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Abstract
Commonsense reasoning is a pivotal skill for large language models, yet it presents persistent challenges in specific
tasks requiring this competence. Traditional fine-tuning approaches can be resource-intensive and potentially compro-
mise a model’s generalization capacity. Furthermore, state-of-the-art language models like GPT-3.5 and Claude are
primarily accessible through API calls, which makes fine-tuning models challenging. To address these challenges, we
draw inspiration from the outputs of large models for tailored tasks and semi-automatically developed a set of novel
prompts from several perspectives, including task-relevance, supportive evidence generation (e.g. chain-of-thought
and knowledge), diverse path decoding to aid the model. Experimental results on ProtoQA dataset demonstrate that
with better designed prompts we can achieve the new state-of-art(SOTA) on the ProtoQA leaderboard, improving the
Max Answer@1 score by 8%, Max Incorrect@1 score by 4% (breakthrough 50% for the first time) compared to the
previous SOTA model and achieved an improvement on StrategyQA and CommonsenseQA2.0 (3% and 1%, respec-
tively). Furthermore, with the generated Chain-of-Thought and knowledge, we can improve the interpretability of the
model while also surpassing the previous SOTA models. We hope that our work can provide insight for the NLP com-
munity to develop better prompts and explore the potential of large language models for more complex reasoning tasks.
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1. Introduction
Recently, large language models have made sig-
nificant advancements in the field of natural lan-
guage processing and have achieved SOTA results
across a wide range of tasks (Zhao et al., 2023;
OpenAI, 2023; Bai et al., 2022b). The growth of
model size plays a pivotal role in boosting their
performance (Zhao et al., 2023). However, it is ob-
vious that merely increasing the size of language
models is insufficient to excel in tasks demanding
intricate reasoning, particularly in the realm of com-
monsense reasoning (Sap et al., 2020; Bhargava
and Ng, 2022a). Commonsense reasoning is the
foundation of human understanding, rooted in the
basic knowledge and life experiences accumulated
through daily life and social practice (Forguson,
1989), which outlines practical knowledge of how
the world works (Sap et al., 2020). And common-
sense reasoning is at the heart of building natural
language understanding models that can reason
about the world like humans do (Davis and Marcus,
2015; Storks et al., 2019).
For the prototypical commonsense reasoning, the
model output is expected to cover all prototypical
answers for a question (Boratko et al., 2020). This
is particularly valuable in scenarios where consider-
ing a given context should yield diverse and contex-
tually appropriate responses (Zhang et al., 2020).
Meanwhile, in prototypical commonsense reason-
ing, traditional studies include building a ranker
model (Luo et al., 2022) and knowledge enhance-
ment (Li et al., 2023) to improve the ability of the

model from fine-tuning the model, but these works
did not consider the commonsense reasoning abil-
ity of the SOTA models and limited to the specific
fine-tuning tasks. (Bian et al., 2023)have assessed
large language models’ knowledge related to pro-
totype reasoning but utilized accuracy as the sole
evaluation metric briefly, deviating from the original
task’s metrics.
In this work, we explore the prototypical common-
sense reasoning ability of large language models
and attempt to explain their reasoning process.
Specifically, we draw inspiration from model re-
sponses to specific tasks and semi-automatically
develop three distinct categories of prompts aimed
at enhancing the model’s performance.
By semi-automatically developing three categories
of prompts, we aim to gain a deeper understanding
of These prompts encompass (1)the level of com-
monsense reasoning attainable by large language
models in prototypical commonsense reasoning
tasks, (2) an explanation of the commonsense
reasoning processes employed by these models,
and (3) strategies for enhancing the model’s com-
monsense reasoning ability through improved new
prompts. Overall, we semi-automatically explore
and develop a set of effective prompts for the proto-
typical commonsense reasoning from the perspec-
tives of task-relevant, evidence-supported, and di-
verse path decoding. Our work contributes to a
better understanding of large language models’ ca-
pabilities in commonsense reasoning and offers
insights into how to construct prompts that effec-
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Heuristic prompt《Task-
specific question》 is it has 
correct answer and What is 
the conclusion based on ?

