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Abstract
Language models have shown impressive in-
context-learning capabilities, which allow them
to benefit from input prompts and perform bet-
ter on downstream end tasks. Existing works
investigate the mechanisms behind this obser-
vation, and propose label-agnostic prompt met-
rics that can better estimate end-task perfor-
mances. One popular approach is using per-
plexity as a way to measure models’ familiarity
with the prompt. While showing consistent
improvements on in-domain tasks, we found
that familiarity metrics such as perplexity can-
not accurately estimate performance in compli-
cated situations such as task or domain trans-
ferring scenarios. In this work, we propose a
revised measure called FAMICOM, providing a
more comprehensive measure for task-agnostic
performance estimation. Specifically, FAMI-
COM combines familiarity with complexity –
the inherent difficulty of end tasks, which is an
important factor missing from current metrics.
Experiments show that FAMICOM strongly cor-
relates with end-task performances, producing
a 0.85 Spearman’s correlation, versus 0.43 of
familiarity-only ones’. We further apply FAMI-
COM to automatic prompt and demonstration
selection, and outperform existing methods and
baselines by more than 7.0% in accuracy.

1 Introduction

Recent works have shown that large language mod-
els (LLMs) can perform new NLP tasks by fol-
lowing simple instructions or seeing only a few in-
context examples (Rubin et al., 2022; Brown et al.,
2020; Liu et al., 2022; Wei et al., 2022). Even
though these models have demonstrated impressive
capabilities to efficiently use the information in the
input prompt to improve downstream task-specific
performances, we still do not fully understand why
textual prompts can contribute to end-task perfor-
mances. This research direction is crucial because
it will contribute to better automatic prompt de-
sign and few-shot example selection methods, in

addition to helping us peek into the internal mecha-
nisms of LLMs.

One promising way to investigate the relations
between input prompts and end-task performances
is to propose label-agnostic measures regarding the
input prompts. If a measure strongly correlates
with the end-task performance without seeing the
task labels, it would suggest that such a measure
is in the right direction to understand why the in-
put prompt helps. Earlier works have proposed
to use perplexity as a measure in this direction,
which evaluates how familiar a model is to the
prompt (Gonen et al., 2023; Kumar et al., 2023).
While it is intuitive to estimate the model’s ex-
pected performance indirectly by its familiarity to
the prompts, we have found that such correlation
diminishes in more complex reasoning tasks §3.
The correlation between perplexity and accuracy
is no longer obvious on tasks with more reasoning
steps. Therefore, we propose introducing another
factor better to assess the model performance under
different textual inputs.

Fig. 1 showcases examples where prompts to the
LM can have similar familiarity yet diverse com-
plexity, or diverse familiarity but similar complex-
ity. Considering Q1 and Q2, both of which have
nearly same values in model familiarity1 but are
intrinsically different in complexity. Q1 asks about
the work of Walter Sinnott-Armstrong, a prominent
philosopher who has extensively explored interper-
sonal relationships. With these knowledge stored
in parameters, a LM can easily gives the correct
answer of (B) families. However, Q2 asks about
which movie is similar to the given five movies. It
requires the model to first extract the features of
each movie, find the common, and compare with
each options. This process involves more reasoning
steps than Q1, and questions like Q2 is therefore
have lower expected accuracy. Q3 and Q4 demon-

1Mistral-7B, familiaritysim defined in §2.2.
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Q1: Sinnott-Armstrong is most 
interested in examining issues about 
the moral obligations of 

(A) individuals. 
(B) families.

Q2: Find a movie similar to The Lion King, 
Monsters, Inc, Catch Me If You Can, 
Minority Report: 

(A) Shrek 
(B) The Natural

Q3:In Corvino's reading of 
Aquinas,"unnatural" sexual acts are 
those that are 

(A) non-consensual. 
(B) uncommonly practiced among 
adults.

Q4: Baxter argues that we should view our 
treatment of the environment as a matter of 
various trade-offs whose aim is 

(A) to minimize damage incurred by all 
individual living beings. 
(B) to promote human welfare.

