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Abstract

Formulas are the language of communication between humans and nature. It is an
important research topic of artificial intelligence to find expressions from observed
data to reflect the relationship between each variable in the data, which is called a
symbolic regression problem. The existing symbolic regression methods directly
generate expressions according to the given observation data, and we cannot require
the algorithm to generate expressions that meet specific requirements according to
the known prior knowledge. For example, the expression needs to contain sin or
be symmetric, and so on. Even if it can, it often requires very complex operations,
which is very inconvenient. In this paper, based on multi-modal large language
models, we propose MLLM-SR, a conversational symbolic regression method
that can generate expressions that meet the requirements simply by describing
the requirements with natural language instructions. By experimenting on the
Nguyen dataset, we can demonstrate that MLLM-SR leads the state-of-the-art
baselines in fitting performance. More notably, we experimentally demonstrate
that MLLM-SR can well understand the prior knowledge we add to the natural
language instructions. Moreover, the addition of prior knowledge can effectively
guide MLLM-SR to generate correct expressions.

1 Introduction

Mathematical formulas are the language of communication between nature and human beings. With
the succinct expression, we can obtain the potential relationship between the individual variables in
the formula. Summarizing a concise expression to reflect the law behind the physical phenomenon
from the observation data is the goal that scientists have been pursuing. Because manual discovery
of formula theorems often requires a long period. Moreover, the demands on scientists are high.
So people are trying to use artificial intelligence algorithms to make computers discover mathemat-
ical formulas from data on their own. This is where the symbolic regression problem comes in.
Specifically, given observations D = { X, y}, SR seeks a function f that satisfies y = f(X), where
X € R4, y € R™, d, n are the dimension of variable and number of data points, respectively. f is
composed of several basic primitive operators such as +, —, X, +, sin, cos, 1, ....

The traditional methods regard symbolic regression as a combinatorial optimization problem, and use
GP algorithm and reinforcement learning algorithm to deal with symbolic regression problem. This
kind of method is trained from scratch for each new data, which has good anti-noise and versatility.
Moreover, certain constraints can be added to the search process to make the generated expression
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meet some simple needs. (For example, if we want to generate expressions that don’t contain ’sin’,
we can remove the sin symbol from the symbol library). Relatively flexible.

In actual scientific research, scientists have a lot of priors or assumptions when modeling observation
data with expressions. For example, suppose we use time t as a variable and want a function f(t) that
models the intensity of light over a month. We almost know that f(t) is a periodic function, so we
tend to model f(t) using periodic functions like sin() or cos(). In addition, scientists may want to
obtain expressions that conform to symmetry, periodicity, translation invariance, and so on. Although
current methods based on reinforcement learning can achieve some of the people’s needs by adding
certain constraints to the search process. But it will be very troublesome, requiring us to change the
code, which is very unfriendly to non-computer science people.

In recent years, multimodal large language models (MLLMs), represented by GPT-4v, have achieved
significant advancements. MLLMs can answer our questions based on input from various modalities
such as images, PDF files, or videos. For example, if we input an image containing a person and a
dog and then ask the MLLM, ‘Please describe in detail what is in the image?’ it will describe the
image by stating that ’there is a person and a dog’. If we add some conditions and ask, ‘What pets are
in the image?’ it will respond that ’there is a pet dog in the image’.

So can we implement a large multi-modal language model that can automatically generate expressions
that satisfy the user’s needs only by describing the requirements through natural language?

In this paper, we propose a symbolic regression method based on MLLM called MLLM-SR. MLLM-
SR only needs to describe the requirements in simple natural language, and it can generate an
expression that satisfies the requirements and fits the observed data. Specifically, we will consider
the observed data as one modality (pictures, videos, etc.) and then consider the text (containing
the symbols that make up the expression) as another modality. We first freeze the Large Language
Model(LLM) and SetTransformer and then perform feature alignment by training a fully connected
layer to map the observed data features to the literal feature space. In the second step, we unfreeze
the parameters of LLM and proceed to train MLLM-SR End-to-End.

* We propose MLLM-SR, a multi-modal large language model-based conversational symbolic
regression method.

