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Abstract—The rapid research and development of genera-
tive artificial intelligence has enabled the generation of high-
quality images, text, and 3D models from text prompts. This
advancement impels an inquiry into whether these models can
be leveraged to create digital artifacts for both creative and
engineering applications. Drawing on innovative designs from
other domains may be one answer to this question, much like
the historical practice of “bionics”, where humans have sought
inspiration from nature’s exemplary designs. This raises the
intriguing possibility of using generative models to simultaneously
tackle design tasks across multiple domains, facilitating cross-
domain learning and resulting in a series of innovative design
solutions. In this paper, we propose LLM2FEA as the first
attempt to discover novel designs in generative models by
transferring knowledge across multiple domains. By utilizing a
multi-factorial evolutionary algorithm (MFEA) to drive a large
language model, LLM2FEA integrates knowledge from various
fields to generate prompts that guide the generative model in
discovering novel and practical objects. Experimental results
in the context of 3D aerodynamic design verify the discovery
capabilities of the proposed LLM2FEA. The designs generated
by LLM2FEA not only satisfy practicality requirements to a
certain degree but also feature novel and aesthetically pleasing
shapes, demonstrating the potential applications of LLM2FEA
in discovery tasks.

Index Terms—Large Langauge Model, Generative AI, LLM
Evolutionary Optimizers, Evolutionary Multitasking, text-to-3D,
Creative Design, Design Discovery, Multi-Prompt Optimization

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid advancement of generative artificial intel-
ligence (GenAI), a diverse array of models has emerged to
perform a broad spectrum of tasks [1]. Large language models
(LLMs), for instance, are employed in applications such as
conversational agents and question-answering systems [2]. Ad-
ditionally, text-to-image and text-to-3D models are leveraged
to generate images and three-dimensional shapes from textual
prompts [3]–[5]. The remarkable generative capabilities of
these models have not only profoundly impacted the field of
artificial intelligence but have also showcased strong potential
to other domains, such as engineering design in traditional
industrial sectors, including automotive and aerospace [6],
[7]. In this paper, we mainly focus on applying GenAI in
conceptual design.

GenAI offers several advantages in the domain of engineer-
ing conceptual design, which we here exemplary introduce

for aerodynamic design. Traditionally, aerodynamic design
involves parameterizing the shape of an object, such as a car or
an airplane, followed by optimizing the parameterized shape
using a combination of physical simulators and black-box
optimizers, such as Bayesian optimization [8] and evolutionary
algorithms [9]. This process aims to obtain an aerodynamic
shape with the optimal performance on one or several spe-
cific engineering indicator(s) and requirements. However, the
current limitations of black-box optimizers in handling high-
dimensional parameters [10] and the structured constraints
implicit in the shape of the object often restrict designers
to using a limited number of parameters [7]. As a result,
modifications are typically confined to local adjustments on an
existing, mature shape, thus impeding substantial alterations to
the design. The introduction of generative models has trans-
formed this approach. For instance, text-to-3D models [9], [11]
can generate complex and diverse three-dimensional shapes
from simple textual prompts. This capability enables engineers
to explore and refine aerodynamic designs by iteratively ad-
justing the input prompts and recording high-quality 3D shapes
generated by the model. This method facilitates a more flexible
and expansive approach to aerodynamic design, allowing for
significant modifications to the shape of the object beyond the
constraints of traditional parameterization techniques. Notably,
two prominent studies have explored and demonstrated the
effectiveness of this approach in aerodynamic design [6], [12].