Snippets1: based on individual experiences and 
perspectives

Snippets2: depends on common societal norms

Snippets3: based on common societal norms and 
practices

Figure 1: Specific heuristic prompt we use
and snippets about ProtoQA task that we collect.

tively elicit these abilities from such models.
The contributions of this work are as follows:

• We semi-automatically explore a series of
new prompts, including task-relevant prompt,
evidence-supported prompt, and diverse path
decoding prompt to improve the prototypical
commonsense reasoning ability of large lan-
guage models.

• To improve the interpretability of the model’s
reasoning process, we employ prompts based
on chain-of-thought and knowledge gener-
ation, coupled with diverse path decoding
prompts, thereby enhancing model perfor-
mance while increasing transparency in the
reasoning process.

• Experimental results demonstrate that our
method achieve new SOTA on the ProtoQA.
We improve the Max Answer@1 score by 8%,
Max Incorrect@1 score by 4% compared to the
previous SOTA model. Meanwhile, we validate
the generalization of our method on Common-
senseQA2.0 and StrategyQA.

2. Related Work
2.1. Commonsense Reasoning with

Large Language Models
Large language models, such as GPT-3.5 series
models 1, GPT-4 (OpenAI, 2023), Claude (Bai et al.,
2022b) and Google Bard 2, PaLM-2 (Anil et al.,

1https://platform.openai.com/docs/model-index-for-
researchers

2blog.google/technology/ai/bard-google-ai-search-
updates

2023) have made great progress in the field of nat-
ural language processing. However, these large
language models still encounter challenges in the
realm of commonsense reasoning (Bhargava and
Ng, 2022b), where language model need have the
capacity to reason implicit knowledge and daily sit-
uations that are known to humans (Uleman et al.,
2008). To enhance the common sense reasoning
ability of large language models, researchers have
explored diverse works which can be roughly cat-
egorized into how to make language model know
more (Yang et al., 2021) and how language model
make better reasoning (Wei et al., 2022). In the
former works, they integrate external sources of
knowledge into language model (Lim et al., 2020;
Sun et al., 2019; Guan et al., 2020; Yu et al., 2022;
Lin et al., 2019).For instance, the utilization of ex-
ternal knowledge graphs or databases containing
factual information can augment the model’s un-
derstanding of the world (Han et al., 2020; Liu
et al., 2021). By incorporating such knowledge,
the model becomes capable of making more in-
formed decisions (Chen et al., 2020). In the latter
works, researchers design better reasoning strate-
gies for the language model (Kojima et al., 2022).
By adopting an appropriate reasoning strategy, the
ability of the language model to use knowledge
reasoning is greatly improved (Wang et al., 2022).

2.2. Prompt Learning
Prompt learning is a crucial process in the field of
engineering, aimed at develop effective prompts
to guide large language models in achieving de-
sired outputs (White et al., 2023). Much work for
prompt learning has been explored by researchers.
A series of methods such as few-shot (Wang et al.,
2020), Chain-of-Thought (Wei et al., 2022) in-
context learning (Dong et al., 2022) essentially es-
tablishes suitable prompts to guide the language
model to output the appropriate results. Among
these methods, the Chain-of-Thought technology
which generates thinking steps has been estab-
lished as a significant method to enhance the rea-
soning ability of language models (Wei et al., 2022).
Throughout various language tasks, prompt learn-
ing has played a pivotal role in achieving excellent
results (Dang et al., 2022). Currently, the research
of NLP Prompt Engineering is still developing, and
different methods have been proposed to construct
effective prompts. Among them, the artificial con-
struction of prompt is one of the most efficient meth-
ods, which is designed based on artificial knowl-
edge (White et al., 2023).