Similar Familiarity 
Diverse Complexity

Diverse Familiarity 
Similar Complexity

Figure 1: Prompts can have similar familiarity yet diverse complexity, or diverse familiarity but similar complexity.
Estimating LM’s performance merely on single factor is not enough.

strated a different situation. They are both reading
comprehension questions from high school text-
books. To answer them, model can simply retrieve
the parametric knowledge and select the option
closest to the word distribution in training data.
The reasoning steps are similar which yield close
complexity. However, they have different familiari-
ties which may results in different expectation of
accuracy.

Motivated by such observations, we argue that
the familiarity factor alone are not robust enough
across tasks. An important factor is missing, which
we hypothesize to be the complexity of the end
task. In other words, familiarity correlations only
hold for tasks that have relatively similar complex-
ity levels, and we should factor complexity in if
we want to build a label-agnostic metric that will
transfer across domains and tasks. To be specific,
if we consider different ways to prompt the LLM
to address the same task, a better prediction perfor-
mance by the LLM is more likely achieved with a
more familiar and less complex prompt.

To demonstrate such intuition with quantitative
analyses, we first investigate several strategies to
measure the intrinsic complexity of any given
prompt for the LLM. In addition to zero-shot or
few-shot prompting the model’s own complexity
assessment on the task prompt, we also device
a practical technique to translating a given task
prompt to a Transformer programming language
(Zhou et al., 2023) and assess its operation-level
complexity. Inspired by Gonen et al. (2023), we
involved perplexity into the quantification of model

familiarity. Moreover, as the recent study (Li et al.,
2024) suggests that the mutual similarities among
key words in a reasoning question also have a no-
ticeable correlation with model performance, we
combined both of the perplexity and similarity to
redefine the model’s familiarity to the query ques-
tion.

We conducted a cross-task prompting evalu-
ation: Given a input question from a multiple
choice task, we evaluate the performance of mod-
els with cross-task demonstration. The selection
of evaluation tasks span across 28 different multi-
ple choice question answering tasks yielding expo-
nential demonstration-input question combinations
which is enough to come to a statistical conclu-
sion. We show empirically that the proposed task-
agnostic measure, namely FAMICOM (Familarity
and Complexity Based Performance Estimation),
has a positive correlation with model performance
across a diverse set of tasks and models which pro-
vide a insight of how prompting affect the model
performance. To further demonstrate the applica-
tion of our measure, we devise a method on prompt
selection task. Our results revealed that FAMICOM

has a better guidance than similarity search or per-
plexity ranking which proved the effectiveness of
our method.

To further demonstrate the potential impact of
FAMICOM, we propose a novel indirect in-context
learning setting where given any end task, the
model is allowed to retrieve any available anno-
tated demonstrations that are not originally labeled
for the end task. Our experimental results also
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suggest that FAMICOM consistently outperforms
similarity search and provide better demonstration
benefit to the model, allowing for more effective
retrieval of indirect supervision (Yin et al., 2023a)
of in-context demonstrations from the wild.

To summarize, the contribution of our work
is three-fold. First, we propose a task-agnostic
prompt performance estimation measure FAMI-
COM describing the relationship between model
performance, model familiarity to a prompt and the
complexity of the input question. Second, we prove
the effectiveness of our formula by evaluating it
with a massive cross-task prompting experiment.
Finally, to elaborate the potential application of our
formula, we tested it on prompt selection and an
innovative indirect ICL task.

2 What measures a good prompt?

In this section, we introduce FAMICOM– a task-
agnostic measure for estimating the effectiveness
of textual prompt for LLMs. The calculation of
FAMICOM is based on the hypothesis that the
lower complexity of the prompt and higher fa-
miliarity of the model with regard to the prompt
correlates with better performance. We start
with the definition and calculation of two key fac-
tors of FAMICOM: complexity(§2.1) and famil-
iarity(§2.2). We also discuss other controllable
parameters and give the concluded calculation of
FAMICOM in §2.3.

2.1 Complexity Estimation

As language models scale up and become more
and more capable, benchmark questions and tasks
also tend to become more “complex” to effectively
evaluate the capabilities and limitations of these
models. These evaluations have evolved from “sim-
ple” tasks such as sentiment analysis (Socher et al.,
2013), natural language inference (Williams et al.,
2018), to more “complex” multi-task understand-
ing (Hendrycks et al., 2020) and open-domain ques-
tion answering (Rajpurkar et al., 2016). The testing
questions evolves from determining whether a com-
ment is positive to answering high-school biology
questions.

