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Abstract

LLMs have demonstrated commendable per-
formance across diverse domains. Neverthe-
less, formulating high-quality prompts to as-
sist them in their work poses a challenge for
non-AI experts. Existing research in prompt
engineering suggests somewhat scattered op-
timization principles and designs empirically
dependent prompt optimizers. Unfortunately,
these endeavors lack a structural design, incur-
ring high learning costs and it is not conducive
to the iterative updating of prompts, especially
for non-AI experts. Inspired by structured
reusable programming languages, we propose
LangGPT, a structural prompt design frame-
work. Furthermore, we introduce Minstrel, a
multi-generative agent system with reflection to
automate the generation of structural prompts.
Experiments and the case study illustrate that
structural prompts generated by Minstrel or
written manually significantly enhance the per-
formance of LLMs. Furthermore, we analyze
the ease of use of structural prompts through a
user survey in our online community1.

1 Introduction

LLMs make it possible to instruct computers in
natural language, attracting the attention of many
non-AI experts, who have shown keen interest in
using LLMs for code generation (Nejjar et al.,
2024), analyzing scientific literature (Cai et al.,
2024), discovering scientific equation (Shojaee
et al., 2024), etc. Also, they enslave LLMs to exe-
cute many specific scientific tasks, like predicting
properties of molecules and materials (Jablonka
et al., 2023), simulating biological systems (Schae-
fer et al., 2023), and stellar lightcurve classification
(Li et al., 2024). The widespread adoption and
recognition of LLMs have significantly motivated
practitioners and researchers in related fields. How-
ever, despite the impressive performance of LLMs

1https://langgpt.ai

on diverse tasks (Qin et al., 2023; Jiao et al., 2023)
across varied domains (Li et al., 2023b; Wu et al.,
2023; Zhang et al., 2024), fully harnessing their
capabilities remains a challenge (Eric, 2022; Chen
et al., 2023; Gajula, 2023). Therefore, prompt en-
gineering, an empirical science dedicated to effec-
tively communicating with and eliciting desired
outputs from LLMs, has been widely focused on
(Varshney and Surla, 2023; Meskó, 2023; Wang,
2023).

Figure 1: Complaints voiced by Oliver when using
LLMs. The name ‘Oliver’ is fictional, and ‘Johnny’
comes from (Zamfirescu-Pereira et al., 2023).

For a non-AI expert, it can be frustrating to lever-
age Large Language Models (LLMs), which appear
complex, hard to master, and frequently demand
technical skills or costly resources. As exemplified
in Fig. 1, Oliver will struggle with his inability
to use LLMs effectively, feel envious of Johnny’s
mastery of them, and even worry about falling be-
hind the times. To make it easier for non-AI ex-
perts to master LLMs, the researchers optimize
prompts mainly by summarising design tricks (Li
et al., 2023a) and designing automatic optimization
methods (Sun et al., 2023). Summarising design
tricks extracts tips for writing prompts by analyzing
a large number of prompts that lead to differences
in the corresponding outputs. However, there are
very large differences in the sensitivity of different
models to prompts, and different tasks are affected
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by prompts to very different degrees. Automatic
prompt optimization methods, on the other hand,
usually require adjusting prompts based on incor-
rect responses. Thus, these methods are usually
only applicable to tasks for which there are refer-
ence answers.

Inspiring by the belief that prompt is the pro-
gramming language of the LLM era (Denny et al.,
2024; Mund, 2023), we propose Language for
GPT-like LLMs (LangGPT), a structural prompt
framework. LangGPT combines the systematic,
prescriptive, and reusable characteristics of pro-
gramming language with the flexibility and exten-
sibility of natural language. Drawing inspiration
from programming language, we design LangGPT
with a dual-layer structure composed of modules
and elements. Modules represent the perspectives
of the content. In addition, we define elements as
specific content within modules and provide guide-
lines for writing them.

