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ABSTRACT

Mental health conditions affect hundreds of millions globally, yet early detection
remains limited. While large language models (LLMs) have shown promise in
mental health applications, their size and computational demands hinder practi-
cal deployment. Small language models (SLMs) offer a lightweight alternative,
but their use for social media–based mental health prediction remains largely un-
derexplored. In this study, we introduce Menta, the first optimized SLM fine-
tuned specifically for multi-task mental health prediction from social media data.
Menta is jointly trained across six classification tasks using a LoRA-based frame-
work, a cross-dataset strategy, and a balanced accuracy–oriented loss. Evaluated
against nine state-of-the-art SLM baselines, Menta achieves an average improve-
ment of 15.2% across tasks covering depression, stress, and suicidality compared
with the best-performing non–fine-tuned SLMs. It also achieves higher accu-
racy on depression and stress classification tasks compared to 13B-parameter
LLMs, while being approximately 3.25× smaller. Moreover, we demonstrate
real-time, on-device deployment of Menta on an iPhone 15 Pro Max, requir-
ing only approximately 3GB RAM. Supported by a comprehensive benchmark
against existing SLMs and LLMs, Menta highlights the potential for scalable,
privacy-preserving mental health monitoring. Code is available at: https:
//xxue752-nz.github.io/menta-project/

1 INTRODUCTION

Mental health disorders such as depression, anxiety, and suicidality affect hundreds of millions of
people worldwide and constitute one of the leading contributors to the global burden of disease
(Organization et al., 2017). Between 30% and 50% of people globally experience stress (Piao et al.,
2024); an estimated 5.7% of adults suffer from depression (World Health Organization, 2023); and
more than 720,000 people die by suicide each year (World Health Organization, 2025a). As mental
health issues have continued to rise globally over the past few decades (Goodwin et al., 2022; Piao
et al., 2024; Weaver et al., 2025), there is an urgent need to enhance our understanding, diagnosis,
and monitoring of these conditions through advanced technologies.

Despite growing demand for mental health support, significant diagnosis gaps persist globally. Bar-
riers such as limited clinic hours, geographic inaccessibility, and workforce shortages hinder timely
assessment and early self-awareness (World Health Organization, 2025b). Structural, patient-level,
and systemic obstacles further delay diagnosis for those with serious mental illness (Wiesepape et al.,
2025). This mismatch between high need and limited resources reflects the constraints of traditional
diagnostic models (Stein et al., 2022). Moreover, these traditional delivery of in-person sessions and
self-reported questionnaires struggles to scale, and faces systemic bottlenecks, including workforce
shortages (Organization, 2025; Brahmbhatt & Schpero, 2024), high costs (Patel et al., 2018), geo-
graphic disparities (Yang & Zhang, 2025), and stigma (Clement et al., 2015). Mental health wait
times can range from 3 to 18 months, varying by region and provider availability (McMahan et al.,
2022; Yang & Zhang, 2025; Patel et al., 2018). With the growing need for early detection and real-
time monitoring, developing more seamless methods to identify early signs is critical for delivering
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Figure 1: On-device mental health monitoring workflow using SLMs, from user browsing of social
media, to data collection, post monitoring, in-situ prediction and meta log saving.

timely support (Patel et al., 2018). This underscores the importance of portable, resource-efficient
solutions such as small language models for scalable mental health detection and intervention.

The rise of portable, on-device technologies offers a promising path for the early detection of mental
health issues, particularly through passive, real-time analysis of social media posts and smartphone
applications. Smartphone-based linguistic data from social media enables scalable, passive monitor-
ing of psychological states, facilitating early identification of mood disturbances, stress, or suicide
risk. For example, such systems can support suicide prevention efforts (Areán et al., 2016) and
capture patterns in social media use that are relevant to mental well-being (Hamilton et al., 2025).
Running locally on personal devices, these models preserve user privacy while analyzing language
inputs for indicators of depression or stress (Shin et al., 2023). As a result, on-device deployment
enables scalable, privacy-preserving mental health monitoring, extending detection beyond clinical
settings and making access easier for a broader population.

In this context, language models offer a powerful means of addressing the limitations of traditional
approaches to mental health monitoring (Xu et al., 2024). Language models outperform supervised
learning classifiers in mental health prediction tasks for capturing deeper context, information acqui-
sition, and generalization capabilities (Jin et al., 2025), making them more practical for web-scale
and real-world mental health monitoring.

However, the application of large language models (LLMs) faces significant challenges: they are
computationally expensive to train and deploy, and they raise privacy concerns in terms of process-
ing sensitive data on remote servers (Jin et al., 2025). Their large size also makes them impractical
for resource-constrained on-device settings, underscoring the need for more efficient alternatives.
By contrast, Small Language Models (SLMs), offer comparable or even superior potential for dig-
ital health applications due to their lightweight architectures, lower inference costs, and feasibility
of local deployment (Abdin et al., 2024; Jia et al., 2025). Deploying on digital devices locally, a
privacy-preserving, on-device workflow is expected for mental health prediction from social me-
dia activity using lightweight SLMs which emphasizes in-situ AI screening across multiple mental
health dimensions without storing personal data, enabling real-time, low-resource, and ethically-
aligned monitoring (Figure 1). Yet, the potential of SLMs for mental health prediction remains
largely underexplored.

Despite work on the development of SLMs, there is no agreement yet on a standardized definition of
SLMs (Wang et al., 2024). Given the lightweight requirement for such real-time mental health status
detection tasks on social media posts, we define SLMs to be models ranging from a minimum of
1B to strictly under 7B parameters are commonly considered ‘small’ in contrast to full-scale LLMs
(10B+) while those more than 7B to be large-scale small language models (LSSLMs) (Abdin et al.,
2024; Team, 2024).
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In this work, we explore the potential of SLMs in predicting digital mental health outcomes, and
prove that SLMs, when carefully designed and optimized, serve as practical alternatives for multi-
task mental health assessment on-device. To investigate this, we examine SLM performance across
six mental health classification tasks spanning stress, depression, and suicidality. We introduce
Menta, a compact model fine-tuned using a LoRA-based multi-task framework with cross-dataset
training and a balanced accuracy–oriented loss. Menta performs strongly across diverse mental
health tasks, particularly in stress and depression detection. We further demonstrate its practical
value by deploying it on an iPhone 15 Pro Max, achieving real-time inference with minimal memory
usage, enabling private and scalable on-device mental health support. Our key contributions are as
follows:

• We present Menta, a fine-tuned SLM tailored for multi-task mental health prediction from
social media text, optimized for both accuracy and deployability.

• Menta leverages a weighted-loss, LoRA-based multi-task training framework designed to
address data imbalance and maximize generalizability across multiple clinical classification
tasks.

• We show that Menta offers a compelling balance between predictive accuracy and compu-
tational efficiency, outperforming several SLMs and rivaling LLMs on six mental health
task.

• We provide an open-source deployment pipeline and model implementation for on-device
inference, supporting privacy-preserving and resource-efficient mental health applications.

2 RELATED WORK

Social Media Posts: Indication of Mental Health. Social media posts offer a valuable lens into in-
dividuals’ emotions, thoughts, and mental health status. Globally, approximately 4.8 billion people,
nearly 60% of the population, use social media, spending a combined 11.5 billion hours on these
platforms each day University of Maine (2023). With the increasing use of social media platforms
for emotional expression and peer support, user-generated text has become an important resource for
understanding psychological well-being (Hussain et al., 2025; Zhunis et al., 2022) and identifying
early warning signs of mental distress (Chancellor & De Choudhury, 2020; De Choudhury et al.,
2013). For instance, a study (Kim et al., 2020) built a classifier on Reddit posts to detect multiple
mental disorders, while the EmoMent corpus (Atapattu et al., 2022) shows that emotion annotations
in user text correlate with mental illness indicators even in non-Western populations. These findings
support the potential for social media–based models to serve as early warning systems for mental
health support.

Early approaches for textual information analysis among social media posts relied on traditional
machine learning and feature-engineered models to classify or detect mental health status. For ex-
ample, Jiang et al. used contextualized word embeddings such as ELMo and BERT to detect mental
health conditions from Reddit posts (Jiang et al., 2020), showing that deep contextualized models
significantly outperform traditional bag-of-words or static embeddings for mental health classifi-
cation tasks. Similarly, Sarkar et al. developed a multi-task learning model that jointly predicts
depression and anxiety from Reddit posts, which outperforms single-task baselines by leveraging
shared features across related conditions (Sarkar et al., 2022). Another studies developed a scalable
deep-learning screening tool for suicide risk with potential clinical implications for early interven-
tion such as CNN (Coppersmith et al., 2018), LSTM (Coppersmith et al., 2018) and SVM (Ji et al.,
2018).

More recently, LLMs have been adapted to this domain. A prior study used ChatGPT in zero-shot
classification tasks across three mental health domains (stress, depression, suicidality) on social me-
dia datasets, validating the ability of LLMs with no prior knowledge in mental health prediction
tasks (Lamichhane, 2023). Another study focuses only on the depression detection task from online
text while collaborates the finding that fine-tuned LSSLMs achieve great improvements over prior
state-of-art models (Shah et al., 2025). Moreover, the interpretability of LLMs in prediction tasks
such as depressive symptoms (Bolegave & Bhattacharya, 2025; Chen & Lin, 2025; Belcastro et al.,
2025) and emotional states (Yang et al., 2023) have also been explored, with the finding that prompt
engineering with emotional cues and few-shot examples improves performance. Importantly, com-
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pared to traditional algorithmic models, lagnuage models offer not only strong predictive capabili-
ties but also human-readable interpretations and the flexibility to support multiple downstream tasks
within a unified framework.

A more comprehensive study introduced Mental-LLM (Xu et al., 2024), demonstrated that
instruction-tuned LLMs show large gains in balanced accuracy and can outperform task-specific
baselines, with the best finetuned models (Mental-Alpaca and Mental-FLAN-T5) outperform
GPT-3.5 by approximately 10.9% and beat GPT-4 by about 4.8%. They also improved model gen-
eralizability fine-tuned on diverse datasets. Follow-up work has extended this line of research with
domain-specialized models. Similarly, Shi et al. proposed a LSSLM called MentalQLM for mental
health tasks by using a base backbone (7B) and then applying a dual LoRA strategy (Hu et al., 2022),
achieving comparable or even superior performance to much larger LLMs on several mental health
diagnostic tasks (Shi et al., 2025). While these studies demonstrate the feasibility of using LLMs
for mental health outcome prediction, significant challenges persist, including concerns over privacy
and security (Sarwar, 2025), deployment limitations (Maurya et al., 2025), and high computational
costs (Wang et al., 2023).

