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ABSTRACT
Mobile phone agents can assist people in automating daily tasks
on their phones, which have emerged as a pivotal research spot-
light. However, existing procedure-oriented agents struggle with
cross-app instructions, due to the following challenges: (1) com-
plex task relationships, (2) diverse app environment, and (3) error
propagation and information loss in multi-step execution. Drawing
inspiration from object-oriented programming principles, we rec-
ognize that object-oriented solutions is more suitable for cross-app
instruction. To address these challenges, we propose a self-evolving
multi-agent framework namedMobileSteward, which integrates
multiple app-oriented StaffAgents coordinated by a centralized
StewardAgent. We design three specialized modules in MobileStew-
ard: (1) Dynamic Recruitment generates a scheduling graph guided
by information flow to explicitly associate tasks among apps. (2)
Assigned Execution assigns the task to app-oriented StaffAgents,
each equipped with app-specialized expertise to address the diver-
sity between apps. (3) Adjusted Evaluation conducts evaluation to
provide reflection tips or deliver key information, which alleviates
error propagation and information loss during multi-step execution.
To continuously improve the performance of MobileSteward, we de-
velop aMemory-based Self-evolutionmechanism, which summarizes
the experience from successful execution, to improve the perfor-
mance of MobileSteward. We establish the first English Cross-APP
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Benchmark (CAPBench) in the real-world environment to evaluate
the agents’ capabilities of solving complex cross-app instructions.
Experimental results demonstrate that MobileSteward achieves the
best performance compared to both single-agent and multi-agent
frameworks, highlighting the superiority of MobileSteward in bet-
ter handling user instructions with diverse complexity.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Computing methodologies → Natural language processing;
• Human-centered computing→ Human computer interac-
tion (HCI).
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1 INTRODUCTION
Mobile phone agents can assist people to automate simple tasks and
bringmuch convenience to people’s daily lives, which have emerged
as a pivotal research spotlight [2, 25, 28]. The rapid advancement of
mobile technology has led to the proliferation of apps with diverse
functionalities, allowing users to accomplish increasingly complex
tasks. Consequently, developing more powerful agents capable of
handling complex user instructions in such environments is of great
importance and application prospect.

Existing mobile phone agents have achieved some encouraging
results on automated task execution. Several API-based solutions
have been successfully deployed in real-world mobile phones, such
as Siri, Google Assistant, and XiaoAI [2]. Despite these advances,
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Figure 1: Current mobile phone agents suffer from the fol-
lowing challenges when solving cross-app instructions: (1)
Complex Task Relationships; (2) Diverse App Environment;
(3) Error Propagation and Information Loss in Multi-Step
Execution.

API access constraints have prompted the exploration of alternative
methodologies, including simulating user operations by learning
the mapping between instructions and action sequences [3, 4],
understanding app page transitions in relation to actions [30, 31,
57], and augmenting agents’ decision-making with the structured
interface representations and historical states [18, 24, 27]. With the
appealing performance of Large LanguageModels (LLMs) and Large
Multi-modal Models (LMMs), many efforts have leveraged their
logical reasoning, role-playing, and image understanding abilities
to create more generalized agents [15–17, 44, 46, 60], which can
autonomously analyze user intent, comprehend screen content, and
infer the appropriate actions to execute instructions [22, 23, 25, 28].

However, implementing automated task execution on mobile
phones in real-world scenarios remains challenging. As illustrated
in Figure 1, although existingmobile phone agents can solve straight-
forward tasks within a single app, they struggle with cross-app
instructions due to the following challenges: (1) Complex task re-
lationships: A complex user instruction often contains intricate
dependencies between different subtasks. Managing these depen-
dencies and scheduling tasks accurately is challenging for current
agents ; (2) Diverse app environment: Unlike general agents, the
mobile environment is highly diverse, with apps varying widely
in functionality, content, and user interface design. This diversity
complicates the agent’s ability to uniformly understand and in-
teract with different apps; (3) Error propagation and information
loss in multi-step execution: Multi-step task execution may cause
the propagation of previous errors or the loss of key information,
thus disrupting the successful completion of subsequent actions.
To effectively handle cross-app instructions, it is essential to not
only coordinate tasks between apps but also execute actions accu-
rately within apps. Current methods typically rely on a single agent,

which lacks the versatility and specialization needed to perform
both aspects effectively.

Previous research has demonstrated that the multi-agent frame-
work can effectively address complex tasks, such as program de-
velopment [36, 37], game strategies [52–54], or intricate reason-
ing [43, 45, 47]. These methods typically divide the entire task into
a multi-stage pipeline to reduce the difficulty of each stage, and
then design specialized agents for each stage to complete the task.
However, research on multi-agent frameworks in mobile phone is
still underdeveloped. Although MobileAgent-v2 [51] follows the
procedure-oriented idea to combine the Planning Agent, Decision
Agent, and Reflection Agent at each execution step, its performance
in solving cross-app instructions is still unsatisfactory.