Further, we propose Minstrel, a structural
prompt generation tool based on a multi-agent
system with reflection. Minstrel generates struc-
tural LangGPT prompts automatically employing
multiple agents’ collaboration. Minstrel consists of
three working groups: the analysis group, the de-
sign group, and the test group. The analysis group
first analyses the task proposed by users and acti-
vates the corresponding module agents in the de-
sign group. Moreover, the test group systematically
tests the effectiveness (OpenAI) of the prompts and
identifies their shortcomings using the LLM-based
reflector agent in the analysis group, which the
corresponding module agents then optimize. Ex-
periments and the case study demonstrate that struc-
tural prompts Minstrel-generated or hand-designed
are better than baseline prompts for bootstrapping
LLMs. In addition, we conduct user research to
prove the ease of use and user satisfaction of struc-
tural prompts in our prompt community (see Fig.
5). In addition, we invite ordinary users to design
prompts to further validate the ease of use of struc-
tural prompts and verify the gain effect of structural
prompts on different performance models.

In summary, the contributions of this work in-
clude: (1) We propose a structural prompt de-
sign framework LangGPT to improve the gener-
alization and reusability of prompts, reducing the
learning cost of prompt design. The code is in
https://github.com/langgptai/LangGPT. (2) We pro-
pose Minstrel, a generation tool to design struc-
tural LangGPT prompts through multi-agent col-

laboration. The code is in https://github.com/sci-
m-wang/Minstrel. (3) We demonstrate through ex-
periments and case studies that structural prompts
(Minstrel-generated and manually) can better guide
LLMs. Meanwhile, we organize a user survey to
analyze the effectiveness and ease of use of struc-
tural prompts based on the prompt community we
built.

2 Related Works

2.1 Prompt Design Tricks

Prompt engineering mainly involves designing and
optimizing the prompts. Some researchers first ex-
plore some tricks for prompt optimization. Bsharat
et al. (2023) introduce 26 guiding principles de-
signed to improve the performance of LLMs. Bjerg
(2024) collects tips for prompt optimization and
provides exercises from basic, advanced, and con-
textual perspectives. Liu and Chilton (2022) eval-
uate 5493 generations covering 51 themes and 51
styles throughout five experiments in the text-to-
image task and summaries prompt design guide-
lines. The absence of a systemic design to these
tricks makes it challenging to memorize, under-
stand, and master them fully. More concerning,
these methods are often closely tied to specific
models and tasks, resulting in limited generaliz-
ability and robustness. For instance, Bsharat et al.
(2023) believe that there is no need to be polite to
LLMs, while Yin et al. (2024) believe that treat-
ing LLMs with proper respect reduces bias and
improves performance.

2.2 Automatic Prompt Optimization

In addition to these tricks, some researchers also
focus on optimizing prompts automatically. Li et al.
(2023a) design a multi-round dialogue alignment
strategy and utilize GPT-4 (Achiam et al., 2023)
to generate a readability prompt set. Meanwhile,
they propose an efficient prompt screening metric
that can filtrate high-quality prompts with linear
complexity. Sun et al. (2023) guide LLMs to derive
new prompts for a given instance from the incor-
rect reasoning, then summarise the corresponding
prompts for each instance as a reference for op-
timizing prompts. Pryzant et al. (2023) leverage
mini-batches of data to form natural language “gra-
dients” and utilize beam search and bandit selection
procedure to edit the current prompt in the opposite
semantic direction of the gradient. Fan et al. (2023)
analyze a large prompt database and present an

https://github.com/langgptai/LangGPT
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automatic prompt optimization framework. Wang
et al. (2023) introduce PromptAgent which can re-
flect on model errors and generate constructive er-
ror feedback to induce precise expert-level insights
and in-depth instructions. Guo et al. (2023) connect
LLMs with evolutionary algorithms and proposes a
novel framework for discrete prompt optimization,
called EvoPrompt. Hao et al. (2022) and Cheng
et al. (2023) optimize prompts by aligning human
and LLMs’ preference styles. Zamfirescu-Pereira
et al. (2023) take a prototype LLM-based chatbot
design tool as the design probe, supporting non-AI-
experts engage in “end-user prompt engineering”.
These automated methods for optimizing prompts
often depend on standard labeling or manual inter-
vention to correct erroneous outputs. Thus, they are
usually not well adapted to open-generation tasks.

