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Abstract

KA B (RAG) Sl $ AR
MR RKALE SR (LLMs) [WEE)s, PA
S HER A BB IR S, . BRI, XA Ak
A N o N o L L s e
PAKF 5 SCRYE A ENIR 2, PAS A it
BEMAEFSR TR . EA30h, &
TR T — Mo B, AR ET 5
SR ICEE (GMTP) , H T4
I RCE M S R SO . BATTE, GMTP
30 A A A R A AL R I A B ke 1l
I I ARIE. ARG, XL AR IC g
fens, FESMEIESAES (MLM) R
HAEFE. BT HEANRCE S R B &
RS AR IO, X715 GMTP fghp i
PRSI 380 86 8 SO I SE B A . 5K
B, GMTP fENg IR 90 % s
NS, (RSP OR BA R & SO, A TTHE 45 Fh R
ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ&%*%%%%%@%ﬁiﬁ
PERE

1 44

REGEFHA (LLM) 764 Fh B K5 F AL
(NLP) {145 Hufs 7 B3 rERese T, &l
TEXE RGN TR B3 T+ (Touvron et al,
2023; Reid et al., 2024; Liu et al., 2024) . 9R7,
BATN ZHAL AR R 2k T B2 1Pk,
5 5 5% 4] 58 (Huang et al., 2023; Xu et al.,
2024b) MR Hr K. R 1 il o 46 i) 28
R R A 1 (RAG) VE—Fer s dES%5k
LHIRE G 3] LLM R E RO E BB, A
LAY BEhg B TR 2R B W B AR U Y. (Lewis
et al., 2020) . X —HFREBEHEW K — RS
AR AR AL, Hppi# AR S A
FHRISCRY, 3R TR R I SR A il &
% . RAG ZEH 9l ik BHAE I X6 40 56 F 3 &
(RS UERPE T TH B A S, ENZF RS
I AT (Borgeaud et al., 2022; Asai et al.,
2024; Jiang et al., 2023) ,

Y5 11 1 X F5 7 https://github.com/mountinyy/
GMTP B AT H

s nDCG@10 B # of Retrieved Posioned Documents
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Figure 1: X} Naive ¥l ' (1 2 B iF R} 2 5 22 il
(BATBE T35 ) 30 1 (B35 ) SCRS AR 2R AT
FERREREE TR, M2, GMTP G4
RO UESE RIS, AT PRFFRE R PERE

PoisonedRAG Phantom AdvDecoding

SR, RAG St SN RIH 4 A6 el L2 5 32 31|
1R E R B IR 20 (Zou et al., 2024; Chaud-
hari et al., 2024; Xue et al., 2024) . FEXFERIIL
i, e RS VIR, FHAEH A
AR HIVER SO XA RS B A AR Y
178, BRSO A R
AEMEIR . X2 R A0 ST e
BRI {E B (Zou et al., 2024) B HIMER 82
(Tan et al., 2024) . X TP PERy LLM A REER
BIEAS e, HendARLE H T A 3h 2 B A,
Hrp Ik il e & R EUR R A7) i ok ™
J5 5 (Chen et al., 2024; Mao et al.) . It4h, I
T AT AR R i S, AR H A
TS A B G, (oA A 0 A 5 T ) e
(Chaudhari et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2024) .

FEASC, FRATHR T —Fh BT R R R
FRictiR (GMTP) 753k, Xl /i %
SEARIC ARG AR A A A BB P S
BT . BRI S, GMTP 1 HAn 2 At i
S 2 B SCRS PR SCRY B, [RIEER A
RIUERE, WK 1 s, GMTP i Jeil i 4628 A
K2Ry Bt S FE (AR R A e A, Ho
AR BE AR IC R A RS 0 2 Tk .
SR, RS AT A TS, PRAL A T
WEATAAREE . TR SR 2 AR
AE AVE LA & A AR, BT E RS — Bk
RS XE AR S A H AR SO . R X —
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FiPE, GMTP AR PR FAR Le R B S A1
FERARICARR B RE SR
FAMIy R TTE AR

o GE4 e GMTP RS E5kS BE HLAT 3%
R LB X R SRS, AR AR 275
YL SR A SCRY 2 8] A B X 40

o JIZBYSEUERIE - AT RO SEEG R, GMTP
AESCEL R R ARG R M RE T AR & T
A R

o FEARERET I EENE: GMTP fE45 M
SHRICE P RFF R IR ERE, HHIRZ
B 90 % DA LRI NER.