Small Language Models and Mental Health. To address this gap of application bottlenecks, SLMs
emerged as a pragmatic alternative of LLMs (Van Nguyen et al., 2024), optimized for efficiency
through techniques such as quantization (Frantar et al., 2022), knowledge distillation (Kang et al.,
2023) and light-weight architectures (Wang et al., 2025a). SLMs were designed to deliver core Natu-
ral Language Processing capabilities such as text classification (Pecher et al., 2024), summarization
(Wang et al., 2025b), and question-answering (Lee et al., 2024), in resource-constrained settings
including mobile devices, embedded systems, and edge computing.

Offering a compelling alternative to LLMs, SLMs reduce computational overhead while retaining
strong performance in many specialized tasks. Moreover, recent work shows that in classification
settings with limited data, well-tuned smaller models can match or even surpass larger models when
the task is focused and domain-specific including text classification (Lepagnol et al., 2024; Luo
et al., 2023) and healthcare domains (Gondara et al., 2025). These findings highlight that SLMs
offer an efficient, scalable, and domain-optimized solution, making them a promising direction for
mental-health detection from social media. However, previous work has typically focused on a
single task or domain and has not explored multi-domain settings that combine multiple mental
health conditions such as depression, stress, and suicidality.

Unlike prior LLM-based (Sarkar et al., 2022; Xu et al., 2024; Yang et al., 2024b; Kim et al., 2024;
Shi et al., 2025) which range from 7B to 70B parameters which are impractical for deplyment
in resource-constrained or privacy-sensitive settings, lightweight SLMs emphasize deployability,
reporting inference latency, memory footprint, and approximate cost efficiency. Prior work evaluated
several SLMs against LLM baselines across multiple individual mental health understanding tasks
with zero-shot and few-shot prompting trained on social media datasets, and concluded that few-shot
prompting helps SLMs more (Jia et al., 2025). Also, Kim et al. developed a SLM called mhGPT,
which outperforms larger models such as MentaLLaMA and Gemma in mental health tasks despite
having far fewer parameters and using less data (Kim et al., 2024). A prior study also suggests
SLMs suitable to be integrated in clinical workflows for structured and clinically meaningful tasks
beyond generic detection (Aich et al., 2024). However, these studies lack systematic task balancing,
rarely optimized with parameter-efficient fine-tuning (LoRA), meaning adaptation is either minimal
(prompting) or heavy (full fine-tuning).

Deployment and On-Device Language Models. On-device AI offers a compelling opportunity for
mental health monitoring by enabling personalized assessment in real time, while preserving user
privacy, reducing latency, and expanding accessibility. Running inference directly on a user’s smart-
phone avoids sending sensitive linguistic and behavioural data to cloud servers, thereby lowering
risks of data leakage and minimizing network dependencies (Mandal et al., 2025). Furthermore,
mobile and edge deployment largely improves accessibility by bringing mental health support tools
directly to users, addressing traditional barriers such as geographic inaccessibility and long wait
times for in-clinic screening (Bunyi et al., 2021). Additionally, because on-device models elimi-
nate round-trip communication with remote servers, they deliver near-instant responses and support
real-time detection of changes in language or behaviour indicative of stress or mood deterioration
(Ni & Jia, 2025).
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Mobile and edge-based mental health monitoring using smartphones and wearable sensors has
gained momentum, offering significant advantages in latency, energy efficiency, and data privacy
over cloud-dependent systems. Recent work has demonstrated effective deployment of SLMs on
consumer devices, such as the Samsung Galaxy S24, for tasks like document assistance (Pham
et al., 2024) and health prediction (Wang et al., 2025c), with substantial reductions in memory usage
and inference latency. Conceptual analyses further argue that SLMs are better suited than LLMs
for real-world, interactive applications due to their lightweight nature and ease of deployment under
resource constraints (Belcak et al., 2025). On-device or near-device processing eliminates the need
for continuous cloud communication, thereby enabling real-time detection while safeguarding user
data—an essential consideration for privacy (Lu et al., 2024).

While recent studies have demonstrated the ability of SLMs on individual mental health tasks in
zero- or few-shot settings, existing work remains limited in several key areas. Most notably, prior
efforts have primarily focused on single-task classification, often failing to generalize well to more
complex, multi-class, and imbalanced datasets. Moreover, little attention has been given to the real-
world applicability of these models in terms of on-device deployment under resource constraints.
To address these gaps, we propose Menta, a LoRA-based multi-task fine-tuning framework built
on Qwen-3, incorporating weighted training to explicitly handle label imbalance. Our method is
designed to achieve balanced and consistent performance across six diverse mental health predic-
tion tasks, while maintaining the lightweight efficiency required for practical, privacy-preserving
deployment on consumer devices.

3 METHOD

3.1 LANGUAGE MODEL PROMPTING

3.1.1 ZERO-SHOT PROMPTING

Zero-shot prompts were designed to reflect a domain-specific, psychologically grounded context
without providing explicit task instructions or label options. Each prompt instructed the model
to act as a psychologist evaluating a social media post for indicators of mental health conditions.
The prompt construction followed a consistent structure composed of four key elements (Figure 2),
designed to encourage the model to rely on contextual understanding of the user’s language and
inferred psychological cues:

1. A context statement that framed the post as originating from social media and positioned
the model in the role of a psychologist;

2. The user’s text simulating a social media post;

3. A task-specific question corresponding to one of the mental health classification tasks.

4. A response constraint explicitly requiring the model to respond only with a numeric label
and avoid hallucination;

3.1.2 PROMPT FORMULATION FOR FEW-SHOT AND FINE-TUNED MODELS

Both few-shot prompting and fine-tuning involve presenting SLMs with illustrative examples that
demonstrate how how social media posts are categorized into relevant mental health categories. In
both setups, the models are instructed to assume the role of a psychologist, evaluating each post
based on the examples provided. The prompt is carefully designed to guide the model’s reasoning
and classification behavior. Templates of the constructed prompt are shown in Figure 2, including
the following elements:

1. A contextual statement framing the post as originating from social media and positioning
the model in the role of a psychologist;

2. Example social media posts paired with their corresponding mental health categories;

3. A user text simulating a new social media post;

4. A task-specific question aligned with one of the mental health classification objectives.

5



[Context Statement] + [User’s Social Media Post] + [Task-Specific Question] + [Response Constraint]
Your answer is: <eos>

Instruction preview: You are a mental health expert. Your task
is to classify the depression level of a person based on their
social media post.

Here are two examples:
Example 1:
Text: "Seated on a throne of wire, Mermaids tending to the pyre..."
Question: Which level is the person depressed?
Answer: minimum
Example 2:
Text: "Idk Do I tell someone? Do I just quit?..."
Question: Which level is the person depressed?
Answer: severe

Now, please classify the following text:
"I’m too unstable. Telling parents is not an option..."
Question: Which level is the person depressed?

IMPORTANT: 
- Respond with ONLY `0` or `1` 
- `1` means depressed, `0` means not depressed 
- Do not reply anything else

Instruction preview: You are a mental health 
expert. Your task is to classify the depression 
level of a person based on their social media 
post.

Here are [number of shot] example(s):
Example:
Text: "[example]"
Question: Which level is the person depressed?
Answer: [example]
…

Now, please classify the following text: [text]
Question: Which level is the person depressed?

IMPORTANT: 
- Respond with ONLY [option1] or [option2]...
- [option1] means [meaning1], [option2] means 
[meaning2], …
- Do not reply anything else

Zero-shot Prompt Template

Few-shot Example with Full Input-OutputFew-shot Prompt Template

Figure 2: Prompt instruction templates for mental health classification tasks, specifically Zero-shot
prompt, few-shot prompt template, and detailed few-shot prompt with examples.

5. A response constraint explicitly requiring the model to respond only with a numeric label
and avoid hallucination;

3.2 MODEL FINE-TUNING

In this section, we focus on Qwen-3, aiming to develop a unified model that balances and enhances
performance across distinct mental health tasks. Our tasks span six mental health prediction bench-
marks, each formulated as a classification problem. We adopt Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) to
fine-tune Qwen-3 (4B) for mental health prediction tasks. Instead of updating all model parame-
ters, LoRA injects trainable low-rank matrices into specific weight projections, drastically reducing
the number of trainable parameters while preserving reasoning capabilities. In our setting, LoRA
adapters are applied to the query and value projections of the transformer attention layers, with
rank r = 16, scaling factor αLoRA = 32, and dropout 0.05. This configuration achieves efficient
adaptation while keeping only ∼ 0.1% of the parameters trainable.

Tokenization &
Label Alignment

x β

Back Propagation

+
+

+

…

( )T1

T2

T3

T4

T5

T6

Qwen3-4B

LoRA

Raw logits

CE loss BACC loss

CE loss

CE loss

BACC loss

BACC loss

(

(

)

)

+CE loss BACC loss( )…

Figure 3: A multi-task training pipeline
using Qwen-3 (4B) with LoRA, combin-
ing cross-entropy and balanced accuracy
(BACC) losses weighted per task for joint
optimization through backpropagation.

We construct a unified multi-task dataset and apply
weighted sampling across tasks to mitigate task im-
balance. Specifically, the probability of sampling
from task t is proportional to a task weight λt, ensur-
ing that underrepresented tasks are adequately seen
during training. Within each task, class imbalance is
addressed using inverse-frequency weights wc when
computing the loss.

Traditional fine-tuning strategies typically rely on
cross-entropy (CE) loss, which optimizes the log-
likelihood of the true class. While effective, CE loss
can bias the model toward majority classes, leading
to degraded performance on minority classes. To ad-
dress this, we introduce a novel balanced accuracy
(BACC) surrogate loss that provides a differentiable approximation of balanced accuracy, thereby
directly encouraging the model to perform more evenly across classes, as shown in Figure 3.
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For a given task t, the standard cross-entropy loss is defined as:

L(t)
CE = − 1

Nt

Nt∑
i=1

log p(yi | xi), (1)

where Nt is the number of samples for task t, and p(yi | xi) is the predicted probability for the true
label yi, obtained via the softmax over model logits.

