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Abstract

Recent work shows Large Language Models
(LLMs) struggle to understand natural lan-
guage constraints for various text generation
tasks in zero- and few-shot settings. While, in
the code domain, there is wide usage of con-
straints in code format to maintain the integrity
of code written in Domain-Specific Languages'
(DSLs), yet there has been no work evaluat-
ing LLMs with these constraints. We propose
two novel tasks to assess the controllability of
LLMs using hard and soft constraints repre-
sented as code across five representations. Our
findings suggest that LLMs struggle to com-
prehend constraints in all representations irre-
spective of their portions in the pre-training
data. While models are better at comprehend-
ing constraints in JSON, YAML and natural
language representations, they struggle with
constraints represented in XML and resource-
rich language Python.

1 Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) have shown
promising results (Brown et al., 2020) in compre-
hending and subsequently generating coherent text
and code in zero and few-shot settings, especially
for resource-rich languages. However, their prac-
tical utility depends on their ability to follow con-
straints at various granularity, encompassing user
and system requirements. Recent work (Sun et al.,
2023) shows LLMs have difficulty in understand-
ing fine-grained hard constraints represented as
a natural language in zero and few shot settings
for tasks like paraphrase generation and numeri-
cal planning while performing decently well for
coarse-grained constraints such as generating text
on a given topic. While in the code domain, en-
coding use-case-specific constraints in code format

“The first two authors contribute equally.
"https://w.wiki/6jCH

is prevalent and crucial for enterprises to main-
tain the integrity of the code typically written in
DSLs such as JSON, YAML, and XML that are
often in structured format. Such DSLs are widely
adopted for data exchange and configuration of
systems such as Kubernetes?, and Ansible® and
there is growing interest (Nair and Modani, 2023)
in employing LLMs for DSLs. Depending on the
use case and system, the constraints that are often
fine-grained are articulated as schemas* in vari-
ous code languages like JSON schema, YAML, or
Python Pydantic to validate DSL code. A typical
schema holds fine-grained hard and soft constraints
such as data types, required and optional fields, de-
fault values, numerical constraints, etc. LLMs must
be cognizant of such constraints for practical use
in producing reliable code. Therefore, we aim to
study and understand the controllability of LLMs
when fine-grained constraints are represented in
code format.

Listing 1: The JSON sample generated (highlighted in
yellow) by the Granite 20B model does not adhere to the
exclusiveMaximum and multipleOf constraints specified
in the schema.

Write a JSON sample with field values as per the
JSON format schema given below.

"type": "array",
"contains": {
"type": "number”,
"multipleOf”: 2.66,
"exclusiveMinimum”: ©.08231885995435284,
"exclusiveMaximum”: 5.1100233535478
3,
"maxContains”: 10

3

JSON sample:

| [2.66, 5.22, 8.88, 11.54, 14.2]

‘ “we

L

Zhttps://w.wiki/3kbz

Shttps://w.wiki/8Qg4

“we use schemas and constraints in code format inter-
changeably
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To evaluate the extent to which LLMs can follow
these constraints in code format, we introduce two
novel tasks: (i) Data as Code generation: valid sam-
ple generation factoring in constraints. (ii) DSL val-
idation: validate code against constraints. We gen-
erate synthetic evaluation data with various com-
binations of constraints using combinatorial tools.
This ensures no data leak and flexible control over
the evaluated constraints. Our evaluation includes
constraints represented as JSON schema, YAML,
XML, Python Pydantic, and natural language to
be generated and validated in JSON, YAML, and
XML languages. We choose different input repre-
sentations for schema for two reasons: (i) The se-
lected languages are widely used across enterprises
for schema representation. (ii) To study the impact
of different input representations on the model’s
performance under similar constraints.

To the best of our knowledge, our work is the
first to study the controllability of LLMs for con-
straints represented as code. Our findings suggest
that for Task 1, LLMs find it challenging to fol-
low schema instructions, primarily for Python and
XML schema formats. For Task 2, we observe that
it is difficult for all the LL.Ms to validate the sam-
ple against code schema, especially when it is not
adhering to that.

2 Data as Code Generation in DSL

Task description: Given the schema, the gener-
ation task (see Listing 1) aims to produce a com-
pliant data sample in code format in a DSL of in-
terest. We draw inspiration from use cases such as
synthesizing schema-compliant data from LLMs
to train and evaluate smaller-sized models (Song
et al., 2020) and generating diverse sets of samples
to be used in product test pipelines. Since data
represented in DSL is structured, LLMs need to be
schema-aware during generation.