Existing research highlights the substantial potential of
GenAI in the domain of engineering design. However, most
studies predominantly focus on achieving optimal designs
based on predetermined engineering criteria. In this paper,
we propose to extend the exploration of generative models
beyond conventional applications. We aim to leverage these
models not only to generate standard and specific designs that
meet predetermined engineering criteria but also to discover
novel designs that integrate both visual and practical elements,
a concept known as novelty search [13]. Historically, many
innovative designs have drawn inspiration from nature’s ex-
emplary creations, a practice referred to as “bionics” [14].
This historical precedent motivates us to explore whether gen-
erative models can simultaneously tackle design tasks across
multiple domains, thereby facilitating cross-domain learning
and resulting in a series of innovative design solutions.
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Based on the above considerations, we propose an LLM-
driven Multi-Factorial Evolutionary Algorithm (LLM2FEA)
as the first attempt to discover novel designs by transferring
knowledge across multiple design domains. LLM2FEA is
predicated on the observation that the choice of prompts
significantly influences the outputs of generative models. We
hypothesize that generative models can be guided to produce
unexpectedly innovative designs by providing creatively de-
signed prompts. In essence, LLM2FEA can be considered an
ensemble of three primary components, each serving a specific
purpose as outlined below:

• Shape Generation Component: This component is de-
signed to generate specific shapes using a generative
model. We employ a text-to-3D model for this task. The
text-to-3D model generates a complete 3D shape that
aligns with user expectations by providing an appropriate
text prompt. Importantly, these models have the poten-
tial to synthesize novel 3D content based on creative
text prompts that incorporate cross-domain information,
thereby facilitating the discovery of innovative designs.

• LLM-based Prompt Generation Component: In recent
years, LLMs have demonstrated remarkable natural lan-
guage processing capabilities, profoundly impressing re-
searchers and practitioners alike. The extensive knowl-
edge embedded within LLMs makes them powerful tools
for generating coherent and high-quality text prompts.
Moreover, as highlighted in [15], the phenomenon of
hallucination in LLMs is not always detrimental; it can
also foster positive creativity. Based on these consider-
ations, we employ an LLM to generate reasonable and
creative text prompts in this component. These prompts
guide the text-to-3D model in generating innovative and
contextually relevant 3D shapes.

• Evolutionary Multitask Searching Component: While
LLMs can generate reasonable prompts, they may not
necessarily guide the text-to-3D model to produce shapes
with optimal performance in terms of engineering met-
rics. Therefore, it is crucial to incorporate a search mech-
anism to identify the most effective prompt for the text-to-
3D model. Evolutionary algorithms have proven effective
tools for prompt optimization [16]; however, traditional
approaches typically explore knowledge from a single
internal task. Hence, such approaches lack the capability
to integrate cross-domain knowledge from multiple tasks,
which is essential for generating innovative designs.
To address this limitation, we employ an evolutionary
multitasking technique that leverages tasks from differ-
ent domains, thereby facilitating the search for prompts
that lead to creative designs guided by cross-domain
knowledge. Specifically, we utilize the widely recognized
Multi-Factorial Evolutionary Algorithm (MFEA) [17] as
the search engine for this purpose. This approach enables
the identification of optimal prompts that meet practi-
cality criteria and inspire novel design solutions through
synthesizing knowledge across multiple domains.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• This paper introduces a novel approach by integrating

an LLM within an evolutionary multitasking framework,
marking the first known attempt to leverage LLM capa-
bilities for creative design optimization in this context.

• Our study demonstrates that the cross-domain learning
capabilities of the MFEA can significantly enhance the
creative exploration capabilities of the LLM. This syn-
ergy enables the generation of more innovative prompts,
thereby guiding a text-to-3D model to produce designs
with heightened novelty.

• The effectiveness of the LLM2FEA is verified on a
set of aerodynamic design problems. The experimental
results reveal that the proposed LLM2FEA not only
excels in discovering designs with superior engineering
performance but also fosters innovation in artistic vehicle
designs.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section
II reviews related work from the literature and provides an
overview of key background concepts. Section III introduces
the LLM2FEA framework in detail. Section IV presents the
experimental studies and results. Finally, Section V concludes
the paper and discusses future directions.