However, defining the complexity of task
prompts remains challenging due to the inherently
ambiguous nature of natural language prompts. In
this work, we make some presumptions for the ap-
proximation of prompt complexity. First, the com-
plexity is language model based. In other words,

for fixed prompts of a task, the measured diffi-
culty may vary according to the choice of language
model. Second, the complexity of a question is pro-
portional to how many steps (or sub-problems) it
needs to solve the problem (Khot et al., 2022). The
atomic steps in this presumption may differ accord-
ing to the first presumption. We propose three meth-
ods to approximate the prompt complexity, namely
direct complexity, guided complexity and
operational complexity.

The direct complexity is measured by querying
the model with a simple prompt pcomplex: “How
many steps does it takes to solve the problem.”.
Formally, for an input prompt q, the complexity
of the prompt for language model L is defined as
L(p, q).

The guided complexity is similar to the direct
complexity with extra guidance of human written
demonstrations. We add detailed human written
examples to the prompt pcomplex, in which each
example contains a sample question, a list of steps
of the question and the final result for the steps.
The examples involves questions of different steps
to have a broader guidance.

The operational complexity is based on the
pseudo programming language of RASP-L (Zhou
et al., 2023). It is a human-readable programming
language which defines programs that can be com-
piled into Transformer weights. Each atomic op-
eration in RASP-L is a calculation in a Transform-
ers block. In this way, the steps are equivalent
to the quantity of operations needed to write a
RASP-L program to answer the prompt q. One key
challenge of this measurement is that each prompt
needs a individually composed RASP-L program
which makes the method impossible to scale up.
To address such issue, we append human writ-
ten demonstrations containing other prompts and
their RASP-L programs to the evaluated prompt
pcomplex and query the language model to compose
the RASP-L program and calculate the complexity.

For each prompt, we can query the model mul-
tiple (such as k = 5) times to get the complexity
score and compute the average as the final com-
plexity for the prompt.

2.2 Familiarity Estimation
We consider two ways of estimating the familiarity
of a prompt to the language model.

The concept of familiarity is intended to approx-
imate how a model is familiar with the input text.
Gonen et al. (2023) proposed to use the perplexity
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of a prompt as a proxy for its occurrences in the
data. It is based on the intuition that “a sequence
that is more expected by the model is more likely
to aid the model to extract the relevant informa-
tion.”. The experimental results showed a positive
correlation between model performances and the
perplexity of the prompt. We adopt perplexity as
the method of familiarityppl measurement.

In addition, Li et al. (2024) also found that the
similarities among key words in a question, such
as key entities, have a correlation with model accu-
racy in chained reasoning tasks. This inspired of
our second method to measure familiarity. Here we
focus on the “key” tokens and their mutual similar-
ities. We first extract the “key” tokens by selecting
Top-K tokens that have the highest perplexities in
a prompt. Inspired by the counterfactual theories
(Lewis, 2013) and prior studies on probing token
salience (Kaushik et al., 2019; Wang et al., 2021;
Qi et al., 2021), we adopt the intuition the intuition
that any word that leads to high entropy given the
previous contexts are likely important words such
as preposition or pronounce. Those words with
lower probability can be conveying the important
information of the prompt. Among the selected
tokens, we compute the mutual cosine similarities
of the embedding of the tokens in the input text and
use the averaged similarities as familiaritysim.

2.3 Combining Familiarity and Complexity

Based on the previous analysis, the measured fac-
tors of FAMICOM can be incorporated in the poly-
nomial:

FAMICOM = fa · c−b (1)

where f, c are familiarity and complexity respec-
tively. a, b are positive hyper-parameters that we
will investigate in §3 where we also show that both
properly chosen a, b values that has a positive cor-
relation with model performance.

3 Validation Analysis

This section presents the analytical experiment for
validating the FAMICOM measure. We first intro-
duce the task settings and the data used for analy-
sis in §3.1, and subsequently elaborate the model
configurations and evaluation protocol in §3.22. Fi-
nally, §3.3 presents the experimental results and
the analysis.

2The configurations discussed here also apply to experi-
ments in §4 and §5

3.1 Task Description

Since FAMICOM is a task-agnostic performance
estimation, we design a cross-task prompting sce-
nario for the validation. Given a prompt from a
specific task, we randomly pair it with the demon-
strations of other tasks to evaluate the model perfor-
mance. The FAMICOM measure is computed for
each of the input. We conduct cross-task prompting
evaluation like this in a scale to expose the statisti-
cal relationship between the measure and the true
model performance.