3. Approach
In this section, we will introduce the semi-automatic
prompting methods, which aims to elicit the com-
mon sense reasoning abilities of large language



Prompt Input
<Task-Relevant Prompt>
based on common societal norms and practices,give me 10 most 
common answers following question ,most answers should only be 
one word.
<Evidence-Supported Thinking Prompt>  
provide the process of thinking step by step.
<Evidence-Supported Knowledge Prompt> 
information known to the people about the question.
<Diverse Path Decoding Prompt>
give me answers with evidence .summary top 10 Most one-world 
Answers based on common societal norms and practices

LLM Reasoning Path 2

Reasoning Path 3

Reasoning Path 1

Final Answer

(a) Overall Architecture

(b) Example in our method

“Coffee shop”, “Barbershop”, 
“Library”, "Bookstore", 

"Gym”

“Coffee shop”, “Restaurant”,
"Restaurant", 

“Restaurant”, “Doctor’s 
office”, "Bank", "Bar”

Restaurant, Bank,
Post office, Hotel,

Gym

<Question>
Name a place where you might have a long conversation 
with someone who works there
<Task-Relevant Prompt>
based on common societal norms and practices,give me 10 most
common answers following question ,most answers should only
be one word.
<Evidence-Supported Thinking Prompt>  
provide the process of thinking step by step.
<Evidence-Supported Knowledge Prompt> 
information known to the people about the question.
<Diverse Path Decoding Prompt>
give me answers with evidence. summary top 10 Most one-world 
Answers based on common societal norms and practices

LLM

Figure 2: The overall architecture and example demonstration in our work.

models. Our main goal is to explore what properties
a prompt possesses that can stimulate the common-
sense reasoning ability of a large language model,
and how a prompt can be used to balance the com-
monsense reasoning ability and interpretability of
a large language model.
We mainly evaluate the performance of several
large language models, including GPT-3.5, GPT-4,
Claude, and Bard, on ProtoQA dataset (Boratko
et al., 2020), StrategyQA (Geva et al., 2021) and
CommonsenseQA2.0 (Talmor et al., 2021).
Inspired by the results of model when prompting
model for specific tasks, we gather pertinent task-
relevant snippets as an integral component of the
prompts. Specific heuristic prompt we use and
snippets about ProtoQA task we collect are shown
in Figure 1. We select snippets3 that are closest
to the task (Boratko et al., 2020) as one part of
the newly designed task-relevant prompts. While
considering the model’s interpretability and consis-
tency, We separately designed evidence-supported
prompt and diverse path decoding prompt.

• Task-Relevant Adding task-relevant knowl-
edge snippets as prompts to generate diverse
and accurate answers, the answer list needs
to cover knowledge that is familiar to most
people.We drew inspiration from the output
of model, discovering their ability to generate
task-relevant pieces. We then refined these
pieces to craft task-specific prompts.
Task-relevant prompts can focus the model’s
attention and produce output that is more in

line with task requirements. At the same time,
task-relevant prompts can provide contextual
information for the model, helping the model
understand the question and the type of output
that needs to be generated.

• Evidence-Supported Thinking & Knowl-
edge Adding instructive prompts that include
task-relevantguide words for models to gen-
erate supporting evidence, including Chain-
of-Thought and knowledge generation, which
can make the reasoning process of the model
more transparent while the model generates
diverse and accurate answers.
Supportive evidence plays a significant role in
various aspects. First, it enhances the trans-
parency of the model, making the reasoning
process and basis for judgment of the model
clear and visible. At the same time, it can high-
light the most important judgment information
of the model and help humans understand the
focus of the model. Furthermore, it supports
manual inspection of the model’s reasoning
process, evaluates the rationality of the model,
and improves the model.

• Diverse Path Decoding Considering the need
for generating diverse and accurate answers,
we add an instruction prompt that include task-
relevant guide words, enabling the model to
generate multi-dimensional answers in diverse
reasoning process and relying on the model’s
summarizing ability to produce the final re-
sult. Generate diverse answers and summary



Baseline-Prompt0

Task-Relevant-Prompt1

Supporting evidence

Supporting evidence
by knowledge-Prompt3

 























  

      

Prompt4_1:
Give me 10 answers with supporting evidence based on common 
societal norms and practices most answers should only be one word. 
following question:<Question>
Prompt4_2:
Diverse path decoding:+<diverse path decoding>+diverse path 
decoding end.+Summary top 10 Most one-world Answers based on 
common societal norms and practices following question:<Question>

