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Abstract

Evaluation is critical for assessing capabilities, tracking scientific progress, and
informing model selection. In this paper, we present three desiderata for a good
benchmark for language models: (i) salience (e.g., knowledge about World War
II is more salient than a random day in history), (ii) novelty (i.e., the benchmark
reveals new trends in model rankings not shown by previous benchmarks), and
(iii) difficulty (i.e., the benchmark should be difficult for existing models, leaving
headroom for future improvement). We operationalize these three desiderata and
cast benchmark creation as a search problem, that of finding benchmarks that that
satisfy all three desiderata. To tackle this search problem, we present AutoBencher,
which uses a language model to automatically search for datasets that meet the three
desiderata. AutoBencher uses privileged information (e.g. relevant documents)
to construct reliable datasets, and adaptivity with reranking to optimize for the
search objective. We use AutoBencher to create datasets for math, multilingual, and
knowledge-intensive question answering. The scalability of AutoBencher allows
it to test fine-grained categories and tail knowledge, creating datasets that are on
average 27% more novel and 22% more difficult than existing benchmarks. A closer
investigation of our constructed datasets shows that we can identify specific gaps in
LM knowledge in language models that are not captured by existing benchmarks,
such as Gemini Pro performing much worse on question answering about the
Permian Extinction and Fordism, while OpenAGI-7B performing surprisingly well
on QA about COVID-19.1

1 Introduction

Evaluation is crucial for informing model selection and guiding model development, and it is
especially challenging to evaluate language models. Prior works have constructed high-quality
benchmarks, guided by two desiderata: (1) salience: the benchmark should test practically important
capabilities, for example, the capability to solve math problems is examined by GSM8K [6] and
capability to avoid answering misleading questions is examined by TruthfulQA [17]. (2) difficulty:
the benchmark should yield low accuracy with existing models. For example, GPQA [28] carefully
constructs questions that are challenging even for domain experts. In this work, we identify an
additional goal of (3) novelty. More recently, observational studies of existing benchmarks show that
model performance on existing benchmarks are highly correlated [18, 27, 20, 5], and thus there is an
increasing need for benchmark novelty. Novelty measures the degree to which a benchmark reveals
previously unknown performance trends in model rankings, such as unexpected model strengths or
weaknesses on specific domains.

In order to measure salience, difficulty, and novelty of a benchmark, we operationalize these three
properties: (1) We define salience as a binary variable that captures whether a benchmark on a

1Code is available at https://github.com/XiangLi1999/AutoBencher.
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Figure 1: (Left) Models ranked by accuracy on existing datasets and AutoBencher datasets. Existing
datasets show roughly the same performance trends, while AutoBencher discovers tests that induce
novel rankings. (Right) Given a domain (e.g., history), AutoBencher creates datasets that are salient,
difficult, and novel. It achieves this by searching through evaluation topics, scoring each based on
these desiderata, and selecting the best one. These datasets are automatically created by providing
privileged information to a language model.

specific topic (e.g., COVID-19) is important. (2) The difficulty of a benchmark is determined by
the lowest error rate achievable by existing models. (3) We calculate the novelty of a benchmark as
the predictability of model performance on the benchmark based on performance on other bench-
marks. Formalizing the three desiderata allows us to take an optimization approach to constructing
benchmarks. Instead of viewing benchmarking as the task of constructing a dataset that represents
some task, we cast it as a way to find particular test set that fulfill our three desiderata. This turns
benchmarking into an optimization problem, where the objective is made explicit.

To approximately solve this search problem and automatically create new salient, difficult, and novel
benchmarks, we propose AutoBencher. As shown in Figure 1, given a broad domain (e.g., history),
AutoBencher proposes candidate evaluation topics (e.g., World War II) and then constructs a small
dataset for each topic using privileged information (e.g., relevant Wikipedia articles). These datasets
are scored by our metrics and used as part of a local search algorithm to find a benchmark with
improved difficulty. We leverage the scalability of AutoBencher to identify and select topics that
jointly maximize a weighted sum of difficulty and novelty, subject to a salience constraint specified
by the user.

We use AutoBencher to create datasets in 5 domains: math, history, science, economics, and
multilingualism, altogether producing around 3700 examples. These benchmarks reveal novel trends
not shown by prior benchmarks (§6.2): For example, we find that while Gemini Pro is one of the
strongest models on existing history benchmarks, it performs quite poorly on AutoBencher-discovered
topics of Permian Extinction and Fordism, performing even worse than some 7B models, such as
Mistral-7B. Meanwhile, we also find that 7B models (e.g., Mistral-7B and OpenAGI-7B), which
typically exhibit lower accuracy due to their smaller size, perform quite well on the topic of COVID-
19, even achieving accuracy on par with GPT-4 Turbo. Additionally, our datasets increase difficulty
by 22% compared with human-constructed benchmarks, such as MMLU and XOR QA (§6.1).2

2 Related Work

Benchmarking Language Models A large number of benchmarks have been constructed to
measure different skills of language models. To give a few examples of common LLM benchmarks,
MMLU measures the understanding of academic subjects [11], GSM8K measures mathematical
reasoning [6], and Winogrande measures common sense reasoning [30]. Researchers have also
grouped the benchmarks to create leaderboards that rank LMs’ overall capabilities, such as HELM
[16] and Open LLM Leaderboard [3]. Additionally, researchers also carefully subsample existing
benchmarks to obtain a smaller and more efficient benchmark with similar model accuracy [20].
Prior works of LLM-as-Judge incorporate language models as part of the evaluation pipeline to

2We will release the dataset and code.
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automatically judge the quality of model-generated responses [8, 39, 9]. Our work further automates
the evaluation pipeline by using LM to propose evaluation topics and generate questions.

