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Abstract

With the widespread application of Large Lan-
guage Models (LLMs) in the field of Natural
Language Processing (NLP), enhancing their
performance has become a research hotspot.
This paper presents a novel multi-prompt en-
semble decoding approach designed to bolster
the generation quality of LLMs by leverag-
ing the aggregation of outcomes from multiple
prompts. Given a unique input X , we submit
n variations of prompts with X to LLMs in
batch mode to decode and derive probability
distributions. For each token prediction, we cal-
culate the ensemble probability by averaging
the n probability distributions within the batch,
utilizing this aggregated probability to gener-
ate the token. This technique is dubbed Inner-
Batch Ensemble. To facilitate efficient batch
inference, we implement a Left-Padding strat-
egy to maintain uniform input lengths across
the n prompts. Through extensive experimen-
tation on diverse NLP tasks, including ma-
chine translation, code generation, and text
simplification, we demonstrate the efficacy of
our method in enhancing LLM performance.
The results show substantial improvements in
BLEU scores, pass@k rates, and LENS metrics
over conventional methods.

1 Introduction

Large Language Models (LLMs) (OpenAI, 2023;
Touvron et al., 2023a,b; Bai et al., 2023; Yang et al.,
2024) have demonstrated exceptional capabilities
in understanding and generating natural language
through extensive data pre-training, becoming the
core driving force in the field of Natural Language
Processing (NLP). Prompt technology (Jiang et al.,
2020; Liu et al., 2023; Pitis et al., 2023; Zhao
et al., 2023; Heineman et al., 2024; Wei et al.,
2022; Wang et al., 2023), as a key to enhancing
LLMs’ performance, can strengthen the model’s
effects without altering model parameters, achiev-
ing seamless integration with downstream tasks.

Figure 1: (a) Standard Ensemble: Input X with
prompt P is fed into models M1, M2, ..., Mn, yielding
predictions Y1, Y2, ..., Yn. These are combined to get
the final ensemble result Y . (b) Our Multi-Prompt
Ensemble: Input X constructs prompts P1, P2, ..., Pn,
forming diverse samples batched through one model M
to get predictions Y1, Y2, ..., Yn. The ensemble result Y
is the average of these predictions.

However, in the practical application of LLMs, the
output results are closely related to the quality of
the Prompt, and a precise and effective Prompt is
crucial for improving the model’s response quality.
How to use Prompts more efficiently to fully lever-
age the potential of LLMs has become a hot issue
of common concern in academia and industry.

Ensemble decoding (Lakshminarayanan et al.,
2017; Ganaie et al., 2022; Zhou et al., 2002) is
a widely employed technique for enhancing the
quality of model-generated outputs. Typically, as
shown in Figure 1(a), standard ensemble decoding
refers to the process of combining the outputs of
multiple distinct models on the same input. Specif-
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Figure 2: The overall process of Our Multi-Prompt Ensemble Decoding.

ically, during the prediction of each word, ensem-
ble decoding generates a comprehensive prediction
by averaging the probability distributions provided
by multiple models. This approach leverages the
diversity among models, aiming to reduce uncer-
tainty and improve overall predictive performance.
In theory, we could apply ensemble decoding to
LLMs. However, LLMs already demand consider-
able memory resources, and the implementation of
ensemble decoding with multiple LLMs presents
a significant challenge in terms of memory usage.
Moreover, even if these models could be deployed,
optimizing the performance of the ensemble decod-
ing becomes a complex issue.

In this paper, we introduce a particularly sim-
ple yet effective method: Multi-Prompt Ensemble
Decoding (M-Ped). This approach constructs n
distinct prompts for a single query, generating n
diverse input samples that are batched together and
submitted to LLMs for inference. During the in-
ference process, we average the prediction prob-
abilities within the batch for each word predic-
tion. To ensure batched inference is feasible, we
specifically propose the use of left-padding technol-
ogy to address the issue of varying prompt lengths
within a batch. Compared to traditional ensemble
methods, our approach shifts the focus of diver-
sity from using different models to using differ-
ent prompts. We have validated the effectiveness
of this method across various tasks and multiple
models, including extensive experiments on mul-
tiple test sets for machine translation, code gen-
eration, and text simplification tasks. The results
demonstrate improvements in BLEU scores for ma-

chine translation(Papineni et al., 2002; Vaswani
et al., 2017; Sennrich et al., 2016; Wei et al., 2023;
Gu et al., 2018), pass@k scores for code genera-
tion(Chen et al., 2021; Jiang et al., 2024; Dehaerne
et al., 2022), and LENS scores for text simplifica-
tion tasks(Nakamachi et al., 2020; Maddela et al.,
2023).

Our main contributions are summarized as fol-
lows:

• We propose a particularly simple yet effec-
tive method, Multi-Prompt Ensemble Decod-
ing (M-Ped), to enhance the quality of LLMs’
generation outcomes.

• We introduce two strategies, Inner-Batch En-
semble and Left-padding, to implement M-
Ped, ensuring that the inference performance
with multiple prompts is consistent with that
of a single prompt.

