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Abstract

Modern deterministic retrieval pipelines priori-
tize achieving state-of-the-art performance but
often lack interpretability in decision-making.
These models face challenges in assessing un-
certainty, leading to overconfident predictions.
To overcome these limitations, we integrate un-
certainty calibration and interpretability into a
retrieval pipeline. Specifically, we introduce
Bayesian methodologies and multi-perspective
retrieval to calibrate uncertainty within a re-
trieval pipeline. We incorporate techniques
such as LIME and SHAP to analyze the be-
havior of a black-box reranker model. The
importance scores derived from these expla-
nation methodologies serve as supplementary
relevance scores to enhance the base reranker
model. We evaluate the resulting performance
enhancements achieved through uncertainty
calibration and interpretable reranking on Ques-
tion Answering and Fact Checking tasks. Our
methods demonstrate substantial performance
improvements across three KILT datasets.

1 Introduction

With the integration of Transformers in informa-
tion retrieval, there are significant advancements in
knowledge-intensive language tasks (Petroni et al.,
2021). Nonetheless, the issue of bias in informa-
tion retrieval poses challenges, encompassing in-
formation scarcity and overconfidence exhibited by
models. These factors establish a glass ceiling in
model accuracy, necessitating the use of extensive
annotation and adversarial training.

For instance, obtaining extensive, high-quality
annotated data (Raykar et al., 2010; Zaidan and
Callison-Burch, 2011; Sabou et al., 2014) is crucial
for debiasing and addressing overfitting concerns
(Kaplan et al., 2020). However, the process of
data annotation entails significant investments in

†Work performed while at KAIST AI.

Figure 1: We add uncertainty calibration and explain-
ability on the black box reranker system. We find that
performance improves simply by applying two modules
without a significant increase in inference latency.

time and resources for project management, Active
Learning (Zhang et al., 2023), data generation, data
labeling, data visualization, and validation (Thorne
et al., 2018; Schuster et al., 2019; Smit et al., 2020;
Liu et al., 2022a; Wang et al., 2023).

Adversarial attacks and probing (Ribeiro et al.,
2018, 2020; Chen et al., 2020; Ivgi and Berant,
2021; Qi et al., 2021; Miyato et al., 2021; Perez
et al., 2022; Hartvigsen et al., 2022; Shi et al., 2023)
have been employed to enhance model general-
ization and robustness by introducing noise and
addressing security concerns (Li et al., 2021). Nev-
ertheless, adversarial training entails an increased
computational cost, as it involves perturbation and
carries the risk of overfitting to adversarial data.

To enhance the robustness of the existing re-
trieval pipeline while mitigating labeling and train-
ing costs, we introduce uncertainty calibration and
explainability techniques. Our contributions are
summarized as follows:

• We implement multi-perspective retrieval,
combining results when grounding an answer,
resulting in a 2.91% increase in downstream
reader accuracy across three KILT datasets.
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• To address uncertainty in a reranker model, we
employ Monte Carlo Dropout and Stochastic
Weight Averaging. This calibration enhances
reader accuracy by 0.77% without incurring
additional training costs. Reranking is per-
formed using importance feature scores from
LIME and SHAP, leading to a 1.73% increase
across two KILT datasets.

• We conduct uncertainty-aware imputation pre-
training of a reader using Stochastic Weight
Averaging and Jensen Shannon Divergence.
This approach yields a 0.68% increase in
downstream reader accuracy without introduc-
ing additional training and inference costs.

In summary, our approach encompasses rerank-
ing and reasoning using explainable feature scores,
Bayesian deep learning, and multi-perspective re-
trieval. Together, these strategies significantly bol-
ster the robustness of the retrieval pipeline. These
advancements empower the retrieval pipeline to
attain state-of-the-art performance, concurrently re-
sulting in cost savings through reduced adversarial
training time and decreased reliance on extensive
data labeling.

