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Abstract

Large language models (LLMs) have exhibited remarkable proficiency across a
diverse array of natural language processing (NLP) tasks. However, adapting
LLMs to downstream applications typically necessitates computationally inten-
sive and memory-demanding fine-tuning procedures. To mitigate these burdens,
parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) techniques have emerged as a promising
approach to tailor LLMs with minimal computational overhead. While PEFT
methods offer substantial advantages, they do not fully address the pervasive issue
of bias propagation from pre-training data. In this work, we introduce Bias-Aware
Low-Rank Adaptation (BA-LoRA), a novel PEFT method designed to counteract
bias inheritance. BA-LoRA incorporates three distinct regularization terms: (1)
consistency regularizer, (2) diversity regularizer, and (3) singular vector decompo-
sition regularizer. These regularizers collectively aim to improve the generative
models’ consistency, diversity, and generalization capabilities during the fine-
tuning process. Through extensive experiments on a variety of natural language
understanding (NLU) and natural language generation (NLG) tasks, employing
prominent LLMs such as LLaMA, Mistral, and Gemma, we demonstrate that
BA-LoRA surpasses the performance of LoRA and its state-of-the-art variants.
Moreover, our method effectively mitigates the deleterious effects of pre-training
bias, leading to more reliable and robust model outputs. The code is available at
https://github.com/cyp-jlu-ai/BA-LoRA.

1 Introduction

The emergence of large language models (LLMs) has ushered in a new era for natural language
processing (NLP). Models such as GPT-4 [1], Llama [2], Mistral [3], and Gemma [4] have exhibited
remarkable prowess across a wide range of NLP tasks, encompassing language comprehension,
generation, and reasoning [5, 6]. The extraordinary advancements of LLMs are primarily attributable
to their training on massive datasets [5]. As LLMs have evolved rapidly, training on extensively scaled
web-derived corpora has become commonplace to enhance model generalization, obviating the labor-
intensive processes of curation and annotation [7, 8]. Nonetheless, the concomitant increase in data
volume has introduced challenges, including imbalanced, duplicated, and corrupted information [9,
10, 11, 12]. Research has unequivocally demonstrated that diverse forms of bias within training
data can adversely impact LLM behavior [13, 14, 15, 16]. For instance, noise in training data can
detrimentally affect model generalization [16], while the long-tailed distribution of concepts in web-
scale data can skew LLM capabilities towards overrepresented topics [17]. Moreover, the insidious
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nature of bias can persist after fine-tuning, potentially compromising model performance and safety
in deployment [18, 19, 20, 21].

The above phenomenon, termed "Catastrophic Inheritance" by [16], has prompted investigations
into mitigation strategies. While building less biased datasets and developing more robust model
architectures are prominent approaches [10], this study explores an alternative: fine-tuning innovation.
Fine-tuning LLMs is a potent method for enhancing task-specific performance [22], aligning models
with user intent [23, 24], and eliciting desired behaviors [25, 26]. However, the computational
and memory demands of fine-tuning large-scale models are substantial [27]. For example, 16-
bit fine-tuning of a Llama-65B model requires over 780 GB of GPU memory [28]. To address
these limitations, parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) techniques, such as Low-Rank Adaptation
(LoRA) [27], have gained prominence.

LoRA posits that the modifications to parameter matrices during fine-tuning exhibit low-rank prop-
erties. Thus, for a pre-trained weight matrix W ∈ Rm×n, instead of updating all parameters of W
directly, LoRA updates an auxiliary low-rank decomposition adapter ∆W = AB, where A ∈ Rm×r

and B ∈ Rr×n with the rank r ≪ min(m,n). Here, A and B are learnable matrices, initialized as
follows:

• A is initialized with a scaled normal distribution: aij ∼ N (0, σ2)

• B is initialized to zero: bij = 0

For a given input X , the output Y is computed as:

Y = X(W +∆W ) = X(W +AB) (1)

During the fine-tuning process, only A and B are updated while W remains frozen. This initialization
scheme ensures that AB = 0 at the commencement of training, thereby preserving the model’s
original output. Given that the rank r is substantially smaller than the dimensions of W , LoRA incurs
significantly reduced training overhead compared to full fine-tuning [27].