Dataset: We synthetically prepare 602 schemas
across 5 representations having combinations of
hard and soft constraints. First, we prepare JSON
schemas using our combinatorial tool to generate
a good mix of constraints. We then convert each
JSON schema to XML and YAML schemas using
automated tools to ensure equivalence across rep-
resentations. Further, we include Python represen-
tation using the Pydantic library as a resource-rich
general-purpose language in our evaluation gener-
ated using the Gemini-1.0-pro (Team et al., 2024)
model as a code translation task. We extend our

evaluation to natural language representation gen-
erated using rule-based templates over the JSON
schema. We’ ensure equivalence of the generated
schemas across languages by manually eyeballing
the samples.

Evaluation metric: Each instance of schema-
compliant code that LLM generates is awarded one
point when these code samples are validated using a
schema validator tool. We then utilize the accuracy
metric over all samples to benchmark performance
across various models. Along with the accuracy
evaluation metric, we also report invalid data-type
samples (IS%), and samples generated with the in-
valid root data type (RTV%). The root data type
is the data type of the whole JSON sample. For
example, the root data type of sample represented
in listing 1 is array. For IS and RTV metrics, the
lesser the number better the performance.

Experimental setup: We experiment with
greedy decoding and beam search decoding using
a beam width of 3. Both decoding techniques often
perform similarly, yet greedy decoding consistently
shows a slight edge; therefore, we present results
using greedy decoding.

Prompts: We experiment with zero-shot and 3-
shot prompting for each model. For 3-shot prompt-
ing, we identify errors from the zero-shot setting,
then select and use samples similar to the most
frequent errors. Using entirely different schema
representations as few-shot samples does not im-
prove model performance. Examples of prompts
can be found in Appendix 1

Results: We observe that among the six schema
representations studied, the natural language is best
understood by the model for all output representa-
tions. For constraints in code format, JSON and
YAML schema perform the best oweing to their
wide usage in this use case though not being one
of the major languages in the pre-training data. Ad-
ditionally, Python though being one of the major
portions of the code pre-training data, models strug-
gle to understand the constraints represented in
Python and subsequently failing to generate valid
data samples across all output languages. Simi-
larly, models struggle to comprehend XML schema
and generate in XML across all schema represen-
tations. Among the Codellama and Granite fam-
ilies, we observe that Granite 208 and 34B are

The generated Python samples are manually validated by
the paper’s authors.



Output Representation

\ \ JSON \ YAML \ XML
Model | Schema | Y | IS% | RIV(%) | N | IS% | RIV(%) | N | IS%) | RIV(%)
Llama3 8B 28.2 1.9 50.1 29.2 1.8 49.8 7.9 1.6 73.9
Granite 8B 475 29 31.0 247 2.8 57.3 5.1 17.1 70.26
Granite 20B JSON 50.4 13.9 15.6 37.7 23 38.0 10.1 7.9 71.92
Granite 34B 533 2.6 235 322 2.6 48.6 11.2 4.1 73.08
Codellama 34B 58.4 3.6 17.9 23.0 1.8 51.4 9.4 3.7 71.12
Llama3 8B 102 129 64.1 225 6.1 52.8 10.2 4.8 73.5
Granite 8B 18.9 3.6 60.7 12.1 2.8 70.9 8.4 10.7 72.0
Granite 20B XML 24.0 2.1 533 12.4 1.9 73.9 8.6 122 70.5
Granite 34B 18.7 1.9 56.9 18.1 1.6 63.1 8.6 10.6 71.9
Codellama 34B 8.8 2.3 71.2 142 1.6 56.9 8.6 10.2 71.7
Llama3 8B 25.9 1.3 53.3 8.1 3.1 62.4 6.4 0.4 74.5
Granite 8B 47.0 112 13.7 15.7 1.8 63.9 8.6 122 70.5
Granite 20B YAML 34.7 1.6 39.8 25.9 1.4 56.6 8.4 10.7 72.0
Granite 34B 52.1 3.1 149 26.4 1.1 40.6 8.6 10.6 71.9
Codellama 34B 48.0 7.1 24.9 27.9 14 50.3 9.1 12.6 71.0
Llama3 8B 13.7 5.4 64.9 10.2 3.1 729 11.6 31 72.9
Granite 8B 10.2 24 73.0 11.9 23 70.9 11.1 10.7 7271
Granite 20B Python 14.6 1.6 64.7 11.7 24 68.7 73 16.6 71.42
Granite 34B 17.7 2.6 61.2 13.9 2.4 66.9 10.6 8.9 69.35
Codellama 34B 13.7 5.6 65.1 11.6 2.9 64.1 8.4 14.1 69.1
Llama3 8B 30.2 5.8 50.4 24.5 34 54.1 9.6 5.6 73.9
Granite 8B 523 2.1 28.9 42.1 2.6 29.2 11.1 8.3 69.24
Granite 20B NL 65.4 2.9 0.6 46.0 2.8 30.2 10.9 7.97 69.24
Granite 34B 69.7 2.3 1.9 55.1 24 8.9 10.9 9.86 63.42
Codellama 34B 60.4 2.8 60.4 40.6 2.9 345 8.69 7.88 65.51