The most similar work to ours is Li et al. [15], which uses LMs to brainstorm questions for instruction
following tasks. However, their goal is very different from ours: they aim to find a minimal set of
questions to reproduce the same LM ranking achieved by evaluating a large number of examples; our
goal is to search for new benchmark topics that break the performance trends of existing benchmarks.

Adaptive Datasets In AutoBencher, one important desideratum we optimize for is novelty. Prior
works have also constructed datasets adaptively to search for difficult questions [22, 12, 29, 38, 7].
Most of these works have generated test cases with human annotators, whereas we use language
models to automate the search, saving extensive human effort. Similar to AutoBencher, Perez
et al. [26] searches for prompts that induce harmful behaviors in language models using another
language model. However, they focus on instance-level failures in safety, whereas we focus on finding
systematic failures on specific topics.

3 A Metric-Driven Framework of Benchmark Creation

We now discuss our three desiderata of salience, difficulty, and novelty and formally define them as
quantitative metrics that can be directly optimized.

Preliminaries. Let c ∈ C be a evaluation topic. We define a dataset Dc = {(xi, yi)}i as a set of
question-answer pairs (xi, yi) that evaluate mastery of the topic c. As an example, topics C could
include “the Industrial Revolution”, “World War II”, “Ancient Civilization”, etc. In this work, we will
generate the datasets Dc from a fixed generator p(Dc | c) and focus on optimizing the set of topics c
to change the novelty and difficulty of a dataset.

Let M = {LMm}Mm=1 denote the set of M existing models to evaluate. We denote the accu-
racy of model LMm ∈ M on benchmark Dc as acc(LMm,Dc). We define the accuracy vector
Vc = [acc(LM1,Dc), · · · , acc(LMM ,Dc)] of a benchmark Dc as the accuracy of all models on the
benchmark Dc.

Salience. Recall that salience measures the practical importance of a topic c. First, we assume a
set of salient topics S specified by the user, and we define SALIENCE as a binary variable, such that
SALIENCE(c) = 1 if c ∈ S and SALIENCE(c) = 0 otherwise. For example, we may define salient
topics S to be the set of topics with the number of corresponding Wikipedia page views exceeding a
threshold.

Novelty. Recall that novelty measures how much new information a dataset reveals about existing
models over existing benchmarks. Therefore, we formalize NOVELTY(Dc;Dprev;M) as a function
of the benchmark in question Dc, prior benchmarks Dprev := {D1 . . .DN}, and the existing set of
models M. Intuitively, the results on a new benchmark reveal new information if model performance
on the new benchmark vastly differ from the trends on prior benchmarks (e.g., if a normally low-
performing model outperforms all other models on the new benchmark).

To quantify this, we first find how much information is explainable by the accuracy on existing datasets
Dprev, by performing a regression from Vprev := [V1 · · ·VN ] ∈ RN×M to predict Vc ∈ R1×M ,

V̂c := w∗⊤Vprev + b and w∗ = argmin
w

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣w⊤Vprev + b− Vc

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣2
2

.

We then compute the rank correlation between the predicted accuracy V̂c and the ground truth
accuracy as RANKCORR(Vc, V̂c) as a predictability measure for the new dataset. Formally,

NOVELTY(Dc,Dprev,M) = 1− RANKCORR(V̂c, Vc).

If the new accuracy vector Vc is spanned by the existing accuracy vectors, RANKCORR(Vc, V̂c) will
be close to 1, resulting in low novelty. On the other hand, if the new accuracy vector Vc discovers
some new patterns in model performance such as an orthogonal direction, RANKCORR(Vc, V̂c) will
be low, resulting in high novelty.

3



Take Figure 1 (left) as an example, let ARC be the existing datasets Dprev. To compute the novelty
of the MMLU dataset (column 2), we perform a regression from the accuracy vector of ARC to
predict the accuracy vector of MMLU. Since they have the same ranking, model rankings on MMLU
is perfectly predictable from ARC, yielding a RANKCORR of 1 and a NOVELTY of 0. To compute
the novelty of the QA: COVID-19 dataset (column 3), we also predict its accuracy vector from
ARC. However, since the accuracy vector of COVID-19 datasets shows abrupt changes in model
performance, it is not spanned by the accuracy vector of the ARC dataset. Therefore, its performance
is not predictable by the existing dataset, yielding a low RANKCORR and a high NOVELTY.

Difficulty. A benchmark’s difficulty is determined directly by a model’s error rate. Ideally, a
benchmark should leave sufficient headroom above the best current error rate to enable tracking
future progress. We formalize the difficulty of a benchmark as the remaining gap between the best
model’s accuracy and optimal accuracy: DIFFICULTY(Dc,M) = 1−maxm acc(LMi,Dc).