To approximate balanced accuracy (BACC), we first compute a margin for each class c:

mi,c = zi,c − log

∑
k ̸=c

exp(zi,k)

 , (2)

where zi,c denotes the model logit of sample i for class c. This margin quantifies the relative confi-
dence of the model in predicting class c compared to all other classes.

We then apply a sigmoid function with sharpness parameter α to obtain a soft correctness score:

si,c = σ(α ·mi,c), (3)

where σ(·) is the sigmoid function.

Using these soft scores, the true positive rate (TPR) for each class c is estimated as:

T̂PRc =
1

|Ic|
∑
i∈Ic

si,c, (4)

where Ic is the set of indices such that yi = c. If no samples belong to class c, the corresponding
T̂PRc is defined as 0.

The surrogate BACC loss is then defined as:

L(t)
BACC = 1− 1∑

c γc

∑
c

γc · T̂PRc, (5)

where γc is a class scaling factor that adjusts the relative importance of each class.

The total multi-task loss is computed as a weighted combination of the cross-entropy loss and the
surrogate BACC loss:

Ltotal =
∑
t

λt

(
L(t)

CE + β · L(t)
BACC

)
, (6)

where λt is the task-specific weight and β is a fixed hyperparameter that controls the trade-off
between cross-entropy and BACC optimization. In this formulation:

• λt: task-specific weight (externally specified),
• β: fixed trade-off parameter between LCE and LBACC,
• γc: class scaling factor,
• α: sigmoid sharpness parameter controlling sensitivity to the margin.

This approach encourages fairness across tasks and classes by directly optimizing a smooth surrogate
of balanced accuracy. Unlike standard CE loss, it explicitly penalizes performance gaps between
majority and minority classes, improving consistency in multi-task fine-tuning. An ablation study
was conducted to compare different training strategies. Specifically, we evaluated the impact of
single-task versus multi-task fine-tuning approaches for mental health prediction.

3.3 ON-DEVICE DEPLOYMENT

We developed an on-device mental health evaluation system for iOS using llama.cpp1 as the infer-
ence backend, leveraging GGUF V3–quantized models optimized for mobile hardware. The models

1https://github.com/ggml-org/llama.cpp
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were exported from PyTorch to the GGUF format via the transformers-to-gguf conversion pipeline,
enabling 4-bit quantization (Q4 K M) for efficient CPU and GPU execution. The app was im-
plemented in Swift/SwiftUI and integrates llama.cpp through a C++ bridge layer, allowing direct
inference within the iOS runtime without external servers.

At runtime, inference is accelerated using Apple Metal for matrix operations, with automatic CPU
fallback when GPU utilization is saturated. Thread-level parallelism (up to 8 threads) is managed
through llama.cpp’s built-in thread scheduling API, ensuring optimal performance across Apple’s
efficiency and performance cores. Model weights are memory-mapped to minimize RAM usage
and enable lazy loading of tensors.

For stability, the system uses a 4,096-token context window with efficient KV-cache management
and batched inference to avoid fragmentation during long input processing. Long social media
posts are truncated to 6,000 characters. We deployed and evaluated three models locally, including
our fine-tuned Menta (2.33 GB), Phi-4 Mini (2.40 GB), and Qwen-3 (2.30GB), on an iPhone 15 Pro
Max (A17 Pro chip, 8GB RAM) with open-sourced code2. The deployment framework also supports
other quantization families (Q2 K–Q8 0), allowing trade-offs between latency and accuracy.

4 EXPERIMENTS

4.1 DATASETS AND TASK DEFINITIONS

For our fine-tuning model Menta, we adopted four high-quality corpora for task-specific detection
of depression, stress, and suicidal ideation collected from the social media platform Reddit, where
disorder-related samples were excluded from the texts and the remaining data were annotated by
domain experts. The datasets used in this study include the following:

Dreaddit Turcan & McKeown (2019): From a multi-domain stress corpus, 3,500 segments were
manually annotated via Amazon Mechanical Turk as either “stress” or “not stress”, ensuring cover-
age across diverse domains.

DepSeverity Naseem et al. (2022): This dataset is aimed at accurately identifying users’ depres-
sion severity levels, annotated by CLEF eRisk organizers based on DSAS and clinical standards,
categorizing the dataset into four severity levels: Minimal, Mild, Moderate, and Severe.

SDCNL Haque et al. (2021): This dataset of 1,895 Reddit posts was collected from communities
related to depression and suicidal ideation. Posts from suicide-related communities were labeled as
“suicidal ideation,” and posts from depression communities were labeled as ”non-suicidal ideation.”,
subsequently employed unsupervised labeling methods to correct potential misclassifications.

CSSRS-Suicide Gaur et al. (2019): This dataset contains samples related to depressive suicidal
ideation and behaviors. Five hundred users were randomly selected, and domain experts annotated
the data using the Columbia-Suicide Severity Rating Scale (Brown et al., 2020). The resulting labels
fall into five categories: supportive, indicator, ideation, behavior, and attempt.

As shown in Figure 4, the Dreaddit dataset is used for Task 1 (binary stress classification), a subset
of 715 posts was used, with 48.4% labeled as stressful with an average post length of 114 ± 42
tokens. We utilized the DepSeverity dataset for Tasks 2 and 3, which supports two post-level binary
classification in Task 2 and four-level severity of depression tasks in Task 3). Both Task 2 and 3
have 3,553 posts with an average length of 114 ± 43 tokens. Specifically, the class distribution for
Task 3 is: 72.8% Minimal, 8.2% Mild, 11.1% Moderate, and 7.9% Severe.

The SDCNL dataset addresses binary suicide ideation classification (labeled [1/0]) in Task 4 on 379
posts (49.1% flagged), with average text length of 105 ± 12 tokens. The CSSRS-Suicide dataset
provides user-level data for binary (Task 5) and five-level (Task 6) suicide risk classification, with
500 users and an average of 1,783 ± 2,178 tokens per user. For Task 6, the class distribution is:
21.6% Supportive, 19.8% Indirect, 34.2% Ideation, 15.4% Behavior, and 9.0% Attempt. The levels
of severity and classifications for the six mental health tasks are as follows:

• Task 1: Not stressed [0]; Stressed [1].

2https://anonymous.4open.science/r/Menta-6CAF
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Figure 4: Class and token length distributions across six mental health classification tasks, high-
lighting label imbalance and diversity in annotation types.

• Task 2: No Depression [0] = Minimal; Depression [1] = Mild + Moderate + Severe.

• Task 3: Minimal [0]; Mild [1]; Moderate [2]; Severe [3].

• Task 4: No suicidal ideation [0]; Suicidal ideation [1].

• Task 5: No indicator of suicide risk [0] = Supportive; Indicator of suicide risk [1] = Indica-
tor + Ideation + Behavior + Attempt.

• Task 6: Supportive [1] = Emotional support but no risk signals; Indicator [2] = Indirect
signs of vulnerability or concern; Ideation [3] = Explicit suicidal thoughts without action;
Behavior [4] = Suicide-related behaviors short of attempts; Attempt [5] = Evidence of
actual suicide attempts.

For data pre-processing, raw datasets were first loaded from task-specific CSV files, after which
categorical labels were mapped to standardized numeric formats, with any unmappable entries re-
moved. To preserve class distributions, stratified splitting was applied, using a 72/8/20 ratio for
training, validation, and testing.

4.2 BASELINE EXPERIMENTS

For each model and classification task, we conducted experiments under five distinct prompting
configurations: zero-shot, one-shot, two-shot, three-shot, and four-shot learning. Each configuration
was evaluated independently, and for robustness, we performed five separate runs per setting. This
setup enables a systematic comparison of performance across different levels of in-context learning
while maintaining consistency across tasks and models.

4.3 SMALL VS. LARGE LANGUAGE MODELS

In this study, we evaluate a diverse set of SLMs limited to under 7B parameters. Phi-3 (3.8B) and
Phi-3.5 (3.8B) are lightweight Microsoft models designed for reasoning and efficiency (Abdin et al.,
2024). LLaMA 3.2 (3B) is Meta’s compact release optimized for low-resource deployment (Dubey
et al., 2024). Gemma-3 (1B and 4B) are Google’s instruction-tuned models emphasizing acces-
sibility and safety (Team et al., 2025). Qwen-2.5 (3B) and Qwen-3 (4B) are Alibaba’s models
tailored for multilingual and domain adaptability (Yang et al., 2025). Phi-4 Mini (3.8B) extends
Microsoft’s efficiency line (Abouelenin et al., 2025). TinyLLaMA (1.1B) (Zhang et al., 2024) and
Falcon (1.3B) (Almazrouei et al., 2023) are streamlined open-source transformer models for edge
deployment. StableLM (3B) is Stability AI’s open family prioritizing lightweight deployment and
transparency (Pinnaparaju et al., 2024).

We developed a multi-task fine-tuned model called Menta employed a shared Qwen3-4B backbone
with LoRA adapters, jointly trained on all six tasks. Training was balanced using task-specific
sampling weights, and the proposed combined loss function (§3.2) was applied to each task. We
compare the developed Menta model using the adjusted loss function with other selected fine-tuned
SLMs, including Phi-4 Mini (3.8B), StableLM (3B) and Falcon-1.3B. In addition, we compare
the SLMs against larger-scale baselines, Mental-Alpaca and Mental-FLAN-T5 Xu et al. (2024),
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developed by Xu et al. through multi-task instruction fine-tuning of Alpaca (7B) Taori et al. (2023)
and FLAN-T5 (11B) Chung et al. (2024) using the same datasets and tasks.

4.4 DEPENDANT MODEL VS. GENERAL MODEL

To provide a comprehensive evaluation, we conducted an ablation study comparing single-task and
multi-task fine-tuning strategies. In the single-task fine-tuning setting, we trained six independent
models, each corresponding to one of the mental health prediction tasks. Each model used Qwen3-
4B as the backbone with LoRA adapters applied to enable efficient parameter updates. This setting
represents a task-specialized approach, where each model is optimized exclusively for its own ob-
jective without considering cross-task transfer. This ablation disentangles the effects of multi-task
training from the BACC surrogate loss, clarifying the design choice’s contribution.