2 Related Work

2.1 Explainability and Interpretability
With the increase in the complexity of neural net-
work structures, it becomes difficult to discern the
underlying rationale behind the model’s outcomes.
This phenomenon is often referred to as the "black
box" problem (Hussain, 2019), and ongoing re-
search has been dedicated to enhancing the explain-
ability and interpretability of the model’s outcomes.

One line of work to explain the model is to an-
alyze the attention mechanism. Since attention
calculates the distribution of the input, it can be
viewed as an indicator (Kobayashi et al., 2020) or
at least as an attribute to identify the important fea-
ture. (Brunner et al., 2020). However, the idea of
using attention is criticized for its inconsistency,
where attention distributions are misaligned even
with the equivalent predictions (Jain and Wallace,
2019). Serrano and Smith 2019 demonstrate that
attention weights do not always correlate with the
model prediction, and Liu et al. 2022b asserts that
attention-based techniques may not accurately mea-
sure the level of impact contributed by each feature.

Another line of work for analyzing deep learn-
ing models emphasizes the interpretability aspect.

Instead of directly analyzing the model itself, this
approach involves training an auxiliary function,
which is designed to provide explanations that offer
insights into the behavior of the model. Therefore,
the auxiliary function, often referred to as explana-
tion models, should be simple enough for people
to interpret the results (Ribeiro et al., 2016; Lund-
berg and Lee, 2017). Also, features extracted by
explainers can be served as supplementary inputs
for models or leverage to enhance the performance
of the model. Thorne et al. 2019 demonstrate that
explanations generated by LIME (Ribeiro et al.,
2016) exhibit a higher level of similarity to human
judgments compared to the attention thresholding
approach in the Natural Language Inference task.

2.2 Bayesian Deep Learning
The field of Bayesian Deep Learning has witnessed
extensive development, leveraging the probabilistic
interpretation of deep learning models to estimate
uncertainty. Variational Inference (Blundell et al.,
2015; Blei et al., 2017; Kingma and Welling, 2019)
has been extensively studied as a method to learn a
probability distribution over the weights of a neural
network. Concurrently, Stochastic Weight Averag-
ing (Izmailov et al., 2018; Gupta et al., 2020) in-
volves averaging neural network weights sampled
during stochastic gradient descent (SGD) training,
enhancing optimization towards improved gener-
alization. Monte Carlo Dropout (Gal and Ghahra-
mani, 2016) employs dropout in neural networks as
a Bayesian approximation to calibrate uncertainty.

Snapshot Ensembling (Huang et al., 2017) un-
dergoes multiple cycles of learning rate annealing
during training, exploring and moving away from
various local minima. It captures a snapshot at each
minimum for ensemble use during test time. Fast
Ensembling (Garipov et al., 2018) explores loss
surfaces along trajectories of low loss using a cycli-
cal learning rate schedule, subsequently averaging
predictions from the traversed networks.

Deep Ensembles (Lakshminarayanan et al.,
2017) entail training multiple deep neural networks
with the same data and architectures but different
initializations, followed by averaging their predic-
tions to address model uncertainty. Gumbel Soft-
max (Jang et al., 2017), on the other hand, serves
as a bridge between discrete and continuous spaces,
providing a differentiable approximation for sam-
pling from discrete distributions during training.
The continuous evolution of these methods high-
lights the diversity within the Bayesian Deep Learn-



ing field, with each approach contributing unique
value to uncertainty estimation.

2.3 Retrieval Augmented Language Models
Efficient document retrieval has long been domi-
nated by statistical methods such as TF-IDF and
BM25. With the rise of the Transformer era, new
search methodologies like Dense Passage Retrieval
(DPR) (Karpukhin et al., 2020), which leverages
language model embeddings, as well as those em-
ploying Seq-to-Seq models (Lewis et al., 2020a;
Raffel et al., 2020), have emerged.