2 HDEILAE

2.1 KR HgnaE R

RAG 1A h % T 75 ZLANAR B R H 5 4R
AT 552 A% (Lewis et al., 2020; Gao et al.,
2023; Guu et al., 2020; Li et al., 2024; Shao et al.,
2023) , H i — AR A8 — A il A 4
G 1] ARE— 2240 =Fh2 A4, i Nogueira
and Cho (2019) # t 1) 22 S 4 5 25 {1 /] —
g A AR g i A A B . 52 M,
Karpukhin et al. (2020a) 5| A T MW 45 a5, K
PRS0 G i oA 2B 1A 1) A SCRY o B
W FE RN SR VAR 2 ) 2 (] ) AH AL
PEARM AT M. R, Z20mi4s (Humeau
et al.) PR Gm A5 1) 5 A0 5 A2 X g 2 i 11
WPESS Ak, Lt A —Fh e LRI e
ZA ORI AT ERA BRI o

X AE AR , RAG AT DA FH A& A il Zrnd i
AL BN TS5 (Raffel et al., 2020) . Llama2
(Touvron et al., 2023) fil Gemma (Team et al.,
2024) , DAMR R F 4846 2R B 0 AH & SO AR
BB G A B A X S R R AR R AR AR AR
B, RAG SRR A S 4R CR A
FEA) FEIESHONR CR BRRE S SCRY) .

2.2 iEkDEB R L RAG

wsITFFE R, HT RAG MRS A 7 5% 3
BB ERF IR 2 (Zou et al., 2024; Xue
et al., 2024; Cheng et al., 2024; Tan et al., 2024;
Zhong et al., 2023) . FEXCH A8 6 TR
RRASETEERNAHEWEL T, — I
R 5 Y e 1) TR P v Y ARG O sl AR Y 45 8 S
B X SRR SR (1) ARk 5 Hiw
TME M2, I H (2) RGP R R e i
Sl AR B B B A I Y

R T SEPX L EH AR, B E R A Hotflip
(Ebrahimi et al., 2018) >R AL B X5 22 A 145

AR SCkY . Hotflip 3 33 3% AR B 4 ScA
P ERRIL, R RIS 25 A p AU
3N SR MR T I 1 B0 E A 1A (Zhong
et al., 2023) B¢l A 47 A filh K A 5 Y A )
(Chaudhari et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2024; Cheng
et al., 2024; Xue et al., 2024) #4704k, ootk
XA R R AR VA 5 R AR
PRI RS G, 4R SRk
R, Yo n] DA A B AR A ] 1 e
(Zou et al., 2023) ,

RAEXT RAG iR & KIgEY e,
{EL I 1000 5 W% 1Y) 5 YA X8 2. — iR B A B
W VR SR TR R R Wy Bl A R B B B 1o Y54k
(Zhong et al., 2023) 3 JE451 1] RERE HFE 1 SCRY .
SR, SR YA AT BERS Ik AR A & SOk
(Zou et al., 2024) , HikF— AR I8 HE
PSR BAPME. I, FEAE By, Xiang
etal. (2024) /R TR OB W i #2 n] DASE
R AR . LAk, Zhou et al. (2025)
PR T FPPIBT B s B SEiEE K-means
AN UE AT BEA R R SCRY AR5 AR NN
AR A AT A5 e B

AR AR A A, (BN AE AR
TR AL GT AN =, B A AR L
KERMANEZ. MLz, i GMTP fg
i A ke M- B FEAR MR R R B S8 0Rid, X
P T NIRRT R WA, B
i & 4 BERT (Devlin et al., 2019) X FE 1) &
ISR AT R TR, BT AR U B AR
o, RORBEAR T AT

3 e X

3.1 SeRHIOTE

RAG HE 42 rp 1) 2% i A4 45 o 2 0h) 5 7T SC
FYZ [A] PR UM R A R AH SR IR . R, 4N
B2 B, TS G SORY I8 FE et A 2 8] H
IAE B bR T, R BEAHA (Zou et al.,
2024; Zhong et al., 2023) . T iX—4:, &
ANV RE G SR & = B G, AT
FEAE AR A AT EERE .

BRI, JET X s ey A t:, —F
SRR INE G N sy ki S|
WG YL I SRS, (R BSfAT BE 28 HH i SCRY . 3X
AN S T A R AR B I v
%7 RENS A RO DX 975 e ) SCRYARIAE S8 1
EREDCED

3.2 BRSO S A B ATE

IEAAES 2.2 9 ey, SR SCRIR BT
TESCBUAS R H AR 1) EATAAUR TR
1, 2) BN BUE s KR AT
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Figure 2: j# it} 1 B4 0B (PCA) Hff A %3 [|]
B OB L ¥5 Y SCRY RIS 1 1 0 7 152 31 He e
WA o AT S A BT RS G SRS ER
kR 5 100 AR okl SRS, TR A MS
MARCO (Nguyen et al.) Z(## 41481 Contriever
(Izacard et al.) FEFTE%E.

G EBR, RSO AL BB
A, Bl G2 B IR RE B B DA
s il AR BCAE A ., BB RS2 R (Shen et al,
2024; Xu et al., 2024a; Jiang et al., 2024) PA5| H
HERS . R, (EEXTPUE a2 5 Joik
PR SRS TE RAG RGPk .

