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ABSTRACT

Prompt engineering can significantly improve the perfor-
mance of large language models (LLMs), with automated
prompt optimization (APO) gaining significant attention
due to the time-consuming and laborious nature of man-
ual prompt design. However, much of the existing work
in APO overlooks task-specific characteristics, resulting in
prompts that lack domain specificity and are not well-suited
for task-specific optimization. In this paper, we introduce
TAPO, a multitask-aware prompt optimization framework
composed of three key modules. First, a task-aware metric
selection module is proposed to enhance task-specific prompt
generation capabilities. Second, we present a multi-metrics
evaluation module to jointly evaluate prompts from multiple
perspectives. Third, an evolution-based optimization frame-
work is introduced for automatic prompt refinement, which
improves adaptability across various tasks. Extensive exper-
iments on six datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of our
approach, and our code is publicly available1.

Index Terms— Prompt Engineering, Automated Prompt
Optimization, Large Language Models, Multi-Task Learning

1. INTRODUCTION

Prompt engineering is pivotal in enhancing the performance
of large language models (LLMs). However, construct-
ing prompts manually is both time-consuming and labor-
intensive. Thus, automated prompt optimization [1] has
been introduced as a more systematic and efficient approach.
Among current approaches, models such as TEMPERA [2]
leverage reinforcement learning to dynamically adapt and
optimize prompts. Bayesian optimization techniques of-
fer a probabilistic framework for prompt refinement, while
in-context learning integrates examples directly into the
prompts, as seen in models such as Voke-k [3] and Auto-
CoT [4]. These methods illustrate the growing trend toward
more sophisticated prompt engineering strategies.

However, these methods face two primary limitations.
First, current prompt evaluation techniques predominantly
rely on a single metric, which hinders a comprehensive as-
sessment. For example, PromptBreeder [5] and APE [1]

* Equal contribution. † Corresponding author.
1https://github.com/Applied-Machine-Learning-Lab/TAPO.

employ a single similarity metric for fitness measurement,
limiting their ability to logically improve tasks related to
planning. Second, the lack of diverse metrics reduces their
versatility, limiting their adaptability to multi-task optimiza-
tion. For example, DATA [6] optimizes prompts for role-
playing tasks, but exhibits limited scalability to a broader
range of tasks. Similarly, while certain prompt strategies
focused on machine translation [7] can improve language
proficiency, their effectiveness in other essential language
tasks, such as communication and reasoning, is diminished.

To address the limitations listed above, we propose Task-
Referenced Adaptation for Prompt Optimization (TAPO), a
task-aware framework that dynamically selects task-related
metrics and automates a task-adaptive prompt evaluation and
generation process to facilitate prompt evolution. The frame-
work comprises three key components. The module Dynamic
Metric Selection enables the LLM to choose relevant met-
rics according to different tasks and assigns weights based on
their priority, establishing task-adapted evaluation metrics for
the subsequent stage Task-Aware Prompt Evaluation. In
the Evolution-Based Prompt Optimization module, we use
a systematic selection mechanism to iteratively select and mu-
tate high-performing prompts, continuously refining them for
improved task-specific performance. In summary, the major
contributions of this paper are listed as follows.
• We propose Task-Referenced Adaptation for Prompt Opti-

mization (TAPO), an innovative approach that dynamically
generates task-specific strategies to enhance multi-task per-
formance and improve generalization across diverse tasks.

• A novel task-aware metrics selection and a prompt evalu-
ation module are developed to guide LLMs in generating
results that better align with task requirements.

• Extensive experiments conducted on six public datasets val-
idate the significance of TAPO’s model components and its
versatility across diverse tasks.

2. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we first introduce the TAPO framework, fol-
lowed by a detailed description of each component.

2.1. Framework Overview

TAPO’s core innovation lies in its multi-objective optimiza-
tion, which balances criteria like accuracy, fluency, and di-
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Fig. 1. The framework of TAPO. For Dynamic Metric Selection, We provide a task dataset example for the LLM to select
metrics and assign weights based on priority, creating task-specific evaluation metrics for Task-Aware Prompt Evaluation.
We employ a tournament selection algorithm for Evolution-Based Prompt Optimization to select and mutate the better-
performing prompts, adding task-adapted prompts to the candidates.

versity. As shown in Figure 1, TAPO integrates LLMs into
key components, including task identification, metric selec-
tion, and prompt optimization. Dynamically adapts to vari-
ous tasks by selecting appropriate evaluation metrics and it-
eratively refining prompts through an adaptive feedback loop,
thus improving task-specific performance.