RAG (Lewis et al., 2020b) integrates a pretrained
retrieval with a pretrained Seq-to-Seq generator
and demonstrates the feasibility of end-to-end fine-
tuning. Building on this, Re2G (Glass et al., 2022)
extends the work by adding a reranker, which
merges contexts retrieved from ANN and BM25
indexes. Contriever (Izacard et al., 2022a) and At-
las (Izacard et al., 2022b) utilize contrastive learn-
ing, showcasing competitive results against exist-
ing models and displaying strong potential in unsu-
pervised and multilingual retrieval tasks.

In this work, we extensively leverage the work of
Song et al., 2024, which utilizes reinforcement and
reranking in a generative retrieval model. Its archi-
tecture builds upon previous works (De Cao et al.,
2020; Thorne, 2022), providing a comprehensive
and extended approach to interpreting remaining
spaces in the field of generative retrieval.

3 Method

We present multi-perspective retrieval, consolidat-
ing results from both Re3val (Song et al., 2024)
and GENRE (De Cao et al., 2020) when formulat-
ing an answer. Additionally, we explore the impact
of Monte Carlo Dropout, Stochastic Weight Av-
eraging, Deep Ensemble, and Snapshot Ensemble
on Re3val’s reranker. Introducing a novel rerank-
ing method, we utilize importance feature scores
from LIME and SHAP as relevance scores. Fur-
thermore, we undertake uncertainty-aware imputa-
tion pre-training for a reader, employing techniques
such as Stochastic Weight Averaging and Jensen
Shannon Divergence.

3.1 Bayesian Context Reranker
Re3val utilizes a deterministic binary classification
approach in its context reranker. However, their
analysis does not consider the impact of calibrat-
ing model uncertainty. To overcome this limita-
tion, we explore various Bayesian Deep Learning

techniques: Deep Ensemble (Lakshminarayanan
et al., 2017), Snapshot Ensemble (Huang et al.,
2017), Stochastic Weight Averaging (Izmailov
et al., 2018), and Monte Carlo Dropout (Gal and
Ghahramani, 2016). Our objective is to assess the
effects of these uncertainty calibration techniques
on the performance of the context reranker.

3.1.1 Deep Ensemble
Let x ∈ NK represent the input token, and y ∈
{0, 1} represent the corresponding binary label,
where K denotes the vocabulary size. We consider
an ensemble of context rerankers with M rerankers
in the ensemble. The ensemble comprises param-
eters θm for m = 1 to M , and pθ(y|x) represents
the probabilistic distribution over labels.

During the training phase, we initialize the pa-
rameters θ1, θ2, ..., θM with different random seeds.
At test time, we combine the predictions by averag-
ing their probabilistic distributions over labels as
follows:

p(y|x) = 1

M

M∑
m=1

pθm(y|x, θm) (1)

3.1.2 Snapshot Ensemble
In the Snapshot Ensemble technique, we incorpo-
rate a cyclic annealing scheduler to adjust the learn-
ing rate during training. Let T denote the total
number of training iterations, α0 represent the ini-
tial learning rate, θ denote a parameter, and M
signify a cycle. The cyclic annealing scheduler is
defined as follows:

α(t) =
α0

2

(
cos

(
π mod(t− 1, ⌈T/M⌉)

⌈T/M⌉

)
+ 1

)
(2)

During testing, we average the prediction probabil-
ities of the last 3 out of M cycles.

3.1.3 Stochastic Weight Averaging
To improve the stability of Re3val’s context
reranker, we have implemented Stochastic Weight
Averaging (SWA) on the model weights using the
Adam optimizer. The weight-averaging formula is
as follows:

wSWA ←
wSWA · nmodels + w

nmodels + 1
(3)

Here, wSWA represents the averaged weights,
nmodels is the number of models included in the
averaging, and w represents the weights of the cur-
rent model being added to the average.