Inspired by the principles from programming languages like C++,
we find that cross-app instruction is more suitable to be solved us-
ing object-oriented design solutions [56]. Given that existing agents
can effectively solve simple tasks within a single app, if we can
treat the app-specialized agent as the object, we only need to con-
centrate on how to schedule and assign tasks among these agents.
Based on the above insights, we propose MobileSteward, a self-
evolvingmulti-agent framework for complex cross-app instructions,
which integrates multiple app-oriented StaffAgents coordinated
by a centralized StewardAgent to collaboratively solve cross-app
instructions. MobileSteward features three specialized modules: (1)
Dynamic Recruitment: StewardAgent splits the instruction into app-
oriented tasks and recruits related StaffAgents, then establishes the
information flow among tasks to generate the scheduling graph. (2)
Assigned Execution: StaffAgent operates the corresponding apps to
complete the assigned tasks using app specialized information and
return the execution history. (3) Adjusted Evaluation: StewardAgent
evaluates the StaffAgent’s execution, provides reflection tips for
errors or summarizes the results of correct execution to deliver the
information and adjust the subsequent schedule.

Similar to the steward in reality, with the accumulation of experi-
ence, he will becomemore familiar with the staff about their suitable
work. Therefore, we propose Memory-based Self-evolution mecha-
nism to achieve the continuous optimization of the MobileSteward
framework through the self-summarization of experience from the
successful execution. Specifically, we equip the StewardAgent with
a Staff Expertise Memory and the StaffAgent with a Task Guideline
Memory. After StaffAgent successfully completes an assigned task,
StewardAgent will summarize the execution process, extract the
staff expertise and task guidelines, and update the memory. The
successful experience injected by memory assists StewardAgent in
accomplishing more accurate Dynamic Recruitment and provides
StaffAgent with more effective guidance for Assigned Execution.

To evaluate the effectiveness of our MobileSteward, we propose
Cross-APP Benchmark (CAPBench), a more challenging benchmark
that is specifically designed for complex cross-app instructions.
Each instruction inherently requires the interaction of multiple
apps, where the tasks are interrelated across these different apps.
We compare MobileSteward with existing mobile phone agent base-
lines and the experimental results demonstrate that our proposed
MobileSteward can achieve the best performance on solving cross-
app instructions that are challenging for both single-agent and
multi-agent baselines. Detailed experimental analysis validates the
effectiveness of our proposed modules as well as the self-evolution.
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Overall, our main contributions can be summarized as follows:
•We proposeMobileSteward, a novel multi-agent collaboration

framework based on mobile phone environments, which comprises
a centralized StewardAgent and several app-oriented StaffAgents.

•We design three specialized modules: Dynamic Recruitment for
instructive task scheduling, Assigned Execution for accurate task
execution and Adjusted Evaluation for phased task adjustment.

• We introduce Memory-based Self-evolution to continu-
ously optimize MobileSteward with Staff Expertise Memory and
Task Guideline Memory accumulated from successful execution.

• We construct the first English Cross-APP Benchmark (CAP-
Bench) in the real-world environment. The experimental results
demonstrate that MobileSteward achieves the best performance in
handling complex cross-app instructions.

2 RELATEDWORK
2.1 Automated Task Execution on Mobile Phone
Mobile phones have become so inseparable from our lives, that the
development of automated user task execution on mobile phones
has become a research spotlight, which can be categorized into three
types of methods: (1) API-based methods, which are favored by
industry and have already been deployed for user in actual mobile
phones, e.g., Siri, Google Assistant and XiaoAI [2]. However, such
methods are limited by API access and invocation to some extent. (2)
GUI-based methods, which seek for automated task execution by
simulating interactions with the graphical user interfaces (GUIs) [3–
5, 19]. These methods usually require screen summarizing [6–8],
widgets recognition [9, 10] and command grounding [11, 12] to
augment the GUI understanding and action prediction. Moreover,
Spotlight [13] designed a Region-of-Interest (ROI) Align to local-
ize to the regions and widgets that more relevant to the task. (3)
Experience-based methods, which learn from the historical ex-
perience. MobileGPT [30] constructs a Hierarchical App Memory
through exploration and then uses Flexible Task Recall in the exe-
cution phase. AutoDroid [31] constructs the UI Transition Graph
(UTG) by exploring during the offline phase, which in turn is ex-
tracted to form memory.

The diversity among apps makes existing methods ineffective in
solving tasks on various apps, so we design Assigned Execution to
utilize app-oriented StaffAgents to complete tasks on specific apps.

2.2 LLM/LMM Agents on Mobile Phones
The rapid development of LLMs/LMMs has encouraged them to
be adopted as agents on mobile phones [26]. These methods uti-
lize LLM’s powerful semantic reasoning capabilities to analyze the
tasks [14, 16] or LMM’s excellent image comprehension capabili-
ties to assist the GUI understanding [15, 17]. We can divide them
into three categories: (1) Pre-trained methods: CogAgent [22]
and ScreenAI [23], pre-train a visual language model on a mix of
screen tasks (QA, summarization, annotation and navigation) to
build a general agent for automated task execution. (2) Fine-tuned
methods: These methods usually include the historical informa-
tion to assist in action decisions. Auto-UI [18] introduces historical
actions during fine-tuning on a large scale dataset AITW [20] and
can be improved by adopting Chain-of-Action-Thought(CoAT) [21].

CoCo-Agent[27] augments the screenshot with the textual lay-
out representation and conduct conditional action prediction. (3)
Inferencemethods: These methods instruct LLMs/LMMs for plan-
ning, decision making or reflection to automate tasks [29]. AppA-
gent [25] generates documents by self-exploration/demo-watching
and adopts SoM [61] to assist in action decision. MobileAgent [28]
augments action grounding with visual perception module and
action execution with self-planning and self-reflection.