Separability. Besides the three main desiderata, we also include the separability of model accuracy
as an additional regularizer. Separability measures the amount of separation between different
model accuracies; In this paper, we use separability to complement novelty, ensuring that all the
model performance trends revealed by a benchmark is robust. We formalize the separation on
benchmark Dc between the accuracy of models M as the mean absolute deviation SEP(Dc,M) =
mean(|Vc − mean(Vc)|).

Existing Benchmarks Case Study. We now analyze several existing benchmarks under these
desiderata: MMLU [11] contains salient topics on academic subjects; it is sufficiently difficult with
the best model accuracy of 86% and has good separability to distinguish existing models. However,
the benchmark lacks novelty, as it’s highly correlated with prior benchmarks like ARC, with a rank
correlation of 94%.

Datasets in the Inverse Scaling Prize [21] is novel but many lack salience. For example, pattern
matching suppression instructs the LM to continue a sequence by violating the current pattern, and
Memo trap instructs the LM to continue a famous quote with a different ending. These tasks reveal
novel performance patterns (i.e., larger models perform worse), but are much less salient than datasets
like the knowledge-intensive MMLU.

4 AutoBencher

Our goal is to find a sufficiently salient evaluation topic c that maximizes a linear combination of
novelty and difficulty. We directly maximize novelty and difficulty subject to a constraint on salience,
because salience is operationalized as a binary variable. Specifically, we aim to solve the following
constrained optimization problem:

maximize J (c) = NOVELTY(Dc;Dprev,M) + β1 DIFFICULTY(Dc;M) + β2 SEP(Dc;M)
(1)

subject to c ∈ S.

Solving the optimization problem. Identifying solutions to this search problem is difficult due to
the complexity of performing a discrete search over three potentially conflicting criteria (salience,
difficulty, and novelty) and we cannot intuitively judge which topics might reveal novel performance
trends a priori. Therefore, we propose AutoBencher, which automates the search with a language
model, denoted as LMgen, and outputs the best discovered topic and its dataset.

One natural, naive design is to perform a random search, where we prompt LMgen to generate a diverse
set of topics c, prompt LMgen to generate a dataset of (question, answer) pairs for each topic, and then
select the best topic according to the objective function J (c).

However, this design suffers from two issues: (1) Example correctness: Since we use LMgen to
construct the dataset, the generated answers might be incorrect due to model hallucination. (2)
Example difficulty: The difficulty of the generated questions is upper-bounded by the capabilities
of LMgen and hence cannot be used to evaluate stronger models. (3) Topic difficulty: empirically, we
observe that LMgen tends to propose well-known, and insufficiently difficult topics.

4



Answer: Chang’an and Luoyang

Domain Privileged Information Example Generation Process

Knowledge
Intensive

Wikipedia articles 
related to the topic

Question: What was the 
first artificial satellite?
Answer: Sputnik 1

Multilingual Translation System

Mathematics Python libraries:
scipy,sympy,numpy

Wikipedia Article

Question: Where is the capital of 
the Tang Dynasty?

Question: 唐朝的首都在
哪里?

Answer: 西京长安和东
都洛阳

Code:
Question: What is the derivative of cos(x)? Question: What is the 

derivative of cos(x)?

Answer: -sin(x)

Final Output

x = sympy.symbols(‘x’)
f = sympy.cos(x)
derivative_f = sympy.diff(f, x)
return derivative_f  # -sin(x)

Figure 2: How the model LMgen uses privileged information to create (question, answer) examples.

We now propose some techniques to address these issues: We first augment LMgen with privileged
information to improve the correctness and difficulty of the generated datasets (§4.1). Next, we
propose adaptive search, which uses the trajectory of past generated benchmarks to improve topic
difficulty (§4.2). Finally, we present the full pseudocode and present how each metric gets optimized
in this pipeline (§4.3).

4.1 Generating Datasets with Privileged Information

To improve the difficulty of the generated questions and the correctness of the generated answers, we
augment LMgen with privileged information that we do not provide to the LMs that we are evaluating
(which we will refer to as the test-taker LMs to avoid confusion). This privileged information
ensures answer correctness by grounding the generated answers in a reliable source and creates
an information imbalance between the example creation model LMgen and test-taker LMs, which
simplifies the task for LMgen and enables it to create questions that are more difficult than possible
with its base capabilities. We next detail the privileged information we provide in three domains:
knowledge intensive, multilingual, and mathematics. Figure 2 illustrates how this information is used
in each domain.

Knowledge-intensive. We augment LMgen with a set of relevant documents (e.g., Wikipedia).
Specifically, to create a knowledge-intensive question on topic c, we first retrieve the set of most
relevant articles by querying c in the Wikipedia Search API. Then, we prompt LMgen to jointly generate
(question, answer) pairs conditioned on the retrieved articles such that the answer can be verified by
the document and the question is answerable without the document. We enforce this by checking the
lexical overlap between the answers and the retrieved articles.

Multilingual. We augment LMgen with a translation system. Since models tend to have better
reasoning capabilities in English than in other languages, we generate (question, answer) pairs in
other languages by first generating the example in English via the knowledge-intensive question
procedure above. Then, we translate the question and answer to the target language.

