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HAS U B W THE OMEIZEERFED
—OTH 5. BEFXEOMERHENEFREZE X
LB DB B —HT, FOMFEIBIRD BARSHE
HEFTLTHH L, SEOHEHMBOTE RT3
HRIEZ L H 5 [1,2,3]. HBEOHMRICENT, K&
DIV L A= A0 LHFIFE 2@ L TEGE
NHECET 2HAITERAEEZONS. 22T
AR TIEIA R BRSENU A R 7 2 F3E5ET VY
VIRAZWZERLTHRL Z8IZX D, HFFET
BOoNLFEAEE XD WRMNTERT 2223
Z5. ZDIHDFE L LT prompt-based finetuning
WEHL, 7FRAMHEX R 7128 2 EEDOHEMR
WHZ MR ERET 5.

IEL®IC

BRTWEOEREZ(LI B 2&E 1D, BR
BRI B VWTEATERVWERTHS. 207
B, HRABHRICBVTEHELZHRST 2 X5 RER
SETADRHBEINTWEY, ITEHEFBINH
HIFEHBABHET LT REDHBEIAN T TH
LRI TWS. HATFEEASIETT IV
WBREDSNLBELI—NRICBIFZEEET L
D HCHEND D FE 28 U Tk 4 72 F BRI % 18
BLTED, BIENRAZIZBT 5 HEDM %%
L TW3. Saunshi & [4] IZFERIEZTOMEEZ S
DHARSENH 2 X 7 WEFEETV ¥ INOERIC
Lo TIFI2Z2Z e 2MWTHHLTVS.
prompt-based finetuning (X2 D KSR T A T 705
LFENBDTHDE. BRERDXRIZFFEET Y ¥
TOWRICER T 5 8T, FHiFEEER T 2R
RRAZ e DEBRZRRT 2. 20 X D FIHEEEG
DIDELL D F T = 72\ few-shot 72 5% %E T D [L#i
BRRAZICBWTHRR EZER L. 2255
prompt-based finetuning 1%, FHFIFEHFAE T LDF|
e LTI TH 5 [CLS] =27 Y Diiins

—t
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7~ V% FHIF 216K D head-based 7% Fi [5] 1k
N, HEIEEIC X o THRALSENRAFZEE O X
DI S5 ZHE TR e EZHNS.

Z 2T, AR TEBIERO BASELEE TV
KBOVTHEL R TV HEDHMRIZOVTD
prompt-based finetuning ZF|fH 3 2 Z & THATFHIC
I DERINLAEEZTEHTE 20 2# L. BiF
ciE, BATHEBUE X Z 7 D0—FTH5T7F R b
TR & LT, BIHIHT (SST-2, SST-3, SST-5) &
RS REHERR (RTE, MNLI) Z 5 ¥ L, head-based
7Rk e prompt-based BFETHEE LIzET LD
HE%, average data points advantage [6](ADPA) % F\>
THET 2. BEMMOEAT R b7 — & & &G 5E i
HTHRWT AT =Xl THELLKES 2 2k
W2 & o TYET — 2 DZEMITIHB W TIE prompt-based
finetuning 235 E D HFRICIRNTH 5 Z L BRT.

A7 ADPA Z W3 Z 2T, FHllinsE Lo
HASHEUHEET VO ETHBEDE SN2 ER
ftL, 2R X > THETHENEATOWREDP -T2
prompt-based finetuning A3 E DEMICE 2 2 508 %
RU7. 2O 3 AEzHRs 2 HASHUHE
TOVOVERRIZR LS, & 7= prompt-based finetunig
DHREZRTHDTHLLERS.

2 BOERZE
2.1 prompt-based finetuning

prompt-based finetuning 13X R F B D % 2 7 %
EET VY TDRAZICEVL, I LN
JGDF e b =2 v TRIT 2EETTETDH S (7, 8].
prompt-based finetuning Z T 2 ERK & L TIEILD
X B2 HHFERDOANERCER T 21— 1TdH
% template ¥, ¥R 7 &S LB O ) %2 05
RAYT DT NIVNIEW S 50 —)LTdH 5 verbalizer
D2OMBHYH, ZD_DXEHHET prompt & FEFR
S5 9] BRI BTN EX A7 BRI DES
IZTCD L E ‘Best pizza ever!” % ‘Best pizza ever! It was
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7% 1: FIJH L 7= template ¥ verbalizer

task template label words

SST-2 | <SentA> It was [MASK]. terrible/great

SST-3 | <SentA> It was [MASK]. terrible/okay/great

SST-5 | <SentA> It was [MASK]. terrible/bad/okay/good/great
RTE <SentA> [MASK], I believe <SentB> Clearly/Yet

MNLI | <SentA> [MASK], you are right, <SentB> | Fine/Plus/Otherwise

[MASK].” D X 52 AJNCEF L, [MASK] DI
DWW, FUDIERFID L Tid ‘great” &, EflD L
Z3 “terrible’ Z TR D X IICET AV ZEETSHZ
T, BAFHEFRICLEORBRIBTERRZ 2Rl Z
DTE5.

prompt-based finetuning (% [CLS] » —2 > DH J1H>
5 7 X% TS 26K D head-based finetuning 12
HEART few-shot TRWHHREZ FHH T 2 Z & FIH N
TW3. Scao & [6] & Z D prompt 23D 72 & TR
% average data points advantage (ADPA) ¥ \» 5 {5 %
AOWTERMNITR L. AW TIEZ D ADPA OF
Z 77 % W T prompt-based finetuning 23 %% & D # g
WEHT®H»%Z L Z2RT.

22 BASENBICHEITZEEDNIE

BEIMEOELZZSIE2DDTHY, X&E
DEWEZIELLHERET 2 L THEXHBRT 2D
BHETH 27D HASFHEUIIT BN T SR A 720158
THROHENTE-HETH B [10]. L L, EE
DEHARSHBUMET LV THOREL TV XEDNM %
HYNZTERWZ L 2T 2RI Z L H 5.

Ettinger X° Kassner & [11, 12] 3B EZ2 &L 7HED
KREMIGE XX 7I12BWT, HHiFEEASEET
NDHHBATHOEEFEDH BRI NN
YZERLTWS, %72, Ribeiro & [1]| IZBEEEA
PANLDTFRAMDT =Xty b TdH 5 checklist &
HOWTHAIEEEASET T LLEZ L O HDOER
S FADREBEE ZAZAINTN U THEN
RFWVWZ L EMERLTWS. Hossain & 2] IXHAS
RBHERR A R 7 IZBVWTEL DT —XPBELZRE
TR 2T L, SEDERBBBER T A
by MZBOWTBHEDE T ABMENERETH 3 Z
R L 7.

ABZEEZ D & 5 LBURD BASFELHICHBT 2
ARE % RS 5 Z & 1T prompt-based finetuning 53 H
HTH 20 %5,
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3 REFE

A K& T 1 prompt-based finetuning D 75 & H fi# D
hR % W 2 F1E & LT ADPA (average data points
advantage) % i\ % Z & 12 %3 5. ADPA I Scao
5611 &> TIREINZDDTH Y, prompt-based
52 ItilLoTHEONABFLEFEE T — XD
TRELADDTHS. AHITIZ3.1HIT ADPA %
WAL, 328iTADPA ZRIHT 52 i2&-T, Z
N F CEEAM 23%E U > o 7= prompt-based finetuning @
HEMBICE Z 282, ERINTHFANSE Z T
X5 EZLMHAZRT.

3.1 Average Data Points Advantage

ADPA IR RDETFTNADBR—ZA T4 V25
ETNEHNRTEDREMNRNICEE 2 ED L Z L
NTEL0EERILLIIEETHE. X—2XF74 ¥
ETNEHBETNVEEBD T — XV 4 XOBET
E FHliEfTWERER LT 5 Z v T, HigET
AN E D H WA RNWT =X TR—=RA 7 A
VETINECHERIEEDOHREEERTE 2RI L T
w3,

ADPA 3 7 — X A X B x L TOKRO=E
7 DM % R~ 3 B Model(x) 2 A W T
xS Jo Modela(x) - Modelg(x)dx & £ X H
5. ZZ7T Xpins Xmax FEBZIToTeT =294
ADNBRNDBDEHRMRKDDBDZRLTED,
Model (x) (ZBEBUINIC IS & N5 S RE RIS h
72D hoTNWS,

3.2 EFIPEICAHT SIEIZ

AL TlE ADPA % SEMRE M 246515 LT,
Z DDA THYITHZ e EZX 2. UTIC
ZOHEHEZHAT 5.

LEMMENZ ZOMMOiERe LTETEZI LN
BODRGBEEZELT—Xty MTBIIBIEERTH
5. ZAUXFEDICEE DFRIRED A & -4
52708 EDEEWEHZZIZ0oRBBEE
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B 1: MNLLIZB 2 7 — 23 4 e Mok, GllEEED T R b7 — X ToMEE, ZME—fko7 X +
T =X TOMREERLTWAS. JRER () 23 prompt-based T, Hif (T) 753 head-based D LR % /R .

Zbhs. UL, EEETLERET 3ICEE
HRUNDERIZ X > TEPETNE S 720D, ZD
TR CIX B EHMORE N 2 EHZICHI 2 Z & 28
L.

RIZEZLNZEEE L TR EEEEER VT —
R TOFHIE & 5 EZ & T — X TOFMEHED 725
Y AIEETHB. LrLl, ZOHEER HEDR
2% 20 IFHEEDZEST ) DHBIZE W TR
PREETH D, FIEM OB IIE X 2w,

—75TC ADPA DIEIEIX, ET NV X > THEHX
NBHBEHEDT A N F—RTH@ET 2 TFIH
T2 OHATRELTWS 7, GEHT X
P =R —DT AT — X TOFMEEDEE D
BEWICHEINT, BEZELT AT —XTOF
BrEEEEERVT A T — X TOREZ BT
LZEMTEDLWSHEND B,

4 EE&

prompt-based finetuning ¥ head-based finetuning 2
o TOHT -2 ORETREIT AR L HAS
AR X A 7 2 E L, ZORR%Z ADPA ZHH L
7o G E MR DFERR 2 W THBRICRHES 5 Z & T,
prompt-based finetuning 237 F X b 73X 2 712 B}
SEEHICGZ 2 EERET 5.

4.1 EERRE

FEERTIEEBE O X A2 & LT SST-2, SST-3,
SST-5[13] Z:#EIR L, HARSEMRX X7 2 LT
RTE [14], MNLI [15] Z3#ER L7z, 2O nlid xR od
KEELZBUOXEI—EEEEZEhTED, »Oh
EDERBPNEL DT A NTF— XMW AFHHETH
2272 LTEAT[13,2].

KB, 7T 22 NET O L 2=FI
F— R AT — & & W22 - WEE AR R
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DIRLED S, PRBT—& BT 7 —&2LT) O
FITNZEINXETTo (T8 R 5 2. 8
X Gao 5 DM [9] Z2BHEI, FEHE le-5, FH A
L 1000step TAT o 7z. 100step & & IZHRAET — X T
B L 72 TROBEREOR o BT A EHWT
TAMTF—XTOMREZFHE L /2. % OFHli{E T
ADPA ZitH L7z, EBIMREO 7EZER L T 10
B REL—REEZTITW, TAMTFT—XTD
FHAC DWW TS D B 2 W] ¢ BE 21T o 7. HHl
FHRFEASHET L E LTI Scao 5 DS [6] T
prompt-based finetuning IZC—H L 7z45R %2 /RT3 &
5 X 172 roberta-large’ [16] % FIF L 7=.

prompt (3R 1 DD ZMH L 7. SSTWEL T
X, Gao &DFFE 9] ZZEITL, BEFEWIFETHIA
ENdZeDEBNANFTIERE L7 prompt Z F|H
L7-. —J7T, MNLI, RTE IZ2oWTlx, AFTH
XX 17z prompt \ZRIED D o 72728, Gao & DL
THEER XL prompt ZFH L7z, (ZORIZD
W B R 2R TRT.)

7 A b7 — X Tl & § 2 BRI SE R o
7 A k7 — & (Negation) ¥ & EFHIiH TIXRWT R
b 7 — & (Not Negation) Dl /7 12351} % prompt-based
finetuning O ADPA % LR $ 2 Z 21T &k o THIEH
fRDEE W FHE L 7.

SST T, LT (171 22 E B EHR
(Negation cue) D&Mz HHE L (ffEk £ 6), —fkD
TANT—RDOIbBEERELELXELGEM
DTFAPTF=RIZHEILT, BERZELT AT —
X (Negation) ¥ BEX FERWVWT A b7 — & (Not
Negation) % {EAf L 7z.

RTE * MNLI T BIF O &EFEH 7 — % 2] &
Negation {Z I\ 7z, Not Negation 12138 X X 7 D %
VIFNVDT AT —&%ZHW/. Not Negation D

1)  https://huggingface.co/transformers/
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PN SST ¥ B 3 Z L ICHFERE I V.

RTE ¥ MNLI D BEEH T A P TF—REA VO F
NDF—RETWCAFTEEEZMZ TERZINT
BD, SSTTRRILT—&ty b osnElxhTn
5. ZOZehs, ¥ELDOEBRTH _DODT R b
T — X DOMHRED ZIFEARICEEDHEIC L > TD
AETHZEZRELTVS.

42 ¥R

prompt-based finetuning DR

R2IZTF A NEARX A28 % prompt-based
finetuning ® ADPA 7R3 . ZORIDDET 2D
ZMED HARSRBHERR D X X 71281 % prompt-based
finetuning O R EFMEOMRED & S it AN 5.
1 R T%, prompt-based 2313 U DD & LLEHY
WEBER /R L TW 3 — T, head-based TIIEHED
PR X LB AR S D 12 H#E A, prompt-based D PEREIC
BOOLZDIREL DT — X BRBETHE Z &
Bb»rd. ZIhb, HEMELENYEEASE
ETADNHEFFEICL->TERLTEY, SBET
VYD TRAZ 2L ZilE-T, EREh
TIERZIEHAIRETH 2 e EZAHN5.

—HTRIEAH R R ZI12BWTIX, prompt-based
finetuning O A EMMIIN T 2 MR LR T 22 &
MTERMIol. TOHMBELTIESSTIZEEN
ZEEDHMPEBETNVICE > TEBHTH S Z
epEZOND (FFRT). EFIT1024 7—XT
SST-2 %% L 72 7 /L D Negation % & £\ 7 R
Fey beE&LT Aty PTOEFRIIZFNEFN
0.949,0.942 Tl & A E3E VA2, head-based Td
BAHEARERAGR T H o2 e EZ N S.

3% 2: average data points advantage

Sentiment NLI
B SST-2 SST-3 SST-5 | MNLI RTE
Not Negation 162 280 -12 850 327
Negation 165 202 -123 2353 820
p-value 0.965 0.284 0.180 | 0.015 0.001

template, verbalizer DFE

HAR S FEHESR D template 12D W TIX ‘<SentA>?
[MASK], <SentB>’ [7] £ W I b DBERIN TV
(I8% £ 8). L2L, ZD template TlX<SentB>AH
BEZETIRT, <SentA> ¥ <SentB>DBEfRIZEEH &
J [MASK] 23 No £ 72> TL ¥ 5 25 ME» 4
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C5Ze2dH%. Bl 21X SentA="That man is young.’,
SentB=‘That man is not old.” & \\ 9 iz B W T, F
I BB ASEET ADHIOEROLEZEEL T
W5 Z ML TWTY, HEEHEDIENICIIFTED
label £ XfJ53 % ‘No Z THIT 5 Z e BIEL WD,
RIERED No ZFHILTLES. 2D &5 &EE
WAL S % e O AWIFE TR NLLICBI LTl BB
X7z prompt [9] W=, R 3 ICHEAER SN
7z prompt & AFTHEMK S 417 prompt D LLEE IR %
R, ROMERIK, EFLD template 235 E DHE EIC
THETH5ZeZRLTED, prompt a¥at DEEM:
WZBES 2 SEATIISE [18] D FIRE H—H L TV 5.
7 3: MNLI 1231} % template & verbalizer D #5%

template | Negation Not Negation p-value

NFAERK 480 690 0.186

HEIA A | 2353 850 0.015
ETILLEER

roberta-large (& Talmor & [3] R HAX S [19] 23 E 5k
T2E51, FHFBEIC Ko THEERHET 25 %
LI Z BB L TWEEEZLND, BEZD
FOHEMLTOWARVEEZLNSETMIIBVT
& prompt-based finetuning 12 & 2 ¥ RBBHE X 5
MEFARD DT, ZDEIBRETNVLD—DTH D
roberta-base %R L, MNLI 7 —&X 2 FH L TH* 4
IZ/RT & 9 1T roberta-large € 7L & DERELLI % 5
ML 7.

#i R % 5l % & roberta-base T I prompt-based fine-
tuning 23T E DHRIC G 2 2 B2 R T 5 Z L
TE&Rholz, T IZH 5 roberta-base DEEIZ HH2E
BIZBWTEZ OMENZER L TOWARNWET L
128 W\ Tl prompt-based finetuning % F W T & MERE
NEEFT2EEFERRNZEDDNS.

R4 TV A XOEE

model Negation Not Negation p-value

roberta-base 567 539 0.810

roberta-large 2353 850 0.015
5 &bbIC

AHf 4% T 1X prompt-based finetuning @ 5 {ij 7 3 Al
WeEP LR TVRRICERL, TF XA P EER
JOBERGULT AT —RE—RDT AT —&
12381} % average data point advantage % LS 5 Z &
12 & - T, prompt-based finetuning 23V 7 — & DEK
EXBWTHEDHBANGHATHL Z e 2R LTk,
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A (3% : RERZMF D
£ 5 BEEED Xpin £ Xmax

Sentiment NLI
SST-2 SST-3 SST-5 | MNLI RTE
Xomin 32 48 80 48 32
Xmax | 1024 1536 2560 | 6144 1024

# 6 EEEH DI
EES |

no not n’t never nor none

without nothing neither hardly

£ EERTA T —XDH

&7 | AJifl 7 ~L
SST2 | MO movement , no yuks , not much of anything . negative
it represents better-than-average movie-making that does n’t demand a dumb , distracted audience . | positive
P : The United States falls somewhere between these extremes. entailment
H : The United States does not conform to only one of these extremes.
P : These laws are not uncoordinated and often inconsistent. -
MNLI . . . contradiction
H : The laws are not coordinated and applied consistently.
P : The United States does not fall somewhere between these extremes. neutral
H : The United States conforms to only one of these extremes.
7 8: NFCIER S - BARA S 35 prompt
template ‘ label words
<SentA>? [MASK], <SentB> ‘ Yes/Maybe/No
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