Algorithm Flow：

dpd=""
for i in range(n):
   response=get_response(model,Prompt4_1)  
   dpd=dpd+f"path{i}:{get_diverse_path(response)}"
Prompt4_2=Prompt4_2.format(dpd)
response=get_response(model,Prompt4_2)
answer=get_answer(response)

Supporting evidence
by diverse path decoding-Prompt4

 










    

  

 
   

  
   

 


  

Give me 10 answers based on
common societal norms and
practices, most answers should only 

be one word.question: <Question>

by thinking-Prompt2
Prompt2_1:Give me 10 answers ba
sed on common societal norms and
practices,most answers should only 

be one word. Finally provide the
process of thinking of following
question step by step. question:
<Question>
Prompt2_2:Thinking:+<thinking>
+thinking end.

At the beach, name something
 that might protect you from 
sun. Answers:1.umbrella 2.
sunscreen 3.sun hat 4.
sunglasses 5.cover up
6.shade 7.beach tent 8.rash
guard 9.T-shirt 10.rash guard.
Give me 10 answers and most 

answers should only be one
word.question: <Question>

+prompt0

Prompt3_1:<Question>
Information known to the people 
about the question is
Prompt3_2:knowledge:+<
knowledge>+>above knowledge 
may help you.+prompt_0

Figure 3: The prompt content in different setting with prompt label, where prompt0 denotes the baseline
prompt, others denote different setting, such as task relevant, supporting evidence by thinking, knowledge
and diverse path decoding.

enables the model to attain enhanced self-
consistency, which is crucial for the decision-
making capabilities of the model. If contradic-
tory or inconsistent output is generated, the
model is highly likely to correct or discard it.

As shown in Figure 2, we present the details of
task-relevant prompt, which aims to guide the
large language model to generate the answer with
more task related information. For the evidence-
supported prompt, relevant knowledge or thought is
first elicited through the prompt. The task-relevant
prompt is then combined with evidence and input
into the large language model to generate answers.
For diverse path decoding prompt, multiple can-
didate answers with evidence are first decoded
through multi-paths sampling. Then the candidate
answer with evidence are summarized by combin-
ing task-related prompt to generate the final answer.
More details can be found in Appendix, as shown
in Figure 5.

4. Experiments
4.1. Dataset
ProtoQA In the main result, we evaluated our
method on ProtoQA (Boratko et al., 2020), which fo-
cuses on commonsense reasoning questions such
as "What could be some of the reasons you could
be called to your kid’s school?". The model is re-
quired to generate a list of answers, ideally cov-
ering all prototype answers for a given question.
The dataset has 9,762 questions in the training
set, 52 questions in the development set, and 102
questions in the test set. Datasets have diverse
reasoning types of questions, as shown in Table 1.

Reasoning type Train Test
Prototypical Events 80% 68%
Habitual Activity 24% 40%
Event Reasoning 40% 28%
Specific Entities 4% 20%
Social/Mental 12% 16%
Negation 20% 12%
Total numbers 9,762 102

Table 1: Statistics of different reasoning types on
ProtoQA.

CommonsenseQA2.0 CommonsenseQA
2.0 (Talmor et al., 2021) is proposed to explore
the commonsense understanding ability of
large language models, which includes 14,343
yes/no questions (or assertions) about everyday
commonsense knowledge.
StrategyQA StrategyQA (Geva et al., 2021) is a
question-answering benchmark focusing on open-
domain questions where the required reasoning
steps are implicit in the question and should be
inferred using a strategy, which includes 2,780
true/false examples, each consisting of a strategy
question, its decomposition, and evidence para-
graphs.

