmamwnmsnazju,a“
ﬂmﬂummmmaﬁlumimnwmaauanwnwmaﬂ

dom: Inadsunlonesmsalaiildoyluomsii gnis fia itu was lswe sonuun?
dneude:  Tdouulonemmsoeuadia

Mmaeunnluea:  wassa

Ql:  lawindhe

Q2:  lauindhe

Q3:  luuwiudhe

Q4:  luindhe

. flaANUSUN: Mmmyadoluiunan e Nada \01. M55du  Wo a1 TaaN -

Miflanasmaniursssdiinendulifeduuen wesids wimnauaemyidaduuaulasyadn o1y a-
\yéu Sailigit (973-1048 anadnn) Aentsluinssalinesnuleidvaunsng wanurewMTINGS-
mydouiessoiineesdwids lasduiupunasmicoynidwdoaoilungiaindon 8w T (913-
w1, a4, 981-1037) nimmysnuleiide irdeyganmssanssndainmmaniseinisuasduiose-
lilawvhaolasmsiidaauuanlasyadusninauameiinelasasidoainnfumsnedsesgn duiiie-
roausndn i uagthiioduy Galnddsarussiinnaiolu Suflunnpuidadyeemsvammeine-
[3 [ < < ~ v v a < [y !
aanslumends lwlssmain wygaaunitedoh 1Bu Id (@.9.1031-1095) lddanndgiwioiumsne-
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shoosiiuan lasgndemnn madananoadanouldenuagnszaaadad dy M%’uo’muumm’ﬁdagmwm-
wmaynsumeioslud mewnuhitududannmsfansounasgunuasmsasannosagnon

dmm: oglainli du 1 idehiiudwdannmstansouneanin

Masudde:  msdunaveadaneudenuaznisneedad feg

daounnluaa: 13w Idh idehiiudwiannmstansounesqnuasazannesagnon wniepundeda-
tuuusiudanlanuagaosy Fansoulimumanm dewiuwnldenlanndousuazgunlissdativ wiu-
Aufiiaiunnmaazannosagnon

Ql:  luwiudhe

Q2 luviudne

Q3:  Wiumey

Q4: wWiumey

B2 Q10

In the screening step, candidates were given 10 sample responses that they needed to answer. This section give some
example. All 10 sample responses for screening step can see at https://github.com/vistec-AI/WangchanLion/
tree/main/mrc_eval/human_data_collection.

Examples:

1y ¢

1. doanuusum: Tumeassiuing sevhainnaiiduaguaduaauaiiuand i gy 1adin-
dnmusssumacoiy war CTL (lelafiendn # aalulsd) asfiounsgeduiiensedumanonana-

Pfilszanimnderatunolsala 9 fiyngnudnan dwdntu lussuhefnmiauey Tuanadunssn-

WU agadu aesitea uazuailaafing awiegs Regaomauinesnshmnsmglagnmemsdnania-

Tasumasninlidmsuvhenamdy nqejusnie msdnauazne iiAaanuuawsesmeadiannuasia-

muatnpuuramaieiulussninnaiu nouiisesie msdnauomdaiulussniamsuaundiion-

nnlunaniud walniin msdnauneliiianmzeisaiiianneendwiuiluasiann wagmsiiwmln-

Anlussnhanduamnsadedmu mandnoyyadase |difuadid

@ msdnaudaiulussuieoameuwnduiesnnnsiluanaesls

MAoudda:  waniu

daounnluiaa: m‘sé’mﬁmﬁ@%ﬂmmdwnamauwé’mﬁmmﬂmiﬂmaqaﬁﬁwniuuaﬂmﬁu

(Melatonin) Auflumsdetszamiiainluanssuazssmonosmynilumanaueundy

Ql:  windhe/lsidiude

Q2 winde/lidiude

Q3:  windhe/lldude

Q4:  windhe/lsidiude

2. flaanuuIun: msanuifefmudshilidelsaiinnied bifluiiiindnassieduiluaan (@w-

Y {

Wufgon) weviluimuiwada  AlenuAsiestumadsiiavesfaunimmimaaluganans  dims-

Q
v '