* We propose a symbolic regression method that can describe requirements in natural language
and generate expressions that conform to the requirements.

* We provide new potential research directions for using multimodal large language models.

2 Relation work

2.1 Multi-modal Large Language Models

Recently, models such as CLIP |Radford et al.|[2021] and ALIGN ia et al.|[2021] have been pre-
trained on noisy image and text pairs from the web using contrastive loss, which is recognized as
one of the most effective methods for feature learning |He et al.| [2020|Chen et al.| [2020]L1 et al.
[2020b]|Li et al.|[2020a]]. These models achieve remarkable performance on image-text retrieval tasks
but are limited in their ability to model more complex interactions between images and text necessary
for other vision-and-language (V+L) tasks |Kim et al.| [2021]], such as visual question answering
(VQA)|Antol et al.|[2015]]. Subsequent studies Wang et al.|[2021]] Wang et al.|[2022a]] Piergiovanni
et al.|[2022] have introduced encoder-decoder frameworks trained using generative loss functions,
demonstrating robust performance across various vision-language benchmarks. Simultaneously, the
visual encoders in these models maintain competitive accuracy in image classification tasks. Research
Singh et al.[[2022]] [Li et al.|[2021]] |Li et al.| [2022]]Chen et al.|[2023[|Liu et al.|[2024a] has explored
the unification of image and text representations, which typically involves multiple pretraining stages
for both unimodal and multimodal modules to achieve high performance. For instance, ALBEF
Li et al.| [2021]] employs a dual-encoder architecture that integrates contrastive loss with Masked
Language Modeling (MLM) to enhance learning efficiency. CoCa ? focuses on training an image-text
foundation model from scratch in a single pretraining stage, thereby unifying these approaches in a
simpler and more efficient manner. BEITv3 |Wang et al.|[2022b] treats images as a type of language,
mapping images into the language space through a mapping layer before integrating them with
encoded text features in a large GPT model. LLava Liu et al.|[2024b] is an open-source multi-modal



large model that aligns image features with text features to transform images into a ’language’ that a
large language model (LLM) Chang et al.| [2023]|Zhao et al.|[2023]Touvron et al. [2023]|Zeng et al.
[2022]]Ouyang et al. [2022] can understand. These image features are then concatenated with text
features and fed into the large language model.

2.2 Symbolic Regression

Based on genetic programming This kind of method is a classical kind of algorithm in the field
of symbolic regression. GP |Arnaldo et al.[[2014], McConaghy| [2011]], [Nguyen et al.|[2017] is
the main representative of this kind of method, its main idea is to simulate the process of human
evolution. Firstly, it initialized an expression population, then generated new individuals by crossover
and mutation, and finally generated a new population by fitness. The above process is repeated
until the target expression is obtained. RSRMXu et al.| integrates the GP algorithm with Double Q-
learningHasselt|[2010]] and the MCTS algorithmCoulom|[2006]. a Double Q-learning block, designed
for exploitation, that helps reduce the feasible search space of MCTS via properly understanding
the distribution of reward, In short, the RSRM model consists of a three-step symbolic learning
process: RLbased expression search, GP tuning, and MSDB. In this paperFong et al.|[2022]], the
fitness function of the traditional GP algorithm is improved, which promotes the use of an adaptability
framework in evolutionary SR which uses fitness functions that alternate across generations.