The process begins with task classification, where the
LLM identifies the type of task. TAPO then selects rele-
vant metrics, such as similarity and complexity, to guide
prompt design and evaluation. High-performing prompts are
iteratively refined through mutation and selection, ensuring
continuous improvement. This adaptive process makes TAPO
flexible and effective in diverse tasks.

2.2. Dynamic Metric Selection

Different tasks require different evaluation criteria, and fixed
metrics often fail to capture nuanced demands such as preci-
sion, creativity, or logical consistency. TAPO optimizes LLM
prompts by dynamically selecting and weighting task-specific
evaluation metrics. The process begins with task classifica-
tion, where the LLM-driven module identifies the task type
(e.g., reasoning, language, real-world problem) and selects
relevant metrics. For factual tasks, similarity ensures accu-
racy, while creative tasks emphasize diversity to avoid repe-
tition. Metrics such as complexity assess fluency, while both
perplexity and logical consistency are crucial for advanced
reasoning, dialogue, and decision-support systems. This ap-
proach enables TAPO to adapt to various tasks, ensuring op-
timal performance across multiple dimensions.

2.3. Task-Aware Prompt Evaluation

To evaluate and adapt prompts for various tasks, we propose
a prompt evaluation module with two components: metric
fusion and dynamic weight adjustment. After selecting the
evaluation metrics, TAPO combines them into a final scoring
function to comprehensively assess the performance of the
task. The scoring function is defined as:

S(P) =

n∑
i=1

wi ·Mi(P) (1)

where P is the optimized prompt, wi is the weight of the i-th
metric, Mi(P) denotes the score for the i-th metric, and S(P)
represents the overall score for n metrics.

TAPO integrates similarity, diversity, perplexity, and com-
plexity as metrics to balance accuracy, creativity, and fluency.
Adjusts the weight of each metric based on task requirements,
prioritizing similarity for precision tasks and enhancing diver-
sity and perplexity for creative tasks.

2.4. Evolution-Based Prompt Optimization

Traditional prompt optimization methods often stagnate in lo-
cal optima, limiting their ability to explore better alternatives.
TAPO addresses this limitation by refining prompts through
evolutionary strategies, leveraging mutation, and selection for
continuous improvement.

During initialization, TAPO generates prompts by com-
bining random thinking styles with the problem description,
which the LLM then processes. Over multiple generations,
small variations from a predefined library of strategies, such
as ”breaking the task into steps,” are combined with randomly
selected mutation operators to assist with prompt optimiza-
tion. In each iteration, the performance evaluation is con-
ducted using the scoring function mentioned above. TAPO
applies tournament selection to filter candidates, ensuring im-
proved task-specific results. This iterative process continues
for several cycles, dynamically refining the prompts until they
achieve the desired performance or reach a predefined itera-
tion limit, ensuring continuous optimization.

3. EXPERIMENT

In this section, we present experimental settings and out-
line the design of our experiments to address the following
research questions: RQ1: How does our model perform
compared to state-of-the-art models? RQ2: How effectively
does our model adapt its performance to different types of
tasks? RQ3: Does our framework perform consistently in
open-source LLMs? RQ4: How do different components
influence overall performance?



Dataset GPT-3.5-turbo GPT-4o

COT APE PE2 PB TAPO COT APE PE2 PB TAPO

BBH(27 Subsets) 66.68% 68.10% 63.57% 68.17% 69.28%* 74.18% 74.83% 77.05% 79.90% 80.51%*
GSM8K 83.70%* 81.99% 78.63% 82.45% 83.40% 85.49% 79.79% 83.37% 88.61%* 88.40%
AddSub 58.61% 57.04% 68.10% 82.11% 88.15%* 100%* 97.92% 95.78% 97.62% 96.32%
MultiArith 69.00% 86.36% 83.56% 85.26% 89.26%* 100% 100% 97.92% 100% 100%
SingleEQ 61.91% 63.14% 78.92% 82.11% 89.06%* 96.12% 96.78% 89.63% 96.74% 97.83%*
SVAMP 94.38%* 93.10% 91.02% 90.44% 92.72% 93.23% 95.71% 94.81% 99.72% 100%*

Table 1. Performance comparison on different datasets using GPT-3.5-turbo and GPT-4o (Similarity Scores). “*” indicates
significance level test p < 0.05, the suboptimal results are underlined.