Table 1: Task 1 zero shot results. SV metric denotes the percentage of perfect samples, IS denotes the percentage of
invalid samples and RTV denotes the percentage of sample root data type errors. For IS and RTV, the lesser the

value better the performance.

the best-performing models for all language rep-
resentations except YAML where the Granite 8B
model performs best. Codellama 34 B model con-
sistently gives subpar performance for code repre-
sentation even when compared to the smaller Gran-
ite 8 B model. Thus, we conclude that irrespective
of their minor representation in code pre-training
data, models perform best for JSON and natural
language schema representations.

3 DSL Validation

Task description: There is a growing body of
work (Chiang and Lee, 2023; Hada et al., 2024) on
showing promising usage of LLMs as evaluators as
an alternative to human evaluators in many tasks.
While LLMs may not be deployed to validate DSL
samples when schemas are in machine-readable
formats, constraints can often be articulated in nat-
ural language format where automated validation
is infeasible. Further, the ability to validate against
the given schema throws light on LLMs’ under-
standing of the relation between requirements and
output. Given the DSL sample to validate and the
schema, the task aims to answer the validity of the
provided sample against the constraints. Through
this boolean question task (see Listing 2), we study
the following questions: (i) How LLMs perform
on varying lengths of the schemas? (ii) How well
do the LLMs perform with schema in natural lan-

guage representation compared to code counterpart
representations under similar constraints?

Listing 2: In the JSON sample, the values for fields
stingo and anisic do not adhere to schema constraints.
But the Granite 34B model gives the incorrect answer
(highlighted in yellow) as yes.

Question:
Does the JSON sample {"tamil”: false, "baser”: null,
"paltriness”: "congue.", "anisic”": 1906.34, "
stingo”: "officiis tellus. illum modi odit quas
mattis nunc”, "pigheadedness”: 52.0} adhere to
all the constraints defined in JSON format
schema
{
"type": "object”,
"properties”: {
"tamil”: {"type”: "boolean"},
"baser”: {"type”: "null"}
"paltriness”: {3},
"anisic": {"type"”: "number"”, "multipleOf”: 1
7.023%,
"stingo"”: {"type"”: "string", "maxlen”: 20},
"pigheadedness”: {"type"”: "number",
"exclusiveMinimum”: 27.65410407394338,
"maximum”: 93.85523810367313
3
3,
"additionalProperties”: false,
"required”: []
}
Respond to yes or no.
Answer :
yes
‘ “we
L
Dataset: For each of the 602 schemas across