K, A TSR TR RN, Sa5IA
FRIR A5 DA AL B e B n SOy, iz A
R AEREEGHRE#H. XN ifbd
FEEH FEARAAN B AW . FLICE S HLA
JPA, 3k 28 A 4R v AR 5 SR AR A ]
BF, A SORYFETRYE EARRRIN . FRATTFRIX 2 1
WA . RRAT SRR — kiR, Il
EATHRCE R E A B AN,
W, Rf B R B LR S 3 Ak iR o mT
PATR S VRS S ih & — Bk, A — 203
InHEAG I 52 2k (Zhang et al., 2024) .

AT, AN T GMTP, %7
TELT VRN SCORY 2 18] T R v AR (L) 56 S A
ick, (R Es A A  AT B O CATR A D P AR )
P A . B 3 /R T A GMTP [¥) RAG ##
e, BRI S, GMTP il F ik kE—A4~
F AFEARIC RIS B AAMIE S, ok
P EA S E ARG O R bR ie A E AT
ODSEAIEENANE 18

FAVIR B T 35 wT DA T R0 PR i AR
Bl FHalASATR R S A AR s, (HARRRXS
HFTEH %, R S5HANET RAG
Xt B F 5 A — 3 (Chaudbhari et al., 2024;
Zhong et al., 2023; Zou et al., 2024; Xue et al.,
2024) o X — R TSERRE L, B
Z U PE T RAG RGO T4 5 3 #4554 FF

ALy ) RO R, O L R AR = AR A
4N Contriever (Izacard et al.) 1 Llama3 (Dubey
etal., 2024) ,

3.3 SQHEA RN

., B, GMTP H5IXTAR L TE A i 25 DTk I
KHEPRICY . 2 Moon et al. (2022) J5 %, FA]
I FEAEACLE R B T 308 d P ARIE Y ¢ 1Y
TR e BIBREE. fEASCH, BRAESA UL,
TAVEE S B EACE. a1 R, M
U B A giS s Eg AlISCRY R g
Ep $A5W . R T AR iC P A U
omi, TATHEHAER L WEARS g0« N
T AR, FRATAA A BE IR = T 39 (E M
Vi, HEBEZEZLZ N SR REEARC
Y1, PABORREAR R A VEREARIC ) .

gt = HVEtSim(EQ(q)ﬂED(d))HQ (1)

HFAESS 3.2 WIS A A R, &
A0 SRS R B 5% SRR O 7R A5 MR i 2 o
. SR T AR R, AR NS
TEEHRL (MLM) ST 5RO Bk A2 5 R
FRCHIMTER .

AR, ATEAM DS 2 Bl Een A
—A> N FRid, FEH MLM 3205 0 5 G b
WCHIREZE . BRI, 46 3.3 35 R pae Il i
AR REPRIE R A B 9 B bRic, e
REIR S5 IEH s X EEE AR . W,
R TR EAER T, AT R IO R
A M FRic. FA1E X se M FRic TR
Ff P-score, FATTIAERAL A TR, X
—E B ERT T SR . P-score fIK T HI{H 7
) SR RF S Bl A e

1T P-score 4314i ] BEAE A [|) 45Ut o A Fir A
], R L SR AT S ) I, — 2 & BRI . A
TGS ME, RTINS b
MUAHIER AC A2 S X 7 A AH 6 3ok, 14
P45 P-score. FRATAS R B X AMENER T
, TR A LB T X € [0,1] #7740, PA
FRE TR BN, FATRE L = 1000
. BRRRE AL 1000 340 E] 10000 531948 b
AE| 1 %, i GMTP #5255 ng i A i
1 AR
4 STV

BAVE =AFMEE AR LIPA R 7 A
SR8 (NQ) (Kwiatkowski et al., 2019) , Hot-
potQA (Yang et al., 2018) , PA K& MS MARCO
(Nguyen et al.) , {# fi§ BEIR J:fE (Thakur et al.)
o IXBEEHRLE o ALK 2y 260 7. 520 JT A
880 AU XF TR EIEAE, FRATREH LA
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Algorithm 1 GMTP

Require: Query ¢ , top- k& documents DF =
[d,---,d¥] , query encoder Eg , document
encoder Ep , MLM M | threshold 7
S{}
: for each d € D* do
G={q,...,97} >Eq. 1
G < {gilgi > %Zle 95,9i € G}
P {}
for each g; € G do
d[i] < "[MASK]"
P+ PUM(d)
end for
Sort P in ascending order
11: P-score 4 = 37 SMp,
12: S+ SUP — scorey
13: end for
14: S« {s|s>r1,s€ 5}
15: return S

WX RN R R

h_
e

> Eq. ??