3.1. Experiment Settings

Datasets. To evaluate our method, we use a range of datasets
focused on mathematical reasoning and multi-task problem
solving, including AddSub [8], MultiArith [9], and Sin-
gleEQ [10] for arithmetic reasoning, as well as SVAMP [11]
and GSM8K [12] for multi-step problem solving. Addition-
ally, we include BIG-bench Hard (BBH) [13], which presents
diverse and challenging tasks such as logical reasoning and
common sense understanding, ensuring a comprehensive
evaluation in various tasks.
Baselines. We compare TAPO with the following baseline
methods: (a) Zero-Shot CoT [14], generating reasoning steps
in a zero-shot manner; (b) APE [1], which initializes multiple
prompt candidates from a base prompt and selects the best
one based on development set performance; (c) PE2 [15], a
two-step prompting method that generates and refines can-
didate prompts through iterative evaluation; and (d) Prompt-
Breeder [5], an optimization approach that evolves prompts
by combining successful prompt segments to enhance down-
stream task performance.
Experiment Details. In our experiments, we utilize the
following language models: GPT-3.5-turbo-0125,
GPT-4o-2024-08-06, and Llama3-8B-Instruct.
The first two models are accessed through the OpenAI
API, while llama3 is deployed using the NVIDIA API.
To ensure consistency between tasks, the temperature is set
to 0.1. The evaluation of generated text employs metrics
for similarity, fluency, diversity, and complexity. Simi-
larity is assessed using cosine similarity, calculated via
the all-MiniLM-L6-v2 model, to measure semantic
alignment between generated and reference texts. Fluency
is evaluated through perplexity scores derived from the
gpt2-large model, where lower values indicate more
coherent and grammatically accurate outputs. Diversity is
used to quantify lexical variety by calculating the propor-
tion of unique n-grams, with higher scores reflecting reduced
repetition. Complexity is assessed by analyzing text length,
syntactic structures, and logical reasoning steps.

3.2. Overall Performance (RQ1)

TAPO consistently outperforms the baseline methods by dy-
namically selecting and weighting task-specific metrics. In
arithmetic reasoning tasks such as AddSub and MultiArith,

TAPO achieves similarity scores of 88.15% and 89.26% in
GPT-3.5, respectively, demonstrating a clear advantage
over static methods like CoT [14] and APE [1]. For multi-
step reasoning tasks such as GSM8K, TAPO reaches 88.40%
on GPT-4o, just shy of the best score at 88.61%. In BBH,
TAPO achieves 80.51% in GPT-4o, slightly exceeding the
next best method at 79.90%.

Although TAPO does not always achieve the highest
score, such as in SVAMP where it reaches 92.72% on
GPT-3.5 compared to 94.38%, it consistently ranks among
the best methods, showing strong adaptability in various
tasks. These results, summarized in Table 1, underscore
TAPO’s effectiveness in optimizing task-specific prompts for
a wide range of language and reasoning tasks.

3.3. Task-Specific Prompt Performance (RQ2)

TAPO’s ability to tailor prompts for specific tasks signifi-
cantly enhances performance across different domains, as il-
lustrated in Table 2. For math reasoning tasks like AddSub,
TAPO emphasizes reasoning and computational steps, offer-
ing a customized approach that outperforms general methods
like zero-shot CoT, which uses the generic prompt "Let’s
think step by step". For translation tasks, TAPO ex-
cels by using a systematic framework for error categoriza-
tion and iterative feedback, in contrast to the less structured
methods of APE or PB. This task-specific design ensures that
TAPO consistently delivers superior results by adapting the
prompts to the unique requirements of each task, improving
both clarity and performance in mathematical and translation
error detection tasks.