2.3 Prompt Design Framework

Prompt optimization can significantly improve
the performance of LLMs. Nevertheless, neither
prompt tricks nor automatic prompt optimization
methods are systematically designed, resulting in
high learning costs and it is not conducive to it-
erative updating of prompts. Moreover, they are
usually only applicable to certain models or tasks,
with poor generalization and robustness. Conse-
quently, some researchers consider constructing
complete prompt design frameworks. Nigh (2023)
collects vast quality prompts and summaries of the
CRISPE framework. COSTAR template, which
consists of context, objective, style, tone, audience,
and response, is introduced in (GovTech Data Sci-
ence and AI Division, 2023).

However, these frameworks are rigid and they
only outline the necessary aspects of prompts with-
out offering specific guidelines for crafting each
one. Most critically, they fail to provide prompt
generation tools to support the theory, leaving users
to rely on manual writing based on their own experi-
ence. As a result, they lack generalization and scal-
ability, still requiring significant effort and costs
for non-AI experts to master.

3 LangGPT: Structural Prompt Design
Framework

As programming language is more systematic and
reusable, we first analyze the differences between
natural languages and programming languages to
design a generalizable, reusable, and extensible
prompt framework that is easy to master for non-

AI experts. While natural language is primarily
used for communication, the programming lan-
guage is designed to instruct machines to execute
tasks (Sebesta, 2012). The main difference between
the two languages is that natural language is more
vague and flexible, while programming language
is more standardized and precise (Chakray, 2018;
Fromkin et al., 2018). Drawing on these character-
istics, we propose LangGPT, a structural prompt
framework, combining the advantages of natural
language and programming language.

3.1 Overall Dual-layer Structure
To systematically design prompts that meet the
principles, we have made full reference to the de-
sign ideas and structures of object-oriented pro-
gramming languages (Rentsch, 1982; Lutz, 2010).
We refer to the structure of the programming lan-
guage propose a dual-layer structure for prompt de-
sign, and define modules and elements for prompts.
Modules are similar to classes in programming lan-
guage, and each module represents an aspect of the
requirements for LLMs. Within a module, many
internal elements are included. Elements are sim-
ilar to functions and properties in programming
languages and represent the content of direct and
specific instructions to LLMs. For example, “Out-
put should be no more than 500 words” could be
an element in a prompt that belongs to the module
constraint. Furthermore, we design basic elements
for different modules.

3.2 Modules
Building on prior research, design of generative
agents (Park et al., 2023), and practical experience
from our community, we define basic modules for
prompt construction.

Role is the name of prompts and also the role
set for LLMs. Profile is designed to facilitate the
version management and updating of prompts, con-
taining some basic information about the prompts,
such as author, version, description, language, etc.
Constraints, which some users prefer to call “At-
tention”, i.e., the prohibitions that cannot be vi-
olated and requirements that must be met when
generating responses. Goals lists the final objec-
tive that the user wants to achieve, which is what
the LLMs need to accomplish. Initialization is
a flag that informs LLMs that they are about to
start a dialogue. Sometimes a specified first sen-
tence is also given in this module. Examples gives
LLMs input-output pairs as instances to learn from.



Module Samples of Basic Elements
Role Magazine Editor

Profile • Language: English
Goal • You need to generate a title for the article.

Constraint • The length of the title should not exceed 20 words.

Workflow

### Extracting the kernel content
• For the given article ⟨ARTICLE⟩, please execute the following actions:

◦ Analyse the theme of the article;
◦ Detecting the main objects and related things described in the article;
◦ Summarising the core content from the article;
◦ Save the kernel content.

Style • The style of the title should be formal.

Table 1: Examples of basic internal elements of inherent modules in the writing scenario. This prompt leads LLMs
to generate a title for a given article. We have chosen five modules as examples i.e. profile, goal, constraint,
workflow, and style. Particularly, for the workflow module, we show a function-like element.