Based on reinforcement learning Reinforcement learning-based algorithms treat symbolic regres-
sion as a combinatorial optimization problem. The typical algorithm is DSRPetersen et al.|[2019],
which uses a recurrent neural network as a policy network to generate a probability distribution P
for sampling, and then samples according to the probability P to obtain multiple expressions. The
reward value of the sampled expressions is calculated and the policy network is updated with the
risky policy, and the loop continues until the target expression is obtained. DSOMundhenk et al.
[2021] is based on DSR by introducing the GP algorithm. The purpose of the policy network is to
generate a better initial population for the GP algorithm. Then, the risk policy gradient algorithm
is also used to update the policy network. Although the above two algorithms are very good, the
efficiency is low, and the expression is more complex, especially the DSO algorithm is more obvious.
There have been many recent symbolic regression algorithms based on the Monte Carlo tree search.
SPLSun et al.| [2022] uses MCTS in the field of symbolic regression and introduces the concept
of modularity to improve search efficiency. However, due to the lack of guidance of MCTS, the
search efficiency of this algorithm is low. To improve the search efficiency of the algorithm, the two
algorithms DGSR-MCTS |[Kamienny et al.|[2023]] and TPSR [Shojaee et al.|[2024] introduced the
policy network to guide the MCTS process based on the previous algorithm. While maintaining the
performance of the algorithm, it greatly improves the search efficiency of the algorithm. However,
although the above two algorithms improve the search efficiency of the algorithm, they reduce the
Versatility of the algorithm, and the noise robustness ability of the algorithm is also greatly reduced.
To solve the above problems and balance the Versatility and efficiency of the algorithm, SR-GPT [Li
et al.[[2024a]] uses a policy network that learns in real time to guide the MCTS process. It achieves
high performance while efficient search.

Based on pre-training Many SR methods based on reinforcement learning have good Versatility.
However, its search efficiency is relatively low, and it often takes a long time to get a good expression.
In contrast, pre-trained models treat the SR problem as a translation problem and train a transformer
with a large amount of artificially synthesized data in advance. Each prediction only needs one
forward propagation to get the result, which is relatively efficient. SymbolicGPT|Valipour et al.|[2021]
was the first large-scale pre-trained model to treat each letter in a sequence of symbols as a token,
(e.g.[’s’, 1°,n’,’(C,’x’, ’)’]). A data feature extractor is used as the encoder, and then each token is
generated by the Decoder in turn. Finally, the predicted sequence and the real sequence are used
for cross-entropy loss. BFGS is used to optimize the constant at placeholder *’C’. NeSymReSBiggio
et al.| [2021]] builds on symbolicGPT by not thinking of each individual letter in the sequence of
expressions as a token. Instead, Nesymres represents the expression in the form of a binary tree,
which is then expanded by preorder traversal, and considers each operator as a token (e.g. [’sin’,’x’]).
Then SetTransformer is used as the Encoder of the data, and finally, Decoder is used to generate
the expression sequence. The overall framework and idea of the EndtoEndKamienny et al.|[2022]]
algorithm are not much different from NeSymReS, but EndtoEnd abandons the constant placeholder
’C’, encodes the constant, and directly generates the constant from the decoder. The constants are then
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Figure 1: This figure shows a schematic diagram of the overall process of MLLM-SR.
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further optimized by Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno (BFGS) Liu and Nocedal|[1989]. Based
on EndtoEnd, NSRwHBendinelli et al.| [2023] tries to apply some prefixes to prompt the model
to generate expressions that conform to the prior. But the effect is not obvious. SymformerVastl
et al.| [2024] is slightly different from the previous pre-trained models in that it directly generates
the constant values in the expression as well as the sequence of expressions. SNIPMeidani et al.
[2023] first applies contrastive learning to train the feature encoder and then freezes the encoder
to train the decoder. But SNIP works well only when combined with a latent space optimization
(LSO)Bojanowski et al.|[2017] algorithm. MMSRLi et al|[2024b]] solves the symbolic regression
problem as a pure multimodal problem, takes the input data and the expression sequence as two
modalities, introduces contrastive learning in the training process, and adopts a one-step training
strategy to train contrastive learning with other losses.

Based on deep learning This class of methods combines symbolic regression problems with
artificial neural networks, where EQL replaces the activation function in ordinary neural networks
with [sin, cos,...] And then applies pruning methods to remove redundant connections and extract an
expression from the network. EQLKim et al.|[2020] is very powerful, however, it can’t introduce
division operations, which can lead to vanishing or exploding gradients. The main idea of Al
Feynman 1.0|Udrescu and Tegmark|[2020] and AI Feynman 2.0Udrescu and Tegmark! [2020] series
algorithms are to “Break down the complex into the simple” by first fitting the data with a neural
network, and then using the trained neural network to discover some properties (e.g. Symmetry,
translation invariance, etc.) to decompose the function hierarchically. Al Feynman 2.0 introduces
more properties based on Al Feynman 1.0, which makes the scope of its application more extensive
relative to AI Feynman 1.0. MetaSymNetLi et al.| [2023]] takes advantage of the differences between
symbolic regression and traditional combinatorial optimization problems and uses more efficient
numerical optimization to solve symbolic regression.