4.5 EVALUATION METRICS

We evaluated model performance using accuracy (ACC) as the primary metric for both binary and
multi-class classification tasks, selected for interpretability and broad applicability across tasks with
differing label granularities and defined as:

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + TN + FP + FN

where TP , TN , FP , and FN denote true positives, true negatives, false positives, and false nega-
tives, respectively.

To address label imbalance, we additionally reported balanced accuracy (BACC), which averages
true positive rates across classes:

BACC =
1

C

C∑
c=1

TPc

TPc + FNc

where C is the total number of classes, and TPc, FNc are true positives and false negatives for class
c. This metric is included to enable a fairer comparison among SLMs. Notably, prior work has not
evaluated this metric for LLMs, and such evaluation falls outside the scope of this study.

To demonstrate the feasibility, usability, and lightweight nature of the SLMs for real-time, privacy-
preserving mental health inference directly on mobile devices, the following metrics are evaluated
for the deployment:

• Time to First Token (TTFT, sec): The measurement of how long it takes for the model to
generate the first token in response to a prompt (response latency).

• Input Token Processing Speed (ITPS, tokens/sec): An indication of the rate at which input
tokens are handled by the model (input throughput).

• Output Token Processing Speed (OTPS, tokens/sec): A representation of how quickly the
model generates output tokens after beginning generation (output efficiency).

• Output Elapsed Time (OET, sec): The duration from the start of output generation to the
end.

• End-to-End Latency (Total Time): Total elapsed time from prompt submission to final
response (overall system efficiency).

• Memory Consumption (RAM, GB): Amount of system memory used by the model during
inference.

5 RESULTS

We present the results of the experiments for zero-shot and few-shot learning baselines in §5.1,
analyze the outcomes of fine-tuning tasks in §3.2, evaluate deployment considerations in §5.3, and
demonstrate specific cases in §5.4.
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Figure 5: Performance of various SLMs across mental health tasks under zero-shot and few-shot
settings. The x-axis indicates the number of shots used.
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Figure 6: Accuracy (ACC) and Balanced Accuracy (BACC) scores for six tasks (left to right), com-
paring models Phi-4 Mini (blue), StableLM (green), Falcon (orange), and Menta (red), with Menta
consistently achieving the highest performance.

5.1 SLM BASELINES

Evaluating the zero-shot and few-shot learning performance for nine SLMs, our results (Table 2)
indicate that most SLMs possess only a basic capability to accurately classify social media posts re-
lated to depression, stress, and suicidal ideation without fine-tuning. Two models, Qwen-3 (4B) and
Phi-4 Mini (3.8B), demonstrated the strongest performance, achieving average zero-shot accuracies
of 45.5% and 47.0% across the six tasks respectively. Among the models, increasing the number of
examples generally enhances performance despite exhibiting some variability across the six tasks,
with the most notable improvement observed in Qwen-3 (4B) and Phi-4 Mini (3.8B), as shown in
Figure 5. Despite modest improvements with few-shot examples, the overall accuracy remains in-
sufficient for practical, real-world applications, which requires the fine-tuning models for further
improvement.

Upon examining the model outputs, we observed that SLMs with approximately 1B parameters
generally exhibit limited task comprehension and often fail to produce responses in the required
format (e.g., binary outputs such as 1 for depression and 0 for no depression). Although their
tendency to default to standard responses may result in seemingly acceptable evaluation metrics,
these models fundamentally lack the robustness required for reliable real-world deployment.

11



Table 1: Performance of Menta in comparison with trained LLMs Across Tasks, with the best per-
formance highlighted in bold and the second-best underlined.

Model Task 1 Task 2 Task 3 Task 4 Task 5 Task 6

Menta (4B) [Ours] 0.82 ± 0.01 0.80 ± 0.04 0.75 ± 0.01 0.60 ± 0.02 0.51 ± 0.02 0.35 ± 0.06
Mental-Alpaca (13B) 0.82 ± 0.01 0.78 ± 0.01 0.75 ± 0.01 0.72 ± 0.00 0.73 ± 0.05 0.40 ± 0.03
Mental-FLAN-T5 (13B) 0.80 ± 0.00 0.76 ± 0.00 0.76 ± 0.00 0.68 ± 0.01 0.87 ± 0.01 0.48 ± 0.01

5.2 FINE-TUNING TASKS

We demonstrate that the general Menta model consistently outperforms both zero-shot and few-shot
learning settings, achieving an average improvement of 15.2% across all six tasks over Qwen-3.
Notably, it achieves the largest improvements in Task 3, Task 1, Task 6 and Task 2 over the zero-
shot setting, with gains of 44.4%, 25.4%, 11.5% and 10.2%, respectively. These results suggest that,
compared to zero-shot and few-shot paradigms, fine-tuning with domain-specific mental health data
enables SLMs to perform more effectively and reliably on these tasks.

5.2.1 FINE-TUNED SLMS

By fine-tuning various SLMs, our results show that across six mental health prediction tasks, our
model Menta achieves the highest average performance (ACC=0.637), outperforming Phi-4 Mini
by 1.2%, StableLM by 2.8%, and Falcon by nearly 15.4%, demonstrating its superior accuracy and
robustness across diverse mental health tasks, as shown in Figure 6(a). Our results also demonstrate
that incorporating the adjusted loss function led to improvements in BACC across all trained SLMs,
Menta achieves the highest BACC (0.564) and outperforming Phi-4 Mini by 1.9%, StableLM by
3.1%, and Falcon by nearly 17.0%, as shown in Figure 6(b). These results demonstrate that Menta
not only leads in overall accuracy but also offers more reliable performance across diverse task
settings.

5.2.2 DEPENDANT MODEL VS. GENERAL MODEL

We further compared single-task fine-tuning Menta against the general Menta trained on cross-
datasets and we show that the general Menta model consistently outperformed models trained on
individual tasks (Table 3), suggesting robustness across varied mental health classification tasks
and no multiple models needed for saving memory. Menta also exhibits lower standard deviations,
underscoring its stability and consistency. We refer to the single-task variants as Menta-T1, Menta-
T2, etc. As shown in Figure 7, while Menta-T1 and Menta-T2 perform strongly in tasks 1 and 2
respectively, they lack broader consistency across tasks. This ablation study results suggest that
although single-task SLMs serve as effective specialists, Menta demonstrates superior versatility as
a generalist, making it more practical and impactful for comprehensive mental health monitoring,
particularly in mobile or edge deployment scenarios.

To further understand model behavior across tasks, we visualized training and validation loss curves
over epochs for each of the six tasks (Figure 14). The plots reveal that most tasks exhibit optimiza-
tion with a consistent decrease in training loss. However, the validation loss curves are flatter or
plateau earlier, suggesting limited generalization. This trend highlights the constrained capacity of
SLMs to transfer learned representations across diverse mental health tasks. Notably, the training
loss drops most sharply within the first few hundred samples, after which improvements become
incremental. This suggests that the model rapidly captures the core patterns of the task early in
training, and additional data primarily contributes to fine-tuning and refinement rather than intro-
ducing fundamentally new information. The smooth decline in the general Menta model’s training
loss, coupled with its balanced task-wise performance as reflected in BACC, indicates that the model
achieves stable and generalized learning rather than overfitting to individual tasks.

5.2.3 MENTA VS. LLMS

Comparing the performance of Menta and fine-tuned LLMs in previous studies, Table 1 shows
that the Menta model is superior and comparable with fine-tuned LLMs with 81.8%, 79.8% and
75% accuracy for binary stress (Task 1) and binary depression (Task 2) classification and four-level
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Figure 7: Model performance across six tasks for the individually fine-tuned models Menta-T1 to
Menta-T6, compared with the general Menta model optimized using BACC-aware settings.

Figure 8: On-device deployment demonstration of Phi-4 Mini, Qwen-3, and Menta across six mental
health tasks. The interface shows input social media posts and model predictions for model selection
(left), task selection (middle), and sample count selection (right).

depression (Task 3) respectively. However, for the other three tasks, Menta underperforms with an
average of 13% and 19% compared to the Mental-Alpaca and Mental-FLAN-T5 mdoel. This gap
emphasizes the ability of SLMs is not as good as LLMs for suicidal risk detection tasks.

Nonetheless, we found a trade-off between the size of the models and their performance. Although
larger models (13B) achieve higher absolute performance across certain tasks, their performance
improvements are not proportional to their parameter increase. When normalized by model size, the
4B Menta model delivers approximately three times higher performance-per-parameter compared to
13B models. Compared to 13B-parameter models, Mental-Alpaca and Mental-FLAN-T5, Menta is
approximately 3.25× smaller, while delivering comparable or superior performance on Tasks 1 and
2, and maintaining competitive results across other tasks. This indicates that smaller models offer a
more favorable trade-off between computational efficiency and accuracy, particularly in deployment-
constrained mental health applications.
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Figure 9: A four-dimensional performance presentation for models Phi-4 Mini, StableLM, Falcon
and Menta across ITPS in x axis, Accuracy in y axis, TTFT in z axis, and RAM (bubble size) in the
deployment setting on an iPhone 15pro max device.

5.3 DEPLOYMENT

The development of the on-device mental health evaluation system demonstrates the feasibility of
running multi-task mental health prediction entirely on-device, without requiring internet connectiv-
ity or exposing sensitive user data. Comparing deployment results among the three language models,
Phi-4 Mini, Qwen-3, and Menta (Table 4), we observe that Phi-4 Mini consistently shows the low-
est TTFT across all tasks, suggesting better responsiveness (low latency) at the start of generation,
using the least RAM (2.58–2.90 GB). Meanwhile, Qwen-3 generally achieves the highest ITPS, in-
dicating faster token generation once decoding starts, though its OTPS is lower due to longer overall
execution times in Task 5 and Task 6. The fine-tuned Menta offers a balanced performance, slightly
slower in TTFT compared to Phi-4 Mini, but often competitive or superior in OTPS, especially in
longer tasks (Tasks 5 and 6). Notably, Menta achieves up to 4× higher ITPS compared to existing
SLMs such as Phi-4 Mini, while maintaining competitive output quality. It also achieves up to 4×
faster total execution time compared to models like StableLM, with comparable memory usage. Ad-
ditionally, Menta shows moderate RAM consumption (∼3.0 GB), slightly higher than Phi-4 Mini
but well within practical deployment limits.