Similar to the Chain of Thoughts approach (Wei
et al., 2023), users can instruct LLMs on the pro-
cess when executing a task in the Workflow module.
It is often necessary to instantiate this module when
the task requirements are more complex. Skills ac-
tivates the task-relevant segment of the massive
knowledge and myriad capabilities that LLMs gain
during training. Suggestion provides advice and be-
havioral planning for LLMs in branching situations
when performing tasks. This module lists com-
mon scenarios and gives behaviors or responses
that LLMs can take in such situations. Background
indicates the contextual information and the mem-
ories that LLMs must have when performing their
tasks. Style qualifies the style, tone, and affective
characteristics of LLMs’ responses. Output format
specifies the format of LLMs’ responses. Specify-
ing the output format improves the efficiency and
accuracy of the results extraction in certain tasks.
To keep LLMs-based assistants from being stuck
with a single action, we add the Command module.
For example, in the “Who is The Spy” game 2 us-
ing LangGPT designed by a user in our community,
LLM players can either describe their keywords or
vote rival players out of the game.

3.3 Elements

In addition to understanding which aspects of de-
signing the prompt from, how to write the exact
content of prompts can be challenging for non-AI
experts. Therefore, we analyze the composition
of prompts and design the elements that make up
the prompts, relying on cases of quality prompts

2https://github.com/sci-m-wang/Spy-Game

shared by users and community exchange content.
Three purposes are typically included in prompts:
(1) Implying a certain info to LLMs; (2) Letting
LLMs execute a certain task with or without output;
(3) The combination of the first two.

The first of these is very similar to the assign-
ment of properties or variables in programming
languages. Correspondingly, the last two cate-
gories are similar to functions in programming lan-
guages. Thus, we construct these three types of
basic elements. We use designed templates like
“The ⟨PROPERTY⟩ is ⟨VALUE⟩.” to simulate an as-
signment. For the latter two cases, it is necessary
to specify the input information, the task, and the
output, where input and output can be omitted. We
simulate functions using a form like this: “For
the given ⟨PROPERTY⟩ of ⟨VALUE⟩, please exe-
cute the following actions: ⟨ACTIONS⟩; Return the
⟨RESULT⟩.” In the basic element writing patterns
we provide, the contents contained in the angle
brackets need to be populated according to the
module and the usage scenario. It is important
to note that the writing patterns we provide only
specify the idea of writing internal elements. To im-
prove the generalisability and flexibility of prompts,
the language can be adapted to express key infor-
mation. In Table 1 we show some examples of the
basic elements in some modules.

4 Minstrel: Structural Prompt
Generation with Multi-Agents
Coordination

To further reduce the learning cost of the LangGPT
framework, we propose Minstrel, generating struc-

https://github.com/sci-m-wang/Spy-Game


Simulator 

Mingyuan University is a good college.

Hi, I'm an assistant ... Please let me
know the text you need to embellish.

Questioner 

{"original_text": "Mingyuan University ...",
"enhanced_text": "Mingyuan University
stands as a ... for its ..."}

Test Comments (generated by )

Commentator A: I think this version adds a lot of
content that may not be consistent with the original
intent.
Commentator B: But I think this version makes the
sentence richer.
Commentator C: I'm with A. Don't over-modify.

Commentator D: I think the embellished result
lacks character.

Test Group 

background command suggestion

goals examples constraints

workflow out format skills

style initialization ...

Design Group

Analyzer Reflector
Analyze Group

I would like LLM to act as a
language embellishment assistant.

I just want the
embellished sentences!

LangGPT Prompt

Generation

Comment
Analyze Reflection

Simulation Test

Debates

Dialogues

Simulator 

Figure 2: The overall framework of Minstrel, a structural prompt generation framework with multi-agents col-
laboration. There are three working groups: analyze group, design group, and test group. In design group, blue
modules indicate activated modules, and green indicates modules that are not required for the current task and are
not activated.

tural prompts through the collaboration of multiple
generative agents. Minstrel introduces working
groups, which are like different departments in
a software development studio, collaborating but
with a division of labor. Based on the working
group, structural prompt generation is divided into
low-coupled and flexible sub-tasks. The overall
framework is shown in Fig. 2. Under the con-
trol of Unified Analysis, agents corresponding to
different modules work together to generate struc-
tural prompts. In addition, Minstrel systematically
tests and further optimizes the prompts by means
of multi-agent debates.