& ) P - SV o o v It o ¢ a 09 ' =
duwmiidelsamait  @udefuwngaiugliud) dluossmygeoesssiiuinomaiialuafolud  de
nodl. TelFoumaa waz Modl WAdNAa  wasdeiun  nwlsamadngniylalassszaen ms-
dravguanzesidsiiannnmulsaludSuaauassenquuaasliiuindemulsauuuusnihgylal
tuwmehBesmsnadlusndeuwgeimen 1 1347 uasssinaliihglalmoluassiidesn  uas-
Tuigaflufedangulugglulinadl 1349 indenquitlsalduwinszmeilulsaszinaanlsade-
i msdmaguansesidsiiennnlsafifiosdatwduniinn o gn uaaslifiuilulnfoea-
a & g < ! o I3 ¢ O ey O 1 oo
No.mahatailuaungueslsassinadaunsnssnohimdsemamisoiuand  daudil 1350 udeiui-
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Gunuludangquuasi¥auda  dwaadlidiuhmassnaiiuusion ol ity wazdlululdnluusnmdug
sosmsasuandaould) LildinmamassnaludinquidenSaaalull 1349 Tavase  wasdadliuiu-
fenlsassinaszaeniivesiniuiifainludinguuasfaas  lasaradninguisesuaudiumauasing
deluuauduidsin wieusnmdu

MON: ’NEJ.Lwﬂﬁﬁ‘ig‘u1ﬂ1ﬂﬁﬁé’ﬁﬂ‘q‘lﬂlﬁﬁ]él@]

MADUSNDY: 1349

amoumnluaa:  goluldng 1349

Ql:  windhe/lsldude

Q2:  windhe/lldude

Q3:  uindhe/lldudn

Q4:  windho/lsidiude

C Config
C1 GPT4
Base openai client v0.28.

* temperature: 0.2

¢ max_tokens: 1024
C.2 GPT-35
Base openai client v0.28.

* temperature: 0.2

e max_tokens: 1024

C.3 Gemini-Pro

* temperature: 0.9
e top_p: 1
* top_k: 1

e max_tokens: 2048

D Evaluation Prompt

We use some prompts like human questions with the fill "This is very important to my career” [29] that boost our
performance.

D.1 GPT-4/GPT-3.5 Evaluation Prompt

system_prompt

Please evaluate these answers based on their accuracy and relevance to the provided passage that based on the
Criteria:

14
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1. The Answer is Correct concerning the Reference Answer. Do you agree or disagree?

Determine if the given answer accurately matches the reference answer provided. The correctness here means the
answer must directly correspond to the reference answer, ensuring factual accuracy.

2. The Answer Includes Relevant, Additional Information from the Context. Do you agree or disagree?

Assess whether the answer provides extra details that are not only correct but also relevant and enhance the
understanding of the topic as per the information given in the context.

3. The Answer Includes Additional, Irrelevant Information from the Context. Do you agree or disagree?

Check if the answer contains extra details that, while related to the context, do not directly pertain to the question
asked. This information is not necessary for answering the question and is considered a digression.

4. The Answer Includes Information Not Found in the Context. Do you agree or disagree?

Evaluate if the answer includes any information that is not included in the context. This information, even if
correct, is extraneous as it goes beyond the provided text and may indicate conjecture or assumption.

This is very important to my career.

user_prompt

Passage: {context}
Question: {question}
Reference Answer: "{reference_answer}"

"

Prediction Answer: "{prediction_answer }

D.2 Gemini-Pro Evaluation Prompt

prompt

Please evaluate these answers based on their accuracy and relevance to the provided passage that based on the
Criteria:

1. The Answer is Correct concerning the Reference Answer. Do you agree or disagree?

Determine if the given answer accurately matches the reference answer provided. The correctness here means the
answer must directly correspond to the reference answer, ensuring factual accuracy.

2. The Answer Includes Relevant, Additional Information from the Context. Do you agree or disagree?

Assess whether the answer provides extra details that are not only correct but also relevant and enhance the
understanding of the topic as per the information given in the context.

3. The Answer Includes Additional, Irrelevant Information from the Context. Do you agree or disagree?

Check if the answer contains extra details that, while related to the context, do not directly pertain to the question
asked. This information is not necessary for answering the question and is considered a digression.

4. The Answer Includes Information Not Found in the Context. Do you agree or disagree?

Evaluate if the answer includes any information that is not included in the context. This information, even if
correct, is extraneous as it goes beyond the provided text and may indicate conjecture or assumption.
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This is very important to my career.
Passage: {context}

Question: {question}

Reference Answer: "{reference_answer}"

Prediction Answer: "{prediction_answer}"
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