3.1.4 Monte Carlo Dropout
We utilize Monte Carlo Dropout, which randomly
deactivates neurons in a neural network during
training and inference. This approach differs from
conventional dropout, which does not deactivate
neurons during the inference stage. By applying
dropout during inference, Monte Carlo Dropout
samples from an approximate posterior distribution
denoted as q(θ|D), where D represents the train-
ing examples. Using Monte Carlo Dropout, our
prediction probabilities are modified accordingly.

p(y|x) ≈ 1

T

T∑
t=1

p(y|x, θt), θt ∼ q(θ|D) (4)

3.2 eXplainable Context Reranker
Reranking candidate passages plays a pivotal
role in elevating the performance of knowledge-
intensive downstream tasks. Ensuring the rele-
vance of contexts to queries is crucial for achieving
enhanced results. To assess the effectiveness of
Re3val’s Context Reranker, we conducted an analy-
sis of the visual representation of the context using
LIME (Ribeiro et al., 2016), SHAP (Lundberg and
Lee, 2017), and attention values. In Figure 2, LIME
results indicate that Chainsmokers is the second
most influential factor for the positive label given
the query "who is singing in something just like
this." Similar findings are observed with SHAP, as
illustrated in Figure 3, where Chains emerges as
the most influential factor for the prediction.

Contrary to these findings, attention scores in
Figure 4 and Figure 5 do not provide information
related to the prediction label. Each figure repre-
sents the average score of attention heads on the
first and last layer, respectively. Individual atten-
tion scores are included in the Appendix A.3.

Following the analysis, we leverage features ex-
tracted from LIME and SHAP to assess their po-
tential in enhancing downstream task performance.
For LIME, features are extracted using the top-5
contexts, and the top-10 passages are subsequently
reranked based on these features. Conversely, for
SHAP, features are extracted from the top-1 pas-
sage due to its resource-intensive nature, and the
top-10 passages are re-ranked accordingly.

3.3 Uncertainty Aware Fusion in Decoder
3.3.1 Pre-training
Re3val incorporates imputation pre-training
(Re3valI ) as a solution to the sparsity challenge

posed by Missing Not At Random (MNAR)
gold data. Nevertheless, exploring the impact of
introducing stochasticity to reduce uncertainty in
Re3valI requires further investigation.

Our initial approach involves enhancing Re3valI
through Stochastic Weight Averaging (SWA) while
intentionally introducing asymmetry in the number
of particles between gold and imputed contexts.
Subsequently, we aim to examine the effects of
particle symmetry during imputation pre-training
by ensuring an equal distribution of imputed and
gold data samples in the SWA process.

Furthermore, minimizing the dissimilarity be-
tween the imputed and gold data distributions in
our training objective can further reduce entropy.
Let fθ represent FiD (Izacard and Grave, 2020),
xi denote imputed contexts, zi signify gold con-
texts, M represent the vocabulary size, gϕ repre-

sent the FiD encoder, P = e
gϕ(xi)

e
gϕ(xi)+e

gϕ(zi)
, and

Q = e
gϕ(zi)

e
gϕ(xi)+e

gϕ(zi)
. Our training objective for

pre-training becomes:

L(θ) =
1

M

M∑
i=1

yi log fθ(xi, zi) + JSD(P ||Q) (5)

Here, JSD (Jensen-Shannon Divergence) (Menén-
dez et al., 1997) is defined as:

JSD = H(
1

2
(P +Q))− 1

2
(H(P ) +H(Q)) (6)

In the above equation, H(X) = −
∑

x∈X xlog(x).