Mathematics. We augment LMgen with Python math libraries (e.g., sympy, scipy, numpy). To
ensure that the answers are correct, we prompt LMgen to generate questions along with Python code to
compute their answers and use the execution result as the answer.

4.2 Proposing Topics with Adaptive Search

When we use LMgen to propose evaluation topics, a key challenge is that LMgen does not have informa-
tion about what topics might be difficult for LMs. To address this, we propose adaptive search, an
iterative approach that collects accuracy information in each iteration to inform topic proposals in
subsequent iterations. We keep track of a trajectory H, represented as a sequence of (topic, accuracy)
pairs. As we run more iterations, H accumulates more (topic, accuracy) pairs, and forms a better
belief about what topics are likely be difficult (see Figure 1 right).

Specifically, we follow lines 1 to 7 in Algorithm 1. In each iteration, AutoBencher proposes K topics
conditioned on the trajectory H collected from previous iterations (line 3), where we specifically
prompt to ask for difficult topics (i.e., low accuracy). We filter out non-salient topics (line 4) and
instantiate each remaining topic as a dataset via the procedure described in §4.1 (line 5). Then, we
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compute the accuracy of a test-taker model LMtest on each dataset as a measure of difficulty (line 6).
Finally, we feed all proposed (topic, accuracy) pairs to subsequent iterations to increase difficulty
(lines 7). We choose to only evaluate the accuracy of a single strong test-taker model, rather than
evaluating all models M for computational efficiency.

Our adaptive search procedure does not take NOVELTY or SEP into account, since these two quantities
also require expensively evaluating all models M. Instead, we optimize these desiderata in a final
re-ranking step, which considers all of the metrics together.

Algorithm 1: AutoBencher
Require: M, LMgen, LMtest, domain d, max iterations N , hyperparameter β1, β2

1: Initialize previously-proposed topics H = ∅
2: for maximimum number of iteration N times do
3: Propose topics conditioned on prev. topics c1, . . . , cK ∼ LMgen(· | H)
4: Filter out to keep only the salient topics with c ∈ S
5: Generate small dataset Dck for each remaining topic by prompting LMgen
6: Compute the test-taker model accuracy on each dataset acc(LMtest,Dck )
7: Update previously proposed topics H = H ∪ {(ck, acc(LMtest,Dck ))}
8: Extract set of all proposed topics P = {c : (c, acc(LMtest,Dc)) ∈ H}
9: Compute the search objective J (c) on all proposed topics c ∈ P

10: Select the topic with the highest objective value c∗ = argmaxc∈P J (c)
11: Generate large dataset Dc∗ by prompting LMgen on topic c∗

12: return Chosen topic c∗ and corresponding dataset Dc∗

4.3 Metric Attribution

Overall, the entire algorithm behind AutoBencher is summarized in Algorithm 1. In lines 1 to 7, we
perform the adaptive search described above. Afterward, we re-rank the proposed topics via the full
search objective J (c): We compute the objective for each proposed topic (line 9) and construct a
dataset on the topic with the highest objective value (lines 10–12).

This algorithm optimizes for all the desiderata of novelty, salience, and difficulty. SALIENCE is met
via the filtering step in line 4, which filters out all non-salient topics. DIFFICULTY is approximately
optimized via the adaptive search procedure (lines 1–7) that steers toward producing more difficult
topics. SEP and NOVELTY are optimized in the final re-ranking step (lines 9–10), where we compute
and select based on the full objective function J .

5 Experimental Setup

5.1 Baselines and Metrics

We evaluate AutoBencher on five domains: mathematics, multilingual, and knowledge-intensive QA
on history, economy, and science.

Baselines. We compare benchmarks generated by AutoBencher with human constructed bench-
marks, which we group collectively under HUMANBENCH. For knowledge-intensive domains, we
compare with the subject datasets in MMLU [11]. These datasets consist of multiple-choice questions
on academic subjects ranging from high school to professional level. We compare with 4 history
subjects (e.g., high school world history), 4 economy subjects (e.g., econometrics), and 7 science
subjects (e.g., college physics). See the complete list in Appendix C.

For mathematics, we compare with 7 datasets from the Mathematics Dataset [31]3, which covers basic
math capabilities: algebra, arithmetic, calculus, probability, comparison, measurement, numbers. For
multilingualism, we compare with XOR QA [2], a multilingual question-answering dataset covering
7 diverse languages. We compare with the test set, split by language into 7 datasets.

Models. For this paper, the set of models we evaluate is M = {gpt-4-turbo-2024-04-09,
gpt-3.5-turbo-0613, claude-3-sonnet-20240229, claude-3-opus-20240229,

3https://github.com/google-deepmind/mathematics_dataset
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claude-2.0, Mixtral-8x7B-Instruct-v0.1, Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.1, gemini-pro,
OpenAGI-7B-v0.1, vicuna-7b-v1.5, Llama-2-7b-chat-hf, Xwin-Math-7B-V1.0,
WizardMath-7B-V1.0, gpt-neo-2.7B, alpaca-7b, zephyr-7b-beta, openchat-3.5-0106}
These models are designed to cover three categories: the strongest closed models, strong open
models and strong 7B models.