• We validate the effectiveness of the M-Ped
method across various tasks and multiple mod-
els.

2 Approach

In this paper, we propose an approach named multi-
prompt ensemble decoding, aimed at enhancing
the generation performance of large language mod-
els. The overall process is depicted in Figure 2.
For a given distinct input X = {x1, x2, ..., xk}
with a prompt P , we first generate a list of prompts
{P1, P2, ..., Pn}. Then, we submit these n prompts
and the input X to LLMs in batch for decoding to
obtain probability distributions. We average the n
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Algorithm 1 Multi-Prompt Ensemble Decoding

1: procedure INNER_BATCH_ENSEMBLE(pre_logits, mped_num)
2: total_size← pre_logits.size(0)
3: part_size← total_size // mped_num
4: post_logits← [ ] ▷ Initialize an empty list to store post_logits
5: for i← 0 to mped_num− 1 do
6: start_idx← i× part_size
7: end_idx← (i+ 1)× part_size
8: part_logit← pre_logits[start_idx : end_idx, :]
9: post_logits.append(part_logit.repeat(mped_num, 1))

10: end for
11: return

∑
post_logits / mped_num

12: end procedure

probability distributions generated at the j-th posi-
tion prediction within the batch to get the ensemble
probability, and ultimately determine the output
Y ’s yj . To ensure batched inference is possible,
we employ a Left-Padding strategy to ensure the
lengths of the n inputs are consistent.

2.1 Inner-Batch Ensemble

Most LLMs adopt a Decoder-only architecture
and utilize an autoregressive decoding strategy,
generating output tokens one by one. Given the
source sentence X = {x1, x2, ..., xk}, LLMs fac-
tor the distribution over possible output sentence
Y = {y1, y2..., yj} into a chain of conditional prob-
abilities, satisfying the following formula:

P(Y |X) =

j∏
i=1

P(yi|y0:i−1, X) (1)

For the Standard Ensemble, during the predic-
tion of yj , we average the probability distributions
provided by n models. We define these n models
as {θ1, θ2, ..., θn}, and the formula is as follows:

P(yj |y0:j−1, X) =
1

n

n∑
i=0

P(yj |y0:j−1, X, P ; θi)

(2)
which P is a distinct prompt. This method lever-
ages the diversity among models, aiming to reduce
uncertainty and improve overall predictive perfor-
mance.

For our method, we shift the focus of diversity
from n models to n prompts, and the formula is as

follows:

P(yj |y0:j−1, X) =
1

n

n∑
i=0

P(yj |y0:j−1, X, Pi; θ)

(3)
which {P1, P2, ...Pn} is a list of prompts having

the same meaning with P . As shown in right side
of Figure 2, inputs constructed by these n prompts
and X are submitted to LLMs in batches for de-
coding. We average the predicted probability distri-
butions within the batch at each step of prediction,
a process we term Inner-Batch Ensemble. Here,
we use the most straightforward uniform average
method. Of course, in the future, strategies like
weighted average could also be considered. This
approach mitigates biases potentially introduced
by any single prompt and enhances the model’s
robustness against varying inputs. For details of
the implementation, please refer to Algorithm 1.

2.2 Left-Padding

In the decoding process of LLMs, the inconsis-
tency in prompt lengths poses challenges for batch
processing. To address this issue, we employ
Left-Padding technology to preprocess the input
prompts, ensuring uniformity in length to accom-
modate the model’s batch processing requirements.
In practice, we pad shorter prompts with a specific
token pad until they match the length of the longest
prompt. This padding token is a special token with
no semantic meaning, used solely for padding. This
padding does not interfere with the model’s under-
standing and processing, as the model is trained to
recognize and ignore these special padding charac-
ters.

Padding is a common method for handling se-
quences of varying lengths in batch processing,
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d-BLEU en→de en→fr en→zh en→ja de→en fr→en zh→en ja→en
p1 27.40 37.59 17.37 9.35 32.89 41.38 24.39 6.72
p2 27.05 37.14 17.23 9.61 32.74 41.60 24.39 6.75
Ours 27.88 38.16 18.88 11.44 33.11 42.25 24.85 8.37

Table 1: Results for Machine Translation Task.

but it is typically used during the training phase,
often employing Right-Padding. We, however, ap-
ply padding during the inference phase and use
Left-Padding, which will not affect the model’s
prediction of the next token. If we used Right-
Padding, for shorter prompts, it would sever the
direct connection between input and output, caus-
ing decoding anomalies. See the left side of Figure
2. By doing so, we can standardize prompts of
varying lengths, allowing them to be processed by
the model in one go, making full use of parallel
computing resources.

3 Experiments

3.1 Application to Machine Translation Task

In the field of machine translation, we have taken
on the challenging task of document-level trans-
lation and have significantly enhanced the perfor-
mance of models on the IWSLT 2017 test sets by
implementing multi-prompt decoding strategies.