3 Method

We manually generate 15M Q& A data about expressions. Each piece of data contains a set of
observations, [X, Y], and a question-answer pair. Where the problem contains our requirements
for generating expressions. (e.g., sin() free, symmetry, etc.). The answer mainly consists of a
preorder traversal that generates the expression, which is represented by a binary tree. We first train a
SetTransformer as the data feature extractor E of MLLM-SR using contrastive learning with 1M pairs
of [X, Y] and the corresponding expression preorder traversal (e.g.[sin, *, 2, z]). Then, we freeze the
parameters of E and LLM and separately pre-train the parameters of the projection layer to map data
features to word features. Finally, only the E parameter is frozen, and the parameters of the projection
layer and LLM are trained. Note the parameters of the LLM we trained with LoRAHu et al.|[2021].
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Expression: y= 2 sin(x;) cos(xy)

Preorder traversal : [*, ¢, *, sin, x;, c0S,x;]

Properties: Periodicity, symmetry
Number of symbols: 7

Conversations

Conversation 1

Human: <Data> Generate an expression to fit the data for me based on the uploaded data.
Assistant: Of course, according to your requirements, the expression | generated is [*, ¢, *, Sin, x;, c0s,x,].

Conversation 2

Human: : <Data> | want to expression with periodicity on the variable x1 to fit the above data.
Assistant: According to your requirements, we will generate the expression for you is [+, ¢, *, sin, xy, cos,x;].

Conversation 3

Human: : <Data> | want to generate an expression with symbols [sin, cos] to fit the above data.
Assistant: Well, we get an expression for you is [, ¢, *, sin, x;, c0s,x,].

Conversation 4

Human: : <Data> | want to generate an expression with 10 symbols or less to fit the above data.
Assistant: OK, the expression | found is [+, ¢, *, sin, x;, cos,x;].

Conversation 5

Human: : <Data> | want to generate an expression consisting of the symbols [*, sin, cos, x; , x,] to fit the above data.
Assistant: We generate the expression for you is [*, ¢, *, sin, xj, cos,x;].

Conversation 6

Human: : <Data> Generate an expression to fit the data. Note that the data is noisy, so be careful about robustness.
Assistant: We generate the expression for you is [*, ¢, *, sin, xy, cos,x,].

. J

Figure 2: Schematic representation of the expression y = 2sin(x1 ) cos(z1) related question-answer
pair generation.




3.1 Expressions generation

In MLLM-SR, we use symbols [+, —,, /, sin, cos, log, sqrt,C, x1, xa, ..., x,]. Here, C denotes a
constant placeholder (for example, sin(2.6x) can be written as sin(C*x), with its preorder traversal
being [sin, *, C, x]), and [z, ..., 2,,] represents variables. Expressions composed of these symbols
can be represented in the form of a binary tree. By performing a preorder traversal of the binary tree,
we can obtain a sequence of symbols. Therefore, we randomly sample a sequence of symbols in
the above symbol library. The sequence of symbols is then restored to an expression and sampled
to obtain [X, Y]. Specifically, we introduce the Arity(s) function if s is a binary operator. e.g.
[+, —, *, /], then Arity(s)=2; Similarly, if s is a unary operator. e.g. [sin, cos, exp, log, sqrt], then
Arity(s)=1; If s is a variable [z, ..., 2,,] or a constant placeholder ‘C’, then Arity(s)=0.

3.1.1 Generation stop decision: count = 0

Before generating the expression, we import a counter variable, count, and initialize it to 1. We then
randomly select a symbol, s, from the symbol library and update the count according to the formula
count = count — Arity(s) — 1. This process is repeated until count = 0. At this point, we have
constructed a complete sequence of expressions.