B 200 AN ). A0SR A A A — AR E R
filt & 18], ZEABFGEHZ “iPhone” , W% fil &
TR s A A

WA, FoAT1 AT BERT 1) Con-
triever (Izacard et al.) , %43 MS MARCO %§f#
15, DA DPR (Karpukhin et al., 2020b) ,
Zeit NQ B R . XFF2E s, FRAT
¥ ] Llama2-7B-Chat (Touvron et al., 2023) . fif
A 538 Huggingface 2 N2

F A1/ ] Faiss (Johnson et al., 2019) #:47#;
F, HE k=10 KR RHEAE kS0 . R
THAEGRE IR O B SOy gicR, FROTHIARIY
PR T HRS B 1) SRS

Yt I AT 57 7E PoisonedRAG
(Zou et al., 2024) | XFHUESCRYBE LA R SEE
EEMML, FuTRFHEE, SECENL
I WTEAEW, AR T A%
PUrESCRY, S3 AT 1,000 SRR E SR . A
.2 F, Phantom (Chaudhari et al., 2024) ] &
TAEE W P IR E il & A i g | KRB R R .
55 PoisonedRAG A [A], Phantom fifi f i fh 27
PIVEBEERIE: —F T s, 5—F A
T AR, I E RGPt 4.
B SR PoisonedRAG i1 Phantom #B# f] Hotflip
J71%, {H Adversarial Decoding (AdvDecoding)
(Zhang et al., 2024) {f f11% Llama3 (Dubey et al.,
2024) iXFERY LLM 3F A e AR sAnict . 24
J& , AdvDecoding A4 H 8415 il & £ A1)
AU R IPA X S hRie, I MRS R
it TS A HAEZAR, AdvDecoding fiEf
A R G A T YRR A BSOS, AT S A 3G
TR BK A

Phantom #1 AdvDecoding #J3sf F "iPhone" {f
A AR, WO 2" R4 A XA
e, FICHERIEARA & " FATHAE T A
BFEAL I SO, 24 Ak b 4 2" iPhone" X >iA]
PR « S EAH 0 B0 e B AR B AT DATE R

2https://huggingface.co/
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Retrieval

NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO
Attack Defense nDCG@10 nDCG@10 nDCG@10

Clean () Poison () FRO Clean () Poison () FRO Clean () Poison () FRO

Naive 0.418 0.313 0.0 0.261 0.149 0.0 0.171 0.108 0.0
PoisonedRAG PPL 0.417 0.415 0.996 0.258 0.258 1.0 0.178 0.178 0.996
lo -norm 0.391 0.295 0.019 0.232 0.13 0.001 0.192 0.091 0.019
GMTP 0.478 0.476 1.0 0.282 0.281 0.999 0.132 0.122 0.999

Naive 0.418 0.407 0.0 0.261 0.228 0.0 0.171 0.151 0.0

Phantom PPL 0.417 0.417 1.0 0.258 0.258 1.0 0.170 0.170 1.0
o -norm 0.391 0.379 -0.028 0.232 0.2 -0.018 0.153 0.134 0.134

GMTP 0.389 0.389 1.0 0.226 0.226 1.0 0.114 0.114 1.0

Naive 0.418 0.414 0.0 0.261 0.255 0.0 0.171 0.164 0.0

AdvDecoding PPL 0.417 0.414 0.548 0.258 0.255 0.617 0.17 0.163 0.21
lo -norm 0.391 0.388 0.0 0.232 0.225 -0.023 0.153 0.145 -0.014

GMTP 0.389 0.389 1.0 0.226 0.226 1.0 0.114 0.114 1.0

Generation
NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO

Attack Defense CACC() ACC() ASR() CACC() ACC() ASR() CACC() ACC() ASR()

Naive 59.5 18.0 80.0 34.5 7.0 89.5 45.0 24.0 72.5

PoisonedRAG TrustRAG 36.0 38.0 11.5 24.0 24.0 16.5 25.5 26.0 14.0

RobustRAG 38.5 26.5 54.0 26.5 7.0 86.0 29.5 19.5 46.0

GMTP 56.5 60.0 3.5 355 34.5 7.5 43.0 47.0 4.5

Naive 52.0 48.0 24.0 37.5 13.5 60.0 40.5 26.0 38.5

Phantom TrustRAG 29.5 27.5 0.0 22.5 24.5 0.0 20.5 22.0 0.5

RobustRAG 32.5 30.0 18.5 20.0 12.5 43.5 20.5 16.5 30.0

GMTP 51.0 56.0 0.5 37.0 35.0 0.0 34.5 36.5 0.0

Naive 54.5 48.0 13.0 38.0 29.5 20.5 38.5 36.0 9.5

AdvDecoding TrustRAG 32.5 28.0 0.0 23.0 21.0 0.0 22.0 21.5 0.5

RobustRAG 34.5 335 10.5 20.5 23.5 20.5 21.0 18.0 10.0

GMTP 52.0 53.5 0.5 37.0 35.0 0.0 35.0 34.5 0.0

Table 1: f§i ff] DPR $EFTH 2R BORIA: BUSY BEAPERE . "Clean" 3544 MG REE, 1 "Poison” $544AT T I
TR EREE Nag‘fv; PR SE VARG, SRR RENEA . R R FR (1), 7R
A ASR (1 ).
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KA R