Metrics. We evaluate on the four metrics: NOVELTY (NOVEL), SEP (SEP), DIFFICULTY (DIFF),
and SALIENCE as defined in §3. For calculating NOVELTY, we set Dprev as the aggregate of all
datasets in HUMANBENCH.

5.2 AutoBencher Hyperparameters and Costs

Hyperparameters. AutoBencher uses gpt-4-0125-preview [24] as LMgen to propose topics
and generate the datasets. For the test-taker model LMtest, we select gpt-3.5-turbo-0613 [23],
Mixtral-8x7B and Mistral-7B, to cover different levels of model accuracies. In AutoBencher, we
perform N = 8 iterations of adaptive search, each proposing k = 5 topics. We generate |Dc| = 50
examples per topic. In total, we explore 2000 questions across 40 topics in one round of AutoBencher.

Costs. Each run of the AutoBencher agent uses around 750K tokens, which costs around $15. Among
them, 43K tokens are used for proposing topics, 576K tokens are used for constructing datasets, and
147K for evaluation.

6 Main Results

We find that AutoBencher successfully constructs datasets that satisfy the three desiderata. We first
report the novelty and difficulty scores in §6.1. Then we provide the list of discovered topics and
qualitative examples of questions generated by AutoBencher in §6.2. Finally, we conduct a human
study that verifies the salience, novelty, and difficulty of the discovered topics in §6.3.

6.1 Novelty and Difficulty

Recall that our definition of novelty measures the rank correlation between models’ accuracies on
one dataset with their accuracies on all other datasets. A lower correlation indicates more novel per-
formance trends. We find that datasets constructed by AutoBencher are significantly more novel than
existing human-constructed datasets, reducing the rank correlation by 27%. Moreover, AutoBencher
datasets also exhibit 22% greater difficulty (DIFF) and higher separation (SEP) between models,
increasing the accuracy gaps between existing models by 1%, on average. These improvements hold
across all domains, as shown in Table 1.

We evaluate the impact of adaptive search on novelty and difficulty by ablating it in AUTOBENCH-AS.
Rather than conditioning on the (topic, accuracy) pairs of previously proposed topics, we sim-
ply prompt LMgen to propose salient, difficult, and diverse topics. Table 1 (top) shows that
AUTOBENCH-AS obtains lower novelty and difficulty scores than full AutoBencher, but still out-
performs the human-constructed datasets in all metrics. This is likely because adaptive search only
affects the quality of the proposal distribution, and AUTOBENCH-AS still accounts for novelty and
difficulty via final re-ranking on the objective function.

6.2 Qualitative Examples

To qualitatively analyze the results of AutoBencher, we list the topics that are selected by Auto-
Bencher along with the number of Wikipedia page views of that topic and 3 random (question,
answer) pairs from each constructed dataset in Table 3. We find that the generated questions and
answers are generally of high quality: they are primarily factually correct and self-contained, though
some questions are too open-ended or have dubious answers, e.g., “What is the significance of
blockchain technology in environmental science?” Below, we also discuss the novel performance
trends AutoBencher reveals in four topics. See Appendix D for the full ranking details.

Fordism is an important economic concept on mass production. Gemini Pro drops from an average
rank of 6 on existing economics datasets to 16. In contrast, OpenChat-3.5 performs quite well. It
jumps from an average economics rank of 8 to 2 on this dataset, nearly matching Claude 3 Sonnet.
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Table 1: Comparison between AutoBencher and prior human-constructed datasets (HUMANBENCH)
on novelty, separation (SEP), and difficulty (DIFF). Higher numbers are better for all metrics.
AutoBencher constructs datasets that are significantly more novel and difficult over human-constructed
datasets. Ablating the adaptive search component impacts all metrics, particularly difficulty.

History Economy Science

NOVEL SEP DIFF NOVEL SEP DIFF NOVEL SEP DIFF

HUMANBENCH 0.05 0.031 0.103 0.13 0.011 0.056 0.22 0.020 0.4
AUTOBENCH-AS 0.24± 0.07 0.037 0.257 0.34± 0.06 0.021 0.206 0.35± 0.12 0.024 0.144
AUTOBENCH 0.39± 0.10 0.042 0.440 0.43± 0.10 0.026 0.321 0.39± 0.06 0.031 0.475

Multilingual Math

NOVEL SEP DIFF NOVEL SEP DIFF

HUMANBENCH 0.24 0.043 0.606 0.24 0.178 0.386
AUTOBENCH 0.57± 0.07 0.047 0.113 0.84± 0.1 0.122 0.514

Secret Society is a historical topic, and exhibits better-than-expected GPT-3.5 Turbo accuracy, rising
from rank 7 to 3. Gemini Pro performs worse than expected, dropping from rank 6 to 16.

Economic impact of COVID-19 reveals much better-than-expected accuracy by Mistral-7B and
OpenAGI-7B, which nearly match GPT-4 Turbo, perhaps due to the wealth of COVID-19 data.

Permian extinction is the earth’s most severe known extinction event. Gemini Pro and Claude-2.0
both perform much worse than expected, dropping ranks by 7 and 4 respectively.

General trends. Overall, AutoBencher reveals two general trends: First, small 7B models can
perform quite well on select topics, matching the accuracies of much larger models, and even at times,
the best models. Second, Gemini Pro frequently performs much worse on AutoBencher-selected
topics than on existing datasets.