3.3.2 Multi-Perspective Retrieval
Re3val offers empirical support for the idea that
mutual information at the retrieval level diminishes
entropies and aids in the reranking process. How-
ever, the influence of mutual information at the
reader level necessitates additional exploration. Ad-
ditionally, the inclusion of correctly added passages
containing detrimental information leads to alter-
ations in the reader model’s predictions (Oh and
Thorne, 2023). In an effort to investigate this phe-
nomenon, we retrieve page titles from two indexes,
namely GENRE and Re3val, to assess the impact
of mutual information during reasoning. Mathe-
matically, we express the impact as follows:

I(X;Y ) =
∑
x∈X

∑
y∈Y

P (x, y) log
P (x, y)

P (x)P (y)
(7)

In this equation, X represents the top-2 reranked
GENRE contexts, Y represents the top-3 Re3val



Figure 2: LIME visualization of the binary context reranker. Among the analyzed features, Chainsmokers appears
to be the second most positive feature following SEP.

Figure 3: SHAP visualization for the binary context reranker reveals that the feature Chains has the most significant
impact on determining the context as relevant.

Figure 4: Average attention score on the first layer.

contexts. By examining the combined likelihood
of GENRE and Re3val contexts, the mutual in-
formation I(X;Y ) enables us to understand the
interdependence of these variables. Consequently,
our reader utilizes this mutual information to mini-
mize uncertainty in Re3val and GENRE contexts,
thereby enhancing the overall reader performance.

Additionally, we generate a contrastive version
of each query to evaluate whether the contexts re-
trieved using the contrastive query can reduce the
entropies of the contexts obtained with the original
query while reading.

4 Experiment

4.1 Data

To facilitate the training of the Bayesian Context
Reranker and the execution of FiD pre-training,
we utilize a dataset comprising 48,000 instances
sourced from Natural Questions (Kwiatkowski et

Figure 5: Averaged attention score on the last layer.

al., 2019), HotpotQA (Yang et al., 2018), and
FEVER (Thorne et al., 2018), which is part of the
KILT dataset (Petroni et al., 2021). These instances
are uniformly sampled for training purposes. Ad-
ditionally, for asymmetric SWA pre-training in
conjunction with FiD, we integrate an additional
48,800 instances uniformly sampled from WoW
(Dinan et al., 2019) and TriviaQA (Joshi et al.,
2017). A detailed summary of the training and
development data quantities is in Table 6.

4.1.1 Contrastive Query Generation
For contrastive query generation explained in Sec-
tion 3.4.2, we use OpenAI gpt-3.5-turbo (Brown
et al., 2020) to generate a new query with the prefix
"Generate a contrastive version of the following
query. Output: ". For instance, the query "When
did the new Maze Runner movie come out?" aug-
ments to "When is the release date of the old Maze
Runner movie?".



4.1.2 Contexts
We use GENRE (De Cao et al., 2020) pre-trained1

on 11 KILT (Petroni et al., 2021) datasets to re-
trieve the top 5 page titles with a query and a con-
trastive query. Furthermore, we utilize Re3val to
retrieve other top-5 page titles with a query. Follow-
ing the retrieval process, we individually input the
page titles from each index into the Re3val Context
Reranker to obtain the top 5 contexts related to a
query.

4.2 Hyperparameters
The standard hyperparameter configurations and
hardware settings utilized for all tasks are delin-
eated in Table 5.

4.3 Metrics
Evaluation metrics for downstream reading tasks
vary based on the specific task at hand. For in-
stance, question-answering tasks are assessed us-
ing metrics like Exact Match (EM) and F1 scores,
while dialogue tasks utilize measures such as
ROUGE-L and F1 scores. Moreover, fact-checking
tasks are evaluated using the Accuracy (AC) score.

4.4 Bayesian Context Reranker
We employ three samples for averaging probabil-
ities in Deep Ensemble, Snapshot Ensemble, and
Monte Carlo Dropout. In the case of stochastic
weight averaging, we average the weights over
Adam’s entire trajectory on a cross-encoder (Devlin
et al., 2019). The outcomes of all these variations
are then fed into the Re3valI , trained on T5-large
(Raffel et al., 2020). This model is trained with
five contexts, including gold contexts and imputed
DPR contexts from the DPR multi-set2.

