Background

MedPrompt showed that prompting techniques

make general-purpose LLMs like GPT-4 excel at Even Smau langu age mOdelS can rival flne_

specialized problems without fine-tuning.

But what about smaller, cheaper models for us tuned SpeC|al|St mOdelS S|mply by US|ng

peasants?
Methods effective prompting.
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Prompting gains for small models?
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GPT3.5's 60.2 and MedPaLM’s 67.2%.
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e Small models are brittle: examples can Figure representing our original work

mislead and degrade accuracy.
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