Table 2: We find that the human-generated datasets on these discovered evaluation topics are also
novel. This confirms that the discovered topics indeed reveal novel model performance.

Economy Science History

NOVEL SEP DIFF NOVEL SEP DIFF NOVEL SEP DIFF
HUMANBENCH 0.13 0.011 0.056 0.22 0.020 0.400 0.05 0.031 0.103
AUTOBENCH 0.43± 0.1 0.026 0.321 0.39± 0.06 0.031 0.475 0.39± 0.1 0.042 0.440
Human Study 0.34± 0.06 0.042 0.130 0.39± 0.06 0.057 0.268 0.17± 0.04 0.034 0.269

6.3 Human Study for Robustness

We have shown that AutoBencher can identify salient topics such as the Permian extinction where
capable models fail. However, this does not prove that the dataset we construct is salient, or that the
topic itself is what is causing the model to fail. For example, the optimization process of AutoBencher
may have discovered specific, adversarial interactions between LMgen and the test-taker model, or
there may be subtle flaws in the dataset itself. To rule out these issues, we perform a verification
study where humans generate the dataset given only the topic category, and show that the same trends
appear with human generated datasets.

Specifically, we gave one of the authors the discovered topics and access to Wikipedia and asked
them to generate a QA dataset on the given topic. We report the novelty and difficulty metrics of
the human-generated dataset in Table 2. We find that the human generated datasets on these topics
are also more novel than the existing datasets in each domain, improving novelty by 16%. Also, the
human constructed dataset on the discovered topics attains better difficulty and separability scores
than existing datasets on average, though the gaps are smaller here. Overall, these results show that
our identified novel failures are robust to dataset construction approaches (e.g., by AutoBencher, or
by human) and AutoBencher is a promising way to find salient, difficult, and novel model failures.
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Table 3: Discovered topics (labeled with their Wikipedia page view count) and three (question,
answer) pairs randomly drawn from the datasets constructed by AutoBencher.

Topic Qualitative Examples of (question, answer)

[History]
Secret
society
(1.2M)

Question: Who was assassinated in 1963? Answer: John F. Kennedy
Question: Who compiled ’The Cyclopædia of Fraternities’ in 1899? Answer: Albert Clark
Stevens
Question: Which university’s historian offered a three-pronged definition of secret societies?
Answer: University of Idaho

[History]
Space Race
(1.4M)

Question: What was the first artificial satellite? Answer: Sputnik 1
Question: Which astronaut was the first American to orbit the Earth? Answer: John Glenn
Question: What action did President Eisenhower take in response to the Soviet space lead?
Answer: Recommended the establishment of NASA

[Science]
Environ-
mental
science
(0.9M)

Question: What legislation was established in Mesopotamia to address deforestation? Answer:
the first legislation limiting deforestation
Question: How does artificial intelligence contribute to wildlife conservation? Answer: by
predicting the movement of animal populations and protecting the habitats of wildlife
Question: What is the significance of blockchain technology in environmental science? Answer:
monitors and regulates global fisheries

[Science]
Late
Permian
extinction
event
(1.6M)

Question: What is the 13C / 12C ratio of buried sedimentary organic matter below normal?
Answer: 2.0 to 2.5% below normal
Question: What was the fate of ammonoids during the Permian-Triassic extinction event?
Answer: suffered a selective extinction pulse 10 million years before the main event
Question: What phenomenon drastically increased competition and accelerated biotic recovery
in the Anisian? Answer: niche crowding

[Economy]
Fordism
(0.5M)

Question: What predominates over manufacturing in the current economic landscape? Answer:
Service industries
Question: What was a byproduct of Ford substantially increasing his workers’ wages? Answer:
Giving them the means to become customers
Question: What major advantage did Fordism bring to industrial production? Answer: It cut
down on the manpower necessary for the factory to operate

[Economy]
Economic
impact of
COVID-19
(41M)

Question: What was the impact of the pandemic on educational systems? Answer: many
governments temporarily closed educational institutions
Question: What was the increase in percentage of white collar workers working remotely from
before the pandemic to May 2020? Answer: From 6% to 65%
Question: By what percentage did the income generated from work across the world drop in the
first nine months of 2020? Answer: 10.7 percent

[Math]
Probability
of two
events

Question: What is the probability of selecting an odd number from the set 1, 3, 5, 7, 9 and then
selecting a number divisible by 2 from the set 2, 4, 6, 8? Answer: 1.0
Question: In a lottery where you pick a number from 1 to 100, what is the probability of guessing
the number correctly two times in a row? Answer: 0.0001
Question: What is the probability of rolling a 1 on a six-sided die and then flipping tails on a
coin? Answer: 0.08333

[Math]
Order of
operations

Question: What is 72 + 18 - (6 * 5)? Answer: 60
Question: What is 88 + 12 - (56 / 7)? Answer: 92.0
Question: What is (80 - 40) / (10 / 2)? Answer: 8.0

7 Conclusion and Future Works

In this paper, we present a metrics-driven approach towards constructing new datasets. Given three
desiderata of salience, difficulty, and novelty, we operationalize them as metrics and cast benchmark
construction as a discrete search problem optimizing for these metrics. To tackle this search, we
propose AutoBencher, which uses a language model to search for datasets that meet these criteria.