To mitigate the detrimental effects of Catastrophic Inheritance, particularly noise and imbalance, we
introduce Bias-Aware Low-Rank Adaptation (BA-LoRA). Building upon Principal Singular values
and Singular vectors Adaptation (PiSSA) [29], which addresses the convergence issues of standard
LoRA, our approach incorporates three distinct regularization terms: consistency regularizer, diversity
regularizer, and singular value decomposition (SVD) regularizer. The consistency regularizer pre-
serves valuable pre-trained knowledge during fine-tuning, while the diversity regularizer encourages
varied model outputs. The SVD regularizer promotes enhanced generalization capabilities of genera-
tive models. Recognizing the fundamental differences between Natural Language Understanding
(NLU) and Natural Language Generation (NLG) – determinism for NLU and diversity for NLG – we
tailor our regularization strategies accordingly.

To evaluate BA-LoRA’s efficacy, we conduct comprehensive experiments across diverse bench-
marks including mathematical reasoning (GSM8K [30], MATH [31]), coding (HumanEval [32],
MBPP [33]), general language understanding (MT-Bench [34]), and natural language understanding
(GLUE [35]). Our experiments leverage prominent LLMs such as LLaMA 2-7B [2], Mistral-7B [3],
and Gemma-7B [4], as well as encoder-only architectures like RoBERTa-large [36] and DeBERTa-
v3-base [37]. Results unequivocally demonstrate BA-LoRA’s superiority over LoRA and PiSSA.
Moreover, our method effectively attenuates noise inherited from pre-training, leading to more robust
and generalizable models.

2 Related Works

Parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) techniques [38, 22] have gained significant attention as a
means to adapt large-scale LLMs for specific tasks within the constraints of limited hardware
resources. There exist three kinds of popular PEFT techniques, the first type of approaches is adapter-
based methods [39, 40, 41, 42], which incorporate new layers into existing models and fine-tunes
these inserted layers (typically with much few parameters) to reduce computational consumption. The
second type of approaches is soft prompt tuning methods [43, 44, 45, 46], which prepend learnable
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soft prompts to the model’s input to adapt the model to specific tasks. These approaches leverage the
pre-trained model’s inherent capabilities, needing only appropriate prompts to adapt to downstream
tasks. The third type of approaches is low-rank adapter (LoRA) and its variants [27, 47, 28]. LoRA
introduces the product of low-rank matrices alongside existing layers to approximate weight changes
during fine-tuning [27]. AdaLoRA adaptively allocates the parameter budget among weight matrices
based on their importance, improving efficiency and performance by pruning unimportant updates
and avoiding intensive computations [47]. DoRA enhances the learning capacity and training stability
of LoRA by decomposing pre-trained weights into magnitude and direction components for fine-
tuning [48]. LoHA improves LoRA via employing Hamiltonian products [49]. DyLoRA aims to
overcome the fixed size and rank optimization issues of LoRA by training LoRA blocks across various
ranks dynamically [50]. DeltaLoRA updates the original weights of the model using parameters
from adapter layers, enhancing LoRA’s representational capacity [51]. PiSSA proposes to initialize
the adapter matrices A and B to approximate the original matrix W via performing singular value
decomposition on W , leading to faster convergence and improved performance [29]. While many
LoRA variants prioritize accelerating convergence or minimizing memory consumption. In contrast,
our BA-LoRA method distinctively addresses the fundamental challenge of Catastrophic Inheritance
in LLM fine-tuning.

3 Method

3.1 Principal Singular Values and Singular Vectors Adaptation (PiSSA)

As a variant of LoRA, PiSSA addresses the convergence speed challenge by retaining the core
LoRA architecture while innovating in initialization. Specifically, PiSSA leverages the principal
components of the original weight matrix, W , to initialize the adapter matrices, A and B. The
remaining components are encapsulated within a residual matrix, W res ∈ Rm×n. The SVD of
W ∈ Rm×n is expressed as W = USV T , where U ∈ Rm×min(m,n) and V ∈ Rn×min(m,n) are
orthogonal singular vectors, and S = diag(s) ∈ Rmin(m,n)×min(m,n) is a diagonal matrix, where
the operation diag(s) transforms s to S and s ∈ Rmin(m,n)

≤0 represents the singular values arranged
in descending order. PiSSA partitions the singular values and vectors into principal and residual
components, denoted as {U[:,:r], S[:r,:r], V[:,:r]} and {U[:,r:], S[r:,r:], V[:,r:]}, respectively, where the
matrix slicing notations are the same as those in PyTorch, [: r] denotes the first r dimensions, and
r signifies the intrinsic rank of W . The principal components are then employed to initialize the
low-rank adapter with A ∈ Rm×r and B ∈ Rr×n:

A = U[:,:r] S
1/2
[:r,:r] ∈ Rm×r, (2)

B = S
1/2
[:r,:r] V

T
[:,:r] ∈ Rr×n. (3)

The residual matrix W res remains frozen during fine-tuning:

W res = U[:,r:] S[r:,r:] V
T
[:,r:] ∈ Rm×n. (4)

PiSSA preserves the pre-trained model’s full capacity at the start of fine-tuning by using W =
W res +AB. This approach prioritizes training the most influential parameters, thereby accelerating
convergence. Inheriting LoRA’s benefits of reduced parameter count and deployment simplicity,
PiSSA further leverages efficient SVD computations to expedite the training process.

3.2 Bias-Aware Low-Rank Adaptation (BA-LoRA)

Catastrophic Inheritance encapsulates the challenges posed by biased large-scale training data, which
can manifest in LLMs as vulnerabilities and limitations arising from duplicated, noisy, imbalanced,
or unethical samples. These inherited flaws can adversely impact downstream tasks, leading to dimin-
ished generalization, degraded performance, security breaches, and biased outputs. To address the
specific issues caused by noisy and imbalanced data, we introduce BA-LoRA, a method incorporating
three distinct regularization terms: (1) consistency regularizer, (2) diversity regularizer, and (3) SVD
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regularizer. Recognizing the nuanced differences between NLU and NLG, we have tailored specific
variants of each regularizer to optimize performance for respective task domains.

3.2.1 Regularizations for NLU Tasks

Consistency Regularization. To safeguard valuable pre-trained knowledge during the fine-tuning
process, we introduce a regularization term based on the mean squared error (MSE) loss between
normalized output logits produced by the pre-trained model, FP , and those generated by the fine-
tuned model, FF . This loss function incentivizes the fine-tuned model to retain essential pre-trained
information while adapting to downstream task requirements.

LCR_NLU =

∥∥∥∥ Fp

∥Fp∥2
− Ff

∥Ff∥2

∥∥∥∥2
2

(5)

This objective facilitates the inheritance of critical pre-trained knowledge in Ff after fine-tuning.

Diversity Regularization. To address the detrimental effects of imbalanced data, we introduce a
diversity regularizer aimed at eliciting more diverse representational structures within LLMs and
preventing the encoding of semantically similar samples during fine-tuning. Inspired by [52], we
employ a covariance loss to minimize the off-diagonal elements of the covariance matrix of the
fine-tuned outputs Ff :

LDR_NLU =
1

D

∑
i ̸=j

[C(Ff )]
2
i,j (6)

where D represents the dimensionality of Ff and C(Ff ) is the covariance matrix of Ff , which is
defined as:

C(Ff ) =
1

M − 1

M∑
i=1

(
fi − f̄

) (
fi − f̄

)T
(7)

where M denotes the number of elements involved in Ff , fi is i-th element in Ff , and f̄ is the mean
value of Ff .

Singular Value Decomposition Regularization. To mitigate the adverse effects of noisy data, the
SVD regularizer is designed to enhance model generalizability. Building upon the insight from [53]
that eigenvectors corresponding to the largest singular values significantly contribute to model
generalizability, we propose an SVD regularizer that maximizes the sum of the top k singular values
of a batched fine-tuned output matrix:

LSVDR_NLU = −
∑k

i=1 σi∑D
j=1 σj

(8)

where k is a hyperparameter, σi denotes the i-th singular value of the top k singular values of the
output matrix, and

∑D
j=1 σj is the sum of all singular values obtained from the SVD of the output

matrix. This decomposition represents the matrix as UΣV⊤, where Σ is a diagonal matrix containing
singular values {σ1, . . . , σD}. This regularization term emphasizes significant components of the
logit matrix, enhancing the model’s generalizability across various downstream tasks.

3.2.2 Overall Objective Function for NLU

The overall objective function for NLU tasks is formulated as:

LNLU = L+ λ1LCR_NLU + λ2LDR_NLU + λ3LSVDR_NLU (9)

where L represents the standard loss function for the downstream task, and λ1, λ2, and λ3 are
weighting parameters to balance each regularization term.
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3.2.3 Regularizations for NLG Tasks

Consistency Regularization. To ensure that the fine-tuned model retains knowledge from pre-
training, we utilize KL divergence to measure divergence between text distributions generated by the
fine-tuned and pre-trained models:

LCR_NLG = KL(Pp∥Pf ) (10)

where Pf and Pp represent the distributions of the outputs yielded by the fine-tuned models and
pre-trained models, respectively. Minimizing this divergence preserves pre-trained knowledge and
mitigates catastrophic forgetting, crucial for maintaining style and coherence in generative tasks.

Diversity Regularization. To promote diversity in generated text, we introduce an entropy-based
regularization term. This term maximizes the entropy of predicted token distributions for the fine-
tuned model, encouraging varied outputs:

LDR_NLG = −
N∑
i=1

Pf (xi) logPf (xi) (11)

where Pf (xi) denotes the probability of token xi predicted during text generation. Maximizing
entropy avoids repetitive outputs, enhancing variability and richness in the generated text.

Singular Value Decomposition Regularization. To enhance generalization capabilities in generative
models, we aim to achieve a balanced distribution of singular values in addition to maximizing the
largest singular value. We introduce a regularization term that smooths the distribution of all singular
values:

LSVDR_NLG = −

(∑k
i=1 σi∑D
j=1 σj

+ α · Var(σ)

)
(12)

where Var(σ) represents variance of the top k singular values. The hyperparameter α adjusts the
influence of the variance term, promoting a uniform distribution and enhancing the diversity and
quality of the generated text.

3.2.4 Overall Objective Function for NLG

The objective function for downstream NLG tasks is formulated as:

LNLG = L+ λ1LCR_NLG + λ2LDR_NLG + λ3LSVDR_NLG (13)

where L denotes the standard loss for the downstream generative task, and λ1, λ2, and λ3 are
weighting parameters to balance each regularization term.

4 Experiments

This section presents a comprehensive evaluation of our proposed BA-LoRA method across a diverse
range of natural language generation (NLG) and natural language understanding (NLU) benchmarks.
Our results unequivocally demonstrate the superiority of BA-LoRA over existing LoRA variants.
Furthermore, through rigorous experimentation, we elucidate BA-LoRA’s efficacy in mitigating the
adverse impacts of noisy data, thereby enhancing model robustness and generalizability.

4.1 Datasets

We evaluate our method on a diverse set of benchmarks, spanning NLU and NLG:

• Natural Language Generation: GSM8K [30] and MATH [31], HumanEval [32] and
MBPP [33], and MT-Bench [34].
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• Natural Language Understanding: For the in-domain (ID) evaluation, we select the GLUE
benchmark [35]. For the out-of-domain evaluation, we select the GLUE-x benchmark [54].

These datasets are chosen to cover a wide range of task complexities and domains, allowing for a
comprehensive assessment of our method’s generalization capabilities.

4.2 Models

We experiment with several prominent language models to demonstrate the broad applicability of our
approach:

• Large Language Models: we evaluate LLaMA 2-7B [2], Llama3-8B [55], Mistral-7B [3],
and Gemma-7B [4]

• Encoder-only Models: we select BERT-L [56], RoBERTa-L [36] and DeBERTa-v3-base
[37].

This selection allows us to evaluate BA-LoRA’s performance across different model architectures and
parameter scales.

4.3 Baselines

We compare BA-LoRA with several baselines to demonstrate its effectiveness:

• Full Fine-Tuning (Full FT): Fine-tuning the model with all parameters, which requires the
most resources.

• LoRA [27]: Fine-tuning the model by inserting a low rank adapter AB into linear layers.

• PiSSA [29]: Performing SVD on the weight matrix W at the beginning of training and
initializing A and B based on the components with singular values.

4.4 Implementation Details

In our experiments, we adopt the PiSSA [29] implementation strategy. We compute the loss using
only the responses from the instruction-following dataset, ensuring lora_dropout to 0. We utilize
the Float32 computation type for both the base model and the adapter in BA-LoRA. For the NLU
tasks, we set the hyperparameters as: k = 0.3, λ1 = 1e− 4, λ2 = 4e− 4, and λ3 = 1e− 4. We set
lora_r = lora_alpha = 128 and use AdamW [57] optimizer with a batch size of 128, a learning rate
of 2e− 5, cosine annealing schedules, and a warmup ratio of 0.03, without any weight decay. For the
NLG tasks, the hyperparameters are set as k = 0.3, λ1 = 1e− 4, λ2 = 3e− 4, and λ3 = 1e− 4. We
set lora_r as 8 and select lora_alpha in 8, 16. We utilize AdamW with linear learning rate schedule to
optimize and tune learning rate (LR) from 1e − 4, 2e − 4, 3e − 4, 4e − 4, 5e − 4, 6e − 4, 5e − 5,
3e − 5. Batch sizes (BS) are selected from 6, 8, 16, 32. Table 1 presents the hyperparameters we
utilized on the GLUE benchmark. As we follow the implementation strategy in [29], we take the
convenience to cite the results from [29] in our comparison. All experiments were conducted using
NVIDIA A40 (48G) GPUs.

Table 1: Hyperparameters for GLUE Using RoBERTa-large and DeBERTa-v3-base.

Dataset RoBERTa-large DeBERTa-v3-base
Epoch BS LR Alpha Epoch BS LR Alpha

MNLI 10 32 1e-4 16 5 16 5e-5 8
SST-2 10 32 2e-4 16 20 16 3e-5 8
MRPC 20 16 6e-4 8 20 32 2e-4 8
CoLA 20 16 4e-4 8 20 16 1e-4 8
QNLI 10 6 1e-4 8 10 32 1e-4 16
QQP 20 32 3e-4 8 10 16 1e-4 8
RTE 20 16 3e-4 16 50 16 1e-4 8
STS-B 30 16 3e-4 16 20 8 3e-4 8
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Table 2: Performance Comparison of Various Models and Methods on NLG Tasks.

Models Methods Parameters GSM8K MATH HumanEval MBPP MT-Bench AVG

LLaMA-2-7B

Full FT 6738M 49.05 7.22 21.34 35.59 4.91 23.62
LoRA 320M 42.47 5.60 17.03 31.48 4.62 20.24
PiSSA 320M 52.01 7.76 21.55 33.09 4.87 23.86
BA-LoRA 320M 53.83 9.13 23.58 36.86 5.11 25.70

Mistral-7B

Full FT 6738M 67.02 18.60 45.12 51.38 4.95 37.41
LoRA 168M 67.68 19.90 42.54 55.74 4.92 38.16
PiSSA 168M 71.90 21.72 45.20 60.83 5.23 40.98
BA-LoRA 168M 73.04 22.11 46.31 62.29 5.41 41.83

Gemma-7B

Full FT 6738M 71.34 22.74 46.95 55.64 5.40 40.41
LoRA 200M 74.64 31.16 51.64 62.84 5.01 45.06
PiSSA 200M 77.58 31.47 53.15 65.49 5.66 46.67
BA-LoRA 200M 78.13 32.25 54.41 66.12 5.73 47.33

Table 3: Performance Comparison of Various Models and Methods on NLU Tasks

Models Methods Parameters MNLI SST-2 MRPC CoLA QNLI QQP RTE STS-B AVG

RoBERTa-large (355M)

Full FT 355M 90.20 96.40 90.90 68.00 94.70 92.20 86.60 91.50 88.81
LoRA 1.84M 90.51 96.08 90.53 68.14 94.78 91.47 86.30 92.75 88.82
PiSSA 1.84M 90.56 96.65 91.76 69.08 95.18 91.55 91.07 92.84 89.84
BA-LoRA 1.84M 91.24 96.90 92.10 70.26 95.81 92.21 91.70 93.24 90.43

DeBERTa-v3-base (184M)

Full FT 184M 89.90 95.61 89.50 69.23 94.09 92.44 83.85 91.71 88.29
LoRA 1.33M 90.71 94.79 89.85 70.05 93.94 92.07 85.43 91.67 88.56
PiSSA 1.33M 90.47 95.81 91.48 72.27 94.41 92.21 87.14 91.93 89.47
BA-LoRA 1.33M 90.92 96.25 91.83 72.79 94.84 92.59 87.87 92.15 89.91

4.5 Results and Analysis

4.5.1 Analysis of the NLG and NLU Performance of BA-LoRA

To evaluate BA-LoRA’s effectiveness on NLG tasks, we fine-tuned LLaMA-2-7B, Mistral-7B, and
Gemma-7B on the MetaMathQA dataset [31] and assessed their mathematical problem-solving
capabilities using the GSM8K [30] and MATH [31] validation sets, reporting accuracy. Similarly,
models were fine-tuned on the CodeFeedback dataset [34] and evaluated for coding proficiency via
HumanEval [32] and MBPP [33], with PASS@1 metrics reported. To assess conversational abilities,
models were trained on the WizardLM-Evol-Instruct dataset [24] and evaluated on MT-Bench [34],
with response quality judged by GPT-4 and first turn scores reported. All experiments utilized 100K
data points and a single training epoch for efficiency.

Table 2 presents the experimental outcomes, clearly demonstrating BA-LoRA’s superior performance
compared to baseline methods. For instance, BA-LoRA enhanced LLaMA 2-7B, Mistral-7B, and
Gemma-7B performance on GSM8K by 1.82%, 1.14%, and 0.55%, respectively, compared to PiSSA.
HumanEval improvements were 2.03%, 1.11%, and 1.26%, while MT-Bench enhancements reached
0.24%, 0.18%, and 0.07%. Notably, BA-LoRA achieved a remarkable 6.92% performance uplift over
full parameter fine-tuning on Gemma, utilizing only 2.3% of trainable parameters across five tasks.

To evaluate BA-LoRA’s efficacy on NLU tasks, we assessed its performance on the GLUE bench-
mark [35], encompassing two single-sentence classification tasks (CoLA, SST), five pairwise text
classification tasks (MNLI, RTE, QQP, MRPC, QNLI), and one text similarity prediction task (STS-
B). Evaluation metrics included overall matched and mismatched accuracy for MNLI, Matthew’s
correlation for CoLA, Pearson correlation for STS-B, and accuracy for remaining tasks. Two language
models, RoBERTa-large [36] and DeBERTa-v3-base [37], were employed. Following [29], BA-LoRA
was applied to WQ and WA for RoBERTa-large, which has 355M trainable parameters, resulting in
1.84M trainable parameters, while DeBERTa-v3-base, with its 184M trainable parameters, had BA-
LoRA applied to WQ, WA, and WV , totaling 1.33M trainable parameters, ensuring a relatively fair
comparison. Table 3 presents results across eight tasks for both models, demonstrating BA-LoRA’s
consistent superiority over baselines. On average, BA-LoRA outperformed PiSSA and LoRA by
0.59% and 1.61% for RoBERTa-large, and 0.44% and 1.35% for DeBERTa-v3-base, respectively.
These results underscore BA-LoRA’s effectiveness in enhancing NLU model performance.
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A comparative analysis of Tables 2 and 3 reveals BA-LoRA’s consistent performance advantages
across both NLG and NLU tasks. This indicates BA-LoRA’s proficiency in augmenting both
generative and comprehension capabilities for language models. By incorporating consistency,
diversity, and SVD regularization, BA-LoRA effectively mitigates the adverse effects of Catastrophic
Inheritance, fostering consistent, diverse, and generalized model outputs. Furthermore, BA-LoRA’s
modest computational requirements render it suitable for efficient fine-tuning of LLMs with limited
resources.

Table 4: Performance Comparison of BERT-L and GPT2-XL Using LoRA and BA-LoRA Methods on GLUE
Benchmark

Model Method MNLI SST-2 MRPC CoLA QNLI QQP RTE STS-B AVG

BERT-L
LoRA 87.24 93.19 90.10 64.73 93.13 90.94 73.14 90.63 85.39
BA-LoRA 89.72 94.85 92.23 65.49 95.48 91.72 75.77 91.71 87.12

GPT2-XL
LoRA 85.28 95.38 86.17 50.63 89.42 88.56 72.29 89.27 82.13
BA-LoRA 88.14 96.52 89.23 52.76 91.26 89.95 74.57 90.83 84.16

Table 5: Performance Comparison of BERT-L and GPT2-XL Using LoRA and BA-LoRA Methods on GLUE-x
Benchmark

Model Tuning MNLI SST-2 MRPC CoLA QNLI QQP RTE STS-B AVG

BERT-L
LoRA 85.19 93.49 89.93 63.49 92.32 87.73 73.65 90.57 84.55
BA-LoRA 87.91 94.18 90.62 65.81 93.04 89.06 75.41 91.21 85.91

GPT2-XL
LoRA 87.02 95.11 86.81 60.95 91.77 87.59 78.76 89.25 84.66
BA-LoRA 89.58 96.40 88.18 63.11 92.68 88.62 81.21 90.37 86.27

4.5.2 Analysis on mitigate noisy data

This study aims to evaluate BA-LoRA’s efficacy in mitigating the detrimental effects of noise inherent
in large-scale pre-training data on downstream tasks. Given the ubiquitous presence of noise in human-
annotated datasets, its influence on pre-training is unavoidable. To comprehensively assess the impact
of noisy pre-training data, we employ both in-domain (ID) and out-of-domain (OOD) evaluation
using the GLUE and GLUE-x benchmarks, respectively. BERT-L [56], trained on BooksCorpus [58]
and English Wikipedia, and GPT-2-XL [59], trained on the noisy WebText dataset derived from
Common Crawl, serve as our models.

As detailed in Tables 4 and 5, BA-LoRA consistently outperforms LoRA across all tasks, underscor-
ing its superior generalization capabilities. Specifically, BA-LoRA achieves average performance
improvements of 2.03% and 2.47% on BERT-L and GPT2-XL, respectively, on the GLUE benchmark.
Similarly, on GLUE-x, BA-LoRA surpasses LoRA by 1.61% and 1.90% for BERT-L and GPT2-XL,
respectively. These results substantiate the effectiveness of our proposed regularization terms in
mitigating the negative impacts of noise in pre-training and enhancing model robustness.

4.5.3 Analysis on Different Sizes and Types of Models

This experiment compares LoRA, PiSSA, and BA-LoRA across six models: LLaMA-2-7/13B [2],
LLaMA-3-8B [55], Mistral-7B [3], Gemma-7B [3], and Qwen1.5-7B [60]. These models were fine-
tuned on the MetaMathQA-100K and CodeFeedback-100K datasets and evaluated on the GSM8K and
HumanEval benchmarks. As depicted in Figure 1, BA-LoRA consistently surpasses both LoRA and
PiSSA across all models and tasks, underscoring its superior ability to enhance model generalization.

5 Conclusion

This paper introduces Bias-Aware Low-Rank Adaptation (BA-LoRA), a novel parameter-efficient fine-
tuning method designed to address the challenges posed by Catastrophic Inheritance in large language
models. By incorporating three distinct regularization terms – consistency regularizer, diversity
regularizer, and singular value decomposition regularizer – BA-LoRA effectively preserves valuable
pre-trained knowledge, discourages the encoding of semantically similar samples, and enhances

8



LLa
MA-2

-7B

LLa
MA-2

-13
B

Qwen
1.5

-7B

Mistr
al-

7B
-v0

.1

LLa
MA-3

-8B

Gem
ma-7

B
30

40

50

60

70

80

GS
M

8K
 A

cc
ur

ac
y 

(%
)

LoRA
PiSSA
BA-LoRA

LLa
MA-2

-7B

LLa
MA-2

-13
B

Mistr
al-

7B
-v0

.1

LLa
MA-3

-8B

Gem
ma-7

B

Qwen
1.5

-7B

20

30

40

50

60

Hu
m

an
Ev

al
 A

cc
ur

ac
y 

(%
)

LoRA
PiSSA
BA-LoRA

Figure 1: Comparison of Different Models on GSM8K and HumanEval Benchmarks

model generalization. Comprehensive experiments across diverse natural language understanding
and natural language generation tasks demonstrate BA-LoRA’s significant superiority over LoRA
and PiSSA. We also demonstrate that BA-LoRA can boost language models’ performance across
various model sizes and types. Moreover, BA-LoRA effectively mitigates the detrimental impact
of biases inherent in pre-training data, resulting in more robust and reliable model outputs. This
reduction in bias is instrumental in improving LLMs’ generalization capabilities. In conclusion,
BA-LoRA represents a substantial advancement in LLM fine-tuning, offering both performance gains
and enhanced model robustness.

Limitations

While BA-LoRA offers substantial advancements in enhancing LLM performance and mitigating
dataset bias, several limitations warrant consideration. The efficacy of BA-LoRA is contingent
upon the judicious selection and tuning of regularization terms, as optimal configurations may vary
across downstream tasks. Despite computational efficiency gains over full fine-tuning, BA-LoRA
may still demand significant resources for large-scale models, limiting its applicability in resource-
constrained environments. Furthermore, while BA-LoRA effectively addresses certain aspects of
Catastrophic Inheritance, a comprehensive solution encompassing all facets of this challenge remains
elusive. Future research should explore more holistic approaches. Additionally, the present study
primarily focuses on English-based LLMs, and the generalizability of BA-LoRA to multilingual or
non-English models necessitates further investigation. Expanding BA-LoRA’s applicability across
diverse linguistic contexts is an essential area for future exploration.
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