These single-agent methods struggle to solve cross-app instruc-
tions because of the long execution, thus we designed Adjusted
Evaluation to alleviate the information loss and error propagation.

2.3 Multi-Agent Framework
The success of AutoGPT [34], HuggingGPT [33] and OpenAGI [32]
demonstrates the ability of autonomous agents to perform simple
tasks. In order to solve complex task, the multi-agent framework
has been widely explored by many researchers [35]. CAMEL [39]
and AutoGen [40] focuses on complex solutions through commu-
nication among agents. ChatDev [36] and MetaGPT [37] split the
process of program development into several stages that each en-
gages an agent to facilitate a seamless workflow. The same strategy
has been used in recommendation [38, 41], debate [42, 43], question-
answering [44] and fact-checking [47, 60]. The multi-agent frame-
work has also been applied to many social simulation works, where
many role-played agents simulate the development of the society
through the interaction and cooperation [48–50, 62, 63]. While the
multi-agent framework on mobile scenarios is still under-explored.
MobileAgent-v2 [51] integrates planning, decision and reflection
agents forming a pipeline equipped with memory unit to improve
the performance of automated task execution, while it still struggle
for cross-app instructions.

Most of the current multi agent frameworks use procedure-
oriented agent splitting, while cross-app instructions are more suit-
able for object-oriented approach, thus we build an app-oriented
multi-agent framework with self-evolution.

3 MOBILESTEWARD
3.1 Task Formulation
Mobile Task Automation is to automatically complete an instruction
𝐼 through an action sequence [31]. At each step 𝑖 , the model Φ
decides the next action 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 based on the current state information
𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 obtained from the mobile phone environment 𝐸. Thus, the
instruction is automatically performed by an execution history 𝐻 .

While for complex cross-app instructions, which essentially re-
quire executing a sequence of tasks 𝑇𝑗 in the corresponding 𝐴𝑝𝑝 𝑗 ,
the execution history 𝐻 can be further detailed as follows:

𝐼 = [𝑇1, · · · ,𝑇𝑗 , · · · ,𝑇𝑚], (1)
𝐻 = [𝐻1, · · · , 𝐻 𝑗 , · · · , 𝐻𝑚], (2)
𝐻 𝑗 = [𝑎 𝑗,1, · · · , 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 , · · · , 𝑎 𝑗,𝑛], (3)
𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 = Φ(𝑆𝑖 ,𝑇𝑗 ) (4)

Therefore, to automatically execute complex cross-app instruc-
tions, it is essential to ensure: (1) Instructive task scheduling, which
involves decomposing instruction 𝐼 and scheduling the task 𝑇𝑗 ; (2)
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Figure 2: MobileSteward consists of a centralized StewardAgent and several app-oriented StaffAgents. The framework integrates
three modules: (1) Dynamic Recruitment: StewardAgent splits the instruction into app-oriented tasks and generate StaffAgent
scheduling graph.; (2)Assigned Execution: StaffAgent automates the assigned task and returns the execution history; (3)Adjusted
Evaluation: StewardAgent provides reflection tips for wrong execution and summarizing successful executions to facilitate
information transfer and adjust subsequent schedule.

Accurate task execution, which ensures the successful completion
of task 𝑇𝑗 through precise action 𝑎 𝑗𝑖 within the 𝐴𝑝𝑝 𝑗 ; (3) Phased
task adjustment, which reflects on the error within the execution
history 𝐻 𝑗 and deliver key information between 𝐻 𝑗 .

3.2 Framework Overview
We propose MobileSteward, a self-evolving multi-agent frame-
work, consists of a centralized StewardAgent and multiple app-
oriented StaffAgents. As shown in Figure 2, we design three spe-
cialized modules within the MobileSteward: (1) Dynamic Recruit-
ment: StewardAgent splits the instruction and schedules the cor-
responding StaffAgents. (2) Assigned Execution: StaffAgent exe-
cutes the assigned task on the target app. (3)Adjusted Evaluation:
StewardAgent evaluates the execution results, provides reflection,
delivers information and adjusts the schedule. In order to improve
the multiple agents within the framework, we equip the StewardA-
gent with a Staff Expertise Memory for the cognition of StaffAgents’
expertise, and equip the StaffAgents with a Task Guideline Memory
for task execution demonstrations. We provide a pseudo-code of
MobileSteward in Algorithm 1 and we will detail the design of the
multiple agents and the entire framework in subsequent sections.

3.3 StewardAgent and StaffAgent
In a large manor, there will be a steward to convey the host’s orders,
and several staff in charge of specific jobs. Following this pattern,
we build StewardAgent and StaffAgent via role-playing. We inject
the definition of the role at the beginning of the prompt. We will
describe their responsibilities next.
StewardAgent Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 is responsible for controlling the entire
task execution process, including: (1) Schedule: scheduling the

Table 1: Action space used in StaffAgent

Type Param Description
click element id click on the element with id
input text content input the text content
swipe up/down/right/left swipe to some direction
back - return to the previous page
FINISH - finish the task