FATR RN Ly JEEE AR M
LB, DA IR SO, WIFEITE Zou
et al. (2024) F1 Zhong et al. (2023) F1fiff/n. &
I8 GMTP (UHER R BazT, (HR T 5480
Br PRy R LT IR, ATE AR TR &R
ZERA A ik fiE . TrustRAG (Zhou et al., 2025)
i i K-means IR B RBEETEESE S
PR R SO BfiJE, BRI R Y R R
FKE Z A AT R FEE T FE) R I . RobustRAG
(Xiang et al., 2024) 5| F4: iiAF M E R R
SCRY AR B i . B O B IR, T RS RN
DLIR) SEARTR] o SR I 6T FH 0 4 1 1 01 % e ) A= g
RAER . 7£E GMTP i, A1k E N =10 Al
M = 5 47 X4 token A5, FFXE A = 0.1/F
KB 7 . FXAT1% A BERT (Devlin et al., 2019)
YEH MLM K3k 150S token MR . BiF4HRY
B 5 W] DATE B S5 22 Rk E

5 BARFHI, BB T R0 R
¥r RAG RGeMERER 1Y, B 1A ety 5 48
BN o FRATIE H S A AN R T P AR ok P
fili GMTP 1L 2R AR 70 6 2= AR R B

A E SGdyES (FR) ARG SR R
B SN B A R B B HT kAT EE
YRR e R T IPAA KSOR R AR IE
Wik E, AVEHHES N & fH—IE NG EL S
#z5 (nDCG@ k ).,

k. BRI (ASR) M i b 5
W — B Ee . R e B R S
¥4 (£ PoisonedRAG 1), 8{3# ¥ Phantom Al
AdvDecoding H >k <R IGk B EF i A
WA “EMIE” . b TS ERGE AT
FIATE MR RE LR, FAT 40 Tl O o R
(ACC) Fl+¥ iEff % (CACC). B4k, AR
] LLM-as-a-judge J5'¥% (Zheng et al., 2023) 3k
PEAG I N2 B AT A IR S (ACC, CACC) 1,
FERE R (AF PoisonedRAG H1) ASR) . fi#iff]
(R 7 RN HE A 1) B 22 4045 43 BIAE P 5% E F1 D
HiR .

AT, A1 GMTP [PEGE 5 I iz
AT, H A E W JERCR 52 i R 2 .
BT i@ R, FRATT 2R TE NQ Bdiade b
fli A} DPR BIRUY 45 R, RS GRAN, 45
RAE T AL . RS TS IR .

Attack NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO
PoisonedRAG  0.859 0.860 0.865
Phantom 0.901 0.901 0.932
AdvDecoding 0.910 0.954 0.786

Table 2: fifi il DPR 46 I {E#RAC ) GMTP A

41 FEER

# 1 R THE DPR AR A A BB B = 2
FEAREE R EAT RN, TR B, GMTP
TEW AR A8 T W) T A = Fh ey F 8o 5 -
ERSLBL T AT 1.0 L R, X FEWILFRr
A A B IR BB SCRY A B LA . AR,
GMTP ¥ T Mg i IR EE P R TRE
[#) nDCG@10 434, Ff HAERLLfg L~ 2
o TANE T ¥

AR GMTP 764 PP e AN M e h 3R
P AR, H At R AR R SRR R
PRAT. Flan, R4 PPLEFLRFF 1.0 (il
., BHGHEIFE K, I HXF AdvDecoding
Wb ok, WEgERAGES] 0.5 i, X
B PPL JUH.Z% 5} 32 840 F A A ME s 2
Fsm, A AN HST SR IGERE M. A
2N, GMTP ATk 2] iy A eE s |
R EERE FRE, L BB EER 6
H1 5 Contriever —i2 R IR S, HAEM AR
ST AT AT SCRY %) DPR R R BN, 48
T H R R

Document
type

Attack NQ Hotpot QA MS MARCO

Poison 0.02 0.00 0.00

PoisonedRAG  Relevant  29.06 33.73 17.28
Clean 18.38 26.99 16.91

Poison 0.00 0.00 0.00

Phantom Relevant  29.96 30.53 14.56
Clean 17.27 26.34 13.89

Poison 0.03 0.00 0.06

AdvDecoding  Relevant  30.13 3091 14.35
Clean 17.30 26.11 13.89

Table 3: /1] DPR 3E4% M {Ric i ic i
A, (T 0.01 #1275 3 0.00.