II. RELATED WORKS

In this section, we provide an overview of related work.
First, we discuss the applications of text-to-X models in
creative and engineering conceptual design domains. Next, we
review techniques related to prompt engineering and optimiza-
tion, which are primarily used to generate suitable prompts
for text-to-X models. Finally, we examine how evolutionary
algorithms can be employed to handle multi-prompt optimiza-
tion tasks simultaneously, a recently conceptualized paradigm
known as evolutionary multitasking (EMT).

A. Text-to-X Models in Creative & Engineering Conceptual
Design

Recently, text-to-X models (where X represents various
outputs such as languages, images, or 3D shapes), which allow
the user to specify the design specification using free-form
natural language explicitly as text prompts, have distinguished
themselves among generative models due to their superior
performance and significant impact. Pioneering work investi-
gated the use of text-to-image generative models to synthesize
novel artistic digital artifacts that best satisfy user preferences
[18], creating new research opportunities in using GenAI for
creative designs. On the other hand, Point-E [11] and Shap-
E [19] were among the first models to generate 3D objects
from text prompts. In contrast to Point-E, which is based
on 3D point cloud representations, Shap-E provides more
advanced features, such as a differentiable implementation
of the marching cubes 33 algorithm [20] to synthesize 3D
polygonal meshes, which are commonly used representation
format in computer graphics or for computational simulation-
based applications.

B. Prompt Engineering and Optimization
An interesting observation is that the provided prompt

significantly influences the generated results of text-to-X mod-
els. Consequently, designing effective prompts is crucial for
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leveraging the full potential of generative models to solve
various tasks. Initially, scholars designed effective, prompt
formats manually to accomplish their target tasks better,
leading to the proposal of several state-of-the-art prompts
in recent years [21], [22]. Moreover, prompt optimization
techniques have been introduced to search for the optimal
prompt by utilizing optimizers. Both black-box optimizers [23]
and gradient-based optimizers [24], [25] are employed for this
purpose.

In recent years, prompt optimization techniques have also
been applied in conceptual design optimization [6]. In that
work, the authors proposed a fully automated evolution-
ary design optimization framework incorporating evolutionary
strategy and performance-based guidance to seek novel 3D
car designs in Shap-E text-to-3D generative model. However,
the design search in the text-prompt space can potentially
lead to many ill-defined designs as Shap-E was not trained
specifically on a dataset of car shapes. To mitigate such issues,
vision-language models [26], [27] were introduced to the
framework that penalizes ill-defined designs [12]. The research
demonstrated the possibility of optimizing generated designs
via evolutionary methods that optimize only the prompts to
satisfy both practicality and visual requirements. However, the
optimized design often still highly resembles car shapes as the
optimization objective solely focuses on seeking car designs.

Due to the powerful language comprehension and genera-
tion capabilities, LLMs are also considered effective tools for
generating prompts and can even be employed as optimizers.
For instance, Yang et al. [28] directly utilized an LLM as
the optimizer for the prompt optimization task, demonstrating
the feasibility and effectiveness of this approach. Guo et
al. [16] combined evolutionary algorithms with an LLM to
enhance prompt optimization, leveraging the strengths of both
methods. Additionally, Yang et al. [29] employed evolutionary
multiobjective optimization as a mechanism to search for
Pareto-optimal prompts, illustrating a sophisticated approach
to optimizing prompts across multiple objectives. However,
most of the aforementioned methods focus on a single task.
As discussed in Section I, we posit that incorporating cross-
domain learning into the optimization process can lead to
prompts that may yield innovative design solutions. Therefore,
we propose to achieve prompt optimization by employing
evolutionary multitasking techniques. This approach leverages
knowledge from multiple domains to generate prompts that are
not only effective but also capable of inspiring novel designs.