StaffAgent and scheduling tasks; (2) Evaluate: evaluating the StaffA-
gent’s task execution; (3) Reflect: providing reflection and sugges-
tions on wrong execution; (4) Extract: extracting results and ex-
perience from successful execution; (5) Adjust: delivering the key
information and adjusting the subsequent schedule. (6) Update:
updating the memory for improvement.
StaffAgent Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓 is responsible for operating a specific app. In
order to distinguish between different StaffAgents, we emphasize its
proficiency in that app and add a app description in the role-playing
prompt. Moreover, we equip StaffAgents with an app-specific Task
Guideline Memory. The core task of StaffAgent is to execute the
tasks in the app, including: (1) Plan: planning with the successful
task execution; (2) Predict: predicting the next action; (3) Summary:
summarizing the previous action. We adopt the AppAgent [25]
to build StaffAgent, simplifying the action space as shown in the
Table 1. We extract the interactive widgets and textual content from
the XML, perform a hierarchical simplification. Then we mark these
elements on the screenshot and feed the XML information aligned
with the screenshot into the StaffAgent to predict the action.
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Algorithm 1MobileSteward Working-Flow.
Input: task instruction, 𝐼 ; mobile phone environment, 𝐸; max try
times, 𝑁𝑡𝑟𝑦 ; max execution steps, 𝑁𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑝 .
Agents: StewardAgent, Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 ; StaffAgent, Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓 .
Memory: staff expertise memory,𝑀𝐸 ; task guideline memory,𝑀𝐺 .
1: # Dynamic Recruitment
2: 𝑆𝐺 = Schedule(𝐼 , 𝑀𝐸 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 )
3: for (𝑇𝑗 ,Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 ) in Topological_Sorting(𝑆𝐺) do
4: try_cnt = 0; 𝑡1 = None
5: while try_cnt < 𝑁𝑡𝑟𝑦 do
6: try_cnt += 1
7: # Assigned Execution
8: step_cnt = 0; 𝑠0 = None; 𝐻 𝑗 = []
9: 𝑝 𝑗 = Plan(𝑇𝑗 , 𝑀𝐺 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 )
10: while step_cnt < 𝑁𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑝 or 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 != FINISH do
11: step_cnt += 1
12: 𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 = Get_State(𝐸)
13: 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 = Predict(𝑇𝑗 , 𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 , 𝑀𝐺 , 𝑠 𝑗,𝑖−1, 𝑝 𝑗 , 𝑅 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 )
14: 𝑠 𝑗,𝑖 = Summary(𝑇𝑗 , 𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 , 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 )
15: 𝐸 = Update_State(𝐸, 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 )
16: 𝐻 𝑗 .append((𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 , 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 , 𝑠 𝑗,𝑖 ))
17: end while
18: # Adjusted Evaluation
19: 𝑒 𝑗 = Evaluate(𝐻 𝑗 ,𝑇𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 )
20: if 𝑒 𝑗 == ERROR then
21: 𝑡 𝑗 = Reflect(𝐻 𝑗 ,𝑇𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 )
22: else
23: 𝑟 𝑗 ,𝑚𝑒 ,𝑚𝑔 = Extract(𝐻 𝑗 ,𝑇𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 )
24: for (𝑇𝑗 ,𝑇𝑘 ) in 𝑆𝐺 do
25: 𝑇𝑘 = Adjust(𝑇𝑘 , 𝑟 𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 )
26: 𝑅𝑘 .append(𝑟 𝑗 )
27: end for
28: # Memory Update
29: 𝑀𝐸 = Update(𝑀𝐸 ,𝑚𝑒 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 )
30: 𝑀𝐺 = Update(𝑀𝐺 , (𝑇𝑗 ,𝑚𝑔);Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 )
31: end if
32: end while
33: end for

3.4 Dynamic Recruitment
Complex cross-app instructions require scheduling of multiple
StaffAgents to operate the apps. While, the scheduling of StaffA-
gents is dynamically aligned with the user instructions. Moreover,
cross-app instructions often contain complex task association and
information transfer between apps. To address these issues, we
design Dynamic Recruitment to instruct StewardAgent to generate
a scheduling graph for StaffAgents with the guidance of informa-
tion flow. We also equip the StewardAgent with a Staff Expertise
Memory that records the app description and expertise list.

On receiving the instruction 𝐼 , StewardAgent decomposes the
instruction into sub-tasks on the specific apps based on Staff Exper-
tise Memory𝑀𝐸 , and then analyzes the information flow between
these tasks, and outputs these contents as thought. Subsequently,
based on the previous thought, StewardAgent recruits the StaffA-
gents corresponding to these apps and constructs the scheduling

graph 𝑆𝐺 among them, which is exported as plan. The process can
be described as:

𝑆𝐺 = Schedule(𝐼 , 𝑀𝐸 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 ) (5)

3.5 Assigned Execution
Due to the significant variance in functionality, content, and layout
between apps, we dedicate each StaffAgent to operate a specific
app, and equip each StaffAgent with an app-specific Task Guide-
line Memory to support its task execution. The scheduling graph
generated in the Dynamic Recruitment phase is a DAG, so we use
topological sorting on the scheduling graph to assign tasks to the
corresponding StaffAgent Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 for execution.