3.4. Open-Source LLM Performance (RQ3)

Fig. 2. Performance Comparison with Llama3.

When evaluating open-source LLMs, such as Llama3-8b,
TAPO consistently outperforms baseline methods, including
CoT and PE2, even on tasks that require precise formatting



Method Math Reasoning Prompt

Zero-shot CoT Let’s think step by step.
APE Solve arithmetic word problems.
PB Subtract 2 from 8 to find how many kittens Joan

has now.
Answer: 8 - 2 = 6
Advice: Correct subtraction. Well done!

TAPO Break the problem into smaller parts. Identify
key elements, use diagrams or rephrase, and re-
move unnecessary information.

Method Translation Error Detection Prompt

Zero-shot CoT Let’s think step by step.
APE Identify translation errors based on specific cat-

egories like Named Entities, Numerical Values,
and Modifiers.

PB Become a fearless error detective with a magni-
fying glass, finding quirky translation missteps
in a whimsical German fairytale.

TAPO Improve translation error detection by creating
a structured framework to categorize errors, fo-
cusing on common issues, and using iterative
testing with feedback to refine strategies.

Table 2. Effect of Different Prompt Optimization Methods

and multi-step reasoning. As illustrated in Figure 2, while
Llama3-8b struggles to maintain the correct output formats
on datasets such as SVAMP and AddSub, TAPO enables the
model to achieve significantly better results. In tasks like
GSM8K, which emphasize multi-step reasoning, TAPO fur-
ther improves Llama3-8b’s performance, narrowing the
gap with state-of-the-art models. On average, TAPO im-
proved similarity scores in math reasoning tasks by 10.2%
compared to CoT and 6.2% compared to PE2. These results
demonstrate that TAPO’s optimization enhances performance
even in open-source LLMs, making it effective across differ-
ent model architectures.

3.5. Ablation Study (RQ4)

Method AddSub SingleEQ SVAMP MultiArith GSM8K

TAPO (Full) 88.15% 89.06% 92.72% 89.26% 83.40%
w/o PO 87.24% 82.75% 85.38% 83.04% 81.82%
w/o MS 82.60% 75.91% 80.14% 78.58% 82.41%

Table 3. Ablation experiment: performance comparison with
gpt-3.5-turbo (Similarity Scores).

We conducted an ablation study to evaluate the key compo-
nents of TAPO, as shown in Table 3, focusing on removing
prompt optimization and multi-metric scoring. In the w/o PO
variant, we replaced the optimization of task-specific prompts
with a generic approach, which resulted in a performance de-
cline across all datasets, highlighting the importance of re-
fined prompt generation of TAPO. Similarly, in the w/o MS
variant, using a single-metric method instead of the multi-
metric approach led to a significant performance drop, partic-

ularly in datasets such as SigleEQ and MultiArith, highlight-
ing the crucial role of multi-metric evaluation in improving
task-specific results.

4. RELATED WORK

The optimization of prompts has become central to the appli-
cation of LLMs in areas such as agents [16,17], RAG [18,19],
IR [20, 21] etc., and it has recently gained significant atten-
tion due to the time-consuming and labor-intensive process
of manual prompt tuning. Several approaches have been pro-
posed, including leveraging feedback from LLMs and iter-
ative improvements [1], reinforcement learning-based meth-
ods [22], Bayesian optimization techniques [23], in-context
learning [15], and evolutionary algorithms [5], among oth-
ers. However, current prompt evaluation methods use uni-
form metrics that fail to adapt to task-specific objectives. This
paper proposes TAPO framework that dynamically optimizes
prompts using task-specific feedback, improving generaliz-
ability across diverse tasks.

5. CONCLUSION

We propose a novel framework, TAPO, to improve prompt
generation and enhance the adaptability of LLMs to diverse
tasks. TAPO leverages a comprehensive set of evaluation
metrics, dynamically adjusting them based on task require-
ments, while an adaptive feedback loop iteratively refines
the prompts to ensure continuous improvement. Extensive
experiments on various datasets demonstrate that TAPO out-
performs existing methods, offering superior performance
and versatility across different models and task types, rang-
ing from arithmetic reasoning to multistep problem-solving,
creative generation, and logical reasoning challenges.
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