4.2. Baselines
For the test set experiment, we take other SOTA
models on the leaderboard as baselines for compar-
ison as shown in Table 2. For the development set
experiment, the baseline of large language models
is the standard few-shot prompt, where the model is
provided contextual examples of input-output pairs
before predicting the output on a test example. Ad-
ditionally, given the brevity and diversity of the an



Method Max Answers Max Incorrect
@ 1 @ 3 @ 5 @ 10 @ 1 @ 3 @ 5

GPT-2-KEPR 0.42 0.50 0.55 0.63 0.33 0.52 0.60
BART-KEPR 0.47 0.56 0.57 0.65 0.38 0.55 0.62
T5-3B-KEPR 0.61 0.61 0.62 0.69 0.46 0.61 0.68
T5-3B-finetune 0.57 0.57 0.59 0.63 0.39 0.55 0.59
GPT-3-davinci-5-Shot 0.57 0.55 0.58 0.61 0.41 0.55 0.59
GPT-3.5-few-shot 0.62 0.63 0.62 0.64 0.47 0.60 0.62
Claude-few-shot 0.63 0.62 0.62 0.64 0.45 0.57 0.61
Bard-few-shot 0.58 0.57 0.57 0.64 0.41 0.54 0.60
GPT4-few-shot 0.64 0.61 0.62 0.66 0.48 0.58 0.62
GPT-3.5-Task-relevant prompt 0.69 0.66 0.66 0.68 0.50 0.63 0.66
GPT-3.5-Support evidence thinking prompt 0.66 0.65 0.65 0.68 0.47 0.62 0.64
GPT-3.5-diverse path decoding prompt 0.67 0.64 0.65 0.67 0.48 0.62 0.64

Table 2: Test results on ProtoQA leaderboard, compared with other baselines, our method achieves new
SOTA.

swers of the question, we impose a limit in the
prompt stating "give me 10 answers and most an-
swers should only be one word.", as shown in Fig-
ure 3. The following introduces the models in the
experiment which have achieved excellent perfor-
mance and large language models that we explore.

GPT-2 GPT-2 is a transformer-decoder-based lan-
guage model developed by Open AI(Radford et al.,
2019), which demonstrates strong performance on
a variety of language modeling tasks like next word
prediction, sentence completion, and text genera-
tion. We use the model fine-tuned on the training
set.
BART BART is a Transformer-based language
generation model developed by FaceBook AI with
a bidirectional encoder and decoder (Lewis et al.,
2019) which enables it to simultaneously under-
stand the context of the input text and generate
the output text, allowing it to generate more coher-
ent and accurate responses. We use the model
fine-tuned on the training set.
T5 T5 is a powerful multi-task learning language
model based on the transformer architecture with
encoder and decoder developed by Google AI (Raf-
fel et al., 2020), which realizes multi-task learning
and transfer learning by unifying different natural
language processing tasks into text-to-text conver-
sion. We use the model fine-tuned on the training
set.
KEPR GPT-2-KEPR, BART-KEPR, T5-3B-KEPR
utilizes Knowledge Enhancement and Plausibility
Ranking to augment the commonsense reasoning
skills of GPT-2, BART and T5 (Li et al., 2023). We
use the model fine-tuned on the training set.
GPT-3 GPT-3 is the updated version of GPT, a
large AI language model with 175 billion param-
eters which shows powerful language abilities in

text generation, The GPT-3 version in use is the
davinci-002 model released by OpenAI. (Brown
et al., 2020).
GPT-3.5 GPT-3.5 is the updated version of GPT,
which make greater process in dialogue sys-
tem (Ouyang et al., 2022). The GPT-3.5 version in
use is the GPT-3.5-turbo model released by Ope-
nAI.
Bard Bard is an experiment based on LaMDA
which is trained to be informative and comprehen-
sive (Thoppilan et al., 2022).
Claude Claude is a next-generation AI assistant
based on Anthropic’s research, which can help with
use cases including summarization, search, cre-
ative and collaborative writing, Q&A, coding, and
more (Bai et al., 2022a).