As shown in Figure 8, the Menta interface supports multiple on-device classification tasks, including
stress, depression (both binary and severity-level), and suicide risk (both binary and categorical).
Upon clicking the Start Evaluation button, social media posts will be input directly into the selected
model, and the system will display the predicted class labels, correctness, and associated evaluation
results. Model performance was assessed across all six tasks, with dataset sizes ranging from 10 to
3,000 posts depending on task complexity and availability.

Furthermore, our analysis reveals a clear trade-off between model efficiency and predictive perfor-
mance when comparing Menta with other SLMs. From a deployment perspective, Menta offers a
highly balanced accuracy, inference speed, and latency, positioning it as an ideal model for real-
world applications where both performance and responsiveness are critical.

As illustrated in Figure 9, the three axes represent ITPS, TTFT, and accuracy. Each circle corre-
sponds to a model, and the bubble size reflects memory consumption (RAM). Falcon prioritizes
speed with fast TTFT and high ITPS, but at the expense of accuracy, achieving the lowest predictive
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Post-Collection Phase

Model-Prediction Phase

It’s been 12 hours since it’s started and I genuinely can’t get it to stop. It’s been so bad that my tongue is actually really starting to 
hurt. Has this happened to anyone else before? ? I hope I explained that clearly enough but if you need more descriptions, let me 
know and I can try to explain it better.

Menta Prediction: Minimum (correct)
Reasoning: The user is describing a sudden, persistent physical 
symptom – a tingling or discomfort in the mouth – that began 
suddenly and has not yet stopped after only 12 hours. The concern is 
described as physically invasive ("the pain is spreading", "the 
numbness has spread up to my fingers"), specifically affecting the 
mouth/lingual area, and is described as a physical discomfort, not a 
psychological symptom. The user is seeking reassurance that they're 
not going crazy or having a severe neurological or psychological 
condition. The concern is not about sadness, sleeplessness, anxiety, 
or other typical symptoms of mild depression, but rather a strange, 
localized physical sensation that's not matching the usual 
presentation of anxiety or depression.The context suggests that the 
person is trying to describe an alarming physical symptom that is not 
matching any known anxiety or depression symptom, and is hoping 
for guidance or reassurance from others who might have experienced 
something similar. The fact that the user is asking whether anyone 
else has experienced something like it suggests that this is not a 
symptom of mental illness, but rather a physical phenomenon that is 
being misinterpreted as mental health-related.

Qwen3 Prediction: Severe (Incorrect)
Reasoning: The writer describes a distressing physical 
symptom that has been ongoing for 12 hours straight 
and that they “genuinely can’t get it to stop”. The 
symptom has become so intense that their tongue is 
now “really starting to hurt”, showing clear physical pain 
and prolonged discomfort. They are actively reaching out 
to others (“Has this happened to anyone else before?”) 
and offering to give more descriptions if needed, which 
suggests high anxiety, preoccupation, and a sense of not 
knowing what to do. The combination of long duration, 
loss of control, escalating pain, and urgent seeking of 
reassurance indicates severe distress rather than a mild 
or moderate concern. ### 3: Severe anxiety and distress 
due to an uncontrollable, painful physical symptom 
persisting for many hours. ### 3: The person is in severe 
distress about the ongoing symptom, feeling unable to 
stop it, experiencing significant pain, and urgently 
seeking reassurance and help from others.

Figure 10: Case 1: A successful prediction by the Menta model on Task 3 (depression ordinal classi-
fication), in contrast of Qwen-3’s misclassification of the same post. In the original post, expression
of personal distress is highlighted in pink , while help-seeking and uncertainty is highlighted in

yellow . In the SLM reasoning, correct analysis is marked in green , correct analytical direction in

blue , and overanalysis in red .

performance among all models. Conversely, StableLM attains higher accuracy but incurs substantial
latency and resource usage, resulting in increased deployment costs and slower user response times.

In contrast, Menta maintains top-tier accuracy (with the exception of Task 5, where it is narrowly
outperformed by StableLM and Phi-4 Mini) while simultaneously achieving relatively lower latency
of TTFT and competitive throughput of ITPS. This indicates that Menta generates high-quality out-
puts efficiently and promptly, which is essential for scalable, user-facing systems. Overall, while
all models exhibit trade-offs across evaluation metrics, Menta strategically occupies an optimal
deployment-ready position, delivering strong performance with manageable computational require-
ments, thereby reducing infrastructure overhead without compromising user experience.

5.4 CASE STUDY

In this section, case studies are presented to underscore the key reasons in SLMs for nuanced mental
health detection.

Case 1: Depression Level Detection. In this instance, the Reddit post labeled as ‘Minimum’, de-
scribes a user’s reflections on an involuntary and persistent action or sensation involving the tongue,
as shown in Figure 10. The user expresses their concern and seek help toward a community, and
they are willing to provide more details indicating a cooperative and communicative stance despite
the discomfort.

The Menta model correctly classifies this post as ‘Minimum’ and offers a rationale consistent with
that label. It identifies the user’s measured tone and composed approach to describing a physical
issue, recognizing the absence of impulsive or emotionally escalated language as indicative of low
psychological distress. This reflects a nuanced understanding that not all discomfort signals depres-
sion.
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Post-Collection Phase

Model-Prediction Phase

However, I've vaguely brought it up before and she said that she wants to also invest one day. My gut feeling is that she's 
comfortable if we both pay rent and lose money, but might feel weird if one person is benefitting and the other person is not. 
Unfortunately, I'm 99% sure on my stance that I will either live at home or move out when I can invest in my own place, and I'm not 
sure how to tell her.   ---   **tl;dr**: Friend wants to rent an apartment together, but I'm getting cold feet.

Menta Prediction: No stress (correct)
Reasoning: The user appears calmer 
than average given their ability to 
articulate complex thoughts about 
relationships without showing signs of 
panic or desperation for immediate 
solutions. They are able to present 
multiple perspectives with maturity 
regarding shared living arrangements 
including discussing potential concerns 
they have which shows rational thought 
processes rather than impulsive 
reactions common during stressful 
periods.

Qwen3 Prediction: Stressed (Incorrect)
Reasoning: Reasoning: The poster expresses uncertainty, hesitation, and emotional 
conflict regarding a personal and potentially significant life decision. Phrases such as 
"I've vaguely brought it up before" and "my gut feeling is that she's comfortable if we 
both pay rent and lose money, but might feel weird if one person is benefitting and the 
other person is not" indicate internal struggle and concern about social dynamics and 
fairness. The statement "I'm 99% sure on my stance that I will either live at home or 
move out when I can invest in my own place" reveals a strong personal commitment 
that is now being questioned, suggesting anxiety about future plans. The use of "cold 
feet" in the tl;dr — a phrase commonly associated with sudden hesitation or emotional 
discomfort — directly signals stress. Additionally, the lack of clarity in how to 
communicate this uncertainty to a friend shows emotional vulnerability and fear of 
conflict or miscommunication. These elements collectively point to a person 
experiencing emotional distress and anxiety about a major life decision involving 
shared living arrangements and financial responsibility.

Figure 11: Case 2: A successful prediction by the Menta model on Task 1 (stress classification), in
contrast of Qwen-3’s misclassification of the same post. In the original post, cognitive or emotional
conflict and decision-making stress are highlighted in pink , while interpersonal or social strain

involving external relational dynamics is highlighted in yellow . In the SLM’s reasoning, correct

analysis is marked in green , correct analytical direction in blue , and overanalysis in red .

In contrast, Qwen-3 misclassifies the post as ‘Severe’, interpreting the intensity of physical symp-
toms and expressions of discomfort as proxies for psychological severity. Its rationale conflates
acute physical pain with anxiety and psychological distress, ultimately leading to an incorrect pre-
diction. This failure stems from an overreliance on surface-level distress cues without differentiating
somatic complaints from depressive features.

With fine-tuning, the Menta model has learned to focus on depression-specific markers and to align
predictions with the annotation conventions of the dataset. This case study illustrates Menta’s abil-
ity to distinguish between contextual distress and clinical depression, highlighting its strength in
predicting mental health states with greater precision.

Case 2: Stress Level Detection. A Reddit post labeled as ‘No stress’ describes a user’s reflections
on a housing decision involving a friend. The user expresses thoughts calmly, lays out options
rationally, and shows no indication of panic or overwhelming pressure.

The Menta model successfully classifies this post as ‘No stress’ and provides a rationale aligned
with this judgment. It highlights the user’s measured tone and maturity in navigating a potentially
sensitive decision, correctly interpreting the absence of impulsive or anxious language as indicative
of low stress. In contrast, Qwen-3 incorrectly predicts ‘Stressed’, over-indexing on phrases such
as ‘cold feet’ and ‘99% sure’, and misinterpreting thoughtful deliberation as internal turmoil. Ac-
cording to the reasoning, Qwen-3 highlights the user’s stress, emotional discomfort, and indecision,
which are psychological signals a well-functioning model should consider. However, it empha-
sizes external relational dynamic, social tension or potential relational mismatch, often linked to
conflict-avoidant behavior or suppressed distress (highlighted red in Figure 11) and concludes with
an incorrect prediction. Overall, this case study underscores the Menta model’s ability to effectively
predict mental health status with training.

Case 3: Suicidal Risk Level Detection. This case highlights a misclassification where a Reddit
post with supportive level of suicidal risk was predicted as behavior by the Menta model (Figure
12). The primary cause was the excessive input length, which included a long multi-speaker thread
with formatting noise (e.g., ‘&gt’;, list syntax, and HTML artifacts) and placeholder tokens such as
‘Hyperactive behavior’. These tokens acted as spurious cues, biasing the model toward behavior-
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['Absolutely.', 'Do you have any younger siblings?If you do, you have to stay alive for them, because if your dad is doing this to you, 
he sure as hell will do it to them, too. They need you to be doing whatever you can (i.e. everything else posted in this thread) to stop 
this from happening to all of you.If you dont, thats by no means a license to kill yourself. Keep pressing all the avenues posted here.