5 representations as described in Section 2, we



Output Representation

\ | JSON YAML | XML
Model ‘ Schema ‘ Macro-F1 ‘ Accuracy Macro-F1 Accuracy ‘ Macro-F1 Accuracy
Llama3 8B 0.55 0.56 0.37 0.45 0.40 0.47
Granite 8B 0.55 0.56 0.55 0.55 0.42 0.45
Granite 20B JSON 0.48 0.52 0.37 0.44 0.47 0.53
Granite 34B 0.60 0.64 0.56 0.57 0.63 0.65
Codellama 34B 0.64 0.64 0.53 0.54 0.50 0.53
Llama3 8B 0.44 0.37 0.35 0.42 0.41 0.46
Granite 8B 0.45 0.47 0.44 0.44 0.50 0.52
Granite 20B XML 0.24 0.37 0.45 0.47 0.56 0.57
Granite 34B 0.52 0.68 0.47 0.58 0.39 0.58
Codellama 34B 0.41 0.46 0.41 0.46 0.48 0.50
Llama3 8B 0.38 0.46 0.40 0.44 0.40 0.45
Granite 8B 0.45 0.47 0.50 0.50 0.44 0.44
Granite 20B YAML 0.24 0.31 0.31 0.38 0.45 0.47
Granite 34B 0.52 0.68 0.55 0.61 0.47 0.58
Codellama 34B 0.59 0.59 0.52 0.53 0.58 0.58
Llama3 8B 0.37 0.43 0.36 0.42 0.38 0.43
Granite 8B 0.54 0.54 0.44 0.58 0.54 0.55
Granite 20B Python 0.34 0.45 0.45 0.67 0.36 0.44
Granite 34B 0.53 0.54 0.47 0.67 0.40 0.46
Codellama 34B 0.48 0.49 0.45 0.53 0.46 0.44
Llama3 8B 0.63 0.63 0.55 0.56 0.57 0.57
Granite 8B 0.45 0.59 0.51 0.61 0.39 0.58
Granite 20B NL 0.53 0.54 0.45 0.48 0.57 0.60
Granite 34B 0.45 0.55 0.46 0.46 0.38 0.56
Codellama 34B 0.52 0.57 0.54 0.57 0.42 0.50

Table 2: Task 2 zero shot results. Task 2 is a binary classification task hence we measure the performance using

Macro-F1 score and Accuracy.

generate 3 data samples across JSON, XML, and
YAML languages. First, these data samples are
synthetically generated by parsing through the
JSON schema by randomly pruning and selecting
constraints, resulting in data samples of different
lengths and constraints. We then convert the gener-
ated JSON data samples to equivalent YAML and
XML formats. The Task-2 dataset consists of 3076
instances with 45% of no and 55% yes instances.

Evaluation metric: Since it is a boolean question
answering task, we use Macro average F1 score and
Accuracy as evaluation metrics.

Experimental setup: The Decoding strategy
used here is similar to the generation task as speci-
fied in section 2.

Prompts: The goal of this task is to answer with
either yes or no. We experiment with zero-shot and
few-shot prompting. In the few shot prompting we
provide two examples where one example has yes
as the answer and the other has no as the answer.

Results: Although natural language representa-
tion performs best for the generation task, it low-
ers the performance of higher parameter models
like Granite 34B and codellama 34B for valida-
tion task. JSON representation works best for all
three output languages for validation and Python
and XML formats are most difficult to understand
for all the models. Among the evaluated models,

34B models give the best performance for valida-
tion. Most of the other models give an accuracy
of around 0.5 which could be a random choice
of model considering there are two options yes or
no. Surprisingly the Granite 208 model which per-
forms best for the generation task, underperforms
other models in most cases. We observe significant
improvement in small 8 B parameter models espe-
cially the llama3-8B model with natural language
representation suggesting a heavy presence of nat-
ural language instances in their pre-training data.
Finally, we observe that the Granite and llama fam-
ily models give a similar performance for valida-
tion tasks, unlike code generation. Generating yes
or no options with random probability and subpar
performance of the models compared to random
probability baseline for non-JSON representation
suggest a large scope of improvement for this task.

4 Related Work

Generation: There is extensive work (Chen et al.,
2021; Muennighoff et al., 2024; Austin et al., 2021;
Lai et al., 2022; Cassano et al., 2022; Hendrycks
et al., 2021; Yin et al., 2018) on evaluating code
capabilities of LLMs for various code tasks such
as code completion, translation, fixing, etc. These
code benchmarks are often language-scoped, where
resource-rich languages such as Python are widely
evaluated. Despite there being work (Cassano et al.,
2022) on multi-lingual code, there is scant atten-



tion to resource-poor languages such as DSLs, in-
cluding YAML and JSON, though having crucial
importance.