3.1.2 Generation constraints

To ensure the generated expressions are meaningful, we impose the following restrictions:

1. Trigonometric functions cannot be nested (e.g., sin(cos(z))), as such forms are rarely encountered
in real-life scenarios.

2. For functions like log(z) and 1/, the argument x cannot be negative. For instance, expressions

like log(sin(z)) and /cos(z) are invalid because both sin(x) and cos(x) can take negative values.

3.2 Training data collection

In section3.1] we generated a number of expressions, and for each expression, we can generate
multiple Q& A data according to certain rules. For each expression, we have a specific form of the
expression, preorder traversal, various properties (periodicity, symmetry), and preorder traversal
length. With this information, we can generate question-answering data like the one in Fig[2] To
be specific, For each piece of data. We generate question-answer pairs by the following method.
Specifically, we have a <Data> symbol in front of each request sentence, indicating that this is a data
feature.

* 1, we generate a question-answer pair that only asks the model to generate expressions that
fit the data, as in traditional symbolic regression.

» 2, generate expressions that satisfy some property, such as the expression y=x, which is
periodic with respect to both variables. We can then ask the model to generate expressions
that are periodic with respect to x1, periodic with respect to x2, and periodic with respect to
each variable. The same goes for symmetries.

* 3, For asking which symbols to include in the expression generated by MLLM-SR we
randomly choose n symbols at a time from the preorder traversal S, where n<len(S), is a
random integer between 1 and len(S). Then, the selected symbols are embedded into the
corresponding sentence to obtain a complete sentence.

* 4, We require the length of the preorder traversal of the expression generated by MLLM-SR
to be less than a certain number M. We will add a random integer between 0 and 20 to the
length of the expression preorder traversal to obtain the number M. Then M7, is embedded
into the corresponding statement to obtain a complete dialogue.

* 5, We want MLLM-SR to generate expressions using only certain symbols. We will process
the preorder traversal of the expression to filter out repeated symbols and then embed
the resulting sequence of symbols into the corresponding statement to obtain a complete
dialogue.



* 6, If we want MLLM-SR to have some noise immunity, we randomly add some Gaussian
noise with different levels to the clean data. We then generate question-answer pairs about
generating robust expressions from noisy data.

3.3 Constant optimization

LLM will first generate the preorder traversal of the expression, and then for the expression with
constant C, we will use function-calling technology to call BFGS and other numerical optimization
algorithms to optimize the constant. Finally, we will output the optimized expression with a specific
value. For example, if we get a preorder traversal of an expression, [*, C, sin, x|, the corresponding
expression is C' * sin(x), then we need to use the BFGS algorithm to optimize the constant value at
C with X as input and y as output.

3.4 Model architecture

In MLLM-SR]I] we use SetTransformer trained with contrastive learning as the data feature extractor,
whose parameters are frozen throughout. Then the data features extracted by SetTransformer are
mapped to the word embedding space of LLM through the projection layer. Finally, we train the
parameters of the projection layer and LLM together. We choose VicunaChiang et al.|[2023]] as our
LLM f, parameterized by ¢.

3.4.1 SetTransformer

The data information plays a crucial role in guiding the Decoder. To accommodate the permutation
invariance of data features—where the dataset’s features should remain unchanged regardless of
the input order—we utilize the SetTransformer as our data encoding method, as described by [Lee
et al.[ [2019]. Our encoder takes a set of data points D = {X,y} € R™"*< These data points
undergo an initial transformation via a trainable affine layer, which uplifts them into a latent space
hy, € R . Subsequently, the data is processed through a series of Induced Set Attention Blocks
(ISABs)Lee et al.|[2019]], which employ several layers of cross-attention mechanisms. Initially, a
set of learnable vectors serves as queries, with the input data acting as the keys and values for the
first cross-attention layer. The outputs from this first layer are then repurposed as keys and values for
a subsequent cross-attention process, with the original dataset vectors as queries. Following these
layers of cross-attention, we introduce a dropout layer to prevent overfitting. Finally, the output size
is standardized through a final cross-attention operation that uses another set of learnable vectors as
queries, ensuring that the output size remains consistent and does not vary with the number of inputs.