 

['Absolutely.', 'Do you have any younger siblings?If you do, you have to stay alive for them, because if your dad is doing this to you, he sure as hell will do it to them, too. They need you to be doing whatever you can (i.e. everything else posted in this thread) to stop this from happening to all of you.If you dont, thats by no means a license to kill yourself. Keep pressing all the avenues posted here. Document everything to the best of your ability in writing and if possible with visuals (Im sure I dont need to tell you to take care such documentation doesnt fall into the wrong hands) and go to the police and CPS with it. If theres a teacher or friend you trust with this, they can be an extremely valuable resource to you and can help you get out of this situation and to a safe place. (Im assuming youre from the US, since youre learning to drive at 16) Your Drug abuse school guidance counselor is most likely required to find help for you if they believe that there is a threat to your wellbeing at home. You dont want to end your life over this. There are much, much better ways out than Suicide, and if you keep looking, you will find one eventually.', 'OP probably lives in the US, where most people learn to drive in their mid-teens. OP mentioned "three more years" which leads me to believe they are 15 years old.', 'Listen, you dont seem Hyperactive behavior you really want to do this. 
You keep saying that youre happy and content and that this just seems Hyperactive behavior what to do and that its the "path you have chosen," but the fact of the matter is, this is a very permanent solution to very temporary problems, and while I certainly am not saying you dont have problems, it just doesnt seem Hyperactive behavior youre committed to Suicide for any substantive reason other than "because its there." Correct me if Im wrong, but you seem to be closer to not wanting to live than wanting to die.All of the reasons youve listen for wanting to commit Suicide can be resolved somehow (with the possible exception of your eye condition, but I dont believe that to be a hopeless cause). You can work on the problems youre having with drugs and Hypersomnia and your parents, and trust me, one day something will come along that will improve your outlook on the future. Do you want to know what happened to me? For a long time I felt really directionless and lost. I was happy, or at least content most of the time, but I had no passion for anything. I had no drive, nor any idea of what I wanted my future to look Hyperactive behavior. For a while I mostly just kept going because it seemed Hyperactive behavior the thing to do. Then I found hiking. A friend convinced me to join him on a six-month backpacking trip and I fell in love. Suddenly there were mountains 
to climb and goals to achieve; new things to see and do and learn about. Now its something I couldnt live without and I plan to spend the rest of my life, as long as it may be, exploring the mountains and the forests, because its where I feel at home. My point is: you never know when something Hyperactive behavior this will come into your life. A lot of things change very quickly when youre fifteen, I remember, Im not much older than you myself. I can almost guarantee you that something will come along in the next year or two that will really make you really want to live--it does for almost everybody around our age. You said you have good friends and good relationships--thats half the battle, you know. Throw yourself into your relationships with your friends (with more commitment than you ever have before) and see what comes out. Build on the friendships you already have. Live for them if you have to until you find your own something to live for. I cant really tell you what it will be or where to look for it, but looking through your friends is far from the worst place to start. Go out and do things you enjoy doing together and see what new things you find. I wasnt suicidal, but its what revealed my passion to me.If you want, please send me a private message. Id be happy to talk. Ill be around a little while longer tonight, and in the morning as well.', '&gt; When it came to 
projects and fund raisers, the best thing for me is to just tackle things one at a time. This is great advice. Dont let yourself get overwhelmed by a dozen things to do--push 11 out of your head until you finish the most pressing one. Rinse and repeat.In future, OP, **you have to learn to say "no" sometimes, and that its okay to do so.** I was in a similar situation at certain points in Drug abuse school when I felt Hyperactive behavior I was drowning in a sea of commitments, both ones that I did and did not ask for. A big part of the problem was that I over-committed myself to things. I was the first to volunteer and always wanted to do the best work I could. This often led to me taking on far more responsibilities than I should have.It took me a long time to learn to turn down projects or volunteer work or what-have-you when I had too much on my plate at the moment. My Irritable Mood was always: "Im sure I can make it work."Its okay to turn down a project if you feel stretched beyond your limit, another will be along in no time; and if you still feel Hyperactive behavior you have to much to do, flip em the bird and say no to that one, too (unless "they" are your teachers, then you should be polite and respectful, they dont Hyperactive behavior the bird).Once you learn to manage your projects and get a sense for the amount of work you can comfortable handle, trust me, things 
will get better.Hang in there, OP.', 'What makes you think that anyone would want to make this a public affair? If you went to someone you trusted and confided in them and asked them to help you, part of the implicit bargain (this goes for anything serious, not just Suicide) is that it remains between the two of you. Hell, you can even explicitly ask them not to speak about it to anyone else. Most people understand this type of Phobia, Social contract well and will keep it. Please speak to someone, anyone, about this. ', 'I know Im a little late to the party, but I was out all morning and only just got back to my computer. Im glad to hear your decision. Like I said in another comment. If you ever want to talk, feel free to PM me. :)', 'I dont think you really want to die. If you really did, if *all of you* really did, you wouldnt have come here. Theres at least a part of you that still wants to live. That part of you brought you here, hoping to find help.Theres a reason for you to live, Im sure of it. Theres one for all of us. You may not have found it yet, but there is one out there for you. Theres someone to love; something to love doing; a way to bring meaning into your life. Keep looking for it. Please dont kill yourself. I promise theres something for you in this world. It may not be obvious or easy to see, but it is there.', 'I think youre being downvoted because people felt it was obvious that 
OP was not yet in Japan.', 'Those people are not your parents. Even if they birthed you and raised you, no "true" parent would ever tell their child to kill themselves. Dont listen to them. Theyre not worth your time and certainly not worth your life. ', 'Im not sure Im the best one to help you--there are many other more capable people here than me--but I saw that the only comment on this post besides your own is a worthless, piece of shit troll and I wanted to tell you that he knows nothing. I dont think youre trash, and I definitely dont think you should kill yourself.']

Omitted due to the large text volume

Im not sure Im the best one to help you--there are many other more capable people here than me--but I saw that the only comment 
on this post besides your own is a worthless, piece of shit troll and I wanted to tell you that he knows nothing. I dont think youre 
trash, and I definitely dont think you should kill yourself.']

Post-Collection Phase

Model-Prediction Phase

True Label: Supportive | Menta Answer: Behavior
Reasoning: behavior I shouldnt take on more things than I can handle. I used to be Hyperactive behavior I couldnt say "no" and I 
would take on more things than I could handle and end up Hyperactive behavior I was failing and not doing so well on my classes. I 
found that I could make more friends and have more fun by saying "no" more, and I found that I was much more satisfied with my 
life. You need to be more focused and focus on one thing at a time. You cant do it all, and you shouldnt even try. You have to be 
more focused on the one thing you are working on. I was on a track to fail and I ended up getting an honor roll. I was just

Figure 12: Case 3: A failure case of the Menta model on Task 6 (suicide risk classification), where
supportive or encouraging language is highlighted in yellow and misinterpreted phrases in pink

in the original post. Repeated “behavior” noise is highlighted in red , while truly supportive content
(advice, encouragement, and personal experience) highlighted in blue .

related labels while ignoring clear supportive content such as ‘Please don’t kill yourself’ or ‘Go to
the police’.

The model’s training distribution includes both single-speaker inputs and multi-user interactions. In
this case, the post aggregates interleaved content from multiple speakers without clear boundaries,
increasing contextual complexity and deviating from typical training patterns. This structural mis-
match, along with the extended input length, can cause the model to fixate on early salient cues
while overlooking the broader supportive intent due to long-context instability.

6 DISCUSSION

With task-specific supervision and systematic fine-tuning, our model Menta achieves strong perfor-
mance across both binary and multi-level mental health classification tasks, including stress detec-
tion, depression severity, and suicidal ideation and risk assessment, capable of handling a diverse
range of mental health outcomes within a unified, efficient framework. Our Menta model performs
competitively with significantly larger LLMs, especially in depression and stress tasks, where it
even surpasses larger models in certain settings. These results demonstrate the practical viabil-
ity of well-optimized SLMs for continuous mental health monitoring, offering a cost-effective yet
high-performing solution for early detection in digital mental health applications. In this section, we
address three key questions regarding the use of SLMs and our fine-tuned Menta model in predicting
mental health outcomes, while also outlining current limitations and directions for future research.

Can SLMs effectively predict mental health status? Our findings demonstrate that SLMs possess
substantial capability in predicting mental health conditions from text-based social media data. De-
spite their smaller parameter sizes, the well-trained Menta successfully handled complex classifica-
tion tasks with great performance, which highlights the potential of such models to deliver accurate
mental health predictions, supporting their use in low-resource or deployment-constrained settings.

While a previous study (Jia et al., 2025) exploring SLMs in mental health focuses on SLMs in
the 2–7B range, our experiments specifically target models strictly smaller than 7B and show that
models below about 3.8B parameter scale (e.g., around 1B) fail to meaningfully perform, typically
outputting blank or random results in zero- or few-shot settings. This suggests that scaling language
models below a certain parameter threshold results in a catastrophic drop in task performance rather
than a gradual degradation, indicating the presence of a sharper lower-bound capacity limit. Our
work identifies this threshold explicitly within the mental health prediction domain. This observation
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is consistent with prior findings (Sengupta et al., 2025; Subramanian et al., 2025), that performance
degradation is not always smooth when size is reduced.

Our findings also align with prior work of MentalQLM (0.5B) (Shi et al., 2025), which demonstrated
strong performance in predicting a range of mental health outcomes including depression, stress,
and suicidal ideation. These results highlight the viability of fine-tuned SLMs for mental health
prediction, offering a favorable trade-off between computational efficiency and predictive accuracy.
Moreover, consistent with recent studies (Ren et al., 2024; Yang et al., 2024a), we observe that core
reasoning and question-answering abilities are preserved after fine-tuning, enabling the resulting
models to serve as multi-functional tools with superior performance on mental health tasks.

In summary, our experiments show that SLMs in the 3–7B parameter range offer a strong balance
between efficiency and predictive performance with fine-tuning. While smaller models fail to gen-
eralize or recognize task constraints, models within this range effectively classify psychological
signals in both zero-shot and few-shot settings. With targeted fine-tuning, our model Menta estab-
lishes a clear lower bound for model size, achieving strong performance on complex mental health
tasks while maintaining computational efficiency.