Datasets We validate our experiments using the
test sets1 from the IWSLT 2017 translation task.
This dataset includes parallel documents sourced
from TED talks. Our experiments are conducted
on eight language pairs: English (En)↔ Chinese
(Zh), German (De), French (Fr), and Japanese (Ja).
There are 10 to 12 parallel documents with approx-
imately 1,500 sentences for each language pair.

Model The model we employed is Llama-3.1-
8B-Instruct2, a large language model particularly
suited for instructed learning tasks. Compared to
previous Llama versions, Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct
has enhanced capabilities in multilingual transla-
tion. Given the strong translation capabilities that
LLMs already possess, we directly utilize LLMs
for document-level translation.

Evaluate Metrics We employ d-BLEU
(document-level BLEU) as our evaluation met-
ric(Papineni et al., 2002). While there are other

1https://huggingface.co/datasets/IWSLT/iwslt2017
2https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Llama-3.1-8B-

Instruct

metrics in the field of machine translation, such
as BertScore (Zhang et al., 2020) and COMET
(Rei et al., 2020), these are typically used for
sentence-level translation evaluation. Utilizing
them for document-level translation requires
sentence-level alignment between the original and
translated texts. Hence, we opt for d-BLEU here,
which does not rely on sentence alignment.

Prompts Design We employed two fixed
prompts. One of them is p1: "Translate the follow-
ing paragraph from {source language} to {target
language}, ensuring that no part of the sentence
is omitted." The other is p2: "You’re a very pro-
fessional translator. Please help me translate the
following paragraph from {source language} to
{target language}."

Results The experimental results demonstrate
that our approach, by employing multi-prompt de-
coding strategies, achieved significant improve-
ments over the original method on the d-BLEU
metric. For detailed results, please refer to Table 1.
Our experimental results show that in the English
to Chinese and to Japanese directions, compared to
the best results with a single prompt, our method
can approximately increase by 1.5 points on the d-
BLEU scale; there is also an improvement of about
0.5 points in other directions. We speculate that
our use of LLMs, Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct, which
was trained on a vast amount of English data, re-
sults in more stable translations into English, thus
limiting the improvement of our method. However,
in other language directions, the improvement is
more pronounced.

3.2 Application to Code Generation Task
In the code generation task, our technical solution
has achieved a significant improvement in pass@k
pass rates on the standard test set HumanEval3

compared to the original methods.

Dataset HumanEval is a benchmark test suite de-
signed to evaluate the performance of code genera-
tion models, comprising 164 meticulously crafted

3https://github.com/openai/human-eval
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Python programming problems. These problems
span a variety of programming tasks, from ba-
sic string manipulation to complex algorithm de-
sign. Each problem includes a function header,
docstrings, a function body, and several unit tests.
The structure of the dataset includes a task iden-
tifier (task_id), model input (prompt, containing
function headers and docstrings), a canonical solu-
tion (canonical_solution), a function for testing the
correctness of generated code (test), and an entry
point for testing (entry_point).

Model We conduct experimental evaluations us-
ing CodeLlama-7B-Python-hf4. CodeLlama-13B-
Python-hf is a member of the Code Llama series of
models, which is a large-scale code language model
series based on Llama 2. It can adapt to a variety
of code synthesis and understanding tasks, such as
code auto-completion, code refactoring, and code
explanation. In Section 4.2, we also perform fur-
ther experiments comparing models of different
size like 13B.

Evaluate Metrics Pass@k (Chen et al., 2021)
is a metric used to evaluate the performance of
code generation models, specifically measuring the
model’s ability to correctly solve problems when
generating code. During the evaluation process,
the model generates multiple k code samples for
each unit test problem. If any of these samples pass
the unit test, then the problem is considered solved.
The pass@k score represents the total proportion
of problems solved, which helps to quantify the
model’s success rate in generating correct code.

Prompts Design Since the dataset provides a
prompt for each problem, we define this original
prompt as p1. For another prompt, we have con-
structed a very simple prefix based on p1: """This
is a good code., which we define as p2. This con-
struction ensures that the newly created p2 does not
alter the meaning of the original prompt p1. For
detailed examples, please refer to Appendix A.2.

pass@k k=1 k=5 k=10
p1 32.11% 58.13% 67.17%
p2 30.74% 58.03% 67.26%
Ours 33.12% 59.07% 68.11%

Table 2: Results for Code Generation Task.

4https://huggingface.co/codellama/CodeLlama-7b-
Python-hf

Results The experimental outcomes demonstrate
that our technical solution markedly enhances the
pass rate across various settings of k. As shown
is Table 2, regardless of whether k is set to 1, 5,
or 10, our solution consistently boosts the pass@k
pass rate by 1% point. This improvement not only
underscores the effectiveness of our technical so-
lution in code generation tasks but also highlights
its robustness across different evaluation metrics,
ensuring the delivery of higher quality code gener-
ation outcomes.

3.3 Application to Text Simplification Task

In the text simplification task, our technical solu-
tion has demonstrated superior performance on the
challenging test set SimpEval_2022. Compared
to the original methods, our solution has achieved
significant improvements in the LENS metric.