3.5 Model training

For each piece of data Xp = [X,y], we have multi-turn question and answer pairs
(X, X2, X2,X2,..., X, XT]. Where T stands for the total turns of question-answering. We
organize them as a sequence [Xp, X}, X} X2 X2 ..., XT XT] by treating all answers as the

assistant’s response, and the instruction X} at the ™ turn as follows:

X,, X}, Whent=1
X et = X0, X, !
instruct {Xéﬂ When t> 1 ( )

We perform instruction-tuning of the LLM on the prediction tokens, using its original auto-regressive
training objective. Specifically, for a sequence of length L, we compute the probability of the target
answers X, by:

L
p(Xa ‘ XvaXinstruct) = Hp@(xi | XU,Xinstrucl,<iaXa,<i) 2)
=1

where 0 is the trainable parameters, Xy struct,<i and X, «; are the instruction and answer tokens in
all turns before the current prediction token x;, respectively. We explicitly add X p to emphasize the
fact that the data is grounded for all answers. For MLLM-SR model training, we consider a two-stage
instruction-tuning procedure.



Stage 1: Pre-training for Feature Alignment. In the first training step, we take 600K samples
from all the datasets (including [X p, X, X,]) for feature alignment training. During training, we
keep both the SetTransformer and LLM weights frozen and maximize the likelihood of Eq[2]using
only the trainable parameters § = W (the projection matrix). This allows the data features H, to
be aligned with the pre-trained LLM word embeddings. This stage can be understood as training a
compatible data tokenizer for the frozen LLM.

Stage 2: Fine-tuning End-to-End. We always keep the SetTransformer weights frozen, and
continue to update both the pre-trained weights of the projection layer and LLM in LLaVA; i.e., the
trainable parameters are 6 = {W, ¢} in (3).

Table 1: At a 0.95 confidence level, a comparison of the coefficient of determination (R2) was
conducted between MLLM-SR and four baseline models. Bold values signify state-of-the-art (SOTA)
performance.

Dataset Name MLLM-SR MMSR SNIP SPL NeSymReS
Nguyen—l Tiﬁ + l’f + 21 0.9999i()‘001 0~9999i0.001 049993i0004 0.9983i0_001 049925i0004
Nguyen—2 73% + l’f + ”L‘? + 1 0'9994i0.004 0.9962i0,002 049934i0.002 0-9990i0.002 049927i0.002

Nguyen—3 iE? + ’l?zll + 1“15 + I% + 2 0'9984i0.002 0.9834i0_003 049824i0_004 0.9884i0_001 049842i0_001
Nguyen-4 2§+ +af+2d + 22 + 21 0990910003 0.9889:10004 0989940002 0.990210.002  0.983110.002

Nguyen—S Sill(I%) COS(.T) -1 0.9804i0_003 0.9626i0_004 049824i0_004 0.9833i0_002 0.9642i0_0003
Nguyen»é Sill(ﬂ?l) + SiIl(Il + I%) 0.9782i0_003 0.9836i0_004 049823i0_005 0.9872i0_003 049637i0_003
Nguyen»7 IOg(I] + 1) + log(x% + 1) 0.9828i0_003 0.9811i0>004 0‘9725i0.001 0.9622i0_004 0‘9505i0.003
Nguyen»S \/5 I.OOOOiU,UQO 0.9823i0>003 0‘9835i0'004 0.9613i0_003 0'9023i0.002
Nguyen»9 SiIl(l’) + Sln(L%) I-OOOOiO.UOU 0~9994i0.005 0~9401i0.004 0~9225i0,004 0.8931i0'004
Nguyen-lO 2 Sll’l(_L) COS({L’Q) 1.0000:“)4000 1-0000i0,004 0.9702:“)4003 0.9633i04003 0.9264:“].004
Nguyen-ll :L’?2 1.000010,000 1.0000104004 0.962210.003 0‘9354104003 0.9096:&0,004
Nguyen-12 o — 2} + 32— 0.997910.003 0.982910.003 0.973440.003 0.952440.003 0.904210.003
Average 0.9940 0.9884 0.9776 0.9703 0.9472

4 Experiment

To verify the performance of the MLLM-SR algorithm, we tested it on the Nguyen dataset. We
selected four state-of-the-art baselines to compare with MLLM-SR. The details of the four baselines
are as follows:

MMSR. A pre-training method that treats symbolic regression as a multimodal problem
and uses contrastive learning for modal alignment.