4.1 Working Group

Although LLMs have a strong understanding of nat-
ural language and can assist in optimizing prompts,
it remains challenging to fully grasp the task, break
down the process, optimize the representation, and
translate the user’s requirements into a structural
prompt that defines an assistant. Minstrel thus
splits the prompt design into different working
groups, with agents within each group responsible
for being in charge of similar atomic tasks. Atomic
tasks refer to tasks that are performed by a single

agent and do not require further splitting. Specif-
ically, there are three working groups in Minstrel:
the Analysis Group (A), the Design Group (D), and
the Test Group (T ). A analyzes the user require-
ments, feedback, and test results. D is responsible
for the main generation of different modules. T
performs systematic testing of the generated struc-
tured prompts.

4.2 Agents in Working Groups

There are analyzer A(m) and reflector A(r) in A.
A(m) analyses the task requirements from the user
and activates the corresponding module design
agents. A(r) summarises the issues from the test
feedback and the user feedback and reflects them
to the corresponding module design agents. D
consists of agents for designing different modules
of prompts. These agents correspond to the mod-
ules in LangGPT, i.e. there is a specialized agent
D(cons.) for generating the content of constraints
and a specialized agent D(bkgd.) for generating the
content of backgrounds, and the same goes for the
other modules. Simulator T (s), questioner T (q)

and commentators T c are included in T . T (s) fol-
lowed the prompts generated by D to act as an as-



sistant in dialogue with T (q). Commentators T (c)

comment on the performance of the T (s) and they
can debate with each other.

4.3 Multi-Agents Collaboration with
Reflection

For a task t, the entire design pattern involves both
design (shown in Equ. (1)) and reflection (shown
in Equ. (2)).

Sa = Am(t),

M [k] = D(k)(t) for k in Sa,
(1)

where Sa denotes the module activation state ob-
tained by A(m), M denotes the list storing the con-
tents of the modules in LangGPT generated by D,
and D(·) denotes the designer of the corresponding
activated module.

Ct = T (c)(T (s)(
∑

M), T (q)(t)),

Sr = A(r)(Ct + Cu),

M [k] = M [k] + Am(Sr),

(2)

where Ct denotes the comments derived by T , Cu

denotes the user’s comments, and Sr denotes the
module activation state generated by A(r) based on
the comments. The modifications required for each
activated module are summarised in Sr. Ultimately,
the content of each module in M is combined to
obtain the final structural prompt.

When the user proposes a task that needs to be
performed by LLMs, the task is first analyzed by
Am, and the required modules in the design group
are activated. Then, the agents corresponding to the
activation modules in D generate the contents that
should be included in the prompt. Minstrel now
generates the first version of the structural prompt.
Testing and reflection are also needed to get better-
quality prompts. T (s) receives the prompt and acts
as an assistant defined by the prompt. T (q) is adap-
tive to the task communicates with the T (s) to pro-
duce test dialogues. Commentators in T will eval-
uate the assistant’s performance based on the test
dialogues. These commentators were presupposed
to have weak positions, two tending to criticize,
two tending to favor, and one remaining neutral.
They will evaluate the test dialogues according to
their position. Ar will activate the corresponding
modules based on the commentators’ comments
and the user’s comments, prompting them to mod-
ify the corresponding content.

5 Experiments

We compared the effects of hand-designed and
Minstrel-generated LangGPT prompts with those
designed by the baseline methods on the perfor-
mance of bootstrapped LLMs.

5.1 Experiment Settings

5.1.1 Large Language Models
The LLM used in Minstrel is GPT-4-turbo (Achiam
et al., 2023). To evaluate the effectiveness of
the prompts, we use Gemma-2-9b-it (Team et al.,
2024), Qwen2-7B-Instruct (Bai et al., 2023), Meta-
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct (AI@Meta, 2024), Mistral-
7B-Instruct-v0.2 (AI), GPT-4o-mini and Claude3-
haiku (Anthropic, 2024) to act as assistants defined
by structural prompts.

5.1.2 Evaluation
There are differences in understanding of language
and instructions between humans and LLMs. Thus,
it is difficult and meaningless to evaluate the qual-
ity of prompts directly through metrics such as
textual semantics, information richness, etc. Since
prompts aim to guide LLMs to perform tasks, we
believe that the quality of prompts can be evalu-
ated indirectly through the performance of LLMs.
Based on this idea, we use LangGPT prompts and
baseline prompts to instruct LLMs to perform tasks
and compare the performance.

