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Results
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Model RAG BLEU Rouge-1 Rouge-2 Rouge-L Rouge-Lsum BertScore winrate
Models: c-fine-tuned v 26.067  0.555 0.336 0.409 0.427 0.918 0.524+0.08
. . our method
* seed: mistral-7b-instruct-v0.2 + SFT 7y, /32744 0606 0434 0494 0.507 0.929  0.389-0.10
° te acher: mixtra l_ 8X7 B-Instru Ct-VO.1 + DPO Tpref v 32.693  0.606 0.434 0.494 0.507 0.929 0.390+0.10
our method
+ SFT 7rgs X 36.667  0.628 0.453 0.517 0.536 0.918 0.6034-0.07
+ DPO Tpref X 38.528  0.633 0.457 0.521 0.540 0.932 0.61540.06
* Our method outperforms related UDHR
competitive methods when evaluated
. . . . Model RAG BLEU Rougel Rouge2 Rogue-LL. Rouge-Lsum BertScore winrate
using automatic metric & win-rates ,
I . . c-fine-tuned v 22946 0.528 0.311 0.376 0.399 0.911 0.49740.05
* /= Integrating RAG on alighed model —
hampers performance + SFT 7y, v/ 31333 0.604 0422 0480  0.502 0.926 0.492:+0.09
1 . . + DPO Trpref v 31.228 0.604 0.423 0.480 0.502 0.926 0.47840.09
e <. UDHR alighed models improves
our method
general safety + SFT 7, X 35554 0.629 0449  0.508 0.536 0.929 0.64940.06
+ DPO Trpref X 35.689 0.630 0.451 0.509 0.537 0.929 0.640+0.07
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