C. Evolutionary Multitasking

Traditionally, the primary focus of conventional evolution-
ary algorithms has been on generating a set of solutions
for a single optimization task [9]. However, inspired by the
human brain’s capability for parallel task processing, the
EMT paradigm has recently emerged as a population-based
search methodology specifically designed to address multiple
optimization tasks concurrently [30]. In contrast to traditional
evolutionary algorithms, EMT offers a significant advantage
by exploiting latent synergies between distinct yet related
optimization tasks, thereby enhancing search performance in

terms of solution quality and convergence rate. Over the past
few years, several successful applications of EMT have been
documented across various domains, including manufacturing
process design [31], mobile edge computing [32], and vehicle
routing [33]. These examples highlight EMT’s potential in effi-
ciently solving complex, multi-faceted problems by leveraging
cross-task knowledge sharing.

In recent advancements, there has been a growing interest
in integrating evolutionary algorithms with LLMs to tackle
optimization tasks, encompassing both traditional optimization
tasks [34], [35] and prompt optimization tasks [16]. Despite
these advancements, there has been no documented work on
the integration of EMT with LLMs for optimization purposes.
In this paper, we demonstrate that combining EMT with LLMs
not only facilitates the optimization process but also promotes
the discovery of novel and creative solutions.

III. LARGE LANGUATE MODEL DRIVEN
MULTI-FACTORIAL EVOLUTIONARY ALGORITHM

In this section, we will provide a detailed introduction to
the proposed LLM2FEA framework. First, we will describe the
problem setting of the multitask optimization problem under
consideration. Next, we will delve into the details of each
component of the LLM2FEA framework, explaining their roles
within the system.

A. Problem Setting

In this paper, we adopt a multitasking framework based
on the approaches described in [17] and [34] to guide LLMs
in generating meaningful prompts for a text-to-3D generative
model. This model is designed to synthesize novel designs
that meet the objectives of the discovery task. Specifically,
for the i-th task (i ∈ {1, ..., I}), the corresponding prompt
template is structured as follows:

zi =“A < ti > in the shape of < ρi >”

Here, the term “ti” refers to a language sequence that specifies
the target of the discovery task (e.g., “ti” could be set to
“car” or “airplane”). The variable pi represents the part of the
prompt that needs to be optimized. Based on this setting, the
objective function for the i-th task is formulated as follows:

min
ρi

: Ex ∼ pθ(x|zi) [fphysics (x) + α(1.0− fvisual(x|ti)]

s.t. 0.5 ≤ fvisual(x|ti) ≤ 1.0.
(1)

where α is a predefined weight, pθ(x|zi) represents a text-to-
3D model that generates 3D shapes x based on the prompt zi.
The function fphysics(·) is a physics evaluator that estimates
the performance of the shape x in terms of engineering
indicators. Additionally, we employ a vision-language model
fvisual(·|ti), as suggested by the findings in [12], to measure
the probability that the generated 3D design visually aligns
with the target task label ti. This setting of the objective
function ensures that the optimized prompt generates shapes
that not only meet optimal physical criteria but also adhere to
the conceptual elements represented by ti.
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B. LLM2FEA Framework Overview
The framework of LLM2FEA, as presented in Algorithm

1, is similar to that of the classic MFEA [17]. In addition,
we introduce several modifications to the algorithm that trans-
form it into an effective generative evolutionary algorithm for
discovery, which we present in this section.

Algorithm 1 LLM2FEA
Input: Discovery tasks T = {t1, .., tI}, Size of population N ,

the physics evaluator fphysics, the vision-language model
fvisual, and weight α

Output: Archive dataset D and St set of prompt and its
corresponding generated solution and skill factor tuples

1: t← 0, D ← ∅
2: Initialize a population of individuals as current-pop St =
{(ρ1, x1, τ1), ..., (ρN , xN , τN ) | τ{1,...,N} ∈ T}

3: Evaluate every individual in current-pop (St) for every
discovery task objective in the multi-task environment.