Balancing model size, accuracy, safety, and real-world impact in mental health AI. Comparing
the performance of SLMs and larger LLMs, fine-tuned SLMs show comparable or superior perfor-
mance in depression and stress level classification tasks while lower performance in suicidal ideation
prediction tasks. However, compared with non-trained SLMs, the performance improves in a large
degree as well as retaining a more balanced accuracy among prediction tasks and classes. Our
findings show that that well-optimized lightweight SLMs can retain core reasoning and contextual
understanding necessary for mental health inference.

Our findings were observed in previous work (Jia et al., 2025) that SLMs often came within 2% of
LLMs’ F1 scores in binary classification settings under zero-shot evaluation, highlighting the po-
tential of SLMs as resource-efficient and privacy-conscious alternatives in clinical or low-resource
environments. Other prior works have concentrated primarily on LLMs or hybrid models in mental
health domains. For instance, Kim et al. (Kim et al., 2025) compares zero-shot LLMs and supervised
classifiers built on LLM embeddings, showing that while LLMs generalize well in binary depression
classification, they struggle in fine-grained severity classification tasks, where our findings collab-
orate the difficulty in finer labels. Recent surveys (Ge et al., 2025; Garg et al., 2025) highlight the
growing promise of SLMs in digital health applications, noting their efficiency, reduced computa-
tional demands, and capacity for local deployment, which offer significant advantages over LLMs
by being more privacy-preserving and easier to integrate into real-world clinical or mobile settings.
Our work complements these surveys by providing empirical evidence for the operational boundary
of this trade-off, showing precisely when SLMs transition from viable to non-viable performance
levels for such sensitive mental health applications. Also, our compact Menta model demonstrates
that the on-device SLM deployment is essential for protecting user privacy, a primary ethical con-
cern in digital psychiatry (Patel et al., 2018; Jin et al., 2025). In resource-limited clinical settings,
particularly in low- and middle-income countries where mental-health workforce shortages persist
(Moitra et al., 2022), SLMs enable accessible, cost-efficient, and scalable mental-health screening
tools. Moreover, smaller models are easier to interpret and audit, aligning with recent calls for
transparent and accountable AI in healthcare (Doshi-Velez & Kim, 2017; Tonekaboni et al., 2019).

The competitiveness of SLMs in this domain primarily emerges because mental-health language
tasks often rely on localized lexical, affective, and syntactic cues, such as expressions of self-
reference, emotional polarity, and temporal framing, which can be effectively captured by moderate-
sized models without requiring the broad world knowledge encoded in LLMs. As shown in prior
work (Ji et al., 2021; Shen et al., 2018; Benton et al., 2017), fine-tuning on domain-specific corpora
substantially narrows the performance gap between smaller and larger architectures. Our findings
extend this evidence by demonstrating that parameter-efficient fine-tuning (e.g., LoRA) combined
with adaptive, weighted loss functions enables SLMs to learn discriminative representations for
mental-health prediction at a fraction of the computational cost.

While LLMs generally outperform across a broader range of tasks due to their larger capacity and
instruction-following capabilities, SLMs demonstrate competitive and even superior performance
on specific tasks, particularly depression and stress prediction tasks. For the remaining tasks, al-
though SLMs show notable improvements, their performance still underperforms compared with
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LLMs (Xu et al., 2024). This suggests that SLMs can be highly effective when the task structure
and linguistic signals are well-aligned with their capacity. However, a critical limitation remains:
SLMs struggle with long input sequences due to both token-length constraints and reduced capabil-
ity in handling extended contextual dependencies (Kumar, 2025). This restricts their applicability
in scenarios requiring nuanced understanding of lengthy or complex user narratives, where LLMs
maintain a distinct advantage (Lu et al., 2024).

Overall, our findings support a paradigm shift from size-centric scaling to purpose-centric optimiza-
tion in mental-health AI. As efficiency, transparency, safety and user privacy (Zhang et al., 2021)
become increasingly prioritized in clinical machine learning, the balance between performance and
practicality will define the next generation of digital mental-health tools. SLMs address emerging
demands in digital mental health for in-situ, low-latency, and privacy-preserving early detection
(Harari et al., 2016; Wang et al., 2018), while also aligning with growing calls for transparent and
accountable AI in healthcare settings (Wies et al., 2021; Smith et al., 2023). By showing that fine-
tuned SLMs with adaptive, cross-dataset strategies can match or surpass LLMs in mental-health
outcome prediction, this study provides empirical evidence that smaller, well-aligned models may
offer a more sustainable and ethically sound path forward for real-world mental-health monitoring.

What tasks are most suitable for SLMs? In our work, we demonstrate that cross-dataset train-
ing is not only feasible but beneficial for predicting depression, stress, and suicidal ideation, when
combined with an adaptive loss design. This finding resonates with observations from Yao et al.
(Benton et al., 2017), who reported that shared latent representations across related affective tasks
can promote positive transfer. However, unlike their multi-task architecture, our approach achieves
comparable cross-task gains within a parameter-efficient fine-tuning paradigm (LoRA), thereby re-
ducing computational cost and memory footprint. This distinction highlights that even lightweight
fine-tuning frameworks can leverage dataset diversity effectively, provided the optimization objec-
tive is properly calibrated.

Also, we found that the fine-tuned model Menta shows better performance in depression and stress
detection tasks compared with suicidal risk detection. We found that fine-tuned and non-fine-tuned
SLMs, and even larger language models, tend to achieve stronger performance on depression and
stress detection tasks compared to suicide risk classification. For example, a systematic review
(Bauer et al., 2024) further notes that language models often misclassify nuanced expressions of
suicidality due to class imbalance and the reliance on contextual or temporal dependencies, which
are not captured in single posts. Our findings also collaborate with another study (Lamichhane,
2023), which reported F1-scores of 0.86 for depression detection and only 0.37 for suicidality de-
tection on social media data. These findings reflect that depression and stress often manifest with
clearer linguistic patterns and more abundant data, whereas suicidality may be rarer, more context
dependent, and linguistically subtler, making it harder for models to learn reliably. As a conse-
quence, SLMs (and even larger models) may be better suited for screening tasks (e.g., detecting
depression or stress) than for nuanced stratification of suicide risk without additional multimodal or
temporal data.

Limitation and future directions. Despite demonstrating that SLMs such as Qwen-3 (4B) can
effectively perform mental health prediction tasks, several limitations constrain the generalizability
and interpretability of our findings.

While our evaluation used diverse datasets covering depression, stress, and suicidal ideation, all
inputs were textual social media posts. This focus excludes multimodal features such as linguistic
style dynamics, user metadata, or interaction patterns, that often play a critical role in understanding
real-world mental health contexts. Incorporating multimodal signals could improve robustness and
ecological validity in future work (Yazdavar et al., 2020; Khoo et al., 2024). Also, one key limitation
of this study lies in the restricted diversity of datasets and mental health tasks explored. Our evalua-
tion primarily focused on three task categories depression, stress, and suicidal ideation, each derived
from publicly available social media datasets. While these benchmarks are widely adopted in af-
fective computing, they still represent a narrow subset of the psychological spectrum. Real-world
mental health expressions often encompass more nuanced and overlapping conditions such as anxi-
ety, bipolar disorder, and emotional dysregulation, which are underrepresented in our current corpus
(Cao et al., 2024). Additionally, all analyses were conducted on publicly available, anonymized
datasets rather than in clinical environments. While this design ensures privacy and reproducibility,
it limits conclusions about clinical safety, ethical compliance, and longitudinal reliability (Seyed-
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salehi & Fazel, 2024). Future directions include the test of federated or on-device fine-tuned SLMs
in clinical settings. Deploying such models as assistive rather than diagnostic tools, under clinician
supervision, could provide a safe bridge between algorithmic insights and responsible mental health
support.

7 CONCLUSION

In conclusion, this work demonstrates the feasibility and effectiveness of SLMs for digital mental
health prediction from social media text. By introducing Menta, the first optimized and compact
SLM fine-tuned across six mental health tasks, we show that careful architectural and training design
enables high performance without sacrificing efficiency or deployability. Menta not only achieves
strong predictive accuracy, especially for binary stress and suicidality detection, but also operates in
real time on resource-constrained devices such as smartphones. These findings highlight that SLMs
can offer scalable, private, and interpretable mental health support, bridging the gap between clinical
relevance and technological accessibility.

These findings addresses critical challenges of cost, accessibility, and privacy that limit traditional
approaches. While our results provide encouraging evidence, further work should evaluate mul-
timodal and cross-lingual extensions, clinical validation, and interpretability to ensure responsible
translation into practice. Overall, Menta demonstrates that small, task-optimized language models
can deliver accurate, efficient, and interpretable mental health predictions, while enabling scalable
and privacy-preserving real-world deployment and shows that adaptive fine-tuning can bridge the
gap between efficiency and performance in next-generation digital mental-health systems.
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Task 1: "Is the poster of the post stressed? Classify the Users’ post text into 0 and 1. 1 means stressed, 0 means 
not stressed."

Task 3: "Is the poster of the post depressed? Classify the Users’ post text into 0 and 1. 1 means depressed, 0 
means not depressed."

Task 2: "Is the poster of the post experiencing suicidal ideation? Classify the following text as 0 or 1. 0 means 
user has no suicidal ideation, 1 means user has suicidal ideation."

Task 4: "What level of depression is the person experiencing? Classify the Users’ post text into 0, 1, 2 and 3. 3 
means severe depression, 2 means moderate depression, 1 means mild depression, 0 means minimum 
depression."

Task 5: "Is the poster of the post at high risk or low risk for suicide? Classify the Users’ post text into 0 and 1. 1 
means high suicide risk, 0 means low suicide risk."

Task 6: "What is the suicide risk level of the poster of the post? Classify the Users’ post text into 0, 1, 2, 3 and 4. 
0 means Supportive, 1 means Ideation, 2 means Behavior, 3 means Attempt, 4 means Indicator."