StaffAgent first extracts the successful execution demonstrations
related to the assigned task 𝑇𝑗 from memory 𝑀𝐺 to make a task
plan 𝑝 𝑗 . At each execution step 𝑖 , StaffAgent obtains the current
state information 𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 from the mobile phone environment 𝐸, which
contains the screenshots and XML layout file. Combining the re-
ceived result information 𝑅 𝑗 and reflection tips 𝑡 𝑗 obtained from
the preceding execution, guided by the task plan 𝑝 𝑗 , StaffAgent
will decide an action 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 to advance the assigned task 𝑇𝑗 on the
current state 𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 . After each execution, StaffAgent will generate the
current action summarization 𝑠 𝑗,𝑖 , which will conclude the previous
action sequence, the current execution result and the functional
description of the related GUI element. After completing the task or
reaching the maximum number of steps, the StaffAgent packages
the execution history 𝐻 𝑗 . We can formulate the process as follows:

𝑝 𝑗 = Plan(𝑇𝑗 , 𝑀𝐺 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 ) (6)
𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 = Predict(𝑇𝑗 , 𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 , 𝑀𝐺 , 𝑠 𝑗,𝑖−1, 𝑝 𝑗 , 𝑅 𝑗 , 𝑡 𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 ) (7)
𝑠 𝑗,𝑖 = Summary(𝑇𝑗 , 𝑆 𝑗,𝑖 , 𝑎 𝑗,𝑖 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 ) (8)
𝐻 𝑗 = [(𝑆 𝑗,1, 𝑎 𝑗,1, 𝑠 𝑗,1), · · · , (𝑆 𝑗,𝑛, 𝑎 𝑗,𝑛, 𝑠 𝑗,𝑛)] (9)

3.6 Adjusted Evaluation
In order to better control the execution of tasks and the advance-
ment of scheduling, we design Adjusted Evaluation which utilizes
the StewardAgent to evaluate the execution process of the StaffA-
gents, providing reflection tips on error execution or summarizing
the correct execution to deliver key information and adjust suc-
ceeding schedule according to the scheduling graph.

StewardAgent will generate the evaluation 𝑒 𝑗 on the simplified
execution history 𝐻 𝑗 of assigned task 𝑇𝑗 from StaffAgent Φ𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑓 𝑓𝑗 .
If there exist errors, StewardAgent will give reflection tips 𝑡 𝑗 that
will contribute to the task automation. If the task is completed,
StewardAgent will extract the task result information 𝑟 𝑗 , the staff
expertise𝑚𝑒 and the task guideline𝑚𝑔 from the execution process.
Subsequently, the task result information will be delivered accord-
ing to the scheduling graph 𝑆𝐺 , and used to adjust the succeeding
task schedules. The Adjusted Evaluation will be formulated as:

𝑒 𝑗 = Evaluate(𝐻 𝑗 ,𝑇𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 ) (10)
𝑡 𝑗 = Reflect(𝐻 𝑗 ,𝑇𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 ), 𝑖 𝑓 𝑒 𝑗 == ERROR (11)

𝑟 𝑗 ,𝑚𝑒 ,𝑚𝑔 = Extract(𝐻 𝑗 ,𝑇𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 ), 𝑖 𝑓 𝑒 𝑗 == SUCCESS (12)
𝑇𝑘 = Adjust(𝑇𝑘 , 𝑟 𝑗 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 ), 𝑖 𝑓 (𝑇𝑗 ,𝑇𝑘 ) ∈ 𝑆𝐺 (13)
𝑅𝑘 .append(𝑟 𝑗 ), 𝑖 𝑓 (𝑇𝑗 ,𝑇𝑘 ) ∈ 𝑆𝐺 (14)
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3.7 Memory-Based Self-Evolution
As in reality, with the accumulation of experience, the steward
will become more aware of the staff’s suitable job and staff will
becomemore proficient at their job. Therefore, we proposeMemory-
Based Self-Evolution for continuous improvement of MobileStew-
ard. Specifically, we equip the StewardAgent with a Staff Expertise
Memory records a description of the app as well as a list of the ex-
pertise of the StaffAgent. These will be used for task decomposition
and scheduling during the Dynamic Recruitment. Meanwhile, we
equip the StaffAgent with Task Guideline Memory, which records
successful task steps. These demonstrations will be used as refer-
ences for planning and predicting in the Assigned Execution.

MobileSteward’s self-evolution is achieved by constantly updat-
ing both memories. After the StaffAgent has successfully completed
the assigned task, StewardAgent will extract the staff expertise𝑚𝑒

and task guideline𝑚𝑔 , and then use them to update the Staff Ex-
pertise Memory𝑀𝐸 and Task Guideline Memory𝑀𝐺 respectively.
When updating Staff Expertise Memory, StewardAgent needs to
determine whether the newly extracted𝑚𝑒 needs to be updated into
the memory. When updating the Task Guideline Memory, the Stew-
ardAgent updates the (𝑇𝑗 ,𝑚𝑔) pairs into the Memory. The process
of memory update can be described as follows:

𝑀𝐸 = Update(𝑀𝐸 ,𝑚𝑒 ;Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 ) (15)
𝑀𝐺 = Update(𝑀𝐺 , (𝑇𝑗 ,𝑚𝑔);Φ𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑤𝑎𝑟𝑑 ) (16)

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Benchmarks
The evaluation of mobile phone agents is more convincing in a
real-world interactive environment, which is more complex and dy-
namic [29]. Therefore, we built a simulation environment with Pixel
8 Pro in Android Studio and used ADB to complete the interaction
with the simulator. We conduct evaluation on two benchmarks.