4: while terminating condition not met do
5: Apply genetic LLM generative operators on current-pop

to generate an offspring-pop.
6: Evaluate individuals in offspring-pop for selected dis-

covery tasks.
7: Archive unique designs in offspring-pop and its corre-

sponding fitness scores to dataset D.
8: Merge current-pop and offspring-pop to form an

intermediate-pop.
9: Select fittest individuals from intermediate-pop to form

the next generation current-pop (St+1).
10: t← t+ 1
11: end while

1) Population Initialization: The LLM2FEA algorithm
starts with generating an initial population of individual
prompts. Drawing learnings from [12], we employ LLM with
the aim of instantiating the following prompt template, zi =“A
< ti > in the shape of < ρi >”, by completing the sentence
for a given discovery task i. Here, the skill factor τ , an
algorithmic feature defined in classical MFEA to represent
an individual’s cultural bias, is effectively the discovery task
itself. Furthermore, LLM is instructed to generate prompts
for all I discovery tasks, each with N/num tasks prompts.
These prompts are then served to the text-to-3D generative
model pθ(x|zi) for synthesizing corresponding 3D designs.
It is worth highlighting that this prompt template is used
throughout our algorithm for multi-prompt optimization.

2) LLM-based Crossover and Mutation for the Offspring
Generation: As highlighted in [18], conventional evolutionary
algorithms typically employ simple genetic crossover opera-
tors and probabilistic models, such as Gaussian distributions,
as mutation operators. However, these traditional crossover and
mutation techniques exhibit several limitations when applied
to prompt optimization. Firstly, performing crossover and
mutation necessitates embedding a prompt into a vector space,
wherein the search for the optimal prompt is conducted. Given
that prompts are often natural language sequences, the dimen-
sionality of the embedded vector space can become exceed-

ingly large. Unfortunately, evolutionary algorithms generally
struggle with high-dimensional search spaces, leading to low
efficiency in the prompt optimization process. Secondly, mean-
ingful prompts in natural language often entail implicit con-
straints inherent in language sequences. Traditional crossover
and mutation operators fail to account for these implicit
constraints, potentially resulting in nonsensical prompts that
may not effectively generate reasonable 3D shapes. Thirdly,
considering that LLMs contain extensive prior knowledge [34],
leveraging them for crossover and mutation could facilitate
the generation of more coherent and contextually appropriate
prompts by utilizing this embedded knowledge.

Based on the above consideration, we employ the LLM
to implement the crossover and mutation on our algorithm.
Specifically, the following three assortative mating operators
are designed [17]:

• Self-Mating: We instruct the LLM to select an individ-
ual parent prompt from current-pop (St) and randomly
replace some words with other words in the prompt with
respect to the discovery task objective.

• Inter-tasks Mating: The LLM is instructed to first ran-
domly select one individual parent prompt of discovery
task i and one individual parent prompt of discovery
task j from current-pop (St). The LLM will instantiate
the prompt template by picking some words from both
parents. The instantiated prompt is then mutated by the
LLM by randomly replacing some words with other
words in the prompt with respect to the discovery task
objective.

• Intra-task Mating: The LLM will randomly select two
individual parent prompts of the same discovery task i to
instantiate the prompt template by picking some words
from both parents. This instantiated prompt is mutated by
the LLM by randomly replacing some words with other
words in the prompt with respect to the discovery task
objective.

We assign a mating operator of each offspring individual by
first randomly selecting two parents in the current-pop. If the
two randomly selected parent candidates possess the same skill
factor, the intra-task mating operator is selected. Conversely,
if their skill factor differ, the inter-tasks mating operator is
assigned where crossover only occurs as per a predefined
random mating probability (rmp) [17]. Otherwise, the self-
mating operator is assigned.

For the LLM to effectively accomplish the aforementioned
assortative mating operations, we need to provide the LLM
with the relevant context information. To this end, we present
the list of individual prompts in current-pop (St) to the LLM
and instruct the LLM to reflect upon the list before performing
the assortative mating. This reflection mechanism helps the
LLM take the context into account while performing these
mating operations, ensuring the generic variation is performed
according to the algorithm. Thereafter, LLM will perform the
assigned mating operation.