The 28 evaluation task pool are sampled from
MMLU, BigBench together with StrategyQA and
CommonsenseQA. For each of these tasks, we re-
trieve its Chain-of-Thought prompts from the CoT
Hub (Fu et al., 2023), which is an open-source
project for measuring LLMs’ reasoning capabili-
ties with resourceful prompts for various bench-
marks. During inference, a question is paired with
three randomly selected CoT demonstrations for
other tasks in the pool. We randomly sample 200
instances for each task, along with three chain-of-
thought demonstrations per task. This preparation
method yields approximately 100,000 question-
demonstration pairings for our experiment, thereby
guaranteeing its statistical significance.

Every sampled task is multiple choice question
answering3 and we follow the prompt format in the
CoT Hub where each question is given as “[Ques-
tion] Options:[list of options]”. Each option is la-
beled with an alphabetical letter, for example “(A)
Jupiter”, which help locating the choice from the
generative LMs’ response.

It is noteworthy that these questions differ in
the number of options which may introduce bi-
ases in evaluation, especially when computing the
complexity. A question with more options may
be regarded as more complex by the model. To
alleviate this bias, each of the sampled questions
is reduced to a binary option question. To do so,
the correct option is retained in the two options
where the other is a randomly picked false choice.
The sequence of options is shuffled to mitigate the
potential biases.

3.2 Model configuration and Evaluation
Protocol

We evaluate on open-source LLMs in different
sizes due to the fact that this scale of evaluation is

3StrategyQA has a “Yes or No” question type, which can
be easily formatted as “Options: (A) Yes (B) No”
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Measure Spearman Corr. P-value
Familiarity 0.426 0.002

Complexity 0.695 2e-8

FAMICOM 0.848 7e-9

Table 1: Enhanced Table of Spearman Correlations and
P-values for Model Performance against Proposed Fac-
tors. As we can see, FAMICOM surpasses single usage
of familiarity or complexity.

Figure 2: The correlation between Mistral performance
on validation experiment and input familiarity. Fa-
miliarity itself doe not show a clear correlation with
performance.

Figure 3: The correlation between Mistral performance
on validation experiment and the input’s inverse com-
plexity. Complexity demonstrates a better correlation
with performance but needs further calibration.

too costly on closed-source LLMs and the token
distributions or perplexities are not accessible in
their APIs. The tested models include Phi-3-mini-
128k, Mistral-7B-instruct-v0.2, and Llama-2-13b-
chat. All models run with a temperature τ = 0.8.
Experiments are run on a machine with 8*Nvidia
ADA 6000 GPUs.

We evaluate the accuracy of LLMs towards
the correct answer. Since all the prepared data
are multiple-choice QA with labeled options, a
response is considered correct if it contains the cor-
rect label. We also applied the self-consistency

Figure 4: The correlation between Mistral performance
on validation experiment and the input FAMICOM mea-
sure. Compared to Figs. 2 and 3, the trend line is much
more consistent, and the improvement is more steady.

strategy with majority voting in five runs for all
experiments following (Wang et al., 2022a).

3.3 Validation Analysis Results

We show that our hypothesis hold and FAMICOM

measure has a correlation with the model perfor-
mance. Fig. 2, Fig. 3, Fig. 4 provide visualizations
between the model performance and familiarity,
complexity and FAMICOM measures respectively.
These figures adopts familiaritysim and the guided
complexity which are tested to have better corre-
lation. The token similarities are computed over
tokens with top 20 perplexities. The coefficients are
fixed as f1 · c−1 after the hyper-parameter search.
Tab. 1 depicts the Spearman correlation of model
performance against these measures.

It is shown in Fig. 2 that familiarity itself does
not highly correlates with the model performance.
This conclusion can also be drawn from its Spear-
man Correlation ρ = 0.426 < 0.5 with p = 0.002.
The complexity factor, on the other hand, has a
positive correlation with model performance with
ρ = 0.695 and p << 0.006254. This meets the
intuition that model perform worse on more com-
plex questions and also validate the effectiveness of
our approximation of complexity. The FAMICOM

measure has a better monotonic correlation with
model performances, whose Spearman correlation
value reaches 0.848 with p << 0.00625. It can
then be concluded that our hypothesis hold in a
large scale of experiments and FAMICOM can ef-
fectively estimate the performance of prompts on
LLMs.
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Method AG News Imdb Cola Emotion Offensive

Ori 67.7 84.1 39.8 44.3 67.0

SPELL 78.0 86.0 43.4 46.8 65.1

FAMICOM 78.9 87.6 41.0 51.4 67.1

Table 2: Prompt selection results given in accuracy. The best result for each task is in bold. As we can see,
FAMICOM consistently performs better than Ori and SPELL on almost all of the datasets.

4 The Prompt Selection Task

In this section, we discuss a prompt selection task
to further explore the effectiveness and application
of FAMICOM. §4.1 introduces the task, §4.2 dis-
cusses the evaluation datasets and the following
§4.4 analyzes the experimental results. In this task,
we only examine the Mistral model5 and using the
same set of evaluation metrics as §3.2.

4.1 Task Description

To inspect if FAMICOM can properly estimate
model performance on different prompts as
observed, we conduct evaluation on SUPER-
NATURALINSTRUCTIONS(SUP-NATINST for
short, Wang et al. (2022b)). This benchmark
contains expert-contributed instructional prompts
for 1,616 NLP tasks for evaluating the zeo-shot
performance of LLMs. In SUP-NATINST, every
task is provided with a instruction that includes the
task’s definition for transforming an input text into
a specified output, along with multiple examples to
illustrate both the desired and the undesired results.
We only use the task definition as the instructional
prompt and use GPT-4 to generate four more task
descriptions in SUP-NATINST style for each task
involved.

To calculate the FAMICOM measure for each
candidate prompt, we pair it with the query ques-
tion and compute their combined familiarity. The
salient words in the question can therefore be com-
bined with the salient words in the prompt in the
calculation.

4.2 Datasets

We choose five discriminative tasks tested in (Go-
nen et al., 2023) from Huggingface Dataset6 for
a broad evaluation. These includes: (i)AG News

4Bonferroni Test following Gonen et al. (2023)
5Following Liu et al. (2024)
6https://huggingface.co/docs/datasets/index

(Zhang et al., 2015) for news topic classification
(ii) IMDB (Maas et al., 2011) for sentiment analy-
sis on movie reviews (iii) GLUE-Cola (Warstadt
et al., 2019) for grammatical acceptability discrimi-
nation; (iv) Emotion (Saravia et al., 2018) for emo-
tion classification on tweets; (v) Tweet Offensive
(Barbieri et al., 2020) for offensive tweet discrim-
ination. Each dataset is sampled 1,000 test data a
balanced evaluation of prompt selection.

4.3 Baselines
We compare our method with two baseline:
SPELL (Gonen et al., 2023) and the original
prompt in SUP-NATINST. SPELL(Selecting
Prompts by Estimating LM Likelihood) selects the
prompts with the lowest perplexity for a given task
after manually creating a set of candidate prompts
and expanding them to hundred-scale using auto-
matic paraphrasing and back-translation. The orig-
inal(Ori) SUP-NATINST prompt is expert-created
for each task.

4.4 Prompt Selection Results
Tab. 2 shows the performances of different method.
FAMICOM consistently achieves the best perfor-
mance on most of the tasks except for Cola. Specif-
ically, FAMICOM improves the accuracy of Mistral-
7B by 4.6% on average across all tasks, surpass-
ing the improvement of 3.3% offered by SPELL.
This suggests that involving both familiarity and
complexity can give a better estimation of prompt
performance than the single familiarity factor.

5 Indirect In-context Learning

In this section, we demonstrate a novel Indirect In-
context Learning (ICL) task to further showcases
the practicality of FAMICOM. We start by explain-
ing the task ( §5.1), discuss the data preparation
(§5.2), and demonstrate the baseline(§5.3). The
model configurations follow §3.2 and the results
are shown in §5.4.
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#Examples K=3 K=5 K=7

Source Task FAMICOM KNN FAMICOM KNN FAMICOM KNN
M

M
L

U

medical-genetics 82.6 76.8 79.7 69.6 82.6 79.7

professional-psychology 78.3 63.6 76.9 71.3 79.7 73.4

formal-logic 66.7 54.9 71.6 62.7 68.6 63.7

moral-disputes 81.9 70.8 81.9 77.8 83.3 75.7

public-relations 78.8 71.8 76.5 76.5 81.2 70.6

computer-security 85.9 76.9 79.5 82.1 83.3 82.1

astronomy 87.2 68.8 88.1 78.0 85.3 83.5

abstract-algebra 63.7 50.0 63.7 50.0 65.0 57.5

nutrition 85.2 81.2 87.2 85.9 89.3 89.9

high-school-biology 82.9 76.0 85.6 80.8 82.9 88.4

business-ethics 76.7 75.3 79.5 78.1 71.2 78.1

StrategyQA 57.0 56.0 62.5 58.5 60.5 55.5

B
IG

tracking-shuffled-objects-seven-objects 52.5 54.5 47.5 56.0 47.5 57.0

formal-fallacies 25.5 16.5 30.5 14.5 29.0 17.5

hyperbaton 70.0 69.5 75.0 74.5 76.5 74.0

tracking-shuffled-objects-three-objects 47.0 45.5 50.0 50.5 48.5 54.5

logical-deduction-five-objects 83.0 77.0 78.5 83.0 80.5 78.0

Macro-Avg 70.9 63.8 71.4 67.6 71.5 69.4

Table 3: Indirect ICL Results of FAMICOM and KNN with K=3,5,7 examples. FAMICOM outperforms KNN on the
majority of tasks across various K values, indicating that FAMICOM outperforms similarity-based familiarity for
prompt performance estimation.

5.1 Task Description

The term “indirect” in the name suggests that the
focus of this task setting is not on task-specific
demonstration selection. Instead, indirect ICL con-
siders a generalized pool of examples from dif-
ferent tasks together, and the goal is to identify
most contributive examples for each specific input.
Each example comprises a question and its corre-
sponding chain-of-thought response. Indirect ICL
generalizes regular ICL to allow for any available
labeled examples that are not necessarily dedicated
to the end-task, including those that may provide
helpful incidental supervision (Yin et al., 2023b)
to aid in-context learning. This task also addresses
a practical situation where searching for the most
beneficial demonstration when the user query or
the end task is not known beforehand.

5.2 Data Preparation

In this task, we collect examples from each of 28
tasks in a pool. Each task contributes three ex-
amples and each example consists of a question
and its chain-of-thought response. The pool fi-
nally gathers 84 CoT examples for later inference.
We evaluate the model on 17 different tasks from
MMLU, BigBench, and StrategyQA. For each task,
200 examples at most are randomly sampled for
evaluation. We retrieved the CoT demonstration
from CoT Hub (Fu et al., 2023) and formatted the
CoT examples as well as the testing questions in
the same way described in §3.1.

5.3 Baselines

We compare FAMICOM with K-Nearest Neigh-
bors(KNN), which ranks and selects the candidate
examples based on their similarities with the in-
put prompt. To be specific, we extract the em-
beddings of the last tokens of an example and the
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input prompt, calculate the cosine similarity be-
tween them as the distance. Same as FAMICOM,
we select top K = 3, 5, 7 in this experiment for a
broader inspection.

5.4 Indirect ICL Results

Tab. 3 provides detailed experimental results for
Indirect ICL. FAMICOM outperforms KNN on the
majority of tasks across various K values. Specif-
ically, the macro-average score of FAMICOM sur-
passes that of KNN by 7.1%, 3.8%, and 2.1% for
K=3, 5, and 7, respectively. The improvement
is more pronounced as the number of examples
decreases, indicating that FAMICOM is particu-
larly beneficial in few-shot settings. In general,
the results for Indirect ICL also proves the ad-
vantage of involving complexity approximation
into similarity-based familiarity for prompt per-
formance estimation.

6 Related Work

Zero-shot prompt tuning. There are numerous
studies trying to refine the prompt for better out-
comes from language models in recent years. They
can be roughly classified in two categories: prompt
selection and prompt rewriting. These tasks fo-
cus on improving the end task performance by
retrieving or creating prompts that will improve
the zero-shot performance of LMs. Based on
gradient-guided search, Shin et al. (2020) leverages
an automated method to project a prompt onto dis-
crete phrases to improve masked LM performances.
Deng et al. (2022) applied reinforcement leaning
to optimize discrete prompts.

To adapt to general-purpose LLMs, where the
user query may be unknown, researches have been
conducted to exploit the intrinsic word distribution
of LLMs obtained from the training data and pro-
pose familiarity-based prompt refinement methods
(Gonen et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023; Lee et al.,
2024). These works are based on a phenomenon
that lower perplexities of prompts are preferred by
LMs to perform better across a wide range of tasks.

Few-shot demonstration selection. Furthermore,
some researches focus on in-context-learning (ICL)
example selection instead of a single prompt to
improve model performance with few-shot learning
(Iter et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2024; Lu et al., 2022).
Works have also been done to further investigate

what are the driving factors that contributes to the
different performances in ICL (Min et al., 2022),
which is closer to the scope of this work.

While the last sections of this work lie in zero-
shot and few-shot prompt tuning, the main target on
this work is stepping forward to study the essence
of prompting: the heuristics of word distributions
in LMs are not enough to estimate the prompt per-
formance, the complexity of the query shall also be
considered. Our paper proposed a measure that will
better describe the effectiveness of prompt, without
any training effort.

Analytical studies on model performance. Sev-
eral studies have examined how the distribution of
training data affects model performance on specific
tasks. Gonen et al. (2023) suggested utilizing per-
plexity to estimate the distribution of input queries
within the training dataset. Razeghi et al. (2022)
explored the capability of language models to pro-
cess numerical tasks involving terms infrequently
encountered during pre-training. They found that
models perform better on instances where the terms
are more common in the training data.

While these studies suggested using word fre-
quency to link pre-training data with task perfor-
mance, FAMICOM emphasized that the complexity
of the input question is another contributor to the
estimation of performance.

7 Conclusion

In this work, we propose FAMICOM, a label-
agnostic metric that predicts whether an input
prompt can lead to high downstream end-task per-
formance or not, without the need to understand
what the task is about. Different from previous
methods (Min et al., 2023; Gonen et al., 2023) that
only consider using familiarity such as perplexity,
FAMICOM considers two dimensions: familiarity
and complexity, which are shown both intuitively
and empirically to be essential when building such
metrics and solving cross-domain tasks. On the one
hand, FAMICOM provides insights into the internal
mechanisms of the in-context-learning capabilities
of large language models; on the other hand, it can
be used as an automatic prompt selection method
because it predicts whether a prompt can produce
high end-task performance. Our work motivates
future works on building more fine-grained met-
rics using familiarity and complexity and inspires
works on LLM interpretability.
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Ethical Considerations

Innovations in technology often encounter the
moral challenge of dual-use: the same develop-
ment can bring both benefits and risks. With the
probing method and benchmark presented in this
paper, the line between beneficial and harmful us-
age largely depends on data. Proper utilization of
the technology necessitates the legal and ethical ac-
quisition of input text corpora and other modalities
of inputs. Legal frameworks and standards are cru-
cial for ensuring proper data use and for granting
individuals the right to remove their data. In the
absence of such regulation, the ethical use of data
depends on the responsibility of technology users.
Additionally, the generated and analysis data may
exhibit biases that systematically affect accuracy
for less represented groups or in new areas, poten-
tially resulting in performance disparities among
sub-populations based on ethnicity, race, gender,
and other factors. Moreover, the effectiveness of
trained systems diminishes when applied to new
data that deviates from their training set. There-
fore, issues of generalizability and fairness must
be thoroughly examined when implementing the
methodologies discussed in this paper. It is crucial
to embed ethical considerations as fundamental
principles at each stage of system development, en-
sure high levels of transparency and clarity in data,
algorithms, models, and functions within the sys-
tem, release software under open-source licenses to
facilitate public scrutiny and investigate strategies
to safeguard at-risk groups.

Limitations

Our work proposes that he inherent perceived com-
plexity of the end tasks should be included in the
estimation of prompt performance, together with
the familiarity of LMs to the prompt. To this end,
we identify the following limitations.

Limited validation experiments We only con-
ducted the validation experiments on Mistral-7B
as the massive data volume to process in this ex-
periment. With more effort in the future, we can
extend to more families of large language models.

Limited demonstrations The current Indirect ICL
is still a pilot study and does not include a large
scale of demonstrations? Future works may benefit
from wider range of tasks involved in the indirect
ICL experiments and bring more insights in the
prompting studies.
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