The paper focuses on the capabilities of LLMs such as knowledge-intensive QA, mathematics, and
multilingualism. Future works could apply AutoBencher to broader domains (e.g., safety, efficiency)
to search for novel model behavior patterns. Additionally, we restrict the proposed topics to fall under
a domain for the scope of this paper, and future works could explore this design space and extend
AutoBencher to propose creative tasks.
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A Limitation

Recall that in AutoBencher, the evaluation datasets are fully model generated. While these datasets
serve as good proposal distributions for finding novel patterns, we believe that the novel patterns
should be confirmed and verified by humans before making model development decisions based on
these findings.

Additionally, we are using GPT-4 as the LMgen, which could potentially bias in favor of models in
the same families such as GPT-3.5-turbo. However, empirically, we find that this is not obvious, as
AutoBencher generated dataset very often rates Claude-3 models the highest.

B Broader Impact

Automatic benchmark creation via AutoBencher has several potential negative impacts if used
improperly. Primarily, since these created benchmarks can help identify research directions to work
on or weaknesses in existing models, adequate care needs to be taken to ensure that the benchmark
results are indeed meaningful. Since the benchmark creation is automated, there is potential for
weird or insignificant results to arise, and users must not blindly trust these results, but manually
quality-check them before drawing significant conclusions. Additionally, we cannot let automatic
benchmark creation prevent humans from investing more thought and effort into human data curation,
which can serve complementary functions.

C More details on Experimental Setup

Recall in §5.1, we compare AutoBencher with human-generated benchmarks as baseline. Here is the
detailed HUMANBENCH for each domain:

For history, we compare with 4 history subjects high school world history, prehistory,
high school european history, high school us history.

For economy, we compare with 4 subjects: high school microeconomics, econometrics,
high school macroeconomics, marketing.
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Table 4: The model ranking results of the human study. We highlight the very significant novel
trends. We use red to label models that perform worse than expected, and green to label models that
perform better than expected.

History Science Economy

pred gold avg pred gold avg pred gold avg

claude-3-opus-20240229 1 3 2 2 2 1 5 5 1
gpt-4-turbo-2024-04-09 2 2 1 1 1 3 1 1 2
claude-3-sonnet-20240229 3 1 3 4 3 2 7 2 3
claude-2.0 5 4 4 3 4 4 4 3 4
Mixtral-8x7B-Instruct-v0.1 4 9 5 5 6 5 6 6 5
gemini-pro 6 8 6 6 5 7 3 15 6
gpt-3.5-turbo-0613 7 7 7 7 7 6 2 8 7
openchat-3.5-0106 8 5 8 8 8 8 10 7 8
zephyr-7b-beta 10 11 10 10 10 9 9 12 9
OpenAGI-7B-v0.1 9 6 9 9 9 10 8 4 10
Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.1 12 16 11 11 11 11 12 13 11
vicuna-7b-v1.5 15 14 12 12 12 12 11 10 12
Llama-2-7b-chat-hf 16 15 15 14 13 14 13 11 13
Xwin-Math-7B-V1.0 14 10 14 15 14 13 15 16 14
WizardMath-7B-V1.0 13 13 13 16 16 15 14 14 15
alpaca-7b 11 12 16 13 15 17 16 9 16
gpt-neo-2.7B 17 17 17 17 17 16 17 17 17

For science, we compare with 7 subjects: high school physics, college physics, college chemistry,
high school chemistry, high school biology, college biology, astronomy.

For the LMs LM ∈ M that we evaluate. We list their sources with proper citations in Appendix G.

To compare the response of a LM to the dataset label, we use a language model (i.e.,
gpt-4-0125-preview) to judge the correctness of the model-generated response, and output reasons
for the judgment.

D Rank Analysis

We report the models’ ranking and their respective accuracies on AutoBencher datasets in Table 6,
Table 5. We highlight the models that perform worse than expected (in red), and the models that
perform better than expected (in green).

We also provide the ranking results of our human study in Table 4.

E AutoBencher Search Trajectory

In order to analyze AutoBencher, we provide intermediate search results of the AutoBencher. Figure 3,
Figure 5 and Figure 4 show the search trajectory of AutoBencher for history, economy, and science
domains. Specifically, we report the evaluation topics that were explored and their respective accuracy
as a Star plot.

F More Results on Separation and Headroom

In Figure 7, we show the Pareto frontier of the two difficulty metrics: SEP and DIFFICULTY. Each
orange stars represent datasets constructed by AutoBencher, and each blue dot represents an MMLU
subject. Datasets constructed by AutoBencher are mostly at the Pareto frontier, outperforming
MMLU subjects in both metrics.
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Table 5: The model ranking results of the datasets constructed by AutoBencher. We highlight the
very significant novel trends. We use red to label models that perform worse than expected, and green
to label models that perform better than expected.