3) Evaluations: As explained in Section III-A, the opti-
mization problem corresponding to the i-th task is defined
by (1). Given that this formulation represents an expected
value, the Monte Carlo method is commonly used for its
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Fig. 1. We provided the above instructions to condition the large language model (LLM) in generating the population of prompts for text-to-3D model.

estimation. However, because the physics simulator is often
computationally intensive and time-consuming, this process
becomes prohibitively expensive. To simplify the evaluation, in
this paper, we generate only one 3D shape for each prompt us-
ing the text-to-3D model. We then directly employ its fphysics
and fvisual values to calculate the objective function, which is
given by fi(zi) = fphysics(x̃) + α (1.0− fvisual(x̃|ti)). Here,
fi represents the objective value considered in the evaluation
process, and x̃ is a sample generated based on the prompt
zi. On a separate note, notice that the offspring of inter-tasks
mating is inherited from parents of different discovery tasks.
As such, during evaluation, we randomly select one parent
as the primary discovery task with the offspring inheriting its
skill factor, and we use this parent’s objective to evaluate the
offspring.

4) Archival of Novel Designs: The implicit behavior of
LLM2FEA generates populations of 3D designs that, through
its evolutionary processes, can lead to the discovery of designs
that different user groups regard as novelty. While some of
these novel designs satisfy the practicality and visual specifica-
tion to a certain degree, these designs may not survive through
the evolutionary run. As such, we archive all unique generated
3D designs for later use in offline novelty search algorithms
[13] to select novel designs based on user preferences.

5) Environmental Selection: The evolutionary discovery
process may uncover design offsprings that are highly similar
to the ones in current-pop due to the nuances of the input
prompts in a single iteration. Concatenating both current-pop

and offspring-pop with such designs, following the classic
MFEA [17] may lead to having highly similar designs sur-
vive through the tournament selection process, resulting in
degradation of the discovery performance. To mitigate such
issues, we prune highly similar designs before entering the
tournament selection process by selecting the ones that yield
better fitness scores. As such, the current-pop and offspring-
pop merge to contain only unique designs. We then employ
the classic tournament selection algorithm [36] to select N
individuals that form the population for the next generation.

C. Advantages of LLM2FEA in Discovering Novel Designs

In LLM2FEA, the implicit genetic transfer occurring during
inter-task mating facilitates the creation of hybrid designs that
combine the advantageous traits of each individual parent task.
On a separate note, LLM and text-to-X generative models
known for its hallucination synthesize outputs that may deviate
from the factual or the input prompt. This unintentional design
serves as a catalyst for synthesizing creativity in GenAI
[15], leading to interesting designs that defy our common
knowledge. Both of these algorithmic properties create the op-
portunity for emerging design trends, facilitating the discovery
of novel designs.

IV. EXPERIMENTS AND DISCUSSION

Investigations conducted in [12] have shown the effective-
ness of physics and visual evaluation in synthesizing 3D



6

Fig. 2. Randomly selecting one parent as primary and the other as secondary, inter-tasks mating allows crossover of genetic material between parents with
different skill factor. In this paper, the genetic material is captured in the form of words. Here, the crossover prompt inherits the design properties of both
secondary discovery task (“airplane”) and primary discovery task (“car”). The use of LLM, with its extensive knowledge as the mutation operator, replaces
words in the crossover prompt with the aim of generating more coherent and contextually appropriate prompts to yield a fitter design while still retaining
parents’ genetic properties. The resulting mutated prompt offspring inherits the skill factor of the primary discovery task.

designs from a text-to-3D model. We seek novel designs
that not only satisfy the performance metrics to a certain
degree but also have unconventional body shapes. We also
employ a vision-language model (VLM), BLIP-2 [27], for dual
purposes: 1) Leveraging on the learnings in [12], VLM serves
as a visual evaluator, contributing to the objective instead of
treating it as a penalty. 2) We utilize VLM to create embed-
dings of generated designs in archived dataset D for computing
similarity between designs, with the aim of identifying unique
designs and randomly selecting one of the highly similar ones.
In addition, we include a 3D volumetric evaluation of the
generated 3D designs, ensuring the discovered 3D designs
satisfy certain practical specifications. The resulting objective
presented in Equation 1 aims to discover novel 3D designs that
have minimum drag yet are practical and visually resemble the
target tasks.