Dataset SimpEval_2022 is a challenging text
simplification benchmark consisting of over 1,000
human ratings on 360 simplifications. This dataset
is designed to evaluate the latest text simplifica-
tion models, particularly those based on large pre-
trained language models. The sentences in Sim-
pEval_2022 are selected from Wikipedia revisions
published after October 22, 2022, and include more
complex sentences to reduce the risk of "data con-
tamination" and serve as a more challenging test
bed for large language models.

Model The model we used is Llama-3.1-8B-
Instruct5, a large language model particularly
suited for instructed learning tasks. In this study,
we applied this model to text simplification tasks
and combined it with multi-prompt decoding strate-
gies to enhance text simplification quality. The
powerful computational capabilities of the Llama-
3.1-8B-Instruct model enable it to handle complex
language conversion tasks and perform exception-
ally well in text simplification.

Evaluate Metrics LENS (Maddela et al., 2023)
is a state-of-the-art metric designed to assess the
performance of text simplification tasks. LENS
supports two evaluation conditions: with reference
(w/ ref) and without reference (w/o ref). Under the
with reference condition, LENS uses the original
text as a benchmark for evaluation; whereas, under
the without reference condition, LENS evaluates

5https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Llama-3.1-8B-
Instruct
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the quality of simplified text independently, with-
out relying on any original text information. This
flexibility allows LENS to accommodate various
assessment needs and environments.

Prompts Design Following Heineman et al.
(2024), the prompts are designed as follows: p1
is "Please simplify the following sentence so that
it is easy to understand by people with disabilities
or those who are unfamiliar with English. Try to
use shorter words, fewer clauses, and a simpler
structure." p2 is "Create a simpler version of the
sentence below so that it can be better understood
by non-English speakers or individuals with dis-
abilities."

LENS w/ ref w/o ref
p1 75.08 81.54
p2 74.76 81.63
Ours 77.18 82.08

Table 3: Results for Text Simplification Task.

Results The experimental results demonstrate
that our technical solution can achieve signifi-
cant improvements in the LENS metric under var-
ious evaluation conditions. As shown in Table 3,
whether under with-reference or without-reference
evaluation conditions, our solution can steadily en-
hance the quality of text simplification. Notably,
under with-reference evaluation conditions, our
method outperforms the best results obtained us-
ing only p1 or p2 by nearly 1.5 points. This re-
sult proves the effectiveness and applicability of
our technical solution in text simplification tasks,
providing higher quality text simplification results
under diverse evaluation standards.

4 Study

4.1 Effectiveness Analysis under Various
Decoding Strategies

In this section, we conducted an in-depth analysis
of the effects of multi-prompt ensemble decoding
methods under various decoding strategies, includ-
ing Top-p (Finlayson et al., 2024), Top-k (Xie et al.,
2020), and Beam Search. Among them, Top-p is
the decoding method we used for various tasks in
Section 3. We expanded this experiment based on
our previous work in machine translation and code
generation tasks.

For machine translation tasks, we conducted ex-
periments in the English to German (en→de) and

d-BLEU Top-p Top-k Beam
En→De

p1 27.40 26.92 27.64
p2 27.05 27.22 27.81
Ours 27.88 27.52 27.81

En→Zh
p1 17.37 17.56 18.34
p2 17.23 16.79 18.42
Ours 18.88 18.87 18.51

Table 4: Study under Various Decoding Strategies for
Machine Translation Task

English to Chinese (en→zh) directions, as shown
in Table 4. We found that with Top-k and Top-p
decoding methods, our approach showed improve-
ments compared to single prompt. With Beam
Search decoding, our method’s results are close
to the best results of p1 or p2, and higher than the
average of these two.

pass@k Top-p Top-k
p1 67.17% 66.94%
p2 67.26% 67.11%
Ours 68.11% 67.85%*

Table 5: Study under Various Decoding Strategies for
Code Generation Task where pass@k=10.

For code generation tasks, due to the character-
istics of the task evaluation, we could only adopt
sampling search decoding strategies (Top-p or Top-
k). As shown in Table 5, regardless of whether
based on Top-k or Top-p, our method consistently
improved pass@k. This conclusion is consistent
with Section 3.2.

4.2 Study across Varying LLM Sizes

In this section, we investigate the effectiveness of
our method across different sizes of LLMs. Our
main experiments in Section 3 were conducted on
models of size 7-8B. Building on our previous code
generation tasks, we extended our experiments to
a 13B model, using CodeLlama-13B-Python-hf6.
We ensured that all experimental settings remained
consistent with Section 3.2, except for the model
itself.

As shown in Table 6, larger models demonstrate
superior code generation capabilities, with signifi-
cant improvements in the pass@k metric for k=1,

6https://huggingface.co/codellama/CodeLlama-13b-
Python-hf
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pass@k k=1 k=5 k=10
p1 39.6% 67.53% 78.02%
p2 39.48% 67.6% 77.88%
Ours 41.52% 69.54% 79.80%

Table 6: Results for Code Generation Task using
CodeLlama-13B-Python-hf.