Cross-APP Benchmark: We construct CAPBench, which is spe-
cialized for complex cross-app instructions. CAPBench takes into
full consideration about the task association and information trans-
fer that exists among apps in real-world scenarios. We select a total
of 14 apps in 6 categories, including life, social, news, entertain-
ment, shopping and traveling, and ensure that there exist reasonable
task associations among these apps. To generate the cross-app in-
struction data, we manually annotated each app with a function
description as well as a list of common task templates. When con-
structing the data, we randomly select 2-4 apps from the candidate
apps, and then prompt GPT-4 with the app information to ana-
lyze the existence of reasonable task associations and information
transfer among the apps, and then select the corresponding task
templates to be instantiated to assemble the cross-app instructions.
We then ask the annotators to perform a human evaluation, elimi-
nating invalid instructions. In total, we constructed 500 cross-app
instructions, we present a statistics for app categories in Figure 3
and the number of tasks by complexity in Figure 4.

Single-APP Benchmark: For more comprehensive evaluation of
our framework, we collect SAPBench from the previous works [25,
28] with a total of 50 instructions.

LifeSocial

News

Entertainment

Travel

Shopping

Clocl

Calendat

Weather
Note

X

Gmail

CNN

YouTube

Spoify

IMDb
Maps

Expedia

Yelp

Amazon

Figure 3: App categories

2 App

157

3 App

187

4 App

156

Figure 4: Task Statistics

4.2 Experimental Setup
4.2.1 Baselines. To verify the effectiveness of our proposed frame-
work, we compare MobileSteward with both single agent and multi
agent baselines.
(1)AppAgent [25] uses XML file to extract interactive elements and
generates element-level function documents by self-exploration
and demo-watching, which will be used to assist action decision.
We add a home() action to complete the cross-app instructions.
(2) MobileAgent [28] introduces a visual perception module to
localize the natural language described actions on the screen.
(3) MobileAgent-v2 [51] proposes a process-oriented multi-agent
framework that integrates planning, decision and reflections agents
to form a working-flow, which is equipped with a memory unit to
store and retrieve key information during execution.

4.2.2 EvaluationMetrics. We design a multi-granularity evaluation
metric, including success rate and app rate. For cross-app instruc-
tions, we use a app-level task rate, while for single-app instructions,
we use a more fine-grained step rate.
• Success Rate: To evaluate whether the instruction is completed.
• App Rate: To evaluate the percentage of the overlap between the
apps covered in the execution and the labeled apps.
• Task Rate: To evaluate the app-level completion of instruction,
which is the ratio of the apps completing the task to the total apps.
• Step Rate: To evaluate the step-level action accuracy, which is the
ratio of the correct steps to the total steps during execution.

4.2.3 Implementation Details. In our proposed MobileSteward, we
use the same base model to build StewardAgent and StaffAgents,
that we used the gpt-4-vision-preview version of GPT-4v, and the
gpt-4o (2024-05-13) version of GPT-4o, and we set temperature to
0. For Dynamic Recruitment and Adjusted Evaluation, we prompt
with a 2-shot in-context learning. For Assigned Execution, we use
zero-shot prompting. We set the max try 𝑁𝑡𝑟𝑦 to 3 and max step
𝑁𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑝 to 20 for MobileSteward, and set max step 𝑁𝑠𝑡𝑒𝑝 to 80 for
all of the baselines. StaffAgent uses BM25 [55] to retrieve top-3
most relevant tasks from Task Guideline Memory for reference. For
Self-Evolution, we sample 50 instructions from each complexity
split of CAPBench for test and use the remaining instructions for
prior self-evolution, we also update the memories during the test.
We build up a mobile phone environment with the Pixel 8 Pro
in Android Studio. We use the API level of 34 and the Target of
Android 14 (Google Play) 1.
1Code will be available at: https://github.com/XiaoMi/MobileSteward

https://github.com/XiaoMi/MobileSteward
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Table 2: The overall performance of baselines and MobileSteward on both CAPBench and SAPBench. We list the base model
used in all of the methods for a clearer comparison and implement MobileSteward with both GPT-4v and GPT-4o.

Method Model
CAPBench SAPBench

Success Rate Task Rate App Rate Success Rate Step Rate App Rate

AutoDroid [31] GPT-4 0.00 0.10 0.31 0.28 0.35 0.84

AppAgent [25] GPT-4v 0.00 0.11 0.31 0.50 0.62 0.88

MobileAgent [28] GPT-4v 0.01 0.11 0.33 0.38 0.57 0.80

MobileAgent-v2 [51] GPT-4o 0.21 0.37 0.67 0.64 0.74 0.98

MobileSteward GPT-4v 0.55 0.76 0.99 0.76 0.81 0.98

MobileSteward GPT-4o 0.59 0.79 1.00 0.78 0.87 1.00

4.3 Overall Performance
We compared MobileSteward with all baselines on two benchmarks
and the experimental results are shown in the Table 2. The experi-
mental results demonstrate the following conclusions:
MobileSteward can effectively solve both single and cross app
instructions. The experimental results for Success Rate indicate
that baseline methods perform terribly on CAPBench. Both AppA-
gent and MobileAgent struggle to complete cross-app instructions,
with their App Rate being 60% lower than that of MobileSteward.
This suggests they have difficulty in selecting the appropriate apps
to accomplish the instruction. The Task Rate reflects that the long
execution sequence leads to error propagation and information
loss. Thus the best performance of MobileSteward demonstrate that
Staff Expertise Memory contributes to assigning task to appropri-
ate app-oriented StaffAgent in Dynamic Recruitment. Furthermore,
Adjusted Evaluation can effectively alleviate error propagation and
information loss between StaffAgents. Although MobileSteward is
designed to address complex cross-app instructions, experimental
results show that it is equally effective to solve simple single-app in-
structions. The baseline methods is much lower on App Rate, which
demonstrates that our self-evolution of Staff Expertise Memory can
effectively improve the schedule of StaffAgent.
App-oriented multi-agent framework is more effective. From
the experimental results, MobileAgent-v2 and MobileSteward per-
form better on both cross app and single app instructions, indicating
that the multi-agent methods is more effective compared to the
single-agentmethods. Compared to procedure-orientedMobileAgent-
v2, MobileSteward is 38% and 14% higher on CAPBench and SAP-
Bench respectively. The great diversity between apps result in a 30%
lower Task Rate of MobileAgent-v2 because it is difficult to use one
agent to handle all of apps.While, our proposedMobileSteward is an
app-oriented multi-agent framework, and the experimental results
demonstrate that Dynamic Recruitment and Assigned Execution
can schedule more appropriate app-oriented StaffAgents to execute
the assigned task effectively. Meanwhile, unlike MobileAgent-v2,
which is a static framework, our proposed Memory-based Self-
evolution mechanism can dynamically improve the StaffAgent’s
expertise in the specific app and the StewardAgent’s schedule of
the tasks. Therefore, our app-oriented multi-agent framework is
more effective to solve the cross-app instructions.

Table 3: Ablation Study for Self-Evolution, Assigned Execu-
tion and Adjusted Evaluation.

Method Success Rate Task Rate App Rate

MobileSteward 0.55 0.81 0.99
w/o Self-Evolution 0.50 0.77 0.94
w/o Assigned Execution 0.44 0.71 0.98
w/o Adjusted Evaluation 0.36 0.68 0.94

4.4 Ablation Study
We design ablation experiment to fully explore the effectiveness of
our proposed modules, the experimental results are shown in Ta-
ble 3. We can find that: (1) When Self-Evolution is disabled, we find
that both Task Rate and App Rate decreased. which demonstrate
that in Self-Evolution, StaffAgent improves task execution through
Task Guideline Memory, and StewardAgent improves task schedule
between apps through Staff Expertise Memory. (2) When Assigned
Execution is removed, the decrease of Success Rate and Task Rate is
more obvious, which indicates that using app-oriented StaffAgent
can effectively improve the execution of tasks because they have
more guideline information of the specific app. (3) The absence of
Adjusted Evaluation causes the decrease in App Rate, which illus-
trates its impact on Self-Evolution. The decreases in Success Rate
and Task Rate indicate that Adjusted Evaluation is effective in eval-
uating the execution process and can provide reflective suggestions
to correct incorrect execution.

4.5 Further Analysis
4.5.1 Analysis on MobileAgentBench. We evaluate our proposed
MobileSteward on MobileAgentBench [59], which consists of 100
tasks across 10 simple system apps. To assess performance, we em-
ploy five metrics: (1) SR: Success Rate; (2) SE: Step-wise Efficiency;
(3) IOT: Input-Output Tokens; (4) FN: False Negative; (5) FP: False
Positive. The experimental results, as shown in Table 4, demonstrate
that MobileSteward achieves the highest SR while maintaining com-
petitive SE, indicating its efficiency in completing simple tasks. The
slightly higher FN can be attributed to the smaller number of failed
task samples; however, this value normalizes to 0.16 when adjusted
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Table 4: Experimental results on MobileAgentBench and the
results with † are reported by [59].

SR SE IOT FN FP

AndroidArena† [58] 0.22 1.13 780.47 0.09 0.33
AutoDroid† [31] 0.27 3.10 963.48 0.93 0.01
CogAgent† [22] 0.08 2.42 579.84 1.0 0.04
AppAgent† [25] 0.40 1.29 1505.09 0.17 0.40
MobileAgent† [28] 0.26 1.13 1236.88 0.19 0.31

MobileSteward 0.58 1.24 2249.09 0.40 0.11
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Figure 5: Complexity analysis on CAPBench.

for the total number of task samples. Additionally, the lower FP sug-
gests that MobileSteward makes more accurate “FINISH” decisions
upon reaching the final state, further showcasing its robustness.

4.5.2 Analysis of Complexity on CAPBench. We conducted a more
detailed in-depth analysis of CAPBench using the number of apps
involved in the task as a measure of complexity. The analysis re-
sults are shown in Figure 5 . As the task complexity increases, the
Success Rate of all methods decreases dramatically. MobileAgent
directly fails to complete the task with 4 apps. And MobileAgent-v2
also decreased by 46% from 2app to 4app. In comparison, our Mo-
bileSteward only decreased by 33% as the task complexity increased.
And compared to MobileAgent-v2, we improve 1.77 times on 2app
and 2.43 times on 4app, which all proves that our MobileSteward
performs better on more complex cross-app instruction. Meanwhile,
as for the App Rate, MobileSteward remains stable as the complex-
ity rises, while all of the baselines decrease to different degrees,
indicating that MobileSteward is able to accomplish the scheduling
between tasks more efficiently.

4.5.3 Analysis of Dynamic Recruitment. In order to validate the ef-
fectiveness of our Dynamic Recruitment in task scheduling, we use
different base models that have difference numbers of parameters

Table 5: Analysis of Dynamic Recruitment. Bold numbers
mean the best performance using a closed-source basemodel,
and underlined numbers indicate the best performance using
an open-source base model.