Figure 13: Prompt Instruction for the Six Mental Health Tasks.
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Figure 14: Training loss for the six individually fine-tuned models trained with Task 1-6 data re-
spectively, compared with the Menta model trained on all six tasks.
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Table 2: Accuracy of different models across tasks and few-shot settings (mean ± standard devia-
tion), with the best performance highlighted in bold and the second-best underlined.

Task Model-Size Zero-shot One-shot Two-shot Three-shot Four-shot

Task 1

Gemma-3 (1B) 0.48 ± 0.01 0.53 ± 0.03 0.55 ± 0.02 0.56 ± 0.03 0.52 ± 0.02
Gemma-3 (4B) 0.53 ± 0.03 0.60 ± 0.05 0.57 ± 0.03 0.59 ± 0.02 0.58 ± 0.03
Qwen-3 (4B) 0.56 ± 0.01 0.64 ± 0.04 0.62 ± 0.02 0.63 ± 0.02 0.62 ± 0.02
Phi-4 Mini (3.8B) 0.57 ± 0.02 0.69 ± 0.02 0.59 ± 0.02 0.66 ± 0.03 0.62 ± 0.02
TinyLLaMA (1.1B) 0.50 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01 0.50 ± 0.05 0.52 ± 0.01
Falcon (1.3B) 0.51 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.02 0.51 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01 0.53 ± 0.01
StableLM (3B) 0.50 ± 0.00 0.59 ± 0.00 0.59 ± 0.00 0.59 ± 0.00 0.59 ± 0.00

Task 2

Gemma-3 (1B) 0.50 ± 0.00 0.57 ± 0.06 0.61 ± 0.08 0.53 ± 0.08 0.55 ± 0.03
Gemma-3 (4B) 0.63 ± 0.01 0.60 ± 0.08 0.63 ± 0.03 0.59 ± 0.01 0.62 ± 0.05
Qwen-3 (4B) 0.70 ± 0.01 0.66 ± 0.03 0.67 ± 0.01 0.70 ± 0.02 0.67 ± 0.01
Phi-4 Mini (3.8B) 0.69 ± 0.01 0.66 ± 0.05 0.66 ± 0.04 0.68 ± 0.02 0.66 ± 0.01
TinyLLaMA (1.1B) 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.01 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.01
Falcon (1.3B) 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.02 0.50 ± 0.01
StableLM (3B) 0.53 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01

Task 3

Gemma3 (1B) 0.25 ± 0.01 0.29 ± 0.03 0.30 ± 0.03 0.28 ± 0.01 0.28 ± 0.01
Gemma3 (4B) 0.30 ± 0.01 0.32 ± 0.02 0.31 ± 0.01 0.30 ± 0.01 0.31 ± 0.02
Qwen-3 (4B) 0.30 ± 0.00 0.33 ± 0.02 0.34 ± 0.01 0.34 ± 0.02 0.37 ± 0.01
Phi-4 Mini (3.8B) 0.35 ± 0.01 0.38 ± 0.01 0.38 ± 0.00 0.37 ± 0.01 0.37 ± 0.01
TinyLLama (1.1B) 0.25 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.00
Falcon (1.3B) 0.24 ± 0.01 0.25 ± 0.00 0.26 ± 0.01 0.26 ± 0.01 0.26 ± 0.01
StableLM (3B) 0.24 ± 0.01 0.29 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.00

Task 4

Gemma-3 (1B) 0.36 ± 0.01 0.35 ± 0.02 0.35 ± 0.02 0.36 ± 0.01 0.34 ± 0.01
Gemma-3 (4B) 0.37 ± 0.01 0.37 ± 0.01 0.37 ± 0.01 0.36 ± 0.01 0.36 ± 0.01
Qwen-3 (4B) 0.41 ± 0.01 0.40 ± 0.01 0.41 ± 0.01 0.41 ± 0.01 0.42 ± 0.01
Phi-4 Mini (3.8B) 0.42 ± 0.01 0.43 ± 0.01 0.43 ± 0.01 0.43 ± 0.01 0.43 ± 0.01
TinyLLama (1.1B) 0.29 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.00 0.30 ± 0.00 0.30 ± 0.00 0.30 ± 0.01
Falcon (1.3B) 0.27 ± 0.01 0.28 ± 0.00 0.29 ± 0.01 0.29 ± 0.00 0.28 ± 0.00
StableLM (3B) 0.27 ± 0.00 0.28 ± 0.00 0.28 ± 0.00 0.28 ± 0.00 0.28 ± 0.00

Task 5

Gemma-3 (1B) 0.46 ± 0.01 0.49 ± 0.01 0.48 ± 0.03 0.49 ± 0.01 0.50 ± 0.03
Gemma-3 (4B) 0.48 ± 0.00 0.54 ± 0.02 0.51 ± 0.02 0.53 ± 0.01 0.54 ± 0.02
Qwen-3 (4B) 0.53 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.01 0.49 ± 0.03 0.49 ± 0.01 0.49 ± 0.01
Phi-4 Mini (3.8B) 0.58 ± 0.01 0.58 ± 0.02 0.61 ± 0.02 0.60 ± 0.01 0.59 ± 0.01
TinyLLama (1.1B) 0.50 ± 0.00 0.46 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.02 0.49 ± 0.02 0.48 ± 0.01
Falcon (1.3B) 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.00 0.50 ± 0.00
StableLM (3B) 0.46 ± 0.02 0.50 ± 0.01 0.49 ± 0.02 0.50 ± 0.01 0.51 ± 0.02

Task 6

Gemma-3 (1B) 0.20 ± 0.01 0.20 ± 0.00 0.20 ± 0.01 0.20 ± 0.01 0.20 ± 0.01
Gemma-3 (4B) 0.22 ± 0.01 0.24 ± 0.02 0.24 ± 0.01 0.26 ± 0.01 0.27 ± 0.01
Qwen-3 (4B) 0.23 ± 0.12 0.26 ± 0.02 0.27 ± 0.02 0.26 ± 0.02 0.27 ± 0.01
Phi-4 Mini (3.8B) 0.21 ± 0.00 0.26 ± 0.00 0.26 ± 0.01 0.26 ± 0.00 0.24 ± 0.03
TinyLLama (1.1B) 0.22 ± 0.02 0.21 ± 0.01 0.21 ± 0.01 0.21 ± 0.01 0.21 ± 0.01
Falcon (1.3B) 0.20 ± 0.00 0.20 ± 0.01 0.19 ± 0.01 0.20 ± 0.01 0.21 ± 0.02
StableLM (3B) 0.20 ± 0.00 0.25 ± 0.00 0.24 ± 0.00 0.24 ± 0.01 0.24 ± 0.00

Table 3: Balanced Accuracy (BACC) results across six tasks with mean and standard deviation, with
the best performance highlighted in bold and the second-best underlined.

Model Task 1 Task 2 Task 3 Task 4 Task 5 Task 6

Menta-T1 0.83 ± 0.02 0.67 ± 0.04 0.30 ± 0.10 0.68 ± 0.04 0.55 ± 0.01 0.25 ± 0.01
Menta-T2 0.79 ± 0.04 0.75 ± 0.04 0.31 ± 0.01 0.65 ± 0.04 0.56 ± 0.02 0.23 ± 0.03
Menta-T3 0.77 ± 0.02 0.66 ± 0.05 0.37 ± 0.06 0.66 ± 0.03 0.52 ± 0.02 0.26 ± 0.02
Menta-T4 0.76 ± 0.01 0.63 ± 0.04 0.27 ± 0.04 0.63 ± 0.03 0.56 ± 0.01 0.25 ± 0.02
Menta-T5 0.58 ± 0.02 0.55 ± 0.04 0.29 ± 0.03 0.51 ± 0.00 0.47 ± 0.06 0.22 ± 0.03
Menta-T6 0.66 ± 0.05 0.65 ± 0.05 0.27 ± 0.03 0.54 ± 0.02 0.47 ± 0.06 0.24 ± 0.04
Menta (General Model) 0.81 ± 0.02 0.73 ± 0.05 0.38 ± 0.07 0.61 ± 0.03 0.60 ± 0.03 0.26 ± 0.05
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Table 4: Consolidated deployment performance across all tasks, with the best performance high-
lighted in bold and the second-best underlined.

Task Model TTFT (s) ITPS (/s) OET (s) OTPS (/s) Total Time (s) RAM (GB)

Task 1

Phi-4 Mini 1.239 870.8 8.148 5.4 5834.33 2.58
Qwen-3 3.705 3516.5 5.193 1.9 3718.19 2.94
Menta 4.024 3587.0 6.335 1.8 4535.86 2.99
StableLM 2.599 37.5 23.2 6.6 16541.60 4.77

Task 2

Phi-4 Mini 1.376 723.1 8.174 4.4 29050.40 2.58
Qwen-3 4.202 2941.3 6.760 1.6 24025.04 3.03
Menta 4.777 2931.6 10.885 1.9 38685.29 3.04
StableLM 2.486 38.6 22.54 6.7 80084.62 3.89

Task 3

Phi-4 Mini 2.333 1055.1 8.384 5.1 29668.79 2.58
Qwen-3 4.288 4337.2 6.834 1.6 24265.29 3.03
Menta 5.083 4275.4 12.837 1.8 45622.70 3.04
StableLM 2.512 38.3 22.288 6.8 79189.26 3.91

Task 4

Phi-4 Mini 1.236 1097.0 8.213 3.4 3120.94 2.90
Qwen-3 3.042 2930.2 4.875 1.5 1852.50 2.94
Menta 3.080 2698.1 4.910 1.4 1917.20 3.00
StableLM 2.708 33.5 24.473 6.3 9299.74 4.11

Task 5

Phi-4 Mini 1.287 1041.5 8.656 5.1 4328.00 2.59
Qwen-3 6.966 5550.0 25.428 1.3 12650.30 2.95
Menta 6.005 6031.4 27.657 1.3 13828.50 3.04
StableLM 2.431 37.4 24.104 6.3 12052.00 3.52

Task 6

Phi-4 Mini 1.227 1063.4 7.296 6.0 3648.00 2.59
Qwen-3 6.904 5416.7 27.509 1.4 13754.50 3.04
Menta 5.741 5851.4 19.883 1.3 9941.50 2.94
StableLM 2.51 36.9 23.1 6.4 11500.00 3.53
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