4.3. Experimental Setting
Task Relevant Prompt The main dataset we
studied is the ProtoQA dataset, which requires
the generation of diverse and accurate answers
based on common societal norms and practices,
so we choose the piece ’based on common soci-
etal norms and practices’ as the key part of the
task-relevant prompt, as shown in Figure 3.
Prompt that generates supporting evidence
We consider generating supportive evidence
through Chain-of-Thought or knowledge genera-
tion. We first elicit thinking or knowledge through
an initial prompt, then use generated thought or
knowledge in conjunction with the task-relevant
prompt as input to generate answers, as shown
in Figure 3.
Prompt that helps diverse path decoding For
the model to generate answers with evidence mul-
tiple times, finally summarize to generate the final
answers, as shown in Figure 3. In the parameter



Prompt label Max Answers Max Incorrect
@ 1 @ 3 @ 5 @ 10 @ 1 @ 3 @ 5

Prompt0 0.55 0.50 0.47 0.48 0.32 0.40 0.45
Prompt1 0.70 0.57 0.53 0.54 0.39 0.46 0.50
Prompt2 0.55 0.57 0.53 0.53 0.39 0.47 0.50
Prompt3 0.56 0.52 0.48 0.50 0.36 0.43 0.46
Prompt4 0.54 0.54 0.55 0.59 0.38 0.49 0.54

Table 3: Results with different prompts on ProtoQA development set.

of calling GPT-3.5-turbo model API, temperature =
0.5, max_tokens = 1024, top_p = 0.95.

4.4. Experimental Results
We use ProtoQA, the commonsense reasoning
dataset, to evaluate the performance of language
model with different prompt, which provides a more
rigorous assessment of the commonsense reason-
ing ability of large language models, which requires
the model to output all prototype answers to a ques-
tion ideally. The metric Max Answers@k limits the
total number of answers allowed to up to k answers.
The metric Max Incorrect@k allows unlimited an-
swers but stops after k unmatched answers. There-
fore, the metrics evaluate the diversity and accu-
racy of the answers to a given question. The higher
the score, the better the common sense reasoning
performance. All results presented here are the
averages derived from multiple runs, specifically
the mean of three repetitions, and the results hold
statistical significance.

4.4.1. Results on Leaderboard of Test set
In the leaderboard of test set, as shown in Ta-
ble 2, we achieved SOTA results through a task-
relevant prompt which outperforms various models
enhanced by KEPR method. Specifically, the met-
ric Max Answers@1 reached 69% (an 8% increase
over the previous SOTA model, T5-3B-KEPR), and
the metric Max Incorrect@1 reached 50%. This is
the first time breaking through 50%, representing a
4% increase over the previous SOTA model. Fur-
thermore, to explore the commonsense reasoning
capabilities of other large language models, we con-
ducted experiments with Claude, Bard, and GPT-
3.5 using few-shot prompts, as shown in Table 2.
Through the large language models with few-shot
prompts, the metrics Max Answers@10 and Max
Incorrect@5 are behind the previous SOTA models.
This indicates that with knowledge enhancement
and ranker techniques, smaller language models
have the potential to match or even outperform
larger language models on some specific tasks.
Additionally, the large language model, Claude,
demonstrated commonsense reasoning ability com-
parable to that of GPT-3.5, while maintaining a clear
advantage over Bard.

Model Setting StrategyQA CommonsenseQA2.0
Few-shot 0.585 0.57
Task-Relevant Prompt 0.594 0.60
Evidence-Supported Thinking 0.576 0.655
Evidence-Supported Knowledge 0.603 0.650
Diverse Path Decoding 0.607 0.65

Table 4: Performance on other datasets, LLM we
used is GPT-3.5-turbo.

Model Setting StrategyQA CommonsenseQA2.0
Few-shot 0.52 0.50
Task-Relevant Prompt 0.55 0.55
Evidence-Supported Thinking 0.55 0.51
Evidence-Supported Knowledge 0.54 0.50
Diverse Path Decoding 0.57 0.54

Table 5: Performance on other datasets, LLM we
used is LLAMA-70B.