Validation: Given the limited availability of
benchmarks for low resource languages, coupled
with the promising performance demonstrated by
LLMs (Wei et al., 2023; Sanh et al., 2022) on un-
seen tasks when provided with task-specific instruc-
tions, there is an emerging body of work (Hada
et al., 2024; Chiang and Lee, 2023) in studying
LLMs as evaluators for low-resource languages.
However, attributing to prompt sensitivity, bias,
and hallucinations, LLMs are not yet available as a
drop-in replacement for human evaluators. There
is some interest (Lian et al., 2024) in using LLMs
as evaluators for low-resource languages such as
DSLs, however limited to XML and INI languages.

Controllability of LLMs: Though LLMs are
controllable on coarse-grained natural language
constraints, such as generating text coherent with
the provided topic or sentiment, they struggle (Sun
et al., 2023) with fine-grained constraints such as
end the text with the given word or generate text
within the given word count. Code schemas often
encompass fine-grained constraints, and to the best
of our knowledge, we are the first to study the con-
trollability of LL.Ms for constraints represented as
code.

5 Conclusion

We introduce two novel tasks to test the controlla-
bility of LLMs when constraints are in code format
that are profound in the use of DSLs for data ex-
change and configuration of systems. We evaluate
LLMs over 5 schema representations that include
YAML, JSON, Python, XML, and natural language
and 3 output representations that include YAML,
JSON, and XML. Through both the tasks, we con-
clude that there is substantial scope of improve-
ment for LLMs to comprehend constraints in code
format to subsequently generate compliant sam-
ple or validate the given sample. Further, findings
show that LLMs do not exhibit a direct correlation
with the size of the language in the pre-training
data used. Since LLMs struggled to comprehend
constraints represented in resource-rich language
Python rather showed better performance for JSON
and natural language that are minor portions of the
code pre-training data. We hope that our work pro-
vides some guidance on when to employ LLMs

given the languages of interest and as well research
in the direction to improve LLMs towards better
controllability over code constraints.
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A Appendix
A.1 Prompts

This section defines the prompts which are used
for models. We report different prompts for every
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model tried here and report the best-performing
prompt results. Generally, the model consists of
a System Prompt followed by a prompt template
specific to the model.

A.1.1 Common prompt

For zero shot inference, we use a common prompt
as it is for all the models irrespective of the model’s
prompt format and we observe best results for
Task-1 with this prompt. The prompt is as follows.

Listing 3: common prompt

Listing 5: QA-prompt-2

{System prompt}

Question:

Write an {input_representation} sample with field
values as per the {output_representation}
format schema given below. Please wrap your
code

answer using ~°°

{schema}

Answer :

Write an {input_representation} sample with field
values as per the {output_representation}
format schema given below.

{schema}

{output_representation} sample:

A.1.2 Granite model family

The granite model generally follows the question-
answering format. Task-1 prompts for granite
family models are as follows.

System prompt:

System:

You are an intelligent Al programming assistant,
utilizing a Granite code language model developed
by IBM. Your primary function is to assist users in
code explanation, code generation and other soft-
ware engineering tasks. You MUST follow these
guidelines: - Your responses must be factual. Do
not assume the answer is yes when you do not know,
and DO NOT SHARE FALSE INFORMATION.
- You should give concise answers. You should
follow the instruction and provide the answer in
the specified format and DO NOT SHARE FALSE
INFORMATION.

Prompt 2:

Listing 4: QA-prompt-1

{System prompt}
Question:
Write an {input_representation} sample with field
values as per the {input_representation} format
schema given below.

{schema}

Answer:

Prompt 3:

{output_representation} and {input_representation }
are the variables where {input_representation} take
the values JSON, YAML, XML, Python, and nat-
ural language. {output_representation} takes the
values JSON, YAML, and XML.

A.1.3 Llama family

For codellama 345 model we wrap the common
prompt in [INST] and [/INST] tags. For the llama3-
8B model, we use the System prompt along with
user tags ©.

System prompt: You are a helpful, respectful, and
honest assistant. Always answer as helpfully as
possible, while being safe. Your answers should
not include any harmful, unethical, racist, sexist,
toxic, dangerous, or illegal content. Please ensure
that your responses are socially unbiased and pos-
itive. If a question does not make any sense or is
not factually coherent, explain why instead of an-
swering something not correct. If you don’t know
the answer to a question, please don’t share false
information.

Other than this, similar to the granite family we try
Question answering format and instruction to wrap
the output in quotes (“°).

6https://huggingface.co/meta—llama/
Meta-Llama-3-8B-Instruct
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