* SPL. An excellent algorithm that successfully applies the traditional MCTS to the field of
symbolic regression.

* NeSymReS. This algorithm is categorized as a large-scale pre-training model.

SNIP. A large-scale pre-trained model with a feature extractor trained with contrastive
learning before training.

4.1 Comparison with baselines

The most important goal of symbolic regression is to find an expression from the observed data that
accurately fits the given data. A very important indicator to judge the goodness of fit is the coefficient
of determination (R?). Therefore, we tested the five algorithms on Nguyen datasets, using R? as
the standard. We run each expression in the dataset 20 times and then take the average of all the
expressions in the dataset. And the confidence levelJunk [[1999], [Costermans et al.|[1992] is taken
to be 0.95. The specific results are shown in Tablem As we can see from the table, MLLM-SR is
not optimal except on individual datasets. However, on the whole, MLLM-SR performs slightly
better than the other four baselines. From the table, we can see that MLLM-SR performs worse than
MMSR on Nguyen-6.
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Figure 3: This figure shows the result comparison diagram of whether MLLM-SR introduces prior
knowledge in the instruction. From the figure, we can see that introducing prior knowledge into the
instruction can effectively improve the full recovery rate.

4.2 Instruction effect test

The full recovery rate of the algorithm is also an important index to evaluate the performance of
the algorithm. The full recovery rate means that the final expression produced by the algorithm
must be in the same form as the original expression (R? = 1.0), and not an approximate expression.
To test whether natural language instructions can improve the quality of expressions generated by
MLLM-SR, we test it on the Nguyen dataset as follows. First, in the instruction, we don’t give it any
prior knowledge (no requirements), we just ask it to generate an expression to fit the data. Then, we
give the model some prior knowledge (requirements) in the instruction, combined with the expression
situation. For example, for Nguyen-5, we’ll ask it to generate an expression that contains the symbols
sin and cos.

For each expression, we do the above two kinds of experiments 100 times each. Finally, the full
recovery rate was calculated. The specific results are shown in Fig[3] From the figure, we can
clearly see that giving prior knowledge of the instructions can significantly improve the quality of
the expressions generated by MLLM-SR. This also proves that our aim of improving the quality of
generated expressions by providing priors through natural language is achieved. More importantly,
MLLM-SR does have the ability to generate expressions that match our needs.

5 Discussion and Conclusion

In this paper, we propose MLLM-SR, a conversational symbolic regression multi-modal large
language model. All we need to do is upload our observations, and then we can talk to MLLM-SR
via natural language commands and ask it to generate expressions that satisfy our requirements. For
example, you need to generate expressions that contain the sin() operator, or you need to generate
expressions that are symmetric. Specifically, we first manually generate a series of data expression
pairs, and then generate a series of natural language question-answering pairs according to the
characteristics of each expression to train MLLM-SR. We apply a SetTransformer trained with
contrastive learning as the data feature extractor and freeze its parameters throughout. We first train a
mapping layer to align the data feature space extracted by SetTransformer with the token space of
LLM. Then, the parameters of the mapping layer and LLM are trained simultaneously.

Through experiments, we show that MLLM-SR can achieve expression generation by means of
dialogue. When we give MLLM-SR natural language instructions with our prior knowledge, it can
understand these instructions very well and generate expressions that meet the requirements according
to the prior knowledge.

MLLM-SR significantly lowers the threshold for non-experts to use symbolic regression algorithms.
This allows people in various fields to get large models to generate expressions that meet their
requirements, just by means of natural language instructions. Next, we try to introduce more
properties and functions.

Although MLLM-SR has achieved good results, it still has a lot of room for improvement. For
example, some properties that are not in the training dataset are not well understood.
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