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ABSTRACT
News recommendations heavily rely on Natural Language Process-
ing (NLP) methods to analyze, understand, and categorize content,
enabling personalized suggestions based on user interests and read-
ing behaviors. Large Language Models (LLMs) like GPT-4 have
shown promising performance in understanding natural language.
However, the extent of their applicability to news recommendation
systems remains to be validated. This paper introduces RecPrompt1,
the first self-tuning prompting framework for news recommenda-
tion, leveraging the capabilities of LLMs to perform complex news
recommendation tasks. This framework incorporates a news rec-
ommender and a prompt optimizer that applies an iterative boot-
strapping process to enhance recommendations through automatic
prompt engineering. Extensive experimental results with 400 users
show that RecPrompt can achieve an improvement of 3.36% in
AUC, 10.49% in MRR, 9.64% in nDCG@5, and 6.20% in nDCG@10
compared to deep neural models. Additionally, we introduce Topic-
Score, a novel metric to assess explainability by evaluating LLM’s
ability to summarize topics of interest for users. The results show
LLM’s effectiveness in accurately identifying topics of interest and
delivering comprehensive topic-based explanations.
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1 INTRODUCTION
The rise of personalized news recommendation systems, like Google
News and Microsoft News, has revolutionized how people access
and consume news by making it more tailored to individual prefer-
ences [24]. Achieving high-quality news recommendations necessi-
tates precisely understanding the semantics within news articles
[26]. Recent advancements in natural language processing, particu-
larly through Large Language Models (LLMs) such as GPT-4 [15],
have shown considerable potential in this area. These models lever-
age extensive linguistic and world knowledge from large-scale
corpora to understand and generate human-like language, making
them valuable for aligning news content with user preferences and
enhancing explainability in recommendation systems [3].

Despite the promise of LLMs, current implementations in news
recommendation systems face challenges. Initial methods by inte-
grating LLMs into conventional deep neural models [11, 16] have
shown good recommendation performance but often lose the advan-
tages of LLMs. Fine-tuning LLMs [7, 14] is a way to retain these ad-
vantages, but it requires large sets of high-quality rationales, which
are complex and resource-intensive to produce [20]. An alternative
approach is to leverage the inherent capabilities of LLMs using
prompts—text templates to guide model responses [27, 29] with
different prompting strategies. For instance, Dai et al. [2] explore
using LLMs with a simple input-output (IO) prompting strategy
for direct textual responses in recommendations. RecRanker [12]
enhances the prompt through instruction tuning with auxiliary
information from recommendation models. LLM-Rec [13] employs
diverse prompting strategies with LLM-augmented text to enhance
recommendations. These prompting strategies have demonstrated
effectiveness in complex tasks but do not surpass well-trained
deep neural methods [1, 9, 19, 21–23, 28] in performance. Addi-
tionally, they require significant human effort for tuning and evalu-
ation [3, 4, 10, 18]. The nature of LLMs makes them well-suited for
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Figure 1: RecPrompt: a self-tuning prompting Framework.

generating explanations for recommendations. For example, Cha-
tRec [5] adopts pre-trained LLMs to provide more interactive and
explainable recommendations. However, evaluating recommender
systems has primarily focused on ranking-based metrics [25]. Few
works focus on studying the generation of explanations for recom-
mendations and their evaluation due to the lack of ground truth.

To overcome these limitations, we introduce RecPrompt, a
self-tuning prompting framework specifically designed for news
recommendations. RecPrompt operates through an iterative boot-
strapping process involving two LLMs: a news recommender and
a prompt optimizer. The recommender generates recommenda-
tions with text prompts, and these are then fed into the optimizer,
which refines the prompt based on the instructions, enhancing the
prompt’s alignment with user preferences and topics of interest.
Additionally, we propose TopicScore, a new metric addressing
the shortcomings of existing metrics by focusing on the semantic
relevance of topics. Extensive experiments demonstrate significant
improvements in recommendation performance with an increment
of 3.36% in AUC, 10.49% in MRR, 9.64% in nDCG@5, and 6.20%
in nDCG@10 over traditional deep neural methods and validate
RecPrompt’s superiority in generating relevant topics.

2 PROPOSED METHOD: RECPROMPT
The goal of news recommendation is to predict a list of candidate
news articles for users based on their reading history. We define
the history for a user 𝑢 as 𝑯𝑢 = {𝑛𝑤𝑖 }, where each news article 𝑛𝑤
includes a title and a category. The candidate news is defined as
𝑫𝑢 = {(𝑛𝑤 𝑗 , 𝑦 𝑗 )}, with each news article accompanied by a label
𝑦 𝑗 ∈ {0, 1}. A value of 1 indicates that the user is interested in the
candidate news, while 0 indicates no interest. The objective is to
learn a news recommender, and for any unseen user 𝑢′, the output
is a ranked list of the candidate news 𝑹𝑢′ .

We propose the RecPrompt framework to achieve this recommen-
dation objective by improving the prompt to enhance the LLM’s abil-
ity to summarize topics of the user’s interests, thus improving rec-
ommendations performance. As shown in Figure 1, RecPrompt con-
sists of three main components: a News Recommender (𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 ),
a Prompt Optimizer (𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 ), and a Monitor. The LLM-based
recommender takes recommendation prompts 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐 as inputs and
outputs not only a ranked list 𝑹𝑢 of candidate news articles but
also explanations summarizing the topics 𝑻𝑷𝑢 of interest based on
user reading history. The monitor evaluates recommendations and
records the best template instruction for the prompt optimizer. Also,
the prediction of the news recommender and the recommendation

prompt, 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐 , are then fed into the LLM-based Prompt Optimizer
with an optimization prompt to generate a refined template instruc-
tion used to form next-round recommendation prompts.

2.1 RecPrompt Components
2.1.1 News Recommender. We utilize an LLM to make recommen-
dations, so the recommendation prompt, 𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐 is required. This
prompt contains a template instruction 𝑇 , as well as two input
placeholders,“${history}” and “${candidate}”, for 𝑯𝑢 and 𝑪𝑢 for each
user. This template can be initialized by any prompting strategy,
such as Input-Output (IO) prompting or Chain of Thoughts [6]
prompting. An example of using the IO-prompting template is:
You serve as a personalized news recommendation system.
# Input Format
## User's History News
${history}
## Candidate News
${candidate}
# Output Format
Rank candidate news based on the user’s history news in
the format: "Ranked news: <START>C#, C#,..., C#<END>".
The output of the news recommender contains a ranked news
sequence (𝑹𝑢 ) and explanation (𝑇𝑃𝑢 ). The explanation is a sequence
of preference topics summarized from the user’s reading history
and the corresponding news list for each topic.

2.1.2 Prompt Optimizer. The task of Prompt Optimizer is to gen-
erate a better recommendation prompt. We utilize another LLM
to achieve this by taking an optimization prompt as input. This
prompt contains a refinement instruction, the recommendation
prompt (𝑃𝑟𝑒𝑐 ) for a user 𝑢, the ranked news sequence (𝑹𝑢 ) and the
explanation (𝑇𝑃𝑢 ), as well as the ground truth (𝑦𝑢 ), best template
recorded by the Monitor, and an observation instruction. The re-
finement and observation instructions are crucial in guiding the
optimizer to a specific direction. The refinement instruction typi-
cally starts with a sentence like "You should generate an improved
template instruction based on the provided information." at
the beginning. The observation instruction is designed to focus on
topics for the news recommendation task. An example observation
instruction could be:
You should focus on how well the recommender’s response
aligns with the user’s click behavior by examining if
the topics from the user’s news history and candidate
news are accurately summarized and matched to the user’s
interests. Specifically, evaluate the clarity of topics
in the recommender’s answer, review the task description
for adequacy, and check the detail in the recommendation
process to ensure it reflects an analysis and summary
of user-interest topics.
These instructions direct the optimizer to effectively summarize the
topics of news articles to aid in making accurate recommendations
and explanations with topics. The optimizer uses the optimization
prompt to update the current recommendation prompt, which can
be used for next-round recommendations.

2.1.3 Monitor. It evaluates the recommender’s performance using
the templates generated by the optimizer. It observes recommen-
dation performance by computing metrics such as MRR (Mean



RecPrompt: A Self-tuning Prompting Framework for News Recommendation Using Large Language Models CIKM ’24, October 21–25, 2024, Boise, ID, USA

Reciprocal Rank) and nDCG (normalized Discounted Cumulative
Gain) [25] to determine whether the current template represents
an improvement over previous ones. These metrics are calculated
based on the ranked list 𝑹𝑢 and clicked ground truth 𝑦𝑢 for all
users. By continuously assessing these metrics, the Monitor en-
sures that the most effective template is identified and retained for
further use, thereby enhancing the overall performance of the news
recommendation system.

2.2 Tuning Procedure
As shown in Figure 1, the recommender and optimizer operate in a
loop. The process starts with an initial template filled with specific
data to form the complete recommendation prompt to start the
iteration loop. The recommender LLM generates recommendations
based on this initial template, using the user’s history of clicked
news articles and a set of candidate news articles. After the rec-
ommender generates its recommendations, the optimizer updates
the current template. This refined template is then provided to the
recommender in the next iteration to make a new prediction. The
template will only be updated if the Monitor evaluates and confirms
a performance improvement. The iteration loop continues until a
specified number of iterations (𝑙) is reached, ensuring continuous
enhancement of the recommendation system.

2.3 Evaluating Explanation: TopicScore
RecPrompt generates enhanced prompts that enable 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 to ex-
plain its recommendations by summarizing topics of interest [8, 9].
The explanation is a list of topics summarizing the user’s reading
history and a sequence of news articles that are classified to the
specific topic. For example, a topic of interest for the user is sports,
and the related history news articles are H1, H3. A good explanation
should correctly recognize user interest on the topics, and accu-
rately classify the history news articles. The existing methods like
BERTScore [30] are inadequate to measure how an explanation can
correctly recognize topics of user’s interest, so we propose Topic-
Score to assess these topics, which evaluates the correctness and
completeness of topics within explanations. To evaluate TopicScore,
we use LLM evaluator 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙 and human annotations to provide
ground truth for scoring.
Correctness measures how accurately the generated topics of
𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 reflect the news articles:

𝑇𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑛𝑒𝑠𝑠 =

∑
𝑢∈𝑈

∑
𝑡𝑝∈𝑇𝑃𝑢 I(𝑡𝑝)∑

𝑢∈𝑈 |𝑇𝑃𝑢 |
(1)

where I(·) is an indicator function that equals 1 if the topic 𝑡𝑝
matches the corresponding news article and 0 otherwise, and |𝑇𝑃𝑢 |
is the number of summarized topics for the user.
Completeness evaluates how well the summarized topics cover
the user’s interests according to historical records:

𝑇𝑆𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝𝑙𝑒𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑒𝑠𝑠 =

∑
𝑢∈𝑈 |𝐻𝑢

𝑚 |∑
𝑢∈𝑈 |𝐻𝑢 | (2)

where |𝐻𝑢
𝑚 | is the number of history news articles covered by the

topics for user 𝑢, |𝐻𝑢 | is the number of historical clicks for user 𝑢.
LLM Evaluator. We collect a set of topic summaries generated
by 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 for various news articles. The LLM evaluator, 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙 ,

uses an evaluation prompt to check if each summarized topic accu-
rately reflects the content of the corresponding news article.
Human annotation. Mirroring the evaluation by 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙 , we
establish a workflow for human annotators to select all relevant
topics that correctly match the given news content.

3 EXPERIMENTS
3.1 Experimental Settings
We evaluate our proposed model on a benchmark news recommen-
dation dataset, the MIcrosoft News Dataset (MIND) collection [25].
From MIND, we randomly select 100 users to form the validation
set for optimizing RecPrompt and 400 users to constitute the test set.
Each user is given 10 candidate news articles that are shown in an
impression and only one of them is clicked by the user, where each
news item includes headlines and its category tag. All experiments
are conducted 3 times on the test set, with the average perfor-
mance metrics reported to ensure consistency. The recommender
component is represented as 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 , the optimizer component
as 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 , and the evaluator component as 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙 . Each com-
ponent can operate with either GPT-3.5 or GPT-4, indicated by
subscripts -3.5 and -4 respectively. We limit the number of itera-
tions 𝑙 for RecPrompt to 10 and apply a zero-shot prompt [17] for
𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 . We utilize OpenAI’s API versions gpt-3.5-turbo-1106 for
GPT-3.5 and gpt-4-1106-preview for GPT-4, respectively, applying
for 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 , 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 , and 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙 . Following previous work [25],
we use the same pipeline to train deep neural models and consider
four metrics to evaluate the performance of news recommendations:
AUC, MRR, nDCG@5 (N@5), and N@10. We apply two prompting
strategies, Input-Output (IO) [2] and Chain of Thoughts (CoT) [6]
for the template.

Table 1: Recommendation performance of models regarding
AUC, MRR, nDCG@5, and nDCG@10.

Model AUC MRR nDCG@5 nDCG@10
Random 50.89±2.23 30.30±1.17 30.47±1.99 46.22±0.99
MostPop 52.47±0.04 34.99±0.01 34.68±0.05 49.77±0.01
TopicPop 64.64±0.04 39.35±0.07 44.39±0.08 53.59±0.05
Deep Model
LSTUR [1] 67.17±0.22 43.76±0.30 47.84±0.23 57.00±0.23
DKN [19] 66.28±0.43 42.31±0.50 46.43±0.37 55.88±0.38
NAML [21] 66.79±0.10 44.03±0.46 48.03±0.35 57.18±0.34
NPA [22] 65.52±0.78 43.16±0.40 46.53±0.47 56.47±0.32
NRMS [23] 66.25±0.12 43.60±0.30 46.86±0.25 56.82±0.21
Prompt LLM
IO-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 59.08±0.23 38.55±0.15 40.35±0.38 52.74±0.21
CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 58.67±0.14 37.66±0.35 39.12±0.26 52.06±0.41
IO-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4 65.06±0.14 43.62±0.13 46.66±0.24 56.78±0.06
CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4 66.06±0.18 44.01±0.29 48.02±0.34 57.12±0.17
RecPrompt
IO-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 62.28±0.14 39.53±0.12 43.65±0.32 53.65±0.25
CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 64.73±0.32 42.22±0.23 46.33±0.11 55.75±0.19
IO-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4 69.39±0.21 48.2±0.34 52.01±0.37 60.39±0.29
CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4 69.43±0.04 48.65±0.32 52.66±0.43 60.73±0.24
Increment->DM (+3.36%) (+10.49%) (+9.64%) (+6.20%)
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3.2 Results and Discussion
Table 1 summarizes the results of all methods on the test dataset,
leading to several key observations. Firstly, among traditional base-
lines, TopicPop achieves the best performance. This success can
be attributed to its use of category tags from the news data, which
provide more tailored recommendations. This demonstrates the
effectiveness of leveraging topical information to match user in-
terests. Secondly, all deep neural models outperform TopicPop.
These models benefit from their advanced capabilities in processing
and representing the textual content of news articles. In particular,
NAML outperforms other baselines because it extracts compre-
hensive information from news text, categories, and subcategories,
resulting in more informative representations. In terms of the im-
pact of the prompting strategy, it shows a clear advantage of the
CoT strategy over IO in improving recommendation performance
across most configurations. Regarding our proposed RecPrompt
methods, the results indicate that CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 outperforms all
traditional methods. Notably, it slightly surpasses TopicPop, illus-
trating that 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 is more effective in summarizing user topics
from headlines and category tags. Lastly, CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4 achieves
superior results compared to all deep neural models using zero-shot
prompting, without any training on news recommendation data.
This highlights RecPrompt’s ability to effectively understand news
content and provide accurate recommendations.

3.3 Ablation Study
We systematically examine the impact of key components within
the RecPrompt framework to understand their contributions to
enhancing the performance of news recommendation systems. The
study focuses on the use of different LLMs as the recommender
and the optimizer, and the inclusion of category information in
the model inputs. The performance outcomes are detailed in Ta-
ble 2. The use of both 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -3.5 and 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -4 significantly en-
hances the effectiveness of the initial prompting strategy, validating
RecPrompt’s ability to generate refined recommendation prompts.
Notably, 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -4 shows greater performance improvements over
𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -3.5, particularly when paired with 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5. This high-
lights the incremental benefits of employing more advanced LLMs
as optimizers. Integrating category information results in signifi-
cant improvements across all evaluated performancemetrics, under-
scoring the importance of topical relevance in achieving accurate

Table 2: Performance comparison of 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 and 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 on
RecPrompt, considering various settings.

Strategy w/o Category with Category
AUC MRR N@5 AUC MRR N@5

𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5
IO-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -3.5 58.97 35.85 39.17 61.24 39.23 41.97
CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -3.5 58.96 37.46 39.62 64.06 41.26 44.55
IO-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -4 59.32 36.15 39.42 62.28 39.53 43.65
CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -4 60.03 38.18 40.89 64.73 42.22 46.33
𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4
IO-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -4 66.69 45.89 49.09 69.39 48.20 52.01
CoT-𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡 -4 66.92 46.65 49.58 69.43 48.65 52.66

Figure 2: TopicScore evaluation between general CoT strate-
gies and RecPrompt-CoT (Rec-3.5 and Rec-4), utilizing
𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 and 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4, optimized by 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑜𝑝𝑡-4.

recommendations. This finding supports RecPrompt’s strategic fo-
cus on leveraging 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 to extract and summarize topics that
reflect user interests and provide explanations for click behavior
from a topical perspective.

3.4 TopicScore Analysis
In evaluating TopicScore, we used a dataset of 272 news articles
and their associated 688 topics generated by 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐 under differ-
ent settings. Due to substantial redundancy among the extracted
topics, we consolidated similar topics, focusing on 214 unique top-
ics for further evaluation. The evaluation metrics measured the
precision of these topics in reflecting recommendations and their
ability to encapsulate user interests comprehensively. We enriched
our analysis by averaging TopicScore assessments from three hu-
man annotators and comparing them with LLM evaluations. From
Figure 2, we observed only marginal differences in TopicScore eval-
uations between 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙-3.5 and 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙-4, with both generally
assigning higher scores than human annotators. This suggests a
potential discrepancy in the criteria for topic relevance assessment
betweenmachine and human evaluators. Notably, 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4 demon-
strated a consistent advantage over 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 in terms of topic
accuracy and coverage, highlighting its enhanced capability for con-
tent analysis and summarization. Furthermore, the application of
both 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-3.5 and 𝑳𝑳𝑴𝑟𝑒𝑐-4 within the RecPrompt framework
significantly elevated the TopicScore beyond the baseline estab-
lished by the CoT strategy, validating RecPrompt’s effectiveness in
optimizing topic extraction and relevance.

4 CONCLUSION
This paper introduces RecPrompt, a novel framework using LLMs
for news recommendation. It combines a recommender and a prompt
optimizerwith an iterative bootstrapping process to enhance prompt-
ing strategies. Our experiments show that RecPrompt significantly
outperforms traditional and deep neural news recommendation
models across various performance metrics. Furthermore, we pro-
pose a novel metric, TopicScore, to assess the correctness and
completeness of the topics generated by RecPrompt and compare
them with the CoT prompting strategy. The results demonstrate
the framework’s ability to align recommendations closely with user
interests and emphasize the critical role of prompt engineering in
improving accuracy and user interest alignment when employing
LLM-based recommendations.
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