4.4.2. More Results on Development set
As shown in Table 6, experimental results demon-
strate that task-relevant prompt (Prompt1) sub-
stantially contribute to the performance of model.
Specifically, the metrics Max Answers@1, an in-
crease of 15% and Max Incorrect@1 an increase
of 7%. In addition, when providing reasoning ex-
planations aims to improve the interpretability of
the model (Prompt2 and Prompt3), its common-
sense reasoning competence has not deteriorated
under most evaluation metrics. For the metric Max
Answer@1, the model falls back to the baseline
reasoning level. However, for other metrics, the
model have a significant improvement compared
with the baseline (Prompt0). Furthermore, through
the diverse path decoding prompt(Prompt4), the
reasoning ability of the model has been significantly
improved. In particular, the metric Max Answer@10
has increased by 11%, and the metric Max Incor-
rect@5 has increased by 9 % compared with the
baseline.

4.4.3. Generalization Evaluation
To demonstrate the effectiveness of our method, we
conduct experiments on other commonsense rea-
soning datasets, CommonsenseQA2.0 and Strat-
egyQA where each question need a single out-
put, as shown in Table 4 and Table 5. By adding
task-relevant prompt, we achieve an improvement
of about 3% on CommonsenseQA2.0 and about
1% on StrategyQA. By adding evidence-supported
thinking, we achieve the best performance on



CommonsenseQA
Case1： dawn is a dishwashing soap made of
feathers
Zero-shot: Yes
Few-shot: Yes
Task-related Prompt (Commonsense Reasoning): No

Case2： Done in this order it goes
dependence independence communism

Zero-shot: Yes
Few-shot: Yes
Task-related Prompt (Commonsense Reasoning): No

StrategyQA
Case1： Are any of the Great Lakes entirely in
the US?
Zero-shot: False
Few-shot: False
Task-related Prompt (Commonsense Reasoning): True

Case2： Did the husband of Alexander
Hamilton's granddaughter work with a lieutenant?

Zero-shot: False
Few-shot: False
Task-related Prompt (Commonsense Reasoning): True

   
Case2: Name something that an athelete would not keep in her refrigerator
Prompt0: ["Dumbbells", "Running ", "Gym bag", "Sports equipment", "Trophy"]
Prompt1: ["Furniture", "shoes", "Gym bag", "Sports equipment", "Trophy"]
Prompt2: ["Alcohol", "Fried foods", "Processed snacks", "Sugary drinks", "Fast food"]
Prompt3: ["Soda", "Fast food", "Chips", "Alcohol", "Fried foods", "Ice cream"]
Prompt4: ["Junk food", "Alcohol", "Sweets", "Fast food", "Processed food", "Unhealthy snacks"]

ProtoQA
Case1: Name a place where you might have a long conversation with someone who works there
Prompt0: ["Therapist’s office", "Real estate agency", "Lawyer", "Doctor’s office", "Service center"]
Prompt1: [["Restaurant", "Hair salon", "Doctor’s office", "Bank", "Barbershop"]
Prompt2: ["Coffee shop", "Barbershop", "Library", "Bookstore", "Restaurant", "Gym"]
Prompt3: ["Coffee shop", "Restaurant", "Restaurant", "Doctor’s office", "Salon", "Bank"]
Prompt4: ["Restaurant", "bank","post office", "Hotel","Gym"]
Human: ["restaurant", "bank", "post office", "Coffee shop","hospital"]

Human: [ "junk food", "shoe", "soda", "ball", "clothes"]

Figure 4: Case study on ProtoQA, CommonsenseQA and StrategyQA

Prompt label Max Answers Max Incorrect
@ 1 @ 3 @ 5 @ 10 @ 1 @ 3 @ 5

Prompt0 0.34 0.31 0.34 0.37 0.18 0.28 0.32
Prompt1 0.51 0.40 0.40 0.42 0.27 0.33 0.38
Prompt2 0.38 0.40 0.39 0.42 0.22 0.33 0.38
Prompt3 0.37 0.36 0.37 0.40 0.20 0.30 0.35
Prompt4 0.46 0.39 0.40 0.43 0.24 0.34 0.40

Table 6: Performance on LLAMA-70B in ProtoQA development set

CommonsensenQA2.0, which gains 8.5% improve-
ments. For prompts of CommonsenseQA2.0 and
StrategyQA, we all used the same feature of
prompts (Based on social common sense).