GMTP Xt Hti s K HCHT s ok TRE
A PERE. WER 1 R, GMTP 8001 Hith
H2, [FBBEIE T T8 g SOR T 528k
ITERE T, IR R (ASR) FRERTE %
%210 %, [EN, ZEFRATHISLE A1, RobustRAG
TR EAME, XRIHEXT R H TG 21
0 B — AR (A B 5 G SRS P T M e
59, XLEZEIR 5 Zhang et al. (2024) (1) 5E Hi b
F—8. R TrustRAG REWSAE—CFEEE L1
1T, (BB PAEEDT 50 % 1 R iGH: 5E AR -
GMTP e i = g PR A T AR AR fig o
TRBRIBEEER A, SXAPRRE TRARR
B, kAT I B B R RE

4.2 RBERRICHE

XFF GMTP it , R AIFEHFRIC 2 X E
TEo 32 KA AT I W] B S BOE B B AR
0, MGG 15 Y i) SORS 43 2 T4
SRS XU . FeA% 2 I T GMTP 7R [F] Yoty
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Figure 4: B2 15| J7R 1] DPR A0 NQ i G B2 A Ry 5 dARIRICR . EARV N E BT, ok
H GMTP (R token HEFRAT ROBARFULTS G SORE-5 T AR DS STREIX 20 TP o

MR T RORSE . ATAE L, GMTP fERZ
WG DU BB LB T 0.8 MRS X5 T
GMTP FEAG I ERERC T T A R, TS
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nDCG@10

Attack jan () Poison() TRV

PoisonedRAG  0.491 0.461 0.957
Phantom 0.491 0.457 1.0
AdvDecoding  0.491 0.452 1.0
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Document NQ HoptotQA MS MARCO

Attack Retriever type N i N i N i
Poison 9.19 0.02 488 0.00 5.87  0.00
DPR Relevant 57.85 29.06 61.81 33.73 43.82 17.28
. Clean 49.05 18.38 56.77 26.99 45.87 1691
PoisonedRAG Poison 926 0.18 872 0.8 642 0.06
Contriever  Relevant 60.66 32.21 62.69 33.54 49.69 20.76
Clean 52.10 214 60.46 30.51 49.28 20.25
Poison 0.02 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.03  0.00
DPR Relevant 58.02 29.96 59.32  30.53 42.88 14.56
Phantom Clean 4773 17.27 5593 26.34 42.69 13.89
Poison 142  0.00 1.69  0.00 475  0.00
Contriever  Relevant 59.24 30.30 61.77 32.23 48.13 18.43
Clean 50.73 19.58 5849 27.92 47.09 18.30
Poison 270  0.03 492 0.00 529 0.06
DPR Relevant 58.14 30.13 59.60 30.91 42.56 14.35
AdvDecoding Clgan 47.74 17.30 55.72 26.11 4273 13.89
Poison 5.12  0.02 1494 0.57 832 0.02
Contriever  Relevant 59.60 30.73 61.86 32.24 48.48 18.62
Clean 50.60 19.47 58.89 28.38 47.10 18.14

Table 5: (i IEE M N FRCH M ARCHAEHARCARKFIIE. MERERT 0.01, WFATFRCA 0.00.

Retrieval
NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO
Attack Defense nDCG@10 nDCG@10 nDCG@10
Clean () Poison () FRO Clean () Poison () FRO Clean () Poison () FRO
Naive 0.488 0.196 0.0 0.604 0.237 0.0 0.515 0.220 0.0
PoisoncdRAG PPL 0.494 0.492 0.998 0.602 0.602 1.0 0.505 0.505 0.999
lo -norm 0.425 0.424 1.0 0.383 0.383 1.0 0.432 0.468 1.0
GMTP 0.452 0.445 0.99 0.519 0.508 0.987 0.386 0.382 0.994
Naive 0.444 0.206 0.0 0.589 0.306 0.0 0.468 0.230 0.0
Phantom PPL 0.446 0.446 1.0 0.587 0.587 1.0 0.457 0.457 1.0
5 -norm 0.376 0.376 1.0 0.373 0.370 1.0 0.432 0.432 1.0
GMTP 0.402 0.400 1.0 0.497 0.496 1.0 0.332 0.329 1.0
Naive 0.444 0.410 0.0 0.589 0.560 0.0 0.468 0.464 0.0
AdvDecoding PPL 0.446 0.443  0.867 0.587 0.581 0.665 0.457 0.453 0.021
5 -norm 0.376 0.376 1.0 0.373 0.373 0.953 0.432 0.432 1.0
GMTP 0.402 0.402 1.0 0.497 0.497 0.967 0.332 0.332 1.0
Generation
NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO
Attack Defense CACC() ACC() ASR() CACC() ACC() ASR() CACC() ACC() ASR()
Naive 63.5 10.05 84.5 42.0 10.5 84.5 71.0 28.0 69.5
PoisonedRAG TrustRAG 38.0 37.5 10.0 25.0 24.5 14.0 30.0 39.0 13.0
RobustRAG 42.0 16.5 68.0 31.5 11.5 82.0 38.5 24.5 54.5
GMTP 59.5 59.5 4.5 44.5 41.0 9.5 59.5 60.5 5.0
Naive 63.0 1.5 99.5 41.0 21.0 36.5 61.5 7.5 91.0
Phantom TrustRAG 28.0 29.5 0.0 25.0 26.0 0.0 23.0 21.5 0.0
RobustRAG 34.5 7.0 90.0 25.5 26.5 0.0 27.5 22.0 49.0
GMTP 57.0 51.0 0.5 43.0 41.0 0.0 53.5 46.0 0.0
Naive 63.0 34.5 44.0 40.0 24.5 43.5 55.5 47.0 12.5
AdvDecoding TrustRAG 25.0 28.5 0.0 24.0 22.0 1.0 20.0 19.0 0.0
RobustRAG 29.0 29.0 26.0 26.5 23.5 20.5 28.0 26.0 13.0
GMTP 58.0 55.5 0.0 41.5 41.0 2.0 48.5 48.0 0.0

Table 6: ZEAGZR I BCAIA: 9 B ] Contriever [PERE. “T1” FRKRZ NI, M “HE” Fon
ZRNWER R . Naive FoR5E &AM . I ERBAEGE % EARMEBLFR (1) &M, 1E
HERBYBE ASR () Feffke
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NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO

PoisonedRAG 773 903 773

DPR Phantom 145 447 246
AdvDecoding 84 133 70

PoisonedRAG 1000 1000 1000

Contriever Phantom 964 934 910
AdvDecoding 203 215 94

Table 7: 75 200 25 i) FHAG 2R 5] (4 7 5 SCRT S

C 7k

nDCG

Retriever Attack Dataset —————=—-——— MS MARCO
Clean Poison

NQ 0.409  0.491 0.990
PoisonedRAG  HotpotQA  0.396  0.396 1.0
MS MARCO 0.396 0.396 1.0

NQ 0272 0.272 0.999
DPR Phantom HotpotQA 0220  0.220 1.0
MS MARCO 0.220 0.220 1.0

NQ 0.136  0.156 0.999
AdvDecoding ~ HotpotQA ~ 0.132  0.132 1.0
MS MARCO 0.132  0.132 1.0

NQ 0.466  0.459 0.989

PoisonedRAG ~ HotpotQA  0.510  0.501 0.988

MS MARCO 0.383  0.409 0.994
NQ 0416 0416 1.0
Contriever Phantom HotpotQA  0.495  0.494 1.0
MS MARCO 0.365 0.363 1.0
NQ 0.416 0.416 1.0

AdvDecoding  HotpotQA ~ 0.495  0.495 0.981
MS MARCO 0.365 0.365 1.0

Table 8: fili ji] FEAL ST TS BIE 7 T 1) P-score 3%
B

G TAVARIEBAT EERA 5 ST -39 P oy
BOLE T v, (BRI OC B SR A B2
AIATE . N T ARG — IR, ST T
JARERLEERE B ST T3 P R 45 2R

Retriever D Of;;;em NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO
DPR Relevant  0.225 0.280 0.176
Random  0.075 0.349 0.129
Contrievey  Relovant 02490297 0.240
Random 0.084  0.361 0.168

Table 9: fdi HIAH & SCRY (S5 RAES 4.1 77) FIFHAL
SORY (F52RAE5E 4.3 747) BT P ey . dehr il
JHHEE U PAE, PSRRI (A1 22 579
AT B S AR AR SO 2 (A P 402
S (Fkiz 60 % ), T GMTP 24t T R 474>
B, AR EEN.

% 8 o, B AR X DBl AL SCORY BEE
GMTP {3 R PRFF R 1 g, I B Rk
REBCA & MR, X550 42 WY A B —2L,
FEIZATH, GMTP il AR CHER RN 2=
PRI B T RSO . L, RPREGE ARG
HLICHS, GMTP SR GRFFRE , AT RSO
UM, EM{EASAL R 50 %, WO fi
) P EUEHARAE SR 9 ity

D Pk

BT, 3o TR S R O
i, AKERENBORT kSRS RS B i Sk
FIHR. PRt 2 A T FR ik, H aYer
f % Naive Ry a0k, 1 d2 fC R
I3 48077 5 S PSR

# of retrieved df,v @ — # of retrieved d;,j

# of retrieved d:{,V av

(@)

AR ACC 5 RAG ZR S8 U T A i
] GPT-40 Aic>hy “YES” Ry Hofil. 4n
Fis% E Fion, “YES” s 2 B AR J e v 5 44
HIEER . CACC it H I =AA[H . 1T ASR
S A3 AERITHA, BRI 8 R
B R SR A M IR

# of “YES’ GPT-40 responses
# of RAG responses

E PHb#R

100 (3)

You will be given a question, correct answer,

and a response.

Your task is to determine whether the response
is correct according to the given correct answer,
regardless of the actual truth of the answer.

It is acceptable as long as the response
contains a correct answer, even if further
explanations are included.

For your evaluation:

Write a brief explanation demonstrating whether
the response is correct considering the given
correct answer

Conclude with "YES" if the response is correct.
Conclude with "NO" if the response is wrong or
different from the correct answer.

Inputs:

Question: {question}

Correct Answer: {correct_answer}
Response: {response}

Output:

Demonstration: [Write whether the response is
correct according to the given correct answer,
with reasoning.]

Final Answer: "YES" or "NO"

Figure 8: {{i il GPT-4o [ EALHER

&l 8 &7~ T 4E PoisonedRAG ' H T 14fi ASR
PIEN , PARCHEAE B B T A B A 7 1) ACC
Hl CACC., H ki, FATE 59
SCRY—E AN IER S 22853 “correct_answer”
K IPAL ASR. FRAVRHE R B2 W H T A A
W-M R, BEitok H GPT-4o 1) “YES” MLy,
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Attack NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO
Clean Poison Clean Poison Clean Poison

PoisonedRAG 0.042  0.026 0.051  0.023 0.051  0.027
Phantom 0.049  0.04 0.047  0.029 0.039  0.031
AdvDecoding 0.049  0.043 0.047  0.04 0.039  0.036

Table 10: GMTP FEA AR T i Ap G BRI

F GMTP It FPR

EIN GMTP G HRTE CAESR 4.1 1 PG 2R
B, (BFRATHE— AR 10 silad & iR R
(FPR) SRIPALHATAEME, X2 &AL Ak SO
PRI UERIBIRA 515 . GMTP SCBL 1 60
0.05 S HAIRAY FPR, X FEM] R RAREAL. K
BE, XS R INGE TR A R BRI
WA R R BE DT A A5 BB, RE T
FLAENG L 5 O B o MU R R 3 5 A
Mo

G b A ATE

AT GMTP {2 MBI, A1 T
T HUEEARIC R SE A5 R (R, P b AECR
P2 5 85 e SO Z RAR P E AL ) o
11 FR, AT HUERR E A B0 T AR
B, (HDARETS G SO R R TR Nk
Rt EAEERZ, BRI RO
1HOLT , PoisonedRAG RG34 . SR, X F2 8L
el THHEREE A, e, K
FT B ARE A RS BAE A5 e sy, T
AREINA. (ERTEENE, R GMTP
) B A d Ak, AR AENS it pE
£ ik 70 % SERR KGR BIMIBE Yoty (RIS H
o 2] £L 2 BN H AR PIARIE )

H 4 MLM JoRiyE e

H TR R GMTP FEAS [/ 2244 2 [6) i)
ZALRE DT, TATMAE TN FE MLM (B,
ROBERTa (Liu et al., 2019) ) Tfi A& BERT [y4%
. APTEA, RoBERTa #fH BERT fii f 74
[P 7 B 4E , X ] RE 20 fE
P ZE5t. SR, 43 12 frn, GMTP #EA[H]
() LLM R R B AR SR B, o E
TRZA SR ER, [FRHRRE nDCG@10 [
TR, XLEEERER], Joie MLM 1224640
fil, GMTP #2H R0 . THHEE, RATELLR
i {fi B T DPR,

I Sele st f

TEATATH, F-ATREAR T # ] Contriever 45 R
AR, AT RME 6 PRy T HRLN
FEERE . B9 MK 10 4 BlExR T
DPR F Contriever 7E (a8 MM 5 ¥4 L%

FER . &R0 N (EREREZEI 11 AT 12 A Tl
k. fJa, A Contriever F#EIDHRS BEAER
13 HR4s .

Attack NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO
PoisonedRAG 0.915 0911 0.925
Phantom 0.971 0.893 0.95
AdvDecoding 1.0 0.943 0.954

Table 13: {ii | Contriever £ il {E ¥z 4 1K) GMTP
B
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NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO

Attack Adv.tokens I HEE B FR  Poison|  nDCGP FR  Poison . nDCGP  FR  Poison

1 0457 0504 282 0261 0702 39 0.135 0571 177

PoisonedRAG 5 0472 0963 571 028 0992 781 0.13 0985 535

10 0476 0999 678 028 0998 833 0132 0999 693
1 0385 1.0 0 0212 10 0 0107 1.0 0
Phantom 5 0387 1.0 1 0216 1.0 4 0102 1.0 2
10 0388 1.0 5 0222 10 1 0086 1.0 2
1 0389 1.0 0 0226 1.0 0 0114 1.0 0
AdvDecoding 5 038 1.0 2 0226 1.0 1 0114 1.0 0
10 038 1.0 6 0226 1.0 3 0114 1.0 5

Table 11: &4 R FEEEXPHETRICAI R . nDCG-P F/RUGH R E T nDCG@10, |fij Poison FRTEH] T
AR L T ARG 2R B B TS e SOR B R

NQ HotpotQA MS MARCO
Attack nDCG@10 nDCG@10 nDCG@10
Clean () Poison () FRO Clean () Poison () FRO Clean () Poison () FRO
PoisonedRAG 0.493 0.491 1.0 0.298 0.298 1.0 0.176 0.174 0.999
Phantom 0.385 0.385 1.0 0.236 0.236 1.0 0.152 0.152 1.0
AdvDecoding 0.385 0.385 1.0 0.236 0.236 1.0 0.152 0.152 1.0

Table 12: {§i [l RoBERTa {£>5 MLM [#] GMTP ¢
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