5 and 10. Our method also shows consistent im-
provements on the 13B model, achieving similar
enhancements as on the 7B model. Moreover, on
the 13B model, the improvement is more substan-
tial, with pass@10 increasing by nearly 2 points;
whereas the pass@10 on the 7B model (see Table
2) only improved by about 1 point. The experimen-
tal results confirm the effectiveness of our method
across various sizes of LLMs.

4.3 Study on the Relationship between
Prompt Count n and Output Quality

In this section, we investigate the relationship be-
tween the number of prompts and the quality of
results. Building on our previous experiments on
code generation and text simplification tasks, we
conducted extended tests with varying numbers of
prompts. The settings for the extended prompts are
detailed in Appendix C.2.

n 1 2 3 4
p1 67.17% - - -
Ours - 68.11% 68.15% 67.85%

Table 7: Pass@10 rate under different Prompt Count n
for Code Generation Task.

n 1 2 3 4
p1 75.08 - - -
Ours - 77.18 77.08 76.88

Table 8: LENS w/ ref under different Prompt Count n
for Text Simplification Task.

As shown in Tables 7 and 8, the experimental re-
sults indicate that increasing the number of prompts
can enhance the quality of generated output for
both code generation and text simplification tasks.
However, we observed that when the number of
prompts increased from 2 to 3, the improvement
in result quality began to plateau. This trend sug-
gests that 2-3 prompts are essentially sufficient to
achieve optimal results, and beyond this range, ad-
ditional prompts have a limited effect on enhancing

result quality. Therefore, in our previous baseline
experiments in Section 3, we opted for two prompts
as the standard configuration.

4.4 Exploration of Multilingual Prompts
Effects

In this section, we explore the effectiveness of
our method under Multilingual Prompts. Build-
ing on our previous experiments in machine trans-
lation tasks, we extended this experiment to the
Chinese to English (zh→en) and English to Chi-
nese (en→zh) directions. We utilized the Qwen2.5-
7B-Instruct7 model, which provides better support
for instructions in both Chinese and English. For
one of the prompts, p1, we maintained consistency
with Section 3.1, setting it as "Translate the fol-
lowing paragraph from source language to target
language, ensuring that no part of the sentence is
omitted." For the other prompt, p2, we set it as
the Chinese specification "将下面这一段从{源
语种}翻译成{目标语种}，确保没有句子被漏
掉。"

d-BLEU En→Zh Zh→En
p1 21.6 23.89
p2 20.83 24.07
Ours 23.45 24.53

Table 9: Study on Multilingual Prompts using Qwen2.5-
7B-Instruct for Machine Translation Task.

As shown in Table 9, under the Multilingual
Prompts setup, our method shows improvements
compared to using a single prompt.

4.5 Effect of Combination with MBR

Minimum Bayes Risk(MBR), which generates mul-
tiple candidate results during inference and selects
the final outcome using specific metrics, is widely
used in NLP generation tasks. We validate the
effectiveness of combining our multi-prompt en-
semble decoding strategy with MBR in text sim-
plification tasks. We sampled and generated 50
candidate results for both simple prompts p1 and
p2, then used MBR to select the optimal outcome.
For our multi-prompt ensemble decoding, we also
sampled and generated 50 candidate results and
chose the best one using MBR.

As shown in Table 10, the MBR strategy is a
universal approach that significantly improves re-
sults under various conditions. When combined

7https://huggingface.co/Qwen/Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct
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LENS Original MBR
p1 75.08 77.04
p2 74.76 76.87
Ours 77.18 77.72

Table 10: LENS w/ reference results compared between
Original and MBR for Text Simplification Task.

with our multi-prompt ensemble decoding strategy,
it still manages to enhance the results by more than
0.5 points.

5 Related Work

The following are some significant works (Hokamp
et al., 2020; Cheng et al., 2024; Heineman et al.,
2024; Pitis et al., 2023) about prompts related to
this study:

Heineman et al. (2024) proposed a multi-prompt
decoding approach that improves Minimum Bayes
Risk (MBR) decoding by decoding multiple can-
didate generations from a prompt library during
inference. This method uses a trained value met-
ric to select the final output, demonstrating that
multi-prompt can improve MBR performance in a
range of conditional generation tasks by estimat-
ing a more diverse and higher-quality candidate
space. The core of this paper lies in the MBR
strategy, which generates multiple candidate re-
sults during inference and selects the final outcome
using specific metrics. They construct a sufficiently
large and diverse set of candidates through multi-
prompting, which can be seen as an ensemble in the
result space. However our method is an ensemble
during the inference process. .

(Pitis et al., 2023) introduced a method named
Boosted Prompt Ensembles to enhance the reason-
ing performance of large language models without
additional training. It constructs a set of few-shot
prompts that work together as an ensemble, itera-
tively adding prompts that target difficult examples
where the current ensemble’s performance is un-
certain, thereby improving overall accuracy on a
variety of tasks. The core of this paper lies in the se-
lection of prompts. They proposed two algorithms:
Train-time Boosting and Test-time Boosting, and
conducted experiments solely on the GSM8k and
AQuA datasets. In contrast, our research explores
a more general ensemble method during the decod-
ing process; we do not select specific prompts but
assume that we already have a batch of prompts
with equivalent performance.

6 Conclusions

This study set out to address the challenge of en-
hancing the performance of LLMs in NLP tasks
through the introduction of a multi-prompt ensem-
ble decoding approach. Our method, termed Inner-
Batch Ensemble, leverages the diversity of multi-
ple prompts to aggregate their outcomes, thereby
improving the generation quality of LLMs. The im-
plementation of a Left-Padding strategy ensured ef-
ficient batch inference, allowing for uniform input
lengths across various prompts. Our extensive ex-
periments across a range of NLP tasks—spanning
machine translation, code generation, and text sim-
plification—demonstrated the effectiveness of our
Inner-Batch Ensemble method. The results were
particularly compelling, with significant improve-
ments observed in BLEU scores, pass@k rates, and
LENS metrics when compared to standard meth-
ods. The consistent enhancements across different
tasks and metrics underscore the robustness and
versatility of our approach.

7 Future Work

It is known that LLMs tend to forget information
when dealing with lengthy contexts, possibly due
to the overwhelming length of the context. In our
multi-prompt ensemble decoding strategy, although
the prompts vary in form, their semantic content
is identical. We are considering whether inte-
grating prompts carrying different information
could enhance decoding, allowing for the seg-
mentation of extensive contexts into shorter seg-
ments distributed across various prompts. This
approach might help the model retain all informa-
tion more effectively and improve the integrity of
integrated reasoning. We believe this is a highly
promising area for further research.

Additionally, as LLMs are increasingly moving
towards smaller model sizes, enhancing the perfor-
mance of these smaller models to match the quality
of their larger counterparts presents a challenge.
We propose the possibility of strengthening the di-
versity of prompts during the training of smaller
LLMs and leveraging the decoding strategy pre-
sented in this paper to boost their final performance.
This strategy could shift traditional deep reason-
ing to broader reasoning, enhancing the model’s
performance and generalization capabilities by
increasing the breadth of inference rather than
depth.

8



8 Limitations

This study acknowledges several limitations.
Firstly, our method is closely tied to the quality of
the prompts used. A poorly constructed prompt
may render our approach ineffective, as high-
quality prompts are essential for guiding LLMs
to produce accurate outputs. Secondly, due to con-
straints in time and computational resources, the ef-
fectiveness of our method across a broader range of
tasks requires further validation. Additionally, we
did not experiment with the state-of-the-art GPT-4
series interfaces, as they are proprietary and do not
support embedding or modification of their decod-
ing strategies, limiting our ability to test and refine
our method on cutting-edge models.
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A Prompts Design

A.1 Prompts for Machine Translation Task
The designed prompts for Machine Translation Task used in Section 3.1 are as following:

p1
System Prompt:
You are a great translation assistant!

User Prompt:
Translate the following paragraph from {source language} to {target language}, ensuring that no part
of the sentence is omitted.
{source language}: {source text}

p2
System Prompt:
You are a helpful assistant!

User Prompt:
You’re a very professional translator. Please help me translate the following paragraph from {source
language} to {target language}.
{source language}: {source text}

Table 11: Designed Prompts for Machine Translation Task.

12



A.2 Prompts for Code Generation Task
For Code Generation Task, since the dataset provides a prompt for each problem, we define this original
prompt as p1. For prompt p2, we construct a simple prefix based on p1. Examples of this prompts used in
Section 3.2 are as following:

p1
def specialFilter(nums):

"""Write a function that takes an array of numbers as input and returns the number of elements in
the array that are greater than 10 and both first and last digits of a number are odd (1, 3, 5, 7, 9).

For example:
specialFilter([15, -73, 14, -15]) => 1
specialFilter([33, -2, -3, 45, 21, 109]) => 2
"""

p2
""" This is a good code.
def specialFilter(nums):

"""Write a function that takes an array of numbers as input and returns the number of elements in
the array that are greater than 10 and both first and last digits of a number are odd (1, 3, 5, 7, 9).

For example:
specialFilter([15, -73, 14, -15]) => 1
specialFilter([33, -2, -3, 45, 21, 109]) => 2
"""

Table 12: Prompts of ID 146 for Code Generation Task

p1
from typing import List, Tuple

def rolling_max(numbers: List[int]) -> List[int]:
""" From a given list of integers, generate a list of rolling maximum element found until given

moment in the sequence.
rolling_max([1, 2, 3, 2, 3, 4, 2])

[1, 2, 3, 3, 3, 4, 4]
"""

p2
""" This is a good code.
from typing import List, Tuple

def rolling_max(numbers: List[int]) -> List[int]:
""" From a given list of integers, generate a list of rolling maximum element found until given

moment in the sequence.
rolling_max([1, 2, 3, 2, 3, 4, 2])

[1, 2, 3, 3, 3, 4, 4]
"""

Table 13: Prompts of ID 9 for Code Generation Task
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A.3 Prompts for Text Simplification Task
The designed prompts for Text Simplification used in Section 3.3 are as following:

p1
User Prompt:
Please simplify the following sentence so that it is easy to understand by people with disabilities or
those who are unfamiliar with English. Try to use shorter words, fewer clauses, and a simpler structure.
Original: {input text}

p2
User Prompt:
Create a simpler version of the sentence below so that it can be better understood by non-English
speakers or individuals with disabilities.
Original: {input text}

Table 14: Designed Prompts for Text Simplification Task
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B Detailed Main Experimental Results

B.1 Detailed Results for Machine Translation Task
The specific outcomes for various seed settings in the Machine Translation Task, as discussed in Section
3.1, are presented below in Table 15:

d-BLEU en→de en→fr en→zh en→ja de→en fr→en zh→en ja→en
p1

0 27.18 38.57 22.53 13.36 34.74 42.27 21.95 9.21
1 27.82 37.6 16.43 7.23 34.87 42.22 25.84 7.26
2 27.4 35.94 16.58 5.52 31.78 39.12 24.3 5.58
3 28.2 37.6 15.53 12.08 30.99 41.81 25.06 5.58
4 26.54 37.88 16.93 11.7 32.02 41.96 24.31 4.69
5 27.2 36.83 15.61 7.87 32.22 41.88 21.9 9.31
6 27.1 38.43 15.79 6.85 31.19 41.17 25.17 6.95
7 28 37.79 22.44 8.47 34.92 42.36 24.82 5.21
8 26.69 37.61 15.56 14.02 32.45 39.5 26.24 6.88
9 27.86 37.33 16.3 6.39 33.7 41.49 24.35 6.51
AVG 27.40 37.59 17.37 9.35 32.89 41.38 24.39 6.72

p2
0 26.99 35.85 15.14 14.03 35.21 41.88 24.94 6.76
1 26.04 37.68 16.74 12.29 33.84 42.63 24.63 6.76
2 26.57 38.5 16.09 6.19 31.73 42.61 26.39 5.1
3 26.15 37.12 16.47 6.46 34.89 42.42 21.68 5.2
4 27.08 37.61 21.57 14.14 31.29 39.37 22.02 6.87
5 26.36 37.01 14.85 7.73 30.28 41.8 24.49 9.45
6 26.96 36.59 16.65 12.3 31.61 41.87 24.75 5.13
7 27.9 35.82 21.43 6.37 31.74 42.06 25.17 5.24
8 27.61 37.24 17.38 8.82 34.81 42.3 25.28 6.76
9 28.79 37.97 16 7.81 31.97 39.01 24.5 10.25
AVG 27.05 37.14 17.23 9.61 32.74 41.60 24.39 6.75

Ours
0 28.58 37.79 18.86 9.01 32.01 43.21 26.06 7.93
1 27.66 38.84 16.23 14.94 34.74 42.8 26.13 7.74
2 28.59 39.04 23.06 11.06 34.79 42.86 25.18 10.79
3 28.29 39.15 18.75 12.71 35.15 39.87 26.09 6.82
4 27.55 37.94 17.82 14.66 33.4 42.83 25.61 7.35
5 28.82 36.84 17.02 8.87 32.61 42.71 24.66 7.95
6 26.66 37.96 22.83 12.74 31.86 42.74 21.98 7.98
7 26.59 39.16 19.08 9.56 32.18 42.75 23.81 10.9
8 27.97 37.19 18.9 9.89 32.61 39.69 22.92 8.08
9 28.07 37.72 16.29 10.91 31.73 43.06 26.04 8.11
AVG 27.88 38.16 18.38 11.44 33.11 42.25 24.85 8.37

Table 15: Detailed results for Machine Translation Task.
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B.2 Detailed Results for Code Generation
Task

The specific outcomes for various seed settings in
the Code Generation Task, as discussed in Section
3.2, are presented below in Table 16:

pass@k k=1 k=5 k=10
p1

0 30.41% 56.78% 67.67%
1 31.94% 58.73% 66.68%
2 32.32% 58.03% 67.92%
3 39.24% 59.19% 66.39%
4 30.44% 59.17% 67.42%
5 39.2% 58.97% 66.32%
6 28.02% 57.13% 67.72%
7 30.71% 57.81% 67.53%
8 28.42% 57.63% 67.76%
9 30.37% 57.88% 66.33%
AVG 32.11% 58.13% 67.17%

p2
0 30.11% 58.64% 67.34%
1 32.12% 58.73% 67.13%
2 32.31% 57.62% 67.88%
3 33.39% 58.97% 67.41%
4 28.05% 56.39% 67%
5 33.1% 57.9% 66.92%
6 30.1% 58.58% 67.71%
7 27.95% 58.47% 66.69%
8 30.35% 58.67% 67.16%
9 29.96% 56.3% 67.35%
AVG 30.74% 58.03% 67.26%

Ours
0 32.66% 58.9% 67.2%
1 37.1% 58.86% 69.12%
2 37.06% 57.89% 67.68%
3 32.97% 60.05% 67.76%
4 31.8% 58.9% 67.27%
5 33.03% 59.21% 68.5%
6 32.16% 59.19% 68.05%
7 33.26% 57.93% 69.27%
8 30.59% 59.37% 67.62%
9 30.57% 60.41% 68.62%
AVG 33.12% 59.07% 68.11%

Table 16: Detailed Results for Code Generation Task.

B.3 Detailed Results for Text Simplification
Task

The specific outcomes for various seed settings
in the Text Simplification Task, as discussed in
Section 3.3, are presented below in Table 17:

LENS w/ ref w/o ref
p1

0 75.32 80.76
1 75.93 82.04
2 75.65 82.58
3 74.47 81.02
4 75.71 82.2
5 74.43 81.4
6 75.37 82.36
7 75.36 80.26
8 74.59 82.5
9 73.98 80.27
AVG 75.08 81.54

p2
0 74.54 81.79
1 75.81 80.62
2 72.83 82.44
3 74.48 81.61
4 73.31 82.36
5 75.68 80.91
6 74.92 81.65
7 75.35 81.23
8 74.63 81.7
9 76.05 81.99
AVG 74.76 81.63

Ours
0 76.71 82.21
1 76.03 81.88
2 77.26 81.68
3 77.22 81.98
4 77.38 82.36
5 78.69 82.61
6 78.02 82.12
7 76.17 81.63
8 77.96 82.64
9 76.32 81.69
AVG 77.18 82.08

Table 17: Results for Text Simplification Task.
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C Appendix for Study

C.1 Detailed Results for Study under Various
Decoding Strategies

The specific outcomes for various seed settings
in the Machine Translation Task under Top-k de-
coding strategy, as discussed in Section 4.1, are
presented below in Table 18:

d-BLEU en→de en→zh
p1

0 25.88 21.43
1 27.92 15.99
2 26.15 15.62
3 26.99 20.85
4 26.03 16.34
5 27.73 14.90
6 28.04 16.12
7 26.80 15.73
8 26.71 22.51
9 26.90 16.15
AVG 26.92 17.56

p2
0 28.79 17.70
1 26.60 16.99
2 28.26 16.55
3 27.28 15.37
4 26.77 16.67
5 27.82 15.20
6 27.16 14.88
7 25.64 16.15
8 27.56 15.51
9 26.36 21.94
AVG 27.22 16.70

Ours
0 28.60 18.79
1 28.24 18.57
2 25.54 17.61
3 27.49 19.43
4 25.92 16.40
5 26.75 19.76
6 28.66 17.57
7 27.93 17.10
8 28.58 22.24
9 27.46 21.20
AVG 27.52 18.87

Table 18: Detailed results for Machine Translation Task
under Top-k decoding strategy.

The specific outcomes for various seed settings
in the Code Generation Task under Top-k decoding
strategy, as discussed in Section 4.1, are presented
below in Table 19:

pass-k k=10
p1

0 66.99%
1 66.31%
2 67.57%
3 66.25%
4 67.25%
5 65.83%
6 67.66%
7 67.84%
8 67.71%
9 65.99%
AVG 66.94%

p2
0 66.91%
1 66.75%
2 67.5%
3 67.34%
4 66.83%
5 66.62%
6 67.82%
7 66.43%
8 67.21%
9 67.7%
AVG 67.11%

Ours
0 67.44%
1 67.3%
2 67.32%
3 67.16%
4 67.75%
5 69.05%
6 68.57%
7 67.85%
8 67.6%
9 68.46%
AVG 67.85%

Table 19: Detailed results for Code Generation Task
under Top-k decoding strategy.
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C.2 Additional Prompts for Study on Prompt Count n
Additional Prompts for Study on Prompt Count n used in Section 4.3 are as following in Table 20 and
Table 21:

p3
""" This is a piece of code written by an expert that is very ingenious.
def specialFilter(nums):

"""Write a function that takes an array of numbers as input and returns the number of elements in
the array that are greater than 10 and both first and last digits of a number are odd (1, 3, 5, 7, 9).

For example:
specialFilter([15, -73, 14, -15]) => 1
specialFilter([33, -2, -3, 45, 21, 109]) => 2
"""

p4
""" Author: a coder expert
def specialFilter(nums):

"""Write a function that takes an array of numbers as input and returns the number of elements in
the array that are greater than 10 and both first and last digits of a number are odd (1, 3, 5, 7, 9).

For example:
specialFilter([15, -73, 14, -15]) => 1
specialFilter([33, -2, -3, 45, 21, 109]) => 2
"""

Table 20: Additional Prompts of ID 146 for Code Generation Task

p3
User Prompt:
Rewrite this sentence in a simple and easy to understand way. Make sure to retain the meaning and
ideas of the original sentence while using shorter words and sentences.
Original: {input text}

p4
User Prompt:
Express this sentence in simpler terms, keeping its meaning and ideas intact, and use shorter words and
sentences.
Original: {input text}

Table 21: Additional Prompts for Text Simplification Task
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