4.5. Ablation Study
The task-relevant prompt (Prompt1) method
achieves a significant improvement in the common-
sense reasoning ability of the large language model.
In the ProtoQA development set, the metric Max
Answer@1 is increased by 15% compared to the
baseline with few-shot prompt (Prompt0), as shown
in Table 6. In the ProtoQA test set, the task-relevant
prompt (Prompt1) helps the large model improve by
7% compared to GPT3.5 with few-shot prompt, as
shown in Table 2. There are about 3% improvement
in CommonsenseQA2.0 and 1% improvement in
StrategyQA, as shown in Table 4. From the above

experimental results, we observe that task-relevant
prompts assist the model in achieving excellent per-
formance on particular tasks, similar to fine-tuning
language models on specific tasks to enhance their
capabilities for specific tasks. At the same time,
when we provide explanation for the model reason-
ing process, the model’s common sense reason-
ing ability keeps competitive when k>=3. In the
ProtoQA development set, providing supportive ev-
idence with thinking process (Prompt2) improves
the Max Incorrect@3 metric by 7% compared to the
baseline(Prompt0). Providing supportive evidence
with knowledge (Prompt3) improves the Max Incor-
rect @3 metric by 3%, as shown in Table 6. In the
ProtoQA test set, providing supportive evidence
with thinking improves the Max Answer@10 met-
ric by 4% compared to GPT3.5 with the few-shot
prompt, as shown in Table 2. The experimental re-



sults demonstrate that the augmentation of model
interpretability leads to outputs that are more com-
prehensive. However, We found that the evidence-
supported prompt will have a certain loss in the per-
formance of the model. One factor that contributed
to the performance degradation is its excessive
focus on the cognitive process, which introduced
redundant information.
Additionally, through employing diverse path de-
coding prompt, the commonsense reasoning ability
of the large language model has also been signif-
icantly improved which relieve this loss when in-
corporating supportive evidence prompt. In the
ProtoQA development set, the metric Max An-
swers@10 increased by 11% and the metric Max In-
correct@5 increased by 9% compared to the base-
line(Prompt0), as shown in Table 6. The results of
the above experiment demonstrate that the reason-
ing ability of the model can be enhanced through
diverse path decoding. Specifically,the large lan-
guage model is able to produce more precise out-
puts by summarizing the candidate answers and
maintain competitiveness in metrics with k>=3.

4.6. Case study
To elaborate on the prompts, we provide the ac-
tual output of the large language model with dif-
ferent prompts for commonsense reasoning task,
as shown Figure 4. We can observe that through
task-relevant prompts, the large language model
produces the correct output and improves the ac-
curacy of answers to CommonsenseQA2.0 and
StrategyQA questions. For ProtoQA dataset, com-
pared with few-shot Prompt0, the answer list output
by the model appears more reasonable with task-
relevant Prompt1, which enables model to generate
coherent and relevant answers while reducing the
possibility of errors. Specifically, there are no obvi-
ous irrational answers (e.g. "real estate agency",
"lawyer" for the first question, "Name a place where
you might have a long conversation" is irrational.
"running" for the second question,"Name some-
thing that an athelete would not keep in her refrig-
erator" is irrational).
Meanwhile, the supportive evidence generated by
the model itself (process of thinking Prompt2 or
knowledge Prompt3) enables it to gain a better un-
derstanding of the question and generate multiple
accurate answers (e.g. "coffee shop" for the first
question. "fast food", "alcohol" for the second ques-
tion). In our artificial evaluation of Cot, we noted a
complete alignment between Cot’s reasoning pro-
cess and its ultimate outcomes.We hypothesize
that a substantial enhancement of the model’s rea-
soning capabilities by CoT might potentially lead
to an increased occurrence of disparities between
CoT’s reasoning process and its decision-making
outcomes. In our artificial evaluation of related

knowledge, we found that knowledge can well sup-
plement the background information of the problem
and help the model understand the question. The
supportive evidence of detailed output are provided
in the Appendