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Abstract

We introduce SEKI, a novel large language model (LLM)-based neural architecture
search (NAS) method. Inspired by the chain-of-thought (CoT) paradigm in modern
LLMs, SEKI operates in two key stages: self-evolution and knowledge distillation.
In the self-evolution stage, LLMs initially lack sufficient reference examples, so
we implement an iterative refinement mechanism that enhances architectures based
on performance feedback. Over time, this process accumulates a repository of
high-performance architectures. In the knowledge distillation stage, LLMs analyze
common patterns among these architectures to generate new, optimized designs.
Combining these two stages, SEKI greatly leverages the capacity of LLMs on
NAS and without requiring any domain-specific data. Experimental results show
that SEKI achieves state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance across various datasets
and search spaces while requiring only 0.05 GPU-days, outperforming existing
methods in both efficiency and accuracy. Furthermore, SEKI demonstrates strong
generalization capabilities, achieving SOTA-competitive results across multiple
tasks.

1 Introduction

Designing high-performance deep neural network architectures requires significant human efforts and
extensive experimentation. To accelerate the development of neural networks, Neural Architecture
Search (NAS) has been introduced as an automated approach to efficiently and cost-effectively
identify optimal network designs. In the early stages, methods like NASNet-A Zoph et al. [2018] and
AmoebaNet-B Real et al. [2018] brought the concept of automated architecture search to life, despite
their high computational costs of 3150 and 1800 GPU-days, respectively. Later, gradient-based
methods Liu et al. [2018], Xu et al. [2019], Xiao et al. [2022] set a new trend by leveraging weight
sharing and continuous relaxation techniques, reducing the search cost to as low as 0.4 GPU-days.
However, the applicability of these methods was hindered by issues like unfair operation selection,
which often resulted in performance collapse. At the same time, evolution-based methods such as
EPCNAS-C Huang et al. [2022] and EAEPSO Yuan et al. [2023] achieved significant improvements in
efficiency but continued to face challenges in delivering high performance. Additionally, training-free
approaches like PINAT Lu et al. [2023] and SWAP-NAS Peng et al. [2024] struck a promising balance
between search efficiency and performance. Nevertheless, these methods still face concerns regarding
lack of theoretical guarantees and the disparity between proxy metrics and actual performance.
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Figure 1: Speed-performance comparison of our proposed SEKI with other NAS methods on CIFAR-
10 (methods over 1 GPU day are not included).

Recently, with the growing capabilities of large language models (LLMs), several studies have started
exploring the use of LLMs for NAS Chen et al. [2023], Zhang et al. [2023], Nasir et al. [2024], Qin
et al. [2024], Wang et al. [2024], Dong et al. [2023]. By enabling LLMs to output design principles,
these methods significantly enhances interpretability, offering insights into the architecture design
process. However, most of these studies are still in the early exploratory stages and have yet to
achieve competitive results. LAPT-NAS Zhou et al. [2024] is one of the most successful recent works
in this area. It introduced an innovative approach that uses LLMs to learn design principles from
existing neural architectures and transfer them to new tasks, achieving both high search efficiency
and competitive performance. However, LAPT-NAS heavily depends on a vast amount of relevant
data from existing architectures to establish its design principles. This reliance presents a significant
challenge for researchers, especially in domains where such data is scarce. Additionally, it exhibits
limitations in dynamic optimization and in exploring entirely new architectural directions. If the
quality of the initial principles is insufficient, it can greatly affect subsequent search and optimization
processes. Consequently, LAPT-NAS still falls short of surpassing earlier non-LLM-based methods.
Overall, we believe that the potential of LLMs in NAS research remains far from fully explored.

In this paper, we present a novel LLM-based NAS solution, SEKI (Self-Evolution and Knowledge
Inspiration from LLMs), designed to more effectively explore the potential of LLMs in enhanc-
ing the efficiency and performance of architecture search, without relying on any data on existing
architectures. Due to the absence of data, the LLM initially lacks sufficient reference examples,
making it challenging to directly generate high-performance architectures. To overcome this limita-
tion, we introduce a self-evolution process as the first stage. In each iteration, the LLM generates
optimization strategies and produces a new, refined architecture by analyzing the current architecture
and its performance metrics. Over successive iterations, the quality of the generated architectures
progressively improves. We compile a collection of high-performing architectures throughout this
process, storing the top k architectures in a knowledge repository. In the second stage, we leverage
this repository for knowledge inspiration. By summarizing and analyzing ξ (ξ < k) validated
high-quality architectures, the LLM extracts common design patterns and directly generates new
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Figure 2: Framework of SEKI. SEKI is composed of two stages: self-evolution and knowledge
inspiration. In each iteration of the self-evolution, the LLM generates optimization strategies and
produces a new, refined architecture by analyzing the current architecture and its performance metrics.
Over successive iterations, we compile a collection of high-performing architectures throughout this
process and store the top k architectures in a knowledge repository. Then in knowledge inspiration,
by summarizing and analyzing ξ validated high-quality architectures from knowledge repository, the
LLM extracts common design patterns and generates new candidate architectures.

candidate architectures. New candidates are added to knowledge repository for furture iterations.
SEKI seamlessly integrates self-evolution and knowledge inspiration through LLMs, demonstrating
strong capabilities in both dynamic optimization and the exploration of new architectural directions.
As a result, it provides an efficient, reliable, and practical solution for neural architecture design.

To the best of our knowledge, SEKI is the first LLM-based solution that achieves state-of-the-art
(SOTA) results across various datasets and search spaces: it requires just 0.05 GPU-days for the
search process and achieves 97.71% and 84.14% top-1 accuracy on CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100,
respectively (Table 1), and 75.8% on ImageNet. Furthermore, a direct search on ImageNet yields
a top-1 accuracy of 76.1% at a cost of only 2.0 GPU-days on a single RTX A100 GPU (Table 2),
outperforming existing SOTA methods in both efficiency and performance. It also achieves SOTA
competitive results across various tasks (Table 4), demonstrating a strong generalization capability.
While SEKI is simple, it shows the success and potentials of LLM in NAS.

2 Related work

Neural Architecture Search (NAS) is a technique designed to automate the creation of neural network
architectures. Its primary goal is to enhance model performance and simplify the design process by
algorithmically identifying optimal network structures. Traditional NAS methods Zoph et al. [2018],
Real et al. [2018] often involve training and evaluating a large number of candidate architectures
from scratch, making them both computationally expensive and time-consuming. To address these
challenges and improve efficiency, researchers have proposed several advancements in recent years.
Among these, One-Shot NAS and the integration of LLMs for NAS have emerged as two prominent
and promising directions.
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2.1 One-Shot NAS

One-Shot NAS Brock et al. [2017] has revolutionized NAS by introducing the concept of a supernet,
enabling the performance evaluation of multiple architectures without the need for individually
training them. Early works such as Pham et al. [2018], Liu et al. [2018], Xu et al. [2019] laid
the groundwork for this approach, demonstrating the effectiveness of weight-sharing techniques.
However, these methods faced several challenges, including weight entanglement and suboptimal
fairness in architecture evaluation Chen et al. [2019], Zela et al. [2019]. Recent research has
sought to address these limitations through various innovations. For instance, Hu et al. [2020b]
introduced an angle-based metric to simplify the search space by pruning unpromising candidates,
thereby reducing the difficulty of identifying high-quality architectures. Similarly, Chen et al. [2020]
employed incremental learning to bridge the gap between the search and evaluation phases. In
Wang et al. [2021a], node normalization and decorrelation discretization strategies were proposed
to improve generality and stability. Additionally, Xiao et al. [2022] utilized the Shapley value
to assess the importance of operations, while Cai et al. [2024] introduced a hybrid approach that
combined evolutionary strategies with gradient descent, effectively mitigating local issues through
global optimization while maintaining efficiency. Despite these advancements, One-Shot NAS
methods continue to struggle with several key challenges. They are particularly prone to local optima,
especially in complex search spaces. Moreover, gradient-based One-Shot NAS approaches are highly
sensitive to initial conditions and often encounter difficulties in thoroughly exploring non-smooth
or multi-modal search spaces. Additionally, most existing NAS methods still depend on expert
knowledge to design the search space, search algorithms, and performance evaluation systems Chen
et al. [2023]. These limitations highlight the need for further innovation to fully unlock the potential
of One-Shot NAS.

You are an expert in the field of neural network design.

System

Human

The current task involves optimizing the input architecture for the NAS task of
{task_name}. There are {len(search_space)} different operations available for
constructing the architecture {search_space};The reference architecture is as follows:
{ref_arch}(optinal) ;The current architecture is as follows: {now_arch}; real
eval_score is {eval_score} ; Now, please analyze the architecture and provide
optimization strategies specifically for the selected operations in the architecture. It
is worth noting that an excessive number of skip_connect and pool operations can
lead to a performance collapse in the model. Directly provide the optimization
strategies.

LLM

Optimization Strategy_1; Optimization Strategy_2; Optimization Strategy_3; ….;
Optimization Strategy_N;

Human

{!"!} + The current architecture is as follows : {now_arch}; Please provide an
improved architecture with the {eval_score} performance is superior to {eval_score
+/- 2} based on the above recommendations. Output the architecture directly in a
single line without explanations or additional remarks. The format is new_arch:
new architecture

Here is the optimized architecture based on the above strategies: new architecture

!"!

#$%&'(!" = *(!"!, -!#$)

#$%&'(!% = /(0, 1, -!#$, 2(-!#$)!#$)

LLM

Figure 3: Prompt framework for Self-Evolution.
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You are an expert in the field of neural network design.
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{eval_score1} on {task_name}, with the architecture {arch_1} ;
Here are some examples provided for your reference: {Name2} achieves a
{metric_name} of {eval_score2} on {task_name}, with the architecture
{arch_2} ;…;
{Nameξ} achieves a {metric_name} of {eval_score ξ} on {task_name}, with
the architecture {arch_ ξ} ; Please refer to past architectures and generate
one that exceeds {best_score} in {metric_name}. Output the architecture
directly in the same format as the input architecture and compress the
information into a single line without any line breaks.

LLM
New_architecture

!"#$%&!" = ((*,,, -#, … , -$, /(-#), … , /(-$))

Figure 4: Prompt framework for Knowledge Inspiration.

2.2 LLM for NAS

Recent advances have introduced LLMs into the NAS field, aiming to enhance the automation of
architecture design. With their exceptional performance across various domain-specific tasks, LLMs
have unlocked new opportunities in this area. For example, studies such as Chen et al. [2023],
Zhang et al. [2023], Nasir et al. [2024], Qin et al. [2024], Wang et al. [2024], Dong et al. [2023]
have successfully employed LLMs, including GPT-4, to generate architectures for Convolutional
Neural Networks (CNNs) and Graph Neural Networks (GNNs), achieving promising results. Beyond
architecture generation, LLMs have been utilized as performance predictors to accelerate the NAS
search process Zhang et al. [2023], Jawahar et al. [2024], Chen et al. [2024], Su et al. [2024]. They
have also been applied to optimize search spaces and design architectures, significantly improving
the automation and interpretability of the overall process Zhou et al. [2024]. Despite their promising
capabilities, the use of LLMs for NAS is still relatively new and comes with certain limitations, such
as lower performance or a reliance on relevant data to achieve high-quality results. We believe the
issue lies in the fact that the capabilities of LLMs have yet to be fully explored. To address these
challenges, our solution, SEKI, fully harnesses the potential of LLMs through self-evolution and
knowledge inspiration, and delivers both high efficiency and performance without the need for any
data/ prior knowledge on architectures.

3 Methods

4 Technical Approach

We propose SEKI (Self-Evolution and Knowledge Inspiration from LLMs), a novel solution to
effectively explore the potential of LLMs in enhancing NAS, without relying on any data or prior
knowledge of the network. SEKI is composed of two stages: Self-Evolution and Knowledge Inspira-
tion (Figure 2). To begin with, the Self-Evolution method is used to optimize the architecture through
step-by-step performance feedback. The optimal architectures and their corresponding evaluation
results are stored in a knowledge repository, providing important reference for subsequent searches.
As the architecture search progresses, the Knowledge Inspiration method begins to take effect. By
analyzing the accumulated architecture and evaluation data in the knowledge repository, the LLM can
draw valuable insights from historical knowledge to offer more precise optimization strategies for new
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architecture designs. The new designs are added to knowledge repository for future iterations. The
guidance from knowledge not only helps identify potential optimization directions but also promotes
the diversity and innovation of architecture designs. The combination of these methods ensures that
the architecture search is efficient while providing stronger robustness, facilitating better architecture
optimization. Below we introduce self-evoluation and knowledge inspiration in details.

Algorithm 1 Main framework of SEKI
Require: Search Space: Ω; a pre-trained LLM; Epoch n; Target task T , Architecture α, Knowledge

Repository S, Sample times λ and γ, with λ+ γ = n.
1: Input the initialized architecture α0 and calculate its evaluation score f(α0);
2: for i = 1, 2, . . . , n do
3: while i < λ do
4: Construct Promptci and OSi by Equ. 1 and Equ. 2;
5: Promptdi is derived from αi−1 and OSi in Equ. 3;
6: New architecture αi is searched by Equ. 4;
7: Calculate the evaluation score f(αi);
8: Store both αi and f(αi) in the knowledge repository S =
{α0,α1, . . . ,αλ, f(α0), f(α1), , . . . , f(αλ)};

9: end while
10: while i >= λ do
11: Select the top k architectures from S, and further choose ξ architectures from them to

construct Promptei with a prompt template function E(·);
12: αi ← LLM(Promptei );
13: Calculate the evaluation score f(αi);
14: Store both αi and f(αi) in the knowledge repository S =
{α0,α1, . . . ,αn, f(α0), f(α1), . . . , f(αn)};

15: end while
16: end for
17: Output the best architecture αbest from S.

4.1 Self-Evolution

Inspired from the chain-of-thought approach in LLM, the main idea of Self-Evolution is to break
down a complex problem into multiple subproblems, which LLMs can then solve step by step,
thereby gradually addressing the overall problem and achieving better performance in specific tasks.
Specifically, we run self-evolution for λ rounds. In each round i, there are four steps:

• Step 1: We construct Promptci based on the target task T , search space Ω, input
architecture αi−1, and its evaluation score f(αi−1) using the prompt template C(·). An
example of C(·) is in Figure 3. More details can be referred to Appendix.

Promptci = C(T,Ω,αi−1, f(αi−1)) (1)
• Step 2: Given the created prompt, the LLM analyzes the potential issues of the input

architecture αi−1, evaluates possible optimization directions, and generates corresponding
optimization strategies OSi:

OSi ← LLM(Promptci ) (2)

• Step 3: A new prompt Promptdi is constructed with the optimization strategy OSi and
architecture αi−1 by the template function D(·). An example of D(·) is in Figure 3. More
details can be referred to Appendix.

Promptdi = D(OSi,αi−1) (3)

• Step 4: Promptdi is provided to the LLM, which generates the new architecture αi:
αi ← LLM(Promptdi ) (4)

Unlike traditional methods that require a large amount of downstream task data for supervised fine-
tuning before directly generating optimal solutions, Self-Evolution leverages the general knowledge
and learning abilities of LLMs. By gradually decomposing the problem and performing targeted
optimization, LLMs can efficiently optimize the architecture without the need for extensive data
support.

6



Table 1: Comparison of SEKI with SOTA image classifiers on CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100, on DARTS
search space. The results of SEKI are obtained from repeated experiments with 4 random seeds. Best
result is marked with bold and the second best result is marked with underline.

Architecture Test Error, top-1 (%) Params Search Cost Search Method EvaluationCIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 (M) (GPU-Days)
ResNet He et al. [2016] 4.61 22.1 1.7 - - -
ENAS + cutout Pham et al. [2018] 2.89 - 4.6 0.5 Reinforce One-shot
AmoebaNet-A Real et al. [2018] 3.34 17.63 3.3 3150 Evolution -
NSGA-Net Lu et al. [2018] 2.75 20.74 3.3 4.0 Evolution -
NSGANetV1-A2 Lu et al. [2018] 2.65 - 0.9 27 Evolution -
EPCNAS-C Huang et al. [2022] 3.24 18.36 1.44 1.2 Evolution One-Shot
EAEPSO Yuan et al. [2023] 2.74 16.94 2.94 2.2 Evolution One-Shot
PINATLu et al. [2023] 2.54 - 3.6 0.3 Evolution Predictor
SWAP-NAS Peng et al. [2024] 2.54 - 3.48 0.004 Evolution Training-free
PEPNAS Xue et al. [2024b] 2.38 16.46 4.23 0.7 Evolution -
DARTS(1st) Liu et al. [2018] 3.00 17.54 3.4 0.4 Gradient One-Shot
ProxylessNAS + cutout Cai et al. [2018] 2.02 - 5.7 4.0 Gradient One-Shot
PC-DARTS + cutout Xu et al. [2019] 2.57 16.90 3.6 0.1 Gradient One-Shot
Fair-DARTS Chu et al. [2019] 2.54 - 2.8 0.4 Gradient One-Shot
BayesNAS Zhou et al. [2019] 2.81 - 3.4 0.2 Gradient One-Shot
MiLeNAS + cutout He et al. [2020] 2.76 - 2.09 0.3 Gradient One-Shot
DARTS+PT Wang et al. [2021b] 2.61 - 3.0 0.8 Gradient One-Shot
β-DARTS + cutoutYe et al. [2022] 2.53 16.24 3.75/3.80 0.4 Gradient One-Shot
Shapley-NAS + cutout Xiao et al. [2022] 2.47 - 3.4 0.3 MCMC One-Shot
IS-DARTS He et al. [2023] 2.56 - 4.25 0.4 Gradient One-Shot
LAPT-NAS Zhou et al. [2024] 2.65 - - 0.1 LLM -
EG-NAS Cai et al. [2024] 2.53 16.22 3.2 0.1 Mixed One-Shot
GENAS Xue et al. [2024a] 2.49 16.96 3.2 0.26 Evolution One-Shot
SEKI 2.29 15.86 3.92 0.05 LLM One-Shot

4.2 Knowledge Inspiration

LLMs can effectively leverage past dialogue history, extracting key insights to deliver precise
responses to user queries. This ability not only showcases their powerful learning and knowledge-
driven capabilities but also underscores how their extensive knowledge repository enhances answer
accuracy.

In NAS, following this principle, we first collect extensive architectural and performance evaluation
data from the Self-Evolution stage to construct a knowledge repository. We then introduce the
Knowledge Inspiration method, which analyzes and leverages this accumulated knowledge to generate
new and enhanced architectures. Specifically in each iteration of Knowledge Inspiration i, we
first select the top k solutions from the knowledge repository, and then randomly choose ξ (< k)
solutions from them to use in new architecture search. The core idea behind this approach is to
introduce randomness, reducing over-reliance on optimal solutions. This helps prevent the search
from becoming trapped in local optima thus excessively generating repetitive architectures. As a
result, the diversity of the architecture search are broadened. Then we create a prompt Promptei
using prompt template E(·) shown in Figure 4 (more details can be referred to Appendix), and input
the prompt to LLM to search for new architecture αi. The newly discovered architectures αi are
continuously added to the knowledge repository, allowing the optimization strategy to be refined over
time.

The detailed algorithm of SEKI is in Algorithm 1.

5 Experiments

In this section, we compare SEKI with other well-known NAS methods. Specifically, we conduct
experiments on diverse tasks across different architecture search spaces. We begin by introducing the
search spaces and experimental setup, followed by presenting the results and comparisons.

5.1 Search Space and Experiment Setup

We evaluate SEKI on three of the most widely used search spaces: DARTS Liu et al. [2018],
NAS201 Dong and Yang [2020], and Trans101 Duan et al. [2021]. These search spaces, along with
their corresponding experimental setups, are introduced in details below. We use Qwen2.5-32B Yang
et al. [2024] as the LLM in our experiments, as it is an open-source model that is accessible to
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Table 2: Comparison with SOTA image classifiers on
ImageNet-1K. † indicates results obtained by search-
ing on ImageNet; otherwise, the search is conducted
on CIFAR-10. All searches are performed within the
DARTS search space. Best result is marked with bold.

Architecture Test error Search cost Params
top-1(%) (GPU-Days) (M)

Inception-v1 30.1 - 6.6
MobileNet 29.4 - 4.2
NASNet-A 26.0 2000 3.3
NASNet-B 27.2 2000 3.3
NASNet-C 27.5 2000 3.3
AmoebaNet-A 25.5 3150 3.2
NSGANetV1-A2 25.5 27 4.1
EAEPSO 26.9 4.0 4.9
EPCNAS-C2 27.1 1.17 3.0
DARTS(2st) 26.7 1.0 4.7
SNAS 27.3 1.5 2.8
ProxylessNAS† 24.9 8.3 7.1
GDAS 26.0 0.3 3.4
BayesNAS 26.5 0.2 3.9
PC-DARTS 25.1 0.1 4.7
DrNAS† 24.2 4.6 5.7
DARTS+PT† 25.5 3.4 4.7
G-NAS 27.6 3.8 14.4
PINAT 24.9 0.3 5.2
EG-NAS 24.9 0.1 5.3
LAPT-NAS 24.9 2.0 4.6
SEKI 24.5 0.05 5.2
SEKI† 23.9 2.0 5.5

Table 3: Performance comparison on NAS201. Note that SEKI is searched only on the CIFAR-10
dataset yet achieves competitive results on CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and ImageNet16-120. The
reported average values are based on four independent search runs. Best result is marked with bold
and the second best result is marked with underline. Top-1 accuracy is measured.
Architecture CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 ImageNet16-120

valid test valid test valid test
ResNetHe et al. [2016] 90.83 93.97 70.42 70.86 44.53 43.63
Random (baseline) 90.93±0.36 93.70±0.36 70.60±1.37 70.65±1.38 42.92±2.00 42.96±2.15
ENAS Pham et al. [2018] 37.51±3.19 53.89±0.58 13.37±2.35 13.96±2.33 15.06±1.95 14.57±2.10
RandomNAS Li and Talwalkar [2020] 80.42±3.58 84.07±3.61 52.12±5.55 52.31±5.77 27.22±3.24 26.28±3.09
SETN Dong and Yang [2019b] 84.04±0.28 87.64±0.00 58.86±0.06 59.05±0.24 33.06±0.02 32.52±0.21
GDAS Dong and Yang [2019a] 90.01±0.46 93.23±0.23 24.05±8.12 24.20±8.08 40.66±0.00 41.02±0.00
DSNAS Hu et al. [2020a] 89.66±0.29 93.08±0.13 30.87±16.40 31.01±16.38 40.61±0.09 41.07±0.09
DARTS (2st) Liu et al. [2018] 39.77 54.30 15.03 15.61 16.43 16.32
PC-DARTS Xu et al. [2019] 89.96±0.15 93.41±0.30 67.12±0.39 67.48±0.89 40.83±0.08 41.31±0.22
iDARTS Wang et al. [2021a] 89.86±0.60 93.58±0.32 70.57±0.24 70.83±0.48 40.38±0.59 40.89±0.68
DARTS- Chu et al. [2020] 91.03±0.44 93.80±0.40 71.36±1.51 71.53±1.51 44.87±1.46 45.12±0.82
IS-DARTS He et al. [2023] 91.55 94.36 73.49 73.51 46.37 46.34
LLMaticNasir et al. [2024] - 94.26±0.13 - 71.62±1.73 - 45.87±0.96
LEMO-NADERahman and Chakraborty [2024] 90.90 89.41 68.38 67.90 27.05 27.70
EG-NAS Cai et al. [2024] 90.12±0.05 93.56±0.02 70.78±0.12 70.91±0.07 44.89±0.29 46.13±0.46
SEKI 91.44±1.26 94.34±0.35 72.74±1.92 72.75±0.37 46.56±0.56 46.90±0.19
Oracle Best 91.61 94.37 73.49 73.51 46.77 47.31

researchers. We also run experiments with GPT4o-mini OpenAI [2024], which yields similar results
shown in Table 7.

5.1.1 DARTS

In the DARTS search space, architectures adopt a cell-based structure, comprising two types of cells:
normal cells and reduction cells. Each cell has two input layers and four sequential stages. Each stage
consists of two layers and offers eight candidate operators to process information from the previous
stage or input layers, resulting in approximately 109 possible cell structures. Additionally, as both
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Table 4: Results on Trans101 (For metrics: ↑ indicates that higher values are better, while ↓ indicates
that lower values are better). SEKI is evaluated over five runs with different random seeds. Best
result is marked with bold and the second best result is marked with underline.

Tasks Cls.O. Cls.S. Auto. Normal Sem.Seg. Room. Jigsaw Total
Metric Acc↑ Acc↑ SSIM↑ SSIM↑ mIoU↑ L2loss ↓ Acc ↑ Ave. Rank↓
RS 45.16 54.41 55.94 56.85 25.21 61.48 94.47 85.61
REA 45.39 54.62 56.96 57.22 25.52 61.75 94.62 38.50
BONAS 45.50 54.46 56.73 57.46 25.32 61.10 94.81 34.31
weakNAS-t 47.40 54.78 56.90 57.19 25.41 60.70 - 35.73
Arch-Graph-zero 45.64 54.80 56.61 57.90 25.73 60.21 - 14.7
Arch-Graph 45.81 54.90 56.58 58.27 26.27 59.38 - 12.2
LAPT-NAS 45.96 - 56.52 57.69 25.91 60.18 - 12.3
SEKI 46.22 54.63 57.03 58.22 25.80 59.37 94.99 7.7
Oracle Best 46.32 54.93 57.72 59.62 26.27 59.37 95.37 1

Table 5: Comparison of Self-Evolution and Knowledge Inspiration Coefficients λ and γ on SEKI.

λ
Top-1 Acc

(%)
Params

(M)
Search Cost

(min)
15 85.15 3.62 15
25 85.54 3.16 16
30 85.74 3.40 18
35 86.33 3.77 19
40 85.93 3.40 20
45 85.35 3.57 24

normal and reduction cells are optimized jointly, the total number of possible architectures reaches
(109)2 Liu et al. [2018].

We follow the literature to train the supernet on CIFAR-10 for 50 epochs with a batch size of 256.
Then we perform 50 rounds of iterations to search the optimal network, i.e., λ + γ = 50, where
λ and γ represent the number of iterations in the self-evolution and knowledge inspiration stages,
respectively. Specifically, we set λ = 35 and γ = 15. During the knowledge inspiration stage, we
use k = 16 and ξ = 8. We found these values to be optimal in Section 5.3. To evaluate the searched
network architecture, we follow the literature to train it from scratch for 600 epochs on CIFAR-10
and CIFAR-100, respectively, with batch size at 96. For the ImageNet-1K dataset, the batch size is
set to 1024, and the network is trained for 250 epochs. The remaining search and evaluation phases
follow the same configuration as PC-DARTS Xu et al. [2019].

5.1.2 NAS201

NAS-Bench-201 (NAS201) features architectures with repeated cells. Each cell consists of six
layers, with five candidate operators available for each layer, resulting in a total of 15,625 distinct
neural network architectures Dong and Yang [2020].It offers a standardized testing environment for
evaluating NAS algorithms on CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and ImageNet16-120 datasets.

To ensure a robust evaluation of the results, we derive the mean and standard deviation of the best
architectures by conducting independent runs with four different random seeds. Similar to DARTS,
the search is performed for 50 rounds, with λ = 35 and γ = 15, k = 16 and ξ = 8. The remaining
setup follows β-DARTS Ye et al. [2022].

5.1.3 Trans101

The architectures in TransNAS-Bench-101 (Trans101) follow the same cell-based structure as those
in NAS201 but are distinguished by a more restricted set of candidate operators, consisting of only
four options. This limitation reduces the search space to 4,000 possible candidate architectures Duan
et al. [2021].

We perform architecture searches to tackle 7 diverse computer vision tasks: Object Classification
(Obj), Scene Classification (SC), Room Layout (Roo), AutoEncoder (Auto), Jigsaw Puzzle (Jigsaw),
Surface Normal (Nor), and Semantic Segmentation (Seg). Similar to the other two search spaces, the
search process is conducted over 50 rounds with hyperparameters set to λ = 35 and γ = 15, k = 16
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Table 6: Comparison of Knowledge Repository Variables k and ξ on SEKI.

k
ξ = k ξ = 3k/4

top-1_acc(%) params(M) top-1_acc(%) params(M)
8 85.54 3.04 85.35 3.15
16 85.35 3.55 85.74 3.41
24 84.57 3.24 85.35 3.15
32 84.17 3.80 84.37 3.34

k
ξ = k/2 ξ = k/4

top-1_acc(%) params(M) top-1_acc(%) params(M)
8 85.15 3.78 83.59 3.12
16 86.33 3.77 84.37 3.45
24 85.74 3.30 84.17 3.44
32 85.35 3.81 85.15 3.45

and ξ = 8. To ensure robustness and reproducibility, the results on Trans101 are obtained through
experiments using four different random seeds.

5.2 Results and Comparison

In this section, we present results of SEKI on different search spaces and compare it to other
well-known NAS methods.

5.2.1 Results on DARTS

Table 1 compares SEKI with other leading NAS methods on CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100. SEKI
achieves a test error rate of 2.29% on CIFAR-10 with just 0.05 GPU-Days, significantly outperforming
DARTS in both cost and accuracy. While ProxylessNAS achieves better accuracy and SWAP-NAS
demonstrates higher search efficiency, SEKI delivers excellent performance while maintaining
exceptionally low search costs, making it particularly well-suited for balancing cost and performance.
Furthermore, the architectures discovered by SEKI on CIFAR-10 continue to excel when transferred
to CIFAR-100, achieving a test error rate of 15.86% and setting a new state-of-the-art.

Table 2 compares SEKI to other methods on ImageNet. By transferring our optimized CIFAR-10
architecture to ImageNet, we achieved a top-1 test error rate of 24.5%, demonstrating the strong
generalization ability of our method. Furthermore, by performing a direct search on ImageNet (i.e.,
training the superior network directly on ImageNet), we achieved a top-1 test error rate of 23.9% (a
new SOTA) with an exceptionally low search cost of just 2.0 GPU-Days, underscoring the efficiency
of SEKI. The searched final architectures can be found in Appendix.

5.2.2 Results on NAS201

On NAS201, we compare SEKI with advanced NAS methods in Table 3 across the CIFAR-10,
CIFAR-100, and ImageNet16-120 datasets. SEKI achieves the second-best performance on both the
CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 datasets, and the best performance on the ImageNet16-120 dataset, while
being 8x more efficient (as shown in Table 1) than the comparable solution, IS-DARTS. SEKI is also
very close to the oracle best.

5.2.3 Results on Trans101

On Trans101, SEKI demonstrates outstanding performance across multiple tasks, particularly in the
Cls.O., Auto, Normal, Room, and Jigsaw tasks, with an average rank of 7.7 across all tasks, achieving
the best ranking among all methods and proving its efficacy in multi-task optimization.

In summary, SEKI demonstrates outstanding performance across datasets, with strong optimization
efficiency, accuracy, and multi-task handling capabilities, making it a promising approach for future
neural architecture search.

5.3 Ablation Study

In this section, we ablate different hyper-parameters of SEKI. Specifically, we first search for the
optimal allocation of iterations between the self-evolution and knowledge inspiration stages. Then,
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we explore the best settings for k and ξ, i.e, the number of the best-selected candidates and the number
of the randomly selected candidates among k, respectively, in the knowledge inspiration phase. We
evaluate the results on CIFAR-10. Finally, we study the performance of SEKI with different LLMs.
All experiments are conducted on DARTS search space.

5.3.1 Self-Evolution vs Knowledge Inspiration

Table 5 compares the performance of SEKI under different self-evolution coefficients λ and knowledge
inspiration coefficients γ, with a fixed total number of iterations, i.e., λ + γ = 50, following the
literature. As shown in the table, when λ is small, the number of candidate networks in the knowledge
repository is limited, and each candidate undergoes insufficient self-evolution, resulting in low
performance. Consequently, the performance is inferior. As λ increases, performance gradually
improves. However, when λ becomes large, although the number of candidates in the knowledge
repository increases and some candidates experience sufficient self-evolution, the round of knowledge
inspiration iterations becomes constrained, leading to inferior performance once again. The best
performance is achieved at λ = 35, indicating that both self-evolution and knowledge inspiration are
crucial and effectively contribute to the performance of SEKI.

5.3.2 k and ξ in Knowledge Inspiration

Table 6 demonstrates the impact of k and ξ in knowledge inspiration stage on SEKI performance,
where k represents the number of top architectures selected in the repository, and ξ is the number
of architectures randomly chosen from these k to construct the input. Adjusting these two variables
optimizes the ability of LLM to inspire better architectures.

From the table, when both k and ξ are too small, the diversity of the knowledge repository is
limited, impairing the LLM’s ability to extract effective design patterns, which in turn hampers
search performance. On the other hand, when both parameters are too large, they may introduce
more suboptimal architectures in search, reducing the overall input quality and negatively impacting
the LLM’s output. The best performance is achieved at k = 16 and ξ = k/2 (i.e., ξ = 8), which
strikes the optimal balance between the diversity of the knowledge repository and the quality of input
prompts, effectively enhancing the LLM’s ability to generate high-quality architectures.

5.3.3 Different LLMs

We compare the performance of SEKI using Qwen2.5-32B Yang et al. [2024] and GPT4o-mini Ope-
nAI [2024], across CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and ImageNet-1K in Table 7. On CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-
100, SEKI-Qwen slightly outperforms SEKI-GPT, while on ImageNet-1K SEKI-GPT achieves
slightly better performance. Overall the differences are subtle, indicating that SEKI is robust and
generalizable to different LLMs.

Table 7: Comparison of using GPT and Qwen as the LLM on SEKI. Top-1 accuracy is measured.

Base model CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 ImageNet-1K
Test Acc

(%)
Test Acc

(%)
Test Acc

(%)
SEKI-Qwen 97.71 84.14 75.58
SEKI-GPT 97.67 83.93 75.68

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose SEKI, a novel LLM-based NAS method that leverages the self-evolution and
knowledge distillation capabilities of LLMs to iteratively optimize network search strategies—without
requiring any domain-specific data. SEKI achieves state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance across
various datasets, search spaces, and tasks, while requiring only 0.05 GPU-days for the search process.
This demonstrates the effectiveness, efficiency, and generalization of our approach. While SEKI is
simple, it demonstrates the success of LLM in NAS research. Exploring advanced algorithms with
LLM could be the next step. Additionally, extending SEKI to a broader range of domains and tasks
presents an exciting direction for future research.
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7 Impact Statement

This paper presents work whose goal is to advance the field of Machine Learning. There are many
potential societal consequences of our work, none which we feel must be specifically highlighted
here.
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A Appendix

While this paper does not primarily focus on it, we conduct a small test on the Penn Treebank (PTB)
corpus Marcus et al. [1993], a benchmark dataset for natural language processing (NLP) tasks, to
evaluate the performance of our SEKI method in a different domain. Table 8 compares SEKI with
other leading neural architecture search (NAS) methods. SEKI achieves the lowest test perplexity
of 55.69, outperforming other methods while using only 22 M parameters, demonstrating both high
computational efficiency and strong performance. Moreover, this result highlights SEKI’s strong
generalization capabilities across different tasks.

Figure 5 and Figure 6 present examples of self-evolution and knowledge inspiration. Figure 7 to
Figure 10 present searched architectures on CIFAR-10 and ImageNet-1K, respectively, on DARTS
search space.

Table 8: Performance comparison on PTB.

Architecture Perplexity(%) Params
(M) Search Methodvalid test

LSTM + SE 58.1 56.0 22 manual
NAS - 64.0 25 RL
ENAS 60.8 58.6 24 RL
DARTS(1st) 60.2 57.6 23 GD
DARTS(2st) 58.1 55.7 23 GD
GDAS 59.8 57.5 23 GD
NASP 59.9 57.3 23 GD
SDARTS-RS 58.7 56.4 23 GD
SDARTS-ADV 58.3 56.1 23 GD
SEKI 58.1 55.69 22 LLM

You are an expert in the field of neural network design.

System

Human

The current task involves optimizing the input architecture for the NAS task of Image classification on
CIFAR-10. There are 8 different operations available for constructing the architecture
'none','max_pool_3x3','avg_pool_3x3','skip_connect','sep_conv_3x3','sep_conv_5x5','dil_conv_3x3','
dil_conv_5x5';The reference architecture is as follows: Genotype(normal=[('sep_conv_3x3',1),
('sep_conv_3x3',0), ('skip_connect',0), ('sep_conv_3x3', 1), ('skip_connect',0), ('sep_conv_3x3',1),
('sep_conv_3x3',0), ('skip_connect',2)], normal_concat=[2, 3, 4, 5], reduce=[('max_pool_3x3', 0),
('max_pool_3x3', 1), ('skip_connect', 2), ('max_pool_3x3', 0), ('max_pool_3x3', 0), ('skip_connect', 2),
('skip_connect', 2), ('avg_pool_3x3', 0)], reduce_concat=[2, 3, 4, 5])(optinal) ;The current architecture
is as follows: Genotype(normal=[('skip_connect',0), ('max_pool_3x3',1), ('dil_conv_3x3',1),
('max_pool_3x3', 0), ('skip_connect',3), ('dil_conv_5x5',0), ('max_pool_3x3',4), ('dil_conv_3x3',2)],
normal_concat=range(2, 6), reduce=[('dil_conv_3x3', 1), ('avg_pool_3x3', 0), ('sep_conv_3x3', 1),
('max_pool_3x3', 2), ('dil_conv_3x3', 2), ('avg_pool_3x3', 3), ('sep_conv_5x5',1), ('sep_conv_5x5', 3)],
reduce_concat=range(2, 6)); real eval_score is {valid_acc :83.52%} ; Now, please analyze the
architecture and provide optimization strategies specifically for the selected operations in the
architecture. It is worth noting that an excessive number of skip_connect and pool operations can
lead to a performance collapse in the model. Directly provide the optimization strategies.

LLM

1.Reduce Skip Connections:
Optimization Strategy:Limit the use of `skip_connect` operations to avoid excessive shortcuts that can
lead to information loss and hinder learning. Consider using skip connections only in critical layers
where they can enhance feature propagation without overwhelming the model.
Action:Replace some `skip_connect` operations with convolutional layers that can learn more complex
features.
…………
n. Incorporate More Convolutional Operations:
Optimization Strategy:Introduce more convolutional operations (e.g., `sep_conv_3x3`, `sep_conv_5x5`,
`dil_conv_3x3`, or `dil_conv_5x5`) to enhance feature extraction capabilities.
Action:Replace some pooling operations or `skip_connect` operations with separable or dilated
convolutions that can capture more complex patterns and spatial hierarchies.

!"#$%&!"

'(!

Human

{ !"! } + The current architecture is as follows: Genotype (normal=
[ ('skip_connect',0), ('max_pool_3x3',1), ('dil_conv_3x3',1), ('max_pool_3x3', 0),
('skip_connect',3), ('dil_conv_5x5',0), ('max_pool_3x3',4), ('dil_conv_3x3',2)],
normal_concat=range(2, 6), reduce=[('dil_conv_3x3', 1), ('avg_pool_3x3', 0),
('sep_conv_3x3', 1), ('max_pool_3x3', 2), ('dil_conv_3x3', 2), ('avg_pool_3x3',
3), ('sep_conv_5x5',1), ('sep_conv_5x5', 3)], reduce_concat=range(2, 6)) ;Please
provide an improved architecture with the validation accuracy performance is
superior to 85.52% based on the above recommendations. Output the
architecture directly in a single line without explanations or additional remarks.
The format is new_arch: new architecture

LLM

Here is the optimized architecture based on the above strategies:
Genotype(normal=[('dil_conv_5x5', 1), ('avg_pool_3x3', 0), ('avg_pool_3x3', 1),
('sep_conv_3x3', 0), ('skip_connect', 3), ('sep_conv_5x5', 2), ('max_pool_3x3',
4), ('dil_conv_3x3', 2)], normal_concat=range(2, 6), reduce=[('avg_pool_3x3',
0), ('sep_conv_3x3', 1), ('dil_conv_5x5', 0), ('sep_conv_3x3', 1), ('dil_conv_3x3',
2), ('avg_pool_3x3', 1), ('skip_connect', 2), ('sep_conv_5x5', 1)],
reduce_concat=range(2, 6))

!"#$%&!"

Figure 5: An example of Self-Evolution.
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You are an expert in the field of neural network design.

System

Human

The current task involves optimizing the input architecture for the NAS task of Image

classification on CIFAR-10. There are 8 different operations available for constructing the

architecture:'none','max_pool_3x3','avg_pool_3x3','skip_connect','sep_conv_3x3','sep_conv

_5x5','dil_conv_3x3','dil_conv_5x5' ; Here are some examples provided for your reference:

Demo1 achieves a valid_acc of 83.79% on Image classification on CIFAR-10, with the

architecture Genotype(normal=[('dil_conv_3x3', 1), ('skip_connect', 0), ('dil_conv_3x3', 0),

('skip_connect', 1), ('skip_connect', 3), ('sep_conv_5x5', 2), ('max_pool_3x3', 4),

('dil_conv_3x3', 2)], normal_concat=range(2, 6), reduce=[('sep_conv_5x5', 1), ('skip_connect',

0), ('skip_connect', 0), ('skip_connect', 1), ('dil_conv_3x3', 2), ('avg_pool_3x3', 1),

('skip_connect', 2), ('sep_conv_5x5', 1)], reduce_concat=range(2, 6));

Demo2 achieves a valid_acc of 82.61% on Image classification on CIFAR-10, with the

architecture Genotype(normal=[('sep_conv_3x3', 1), ('dil_conv_3x3', 0), ('sep_conv_5x5', 0),

('avg_pool_3x3', 1), ('skip_connect', 3), ('sep_conv_5x5', 2), ('max_pool_3x3', 4),

('dil_conv_3x3', 2)], normal_concat=range(2, 6), reduce=[('max_pool_3x3', 1),

('dil_conv_3x3', 0), ('dil_conv_5x5', 0), ('skip_connect', 1), ('dil_conv_3x3', 2),

('avg_pool_3x3', 1), ('skip_connect', 2), ('sep_conv_5x5', 1)], reduce_concat=range(2, 6)) ;…;

Demoξ achieves a valid_acc of 84.35% on Image classification on CIFAR-10, with the

architecture Genotype(normal=[('skip_connect', 1), ('dil_conv_5x5', 0), ('dil_conv_3x3', 0),

('sep_conv_5x5', 1), ('skip_connect', 3), ('sep_conv_5x5', 2), ('max_pool_3x3', 4),

('dil_conv_3x3', 2)], normal_concat=range(2, 6), reduce=[('dil_conv_5x5', 1), ('dil_conv_3x3',

0), ('skip_connect', 0), ('skip_connect', 1), ('dil_conv_3x3', 2), ('avg_pool_3x3', 1),

('skip_connect', 2), ('sep_conv_5x5', 1)], reduce_concat=range(2, 6)) ;

Please refer to past architectures and generate one that exceeds 86.35% in valid_acc .

Output the architecture directly in the same format as the input architecture and compress

the information into a single line without any line breaks.

LLM

Genotype(normal=[('sep_conv_3x3', 1), ('skip_connect', 0), ('dil_conv_3x3', 0), ('sep_conv_5x5',

1), ('skip_connect', 3), ('sep_conv_5x5', 2), ('max_pool_3x3', 4), ('dil_conv_3x3', 2)],

normal_concat=range(2, 6), reduce=[('sep_conv_5x5', 1), ('sep_conv_3x3', 0), ('skip_connect', 0),

('skip_connect', 1), ('dil_conv_3x3', 2), ('avg_pool_3x3', 1), ('skip_connect', 2), ('sep_conv_5x5',

1)], reduce_concat=range(2, 6))

!"#$%&!"

Figure 6: An example of Knowledge Inspiration.
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Figure 7: SEKI normal cell learned on CIFAR-10.
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Figure 8: SEKI reduction cell learned on CIFAR-10.
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Figure 9: SEKI normal cell learned on ImageNet-1K.
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Figure 10: SEKI reduction cell learned on ImageNet-1K.
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