History Economy Science

pred gold avg pred gold avg pred gold avg

claude-3-opus-20240229 1 2 2 2 3 1 1 2 1
gpt-4-turbo-2024-04-09 2 1 1 1 4 2 4 3 3
claude-3-sonnet-20240229 4 4 3 10 2 3 2 1 2
claude-2.0 5 6 4 4 5 4 3 7 4
Mixtral-8x7B-Instruct-v0.1 3 7 5 6 12 5 5 5 5
gemini-pro 6 16 6 5 15 6 7 14 7
gpt-3.5-turbo-0613 7 3 7 3 7 7 8 6 6
openchat-3.5-0106 8 9 8 8 1 8 14 8 8
zephyr-7b-beta 11 11 10 9 14 9 10 13 9
OpenAGI-7B-v0.1 9 5 9 7 9 10 6 4 10
Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.1 12 10 11 11 8 11 13 12 11
vicuna-7b-v1.5 15 12 12 12 6 12 11 9 12
Llama-2-7b-chat-hf 14 13 15 13 11 13 12 10 14
Xwin-Math-7B-V1.0 16 14 14 14 16 14 16 16 13
WizardMath-7B-V1.0 13 15 13 15 10 15 15 15 15
alpaca-7b 10 8 16 16 13 16 9 11 17
gpt-neo-2.7B 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 17 16

Table 6: LMs’ accuracy on datasets constructed by AutoBencher.

History Economy Science

Models AUTOBENCH MMLU AUTOBENCH MMLU AUTOBENCH MMLU

claude-3-opus-20240229 0.51 0.93 0.64 0.88 0.50 0.81
gpt-4-turbo-2024-04-09 0.53 0.93 0.62 0.85 0.50 0.69
claude-3-sonnet-20240229 0.42 0.88 0.67 0.78 0.50 0.71
claude-2.0 0.42 0.85 0.62 0.78 0.42 0.68
Mixtral-8x7B-Instruct-v0.1 0.40 0.85 0.55 0.76 0.43 0.68
gemini-pro 0.28 0.84 0.48 0.75 0.26 0.60
gpt-3.5-turbo-0613 0.51 0.82 0.60 0.72 0.42 0.63
openchat-3.5-0106 0.40 0.79 0.67 0.69 0.41 0.58
zephyr-7b-beta 0.35 0.72 0.48 0.66 0.30 0.58
OpenAGI-7B-v0.1 0.42 0.77 0.55 0.66 0.44 0.57
Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.1 0.37 0.66 0.57 0.56 0.35 0.48
vicuna-7b-v1.5 0.35 0.64 0.60 0.52 0.38 0.42
Llama-2-7b-chat-hf 0.33 0.57 0.55 0.50 0.37 0.38
Xwin-Math-7B-V1.0 0.33 0.58 0.38 0.45 0.17 0.39
WizardMath-7B-V1.0 0.30 0.59 0.55 0.44 0.20 0.37
alpaca-7b 0.40 0.37 0.55 0.35 0.35 0.28
gpt-neo-2.7B 0.26 0.25 0.26 0.27 0.09 0.31
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Figure 3: Search trajectories of AutoBencher (history) with different LMtest. It shows the evaluation
topics that are explored and their respective accuracy as a star plot.
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Figure 4: Search trajectories of AutoBencher (science) with different LMtest. It shows the evaluation
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Figure 6: The histogram of accuracy for all topics explored in a AutoBencher run. The three rows
are economy, science, and history respectively.

G Asset License

We list the license associated with each model below:

• gpt-4-turbo-2024-04-09 [24]: Proprietary
• gpt-3.5-turbo-0613 [23]: Proprietary
• claude-3-sonnet-20240229 [1]: Proprietary
• claude-3-opus-20240229 [1]: Proprietary
• claude-2.0: Proprietary
• Mixtral-8x7B-Instruct-v0.1 [14]: Apache 2.0
• Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.1 [13]: Apache 2.0
• gemini-pro [33]: Proprietary,
• OpenAGI-7B-v0.1 [10]: Apache-2.0
• vicuna-7b-v1.5 [25]: Llama2,
• Llama-2-7b-chat-hf [35]: Llama2,
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Figure 7: We show the Pareto frontier of the two difficulty metrics: SEP and DIFFICULTY. Each
orange stars represent datasets constructed by AutoBencher, and each blue dot represents an MMLU
subject. Datasets constructed by AutoBencher are mostly at the Pareto frontier, outperforming
MMLU subjects in both metrics.
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• Xwin-Math-7B-V1.0 [34]: Llama2,
• WizardMath-7B-V1.0 [19]: Llama2,
• gpt-neo-2.7B [4]: MIT
• alpaca-7b [32]: CC by NC 4.0
• zephyr-7b-beta [36]: MIT
• openchat-3.5-0106 [37]: Apache-2.0

H Our License

We release our work under an MIT license.

I Details of Human Study

Recall in §6.3, we conduct a human study to verify the trends found by AutoBencher still holds for
the human-constructed dataset. For this human study, the instruction is to generate a set of question-
answer pairs given a topic c (e.g., Fordism). The annotator may use resources from Wikipedia (e.g.,
Wikipedia articles on Fordism), and also other linked Wikipedia pages. The annotator should generate
roughly 50 questions per topic, and the questions should be challenging. Additionally, each question
should be answerable by a domain expert. The generated answer for each question should be correct,
and concise. If the question is open-ended, the answer should then cover as many correct responses
as possible.
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