To demonstrate the performance of LLM2FEA, we set up
the multitasking experiments as two discovery tasks to uncover
novel car and airplane designs in text-to-3D model. As such,
we use the target label “A car in the picture” for the car
discovery task and the target label “An airplane in the picture”
for the airplane discovery task. Following [34] and [12], we
employ the Shape-E model [19] as the text-to-3D generative
model, and ChatGPT [37] as the genetic LLM evolutionary
operators. In addition, We evaluate the fitness of 3D designs
conforming to the visual specification using the VLM and
set the α hyperparameter weight to 0.55. On the other hand,
we investigate the discovery performance of various physics
solvers combinations. Specifically, in one set of experiments,
we evaluate the projected frontal area (PFA) of the 3D designs.

fphysics(x) ≡ fPFA(x) (2)

Furthermore, we also investigate the drag aerodynamics per-
formance of the generated 3D designs using OpenFoam sim-
ulation [38], and the cabin++ space of the 3D designs by
measuring the volumetric space as illustrated in Fig. 3.

fphysics(x) ≡ fdrag(x) + β log

[
1.0 +

1.0

fvolume(x)

]
(3)

where β is the hyperparameter weight to ensure equivalent
magnitude with the drag fitness score. In our experiments, we
set the weight to 0.10. Finally, we set the rmp hyperparameter
to 1.0, and use a population size of N = 20 and the
same random seeds throughout the evolutionary run in all our
experiments for consistency and reproducibility.

Fig. 3. fvolume(x) measures the volumetric space of the generated 3D
designs, cabin++ highlighted in cyan color.

We performed the optimization and simulations in parallel
on a single shared compute node with a configuration com-
prised of Intel Xeon Silver 64 CPU cores, clocked at 2.10
GHz, 128GB of RAM, and 3 Nvidia Quadro GV100 GPUs
(32 GB each). The GPUs are used by the Shape-E text-to-3D
model and the BLIP-2 vision-language model to generate new
design candidates and assess the feasibility of the design with
respect to the discovery tasks’ label.

A. LLM Settings

In order for LLM2FEA to drive the LLM, we adapt the
strategies in [34] to construct the instructions for LLM in a
zero-shot manner. As illustrated in Fig. 1 (a), for every LLM
call, we provide a description of the problem LLM needs to
solve and the following instructions for various stages in the
evolutionary run.

1) Population Initialization: As discussed in Section
III-B1, we provide the instruction in Fig. 1 (b) to generate
the initial population of prompts for all discovery tasks. We
reinforce LLM to pay attention on the relationship between the
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prompt and fitness scores by enforcing the LLM to predict the
scores.

2) Genetic Crossover and Mutation Operations: One of
the LLM2FEA key features is using the LLM to perform the
crossover and mutation operations, as highlighted in Section
III-B2. In our experiments, we instruct LLM to reflect upon the
contextual examplars, as shown in Fig. 1 (c), before following
the steps of various mating instructions (as presented in Fig.
1 (d), (e), and (f)).

3) Hallucination Control: We employ a self-adaptive tem-
perature adjustment strategy, similar in [34], to control LLM
hallucination in generating the population of prompts. This
strategy increases or decreases the temperature according to
the performance of LLM in following instructions and text-
to-3D model in generating fitter 3D designs.

B. Experiment Results and Discussion

We present the investigation of our experimental results and
analysis in this section. In the experiments conducted using
the minimum projected frontal area as the physics objective
stated in Equation 2, we observed significant implicit genetic
transfer of airplane aerodynamics properties to 3D car designs
during the evolutionary run, as shown in Fig. 6. This results
in novel designs having a hybrid body of an airplane and a
car. In addition, airplane designs that survived tend to have a
sleek and long design that is similar to engineless gliders with
highly efficient aerodynamic bodies.

We examined the implicit genetic transfer of design proper-
ties from the secondary discovery task to the primary discovery
task. As shown in Fig. 2, in the crossover operation, LLM
randomly selects words in both parents, with the primary
discovery task having more selected words than the secondary.
LLM proceeds to mutate the crossover prompt, keeping certain
keywords from both parents in the mutated prompt. This
demonstrated LLM capability in performing proper implicit
genetic transfer during inter-tasks mating, resulting in the
mutated 3D design having the hybrid design look of the
parents.

We also investigated the LLM2FEA performance in dis-
covering designs that satisfy minimum aerodynamics drag
and maximum cabin++ space objective using Equation 3. As
presented in Fig. 7, we observed the designs that survived

Fig. 4. Examples of novel designs that, although did not survive through the
evolutionary run, are archived in dataset D.

the evolutionary run have properties of wide and long bodies.
While some novel designs are discovered during the evolution
iteration, the majority of surviving airplane and car designs
still have a conventional body.

Interestingly, we found many novel designs archived in the
dataset D, as illustrated in Fig. 4. These findings have shown
the importance of the LLM2FEA archival feature and the
capability of the algorithm to explore global optima search
regions and discover novel designs that satisfy the practicality
and visual specification to a certain degree. On a separate
note, we learned that the physics specification in the objective
significantly impacts the exploration of designs. Hence, it is
necessary for careful consideration of the objective design.

Finally, we conducted experiments to investigate LLM2FEA
capability in creative design exploration. Leveraging on the
hallucination behavior in LLM and text-to-3D model, we de-
signed the discovery tasks to seek artistic vehicles - banana car
and banana airplane. This leads to the discovery of creative
designs as presented in Fig. 8. Both the LLM and text-to-3D
models are able to hallucinate, generating prompt descriptions
of a banana vehicle and generating designs that possess the
visual look of a banana (in terms of colors or shape) and,
at the same time, satisfying the physics specification. In a
few iterations, we observed that LLM2FEA is able to have
LLM evolve prompts that discover novel artistic designs as
illustrated in Fig. 5, showing the potential applications of
LLM2FEA in discovery tasks.

Fig. 5. Examples of novel artistic designs discovered in a few iterations of
LLM2FEA.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we proposed a novel LLM-driven multi-
factorial evolutionary algorithm (MFEA) that employs LLM
to evolve the population of prompts in a multitasking set. The
basic structure of our proposed algorithm is the classic MFEA,
thereby inheriting the convergence and implicit genetic transfer
properties. Our modifications to the MFEA allow the archival
of generated 3D designs during the evolutionary run, retaining
the novel designs that did not survive in the selection pressure
process. We also introduced various physics solvers that can
be considered as the physics objective and demonstrated the
discovery performance in our experiments.

Our experimental investigations demonstrated our proposed
technique’s effectiveness and our algorithm’s potential in
discovery tasks. The findings presented a promising research
direction in the use of evolutionary techniques in GenAI for
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discovery. We envision the potential applications of LLM2FEA
in accelerating the conceptual design process and improving
the accessibility of such solutions in different industry do-
mains.

Nevertheless, we hope our pioneering work will open up
new research opportunities and solidify the possibility of using
evolutionary methods in GenAI for discovery tasks. We rec-
ommend further investigations on the use of prompt evolution
paradigm [18] in multitasking settings and the feasibility of
3D printing the discovered novel designs.
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Fig. 6. LLM2FEA under minimal projected frontal area objective leads to the discovery of minimalistic airplane designs and significant implicit transfer of
airplane aerodynamics properties to car designs during the evolutionary run.

Fig. 7. LLM2FEA satisfies minimum drag, and maximum cabin++ space objective favors designs with wide and long body.

Fig. 8. LLM2FEA demonstrated its capability in discovering creative banana airplane/car 3D designs that satisfy the visual specification, drag aerodynamics,
and volumetric space objective.
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