We use the following task to evaluate the perfor-
mance of LLMs under different prompt guides: (1)
EQ-Bench (Paech, 2023), (2) GPQA (Rein et al.,
2023), (3) GSM8k (Cobbe et al., 2021), (4) IFEval
(Zhou et al., 2023), TruthfulQA (Lin et al., 2022).
These tasks are across several domains in which
LLMs are often applied, such as expertise quizzing,
maths problems, instruction following, and false-
hood detection.

5.2 Main Results of Performance and Analysis

The most intuitive manifestation of prompts’ qual-
ity is the performance of LLMs in performing tasks
guided by them. Thus, we first evaluate the perfor-
mance of LLMs to verify the quality of prompts.
In addition to the manually designed and Minstrel-
generated structural LangGPT prompts, we also de-
sign baseline prompts with reference to the design
principles of COSTAR and CRISPE. The results
are shown in Table 2. From the results, it is clear
that LangGPT prompts improve the performance of
LLMs in executing tasks better compared to base-



(a) Average (b) ARC-Challenge (c) Hellaswag (d) MMLU

(e) TruthfulQA (f) Winogrande (g) GSM8K

Figure 3: Results of different scales of Qwen. Each subfigure represents a different task, whereas the first subfigure
represents the overall performance. ‘Instruction’ indicates that LangGPT prompts are not used while ‘LangGPT’
indicates that they are used.

line prompts. Furthermore, as can be seen from the
results, Minstrel’s automatically generated prompts
can achieve results that approach or even surpass
those written by human experts.

We notice that the bootstrapping effect of differ-
ent prompts varies across models and tasks, espe-
cially on difficult GPQA task. We hypothesise that
under-performing models will be more disturbed
by complex prompts when the task is hard. To
test this hypothesis, we invite ordinary users to
design prompts for different-scale Qwen1.5 (Bai
et al., 2023) on tasks of the Open LLM Leader-
board (Beeching et al., 2023). The results are
shown in Fig. 3. From the results, it can be seen
that LangGPT has a worse gain for smaller LLMs
with worse overall performance. In particular, the
performance is weaker than the setting without
LangGPT prompts at 0.5B Qwen. From the re-
sults of the above two tasks, it is clear that the
LangGPT prompts are overall more helpful in im-
proving the performance of LLM compared to the
baseline methods.

5.3 Ease of Use

We conduct a user survey in our online commu-
nity to evaluate the ease of use of LangGPT and
Minstrel. The community has been running for
more than one year and has amassed thousands of
users from a wide range of industries, such as man-
ufacturing, construction, information technology,

boot-licker

Instruction-only

CRISPE

LangGPT

What a great school, Mingyuan University!

Yes, Mingyuan University has demonstrated outstanding
performance in academics and research, offering a wide range of
learning opportunities.

Indeed, Mingyuan University is highly esteemed for
its exceptional education and academic resources, leaving a
lasting impression!

Mingyuan University is truly an amazing institution of learning.
Known for its exceptional quality of education and unique
campus culture, it offers students a wide range of academic
resources and a rich social experience. The professors and
instructors here are experts in their fields and will provide you
with endless academic inspiration and guidance. Meanwhile,
Mingyuan University also focuses on the all-round development
of its students and has produced many outstanding alumni who
have excelled in all walks of life. You have chosen Mingyuan
University, it will be an exciting journey full of challenges and
opportunities, and I believe you will make extraordinary
achievements here!

Figure 4: A case of a flatterer. The responses of
ChatGPT-3.5 to the user under three different prompts.
Mingyuan University doesn’t really exist.

finance, entertainment, etc. Therefore, the objec-
tivity of the survey results can be guaranteed. We
design a complete questionnaire (see A.2) about



Model Prompt GPQA GSM8k IFEval TruthfulQA

Qwen2-7B-Instruct

COSTAR 8.26 71.34 44.18 5.19
CRISPE 10.94 51.33 43.99 12.34

LangGPT 16.74 76.72 43.81 32.13
Minstrel 16.74 70.28 50.65 21.11

Claude-3-haiku

COSTAR 6.25 78.47 43.44 2.48
CRISPE 22.77 14.03 50.65 2.03

LangGPT 22.32 80.82 58.96 13.14
Minstrel 21.43 79.83 67.84 7.39

Gemma-2-9b-it

COSTAR 6.47 71.42 46.40 1.31
CRISPE 5.80 20.32 46.03 9.33

LangGPT 4.69 76.65 68.39 45.46
Minstrel 2.46 36.62 72.27 31.92

GPT-4o-mini

COSTAR 2.46 35.33 49.72 0.95
CRISPE 21.43 13.34 62.85 7.18

LangGPT 18.30 57.70 70.24 32.92
Minstrel 16.52 64.82 78.56 21.02

Meta-Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct

COSTAR 16.74 74.75 45.29 1.89
CRISPE 9.60 45.64 25.14 1.40

LangGPT 20.54 50.11 56.38 7.42
Minstrel 22.10 2.58 61.18 4.46

Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2

COSTAR 22.32 40.33 39.74 1.96
CRISPE 20.54 43.21 34.75 3.93

LangGPT 18.75 40.03 40.30 14.14
Minstrel 18.53 38.06 45.29 11.04

Table 2: Performance of LLMs instructed by different prompts. The ‘LangGPT’ indicates that the prompts are
written manually while ‘Minstrel’ indicates structural prompts generated by Minstrel. Bold fonts indicate the best
results on the corresponding task.

the LangGPT experience to ensure the quality of
answers. According to the results, 89.66% of users
gave a score of 3 or higher, which indicates users’
approval of LangGPT’s ease of use. In addition,
LangGPT’s overall satisfaction score in the user
survey was 8.55 out of 10.

Moreover, we invite users in the community to
design prompts to perform the previous tasks. The
results are shown in Fig. 3 are the experiments.
These users have no systematic training in prompt
engineering prior to learning LangGPT. It can be
seen that ordinary users can write great prompts to
improve the performance of LLMs without special
training.

5.4 Case Study

To demonstrate the effect of structural prompts
more intuitively, we filter specific cases from our
community. We instruct the LLMs to play a flat-
terer using the LangGPT prompt, CRISPE prompt,
and only instruction, the example of which is given
in Fig. 4.

In this example, the Instruction-only prompt
and the CRISPE prompt-guided ChatGPT show
no clear characterization of the role and gave re-

sponses that were almost just a repetition of what
the user had expressed. In contrast, LangGPT-
guided ChatGPT is even more bottomless in its
blow-by-blow approach to the user-given subject
and expresses compliments from a wider range of
perspectives.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we present LangGPT, a dual-layer
structured and extensible framework for prompt de-
sign. LangGPT has a systematic structure similar to
object-oriented programming languages and is easy
to learn and reuse. Moreover, we designed Min-
strel, a structural prompt-generation tool for multi-
generative agent collaboration based on LangGPT
framework. Minstrel automatically generates and
optimizes structural prompts through a process of
analysis, design, and reflection with three working
groups. Experiments demonstrate that structural
prompts (either generated by Minstrel or written
manully) perform better in guiding LLMs to per-
form tasks. We also conducted a user survey in the
community built on LangGPT to verify the ease of
use and reusability of LangGPT. However, exper-
iments also show that structural prompts are cur-



rently poorly adapted to low-performance LLMs.
In future work, we will further optimize the design
of prompts, especially on low-performance LLMs.

Ethical Statement

In the application of LLM, ethical disputes may
arise, but the design of LangGPT and the process
of writing this paper avoided possible ethical is-
sues. The examples given in this paper involving
Mingyuan University and the name “Oliver” are fic-
tional and do not involve the evaluation or critique
of any real individuals.

Limitation

The evaluation of the performance of LLMs in this
paper relies on the Open LLM Leaderboard, and
although it is widely adopted, the evaluation results
still have some limitations.
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Figure 5: The homepage of the community docments we constructed based on LangGPT and Minstrel



Figure 6: The results of user research in our prompt community.
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