Method Model #Param 2App 3App 4App

MobileAgent-v2 GPT-4o - 0.26 0.22 0.14

MobileSteward

Qwen-Vl 9.6B 0.28 0.12 0.06
GLM-4V 14B 0.36 0.22 0.16
InternVL 26B 0.40 0.20 0.20
InternVL2 40B 0.50 0.30 0.22
GPT-4o - 0.72 0.58 0.48

2APP

3APP

4APP

100%

100%

96%

96%

98%

92%

Hand-Crafted
Self-Evolving

Figure 6: Comparison of hand-crafted staff expertise and
self-evolving staff expertise.

and capabilities to accomplish the Dynamic Recruitment. The com-
parison results are shown in Table 5. Compared to the naive text
plan used in MobileAgent-v2, our proposed Dynamic Recruitment
is more effective, that we can outperformMobileAgent-v2 equipped
with GPT-4o using only a 14B GLM-4V. Because we use informa-
tion flow to guide the generation of the scheduling graph between
StaffAgents, which can explicitly establish the association between
tasks, including the scheduling order and information transfer be-
tween them. This contains more information than a naive text plan,
and therefore gives clearer guidance during subsequent execution
and ensures the efficient transfer of information.

4.5.4 Analysis of Self-Evolution. In order to validate the effective-
ness of our proposed self-evolution, we have designed experiments
to compare the accuracy of task scheduling using hand-crafted and
self-evolving staff expertise. As shown in Figure 6, the self-evolving
staff expertise can achieve comparable results with hand-crafted,
which validates the effectiveness of our proposed self-evolution that
it can summarize the staff expertise from the successful execution
and assist in the task scheduling.

4.5.5 Analysis of Efficiency. We compare our proposedMobileStew-
ard with the strong baseline MobileAgent-v2 to evaluate efficiency.
To ensure a comprehensive assessment, we utilize two metrics: (1)
Actions per Task (A/P): The number of actions required to complete
a task. (2) Tokens per Action (T/A): The number of tokens consumed
for each action decision. As shown in Table 6, while MobileAgent-
v2 demonstrates comparable efficiency to MobileSteward on simple
tasks (SAPBench), it requires more actions to complete complex
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The previous execution is correct.
I find the arrival time is 6:30 p.m.
I will adjust the task schedule and 
deliver the arrival time.

I got it! I will wirte the 
arrival time is 6:30 p.m.

I got it! I will set an 
alarm at 6:30 p.m.

I will find the arrival time for a One-way 
flight from Shanghai to London

Figure 7: Case study for the task: Search for a One-way flight(From Shanghai to London), set an alarm for the arrival time, and
create a note with the flight information. We illustrate the process of Assigned Execution and Adjusted Evaluation.

Table 6: Analysis of Efficiency. A/T represents Actions per
Task; T/A represents Tokens per Action.

A/T T/A

CAPBench SAPBench Total AVG

MobileAgent-v2 39.60 11.52 3194.23
MobileSteward 22.06 9.13 2687.37

tasks (CAPBench). Moreover, MobileSteward consumes fewer to-
kens per action, demonstrating its ability to achieve superior results
with lower computational cost and higher overall efficiency.

4.5.6 Analysis of Online User Experiments. WeevaluateMobileStew-
ard on 50 tasks provided by 10 online users, with the experimental
results presented in Table 7. MobileSteward demonstrates compara-
ble performance in Success Rate and Task Rate across both online
and offline environments. The observed decline in App Rate can be
attributed to the ambiguity in user instructions, which occasionally
prevents the system from identifying the exact target application.

4.6 Case Study
We illustrate the execution of an instruction with a complexity level
of 3App in Figure 7, including the Assigned Execution of StaffAgent
and Adjusted Evaluation of StewardAgent. After StaffAgent spe-
cializing in Expedia finds the arrival time of a flight from Shanghai
to London, StewardAgent evaluates that the execution has success-
fully completed the task and extracts the task result information: the
arrival time is 6:30 p.m.. Then StewardAgent delivers the task result
information to the StaffAgent specialized in Clock and Note based
on the scheduling graph generated in Dynamic Recruitment and
adjusts the task assigned to them with the task result information.

Table 7: Analysis of online user experiments.

Success Rate Task Rate App Rate

MobileStewardoff 0.59 0.79 1.00
MobileStewardon 0.54 0.76 0.87

5 CONCLUSION
We integrate multiple app-oriented StaffAgents coordinated by a
centralized StewardAgent to constitute a self-evolving multi-agent
framework namedMobileSteward. For better executing cross-app
instructions, we design three specific modules: Dynamic Recruit-
ment generates a scheduling graph to explicitly associate tasks
among apps; Assigned Execution assigns the task to an app-oriented
StaffAgent to prevent the interference of diversity between apps;
Adjusted Evaluation conducts evaluation to alleviates error propaga-
tion or information loss during multi-step execution. We optimize
MobileSteward using a Memory-base Self-evolution mechanism that
can learn from the successful execution. In order to evaluate our
MobileSteward, we construct the first English Cross-APP Bench-
mark(CAPBench) in the real-world environment. The experimental
results demonstrate that our MobileSteward achieve the best per-
formance compared to both single-agent and multi-agent baselines
on solving cross-app instructions.
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