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1. Background

(A) Single-Step Approach (B) Multi-Step Approach (C) Our Adaptive Approach
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2. Contribution
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3. Training Strategy

- =X 82
« Query0f| CHE ComplexityE ‘=5| 0| Z5t= classifier 2t&0| E
« Query-Complexity &0f| CHF Annotation E1|0|E17f O*EE'E Xf50§ HIO|HAIS #=

- Hlo[E{4 R MY
- Step 1: 2 =2 LM 1 7| Labeling(6 £ 3 C
_.I

—

|O|E{ IOl M Train Dataset 40071 M Z &)

. A :.*—'1 A O|(No-Retrieval) 2HIE EH dd Al
« 'B': &t CHA(Single-Retrieval) 2 2 SHIE I M Al
« 'C': CtEFA|(Multi-Retrieval) 2 2 SHIE THEH MM A
- Step 2: WX|0f3 H|O|E{A 7|k H 2k (Inductive-Bias) Single-Hop Dataset Multi-Hop Dataset
« 'B': Single-Hop Dataset :
« 'C': Multi-Hop Dataset >QUAD vi 1 Mus>iQue
Natural Questions HotpotQA
- gE HRFE TriviaQA 2WikiMultiHopQA

 Cross-Entropy LossZ Classifier St&
« QueryES YHEIO} Complexity {A, ‘B, 'C} 0I&

o = Classifier(q)



4. Evaluation Results

FLAN-T5-XL (3B) FLAN-T5-XXL (11B) GPT-3.5 (Turbo)
Types Methods EM F1 Acc  Step Time EM F1 Acc  Step Time EM Fl1 Acc  Step Time
Simple No Retrieval 1487 2112 1597 |0.00 _0.11] 17.83 2514 1933 000 0.08 3577 4856 4427 0.00 0.71
P Single-step Approach 3483 4431 3887 |[1.00 ___1.00] 37.87 47.63 4190 1.00 1.00 3473 4699 4527 1.00 1.00
Adaptive Retrieval 23.87 3224 2673 050 056 2693 3567 2973 050 054 3590 4820 4530 050 0.86
Adaptive Self-RAG™ 990 2079 3157 072 043 1087 2298 3413 074 023 1087 2298 3413 074 1.50

Adaptive-RAG (Ours) 3717 4694 4210 217 3.60 3890 48.62 43.77 135 200 3797 5091 4897 1.03 1.46

Oracle Adaptive-RAG w/ Oracle 45.00 56.28 4990 128 2.11 47.17 58.60 5220 084 110 4770 6280 5857 050 1.03

- 8 X =
- effectiveness: EM(Exact Match), F1, Acc(Accuracy)
- efficiency: # of Retrieval-and-Generate Steps, Average Time for Answering Each Query
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5. Limitations(efficiency)
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6. Experiment for Understanding Adaptive-RAG
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7. Limitations of Experiment
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1. Evaluation Results

SQuAD Natural Questions TriviaQA
Type Method . . -
F1 Acc Step Time F1 Acc  Step Time F1 Acc Step Time
Simple Non-Retrieval 1050 5.00 000 011 19.00 1560 000 013 31.80 2700 0.00 0.13

Single-Step Retrieval  39.30 34.00 1.00 1.00 47.30 44.60 1.00 1.00 6240 6020 1.00 1.00
Complex Multi-Step Retrieval ~ 35.60 29.60 4.52 9.03 47.80 4420 5.04 10.18 6240 6020 528 9.22
Adaptive Retrieval 2310 1760 050 055 36.00 33.00 050 056 4690 4260 050 0.56

Adaptive Self-RAG 1120 1840 063 050 39.00 3360 063 017 2930 5700 0.68 0.45
P Adaptive-RAG 3830 33.00 [1.37 2.02] 47.30 44.60 00 00] 60.70 5820 |1.23  1.54]
Our Method 46.50 4340 373 430 6016 588 324 341 7020 68.80 3.84 4.50
MuSiQue HotpotQA 2Wiki
Type Method ) . .
F1 Acc Step Time F1 Acc Step Time F1 Acc  Step Time
Simple Non-Retrieval 10720 320 0.00 011 2271 1720 000 011 3204 2780 0.00 0.10

Single-Step Retrieval  22.80 1520 1.00 1.00 4615 3640 1.00 1.00 4790 4280 1.00 1.00
Complex Multi-Step Retrieval 3190 25.80 3.60 758 5654 47.00 553 9.38 5885 5540 4.17 7.37
Adaptive Retrieval 1580 800 050 055 3222 2500 050 055 3944 3420 050 055

Adaptive Self-RAG 810 1200 073 051 1753 2960 073 045 1959 3880 0.93 049
P Adaptive-RAG 31.80 2600 [322_6.61] 53.82 4440 [B55 5991 4975 4640 [263 _ 468]
Our Method 4197 2655 3.88 445 69.96 53.8 342 392 5465 37.60 3.88 4.32

- Multi-Hop H|O|H 2| B2 Adaptive-RAGOH| B[S ChM|Z2 &2 Accuracylt /R El TimesS 7|=
- Single-Hop HIO|E{Ale] ZL Adaptive-RAGO| H|3H ZFAEl AccuracyE 7| ESHA X2, Time ZHEO| A
Multi-Hop H|O|E{41 1t FAISI, Adaptive-RAGO]| H|3l 25}



2. Workflow
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Figure 1. Workflow of the proposed LQR framework.
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3. Future Research Direction
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1. Adaptive-RAG =&=2| Confusion Matrix ‘&3t AZ|7] -> Classifier2| Accuracy H QA A|AEIQ| Efficiency
SEAF
o O

2. Layered Query Retrieval ==0| Al A& ¢t Single-Hop HIO|EH A Efficiency 7H
3. Adaptive-RAG2| Single-Hopd} Layered Query Retrieval2| Multi-Hop & E Het A

Confusion Matrix

o 0.6 SQuAD Natural Questions TriviaQA
'z - 0.31 Type Method ; : -
F1 Acc  Step Time F1 Acc Step Time F1 Acc Step Time
® 0.4 Simple Non-Retrieval 10.50 5.00 0.00 011 19.00 1560 0.00 013 31.80 2700 0.00 0.13
g 0.1 Single-Step Retrieval  39.30 34.00 1.00 1.00 47.30 44.60 100 1.00 6240 6020 1.00 1.00
O Complex Multi-Step Retrieval ~ 35.60 29.60 4.52 9.03 47.80 44.20 5.04 10.18 6240 6020 528 9.22
'4'3' -0.2 Adaptive Retrieval 2310 17.60 050 055 3600 33.00 050 056 4690 4260 050 056
=S 0.03 Adaptive Self-RAG 11.20 1840 063 050 39.00 33.60 0.63 017 2930 5700 068 045
> Adaptive-RAG 38.30 33.00 [137 202] 4730 44.60 00 00] 60.70 5820 [LZ3 T1.54]
: - Our Method 46.50 4340 3.73 430 6016 588 324 341 7020 68.80 3.84 4.50
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Appendix - Query Complexity Classifier

Query Complexity Classifier 71 &2

« ArERS| OVt BheohX| S&SHK| EHESLY| fIol, SiE BHoE O ttEot RE2 2 Zolig = A=K BIt

- AO|7t 25| 7tsTt B multi step queryZ, 25 2752t B single step query2 &

- Query Complexity Classifier T+ : } T

.« C =00|™ th= & O|(Single retrieval), C = 10|H S&st | _ =) == | |
AHO|(multi retrieval) 2 &&F omticon [ vy Conpoty st | ol e o
¢ = Classifier(q), c € {0,1} = ‘ ‘

« Linear layer2t sigmoid function 2 S&: H7} ﬁ |
y — CF(WI + b) ' [ e

.Y R 2

o GPT—409_|' —|—o ?:_lE% 7E:|—CIZ||_-6—|_O:| —E—%jl E_”ol E_I% AOHAC-J Figure 1. Workflow of the proposed LOR framework.
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 accuracy: BM25 BF 7|HICE #EH FMO| =%|F o . -
A LSA ranking [ )

Figure 1. Workflow of the proposed LQR framework.

- Multi-Step Strategy
RD! = Retriever'(qy) , P
RD? = Retriever®(qq,42,d;),d; € RD! 1 :

7 Query: ‘

Q ‘*«-i\_\ Q
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Appendix — Setting

- Dataset for Evaluation

« Single-hop dataset (SQUAD v1.1, Natural Question, TriviaQA)
« Multi-hop dataset (MuSiQue, HotpotQA, 2WikiMultiHopQA)
* Grassland sheept #t&HE =09l 3} HjO| Al

- Dataset for classifier
« Query complexity identification dataset 300071
» Relevance dataset 60007l (23 QU= 30007H, & ¢l= 30007H)

- Evaluation Metrics
- 2td "7} X[H: Accuracy, F1 score
« D=4 ™It X|H: # of retrievals, time taken

- Models for classifier
« Query complexity identification: RoBERTa &2 &
- Relevance Classifier: Longformer 2 &

- Baseline
« Non-retrieval, single-step retrieval, adaptive-retrieval(Adaptive Retrieval, Self-RAG, Adaptive-RAG), multi-step
retrieval



Appendix - Limitations

_ LQR HtAlo| SHAIH
+ Multi-hop H[O[EH A0 = accuracyl| 8% 2= HO|HMONAM d5 &= O|FAD, 2589 8RUE =A
L} 2% 7}2F WOX|DE =2 M= 3tMo o|Eo1|:f—1 ojCh

IT — OO o O
. HHH Single- hop IO|HAIC| B2 accuracyl|l A% Multi-hop HIO|HAMEL O & d&&2 O|FAKX|E
efficiency2| &% Adaptive-RAG == 2L} &S| BOX|TH, Multi-hop O|O|E{ Ao =F0f =1}
- [M2}M Single-hop dataset2] BE/ES S A|7]7] £dll top-k samplingl] k& 12 MBsl X£7| ZMS
ot WAlaf HeHm HME 3712l EMUC 2k o9 #HE|F0| 25 BHH 7HSTHX| relevance classifier2
Sh= HIAlS Al

SQuAD Natural Questions TriviaQA
Type Method . . -
F1 Acc Step Time F1 Acc  Step Time F1 Acc Step Time
Simple Non-Retrieval 1050 5.00 000 011 19.00 1560 000 013 31.80 2700 0.00 0.13

Single-Step Retrieval  39.30 34.00 1.00 1.00 47.30 44.60 1.00 1.00 6240 6020 1.00 1.00
Complex Multi-Step Retrieval ~ 35.60 29.60 4.52 9.03 47.80 4420 5.04 10.18 6240 6020 528 9.22
Adaptive Retrieval 2310 1760 050 055 36.00 33.00 050 056 4690 4260 050 0.56

Adaptive Self-RAG 11.20 1840 0.63 050 39.00 3360 063 0.17 2930 5700 0.68 0.45
P Adaptive-RAG 3830 33.00 [L37 202] 4730 4460 [1.00 1.00] 6070 5820 [1.23  1.54

Our Method 46,50 43.40 3.73 430 6016 588 324 341 70.20 68.80 3.84 4.50
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