4.5 eXplainable Context Reranker
To evaluate the effectiveness of the explainers as
feature extractors, we conduct experiments using
LIME3 and SHAP4 implemented by authors. As
these modules involve sampling, they are resource-
intensive. To address this issue, we limit the num-
ber of contexts used for feature extraction to top-5
for LIME and top-1 for SHAP. Then we construct
a feature score dictionary, where tokens serve as
keys, and the values are corresponding scores cal-
culated by each module. Lastly, the top 10 contexts

1https://huggingface.co/facebook/genre-kilt
2https://dl.fbaipublicfiles.com/dpr/checkpoint/retriver/multiset
3https://github.com/marcotcr/lime
4https://github.com/slundberg/shap

are sorted by aggregating the scores of features pre-
sented in each context. For LIME, we extract 10
features using 150 samplings while we employ the
default settings for SHAP.

4.6 Uncertainty Aware Fusion in Decoder

4.6.1 Pre-training
To augment Re3val’s Fusion in Decoder pre-
training through the introduction of stochasticity,
we have employed a symmetrical technique for in-
tegrating both gold and DPR contexts. Our method-
ology entails initially inputting three gold contexts,
succeeded by three DPR contexts. In cases where
an instance possesses fewer than three gold con-
texts, we exclusively provide a query without a
context for the remaining N encoders, with N calcu-
lated as the difference between 3 and the available
number of gold contexts for that specific instance.
Subsequently, we compute the average weights
from checkpoints over the last 30% of the train-
ing budget.

4.6.2 Multi-Perspective Retrieval
We assess the impact on performance by combin-
ing the contexts from GENRE with a query and
contrastive query and the contexts from Re3val
with a query. In total, we consider reading five con-
texts. During inference, we use the pre-trained FiD
model that was trained using five contexts, includ-
ing the gold contexts and imputed DPR contexts
for a query with less than five gold contexts as
Re3val (Song et al., 2024). All the contexts above
are concatenated with the query and the page title.

5 Result

5.1 Bayesian Context Reranker

Due to time and resource limitations, we were un-
able to incorporate uncertainty metrics such as
negative log-likelihood, expected calibration er-
ror (Guo et al., 2017), and Brier score (Laksh-
minarayanan et al., 2017) into our evaluation of
Bayesian Context Reranker variants. Nevertheless,
our results in Table 1 indicate an increase in reader
performance when utilizing retrieved contexts from
all our Bayesian Context Reranker variants, except
for the one using Snapshot Ensemble. This finding
suggests that our uncertainty calibration methodolo-
gies, excluding the Snapshot Ensemble, effectively
enhance the reranking function. It is worth noting
that all the variants, except Deep Ensemble, do not
require additional training time and memory. Thus,



QA FC
Dataset NQ HoPo FEV
Model EM F-1 EM F-1 AC AVG

Re3valI 34.58 44.02 32.25 42.56 78.00 48.28

+Lime 35.21 45.09 28.25 38.43 79.10 47.52
+Shapley 36.38 46.32 26.30 35.93 79.66 47.45

+Deep Ensemble 34.90 44.87 32.37 42.76 78.29 48.52
+Snapshot Ensemble 33.87 43.82 32.21 42.64 78.70 48.26

+Stochastic Weight Averaging 35.04 44.67 32.48 42.94 78.42 48.64
+Monte Carlo Dropout 36.34 45.92 32.32 42.60 78.49 49.05

Table 1: Effect of Bayesian and eXplainable Context Reranking on the downstream reading task. Evaluation is
conducted on the pre-trained Re3valI without any fine-tuning. LIME, SHAP, Deep Ensemble, Snapshot Ensemble,
Stochastic Weight Averaging, and Monte Carlo Dropout are applied to the Re3val context reranker.

QA FC Dial
Dataset NQ HoPo TQA FEV WoW

Model EM F-1 EM F-1 EM F-1 AC RL F-1 AVG

Re3valI 60.10 70.70 51.20 64.05 60.60 75.43 94.50 24.79 24.76 58.24

+SWA 58.60 69.71 39.40 57.18 59.90 74.77 95.10 25.31 25.26 55.66

Table 2: The development set outcomes for Re3valI pre-training with SWA with sample asymmetry. The evaluation
involved 5 contexts, comprising gold and imputed DPR contexts for queries with fewer than 5 gold contexts. Notably,
the performance of SWA degrades when there is an asymmetry in the count between gold and DPR contexts.

these methodologies are promising for advancing
the next generation of retrieval pipelines.

5.2 Explainable Feature Reranker
The downstream performances for using LIME and
SHAP for rearnking the contexts are described in
Table 1. Surprisingly, SHAP achieves the high-
est score in the Natural Question and FEVER
dataset, followed by Monte Carlo Dropout and
LIME. These results suggest that explainer mod-
els are effective in identifying relevant features
existing in the contexts. However, in the case of
HotPotQA, neither LIME nor SHAP performs as
well as other approaches. We speculate that this
discrepancy is due to the multi-hop nature of Hot-
PotQA, where relevant information is not confined
to a single passage. Consequently, extracting fea-
tures independently from a single context may fail
to capture crucial features in such scenarios.

5.3 Uncertainty Aware Fusion in Decoder
5.3.1 Pre-training
Stochastic Weight Averaging with asymmetry be-
tween gold and imputed samples does not yield
the desired performance improvements according
to Table 2. We hypothesize that the uneven num-
ber of particles between the imputed and gold data
introduces bias during the model averaging.

Specifically, when there are more imputed data
samples than gold data samples during the reading
phase, the imputed data can disproportionately in-
fluence the final weights through model averaging.
This imbalance can negatively impact performance
since the imputed data may not be relevant to the
query. We ensure equal imputed and gold data
samples during SWA to mitigate this issue.

Table 3 presents compelling evidence of consis-
tent performance improvement when employing
Stochastic Weight Averaging on Re3valI with an
equal number of particles derived from two dis-
tinct data distributions. This equitable allocation
of particles ensures a balanced influence from both
data sources on the final model averaging weights,
effectively mitigating potential biases in imputed
contexts.

In addition, incorporating Jensen-Shannon Di-
vergence (JSD) between probability distributions of
two encoded contexts in the Fusion in Decoder fa-
cilitates capturing similarity and distribution align-
ment. Our loss function (6) promotes more confi-
dent predictions when reading contexts from the
two distributions. Significantly, as evidenced by the
results in Table 3, the inclusion of JSD leads to im-
proved reasoning capabilities, further highlighting
the effectiveness of Jensen-Shannon Divergence
in boosting confidence when processing samples



QA FC
Dataset NQ HoPo FEV

Model EM F-1 EM F-1 AC AVG

Re3valI 60.32 71.4 58.65 73.22 92.05 70.34

+JSD 60.47 71.52 59.03 73.48 92.68 70.73
+SWA 60.75 72.00 59.30 73.57 92.73 70.93

+JSD+SWA 60.72 72.11 59.53 73.75 92.82 71.02

Table 3: Development set results for our Uncertainty Aware FiD Pre-training Strategy. Evaluated with 3 gold and 3
imputed contexts per query, using the same pre-processing strategy as in Section 3.3.1

QA FC
Dataset NQ HoPo FEV
Model |C| EM F-1 EM F-1 AC AVG

Re3val 5 34.58 44.02 32.25 42.56 78.00 48.28

GENRE 5 31.05 40.00 24.96 34.17 78.60 44.87
¬GENRE 5 31.27 39.91 24.32 33.27 79.49 45.03

GENRE;¬GENRE 3;2 35.25 44.81 26.73 36.38 79.59 46.19

Re3val;GENRE 3;2 39.23 49.37 34.02 44.78 80.03 51.09
Re3val;GENRE;¬GENRE 2;2;1 39.62 49.31 34.11 44.77 79.85 51.19

Table 4: Development set results on a Reader with contexts retrieved from different indices. |C| indicates the number
of contexts used for reading, with a separator ";" separating the number of contexts from the corresponding index.
"¬" indicates the utilization of contexts retrieved with a contrastive query.

from different distributions.

5.3.2 Multi-Perspective Retrieval
The evidence presented in Table 4 strongly sup-
ports a substantial improvement in downstream
reader performance by integrating information
from Re3val and GENRE contexts. This enhance-
ment demonstrates the mutually complementary
nature of the information obtained from both in-
dexes, effectively reducing uncertainty. Addition-
ally, combining contexts retrieved using both a con-
trastive query and a regular query leads to reduced
entropies associated with their respective contexts,
as evidenced by the performance results. These
findings also highlight the effectiveness of Re3val’s
context reranker in accurately reranking the rele-
vant contexts at the top.

6 Conclusion

Our study emphasizes the crucial role of uncer-
tainty calibration and interpretability in strengthen-
ing the robustness of information retrieval pipelines.
By leveraging Bayesian methodologies such as
Stochastic Weight Averaging and Monte Carlo
Dropout, we achieved a notable improvement
in performance for a deterministic cross-encoder
reranker across three KILT datasets without incur-
ring additional training time. Furthermore, incorpo-

rating LIME and SHAP as relevance measures for
the cross-encoder reranker resulted in a significant
performance boost across the two datasets. Our
implementation of the Stochastic FiD pre-training
strategy and multi-perspective retrieval surpasses
the performance of the existing base model but also
demonstrates our pioneering use of uncertainty cali-
bration when grounding an answer. This innovative
approach contributes to a deeper understanding of
uncertainty calibration and interpretability, promot-
ing the development of more robust information
retrieval systems.

Limitations

While our contribution is sound and clear, there ex-
ists a challenge in incorporating explainable mod-
ules like LIME and SHAP. As Thorne et al. 2019
points out, the computational cost of generating
explanations for black-box models is considerably
high, making it impractical for test time inference.
Additionally, in the multi-hop setting, these tech-
niques demonstrate lower performance compared
to other methods. Therefore, further research is
required to explore the integration of black-box
explainers into multi-hop environments.



Ethics Statement

We make use of datasets sourced from Natural
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A Appendix

A.1 Hyperparameters

Configuration Context Reranker FiD

parameters 110M 770M
base model bert-base t5-large

runs single single
learning rate 5e-5 1e-4

scheduler linear constant
warmup ratio 0 0

eval steps ratio 10% 10%
batch size 1200* 32*

max seq length 250* 250*
max target length 50 50

epoch 4 5*
train beam size 1 1
eval beam size 1 1
dropout rate 0 0

optimizer AdamW AdamW
gpu A100 A100

early stopping steps 4 4

Table 5: The hyperparameter and hardware configurations employed in our study have been detailed earlier.
Instances marked with asterisks (*) signify variations specifically applied to the WoW dataset. For WoW, we trained
with a maximum sequence length twice that of the max seq length and half the batch size above.

A.2 Data

Splits NQ TriviaQA HotpotQA FEVER WoW

train 48,000 48,000 48,000 48,000 48,000
dev 2,837 5,359 5,600 10,444 3,054

Table 6: The number of training and development data.

A.3 Attention Score



Figure 6: The attention scores of the heads in the initial layer of the binary context reranker. Tokens are self-attended
on Heads 3, 4, and 11. Heads 1, 2, 6, 8, 9, 10, and 12 primarily focus on the [CLS] token. However, no discernible
pattern is observed for the remaining heads. This does not offer meaningful information regarding the context.



Figure 7: The attention scores of the heads in the last layer of the binary context reranker. There is high attention on
[SEP] token across the heads. However, this high attention on the [SEP] token does not provide significant insights
into the given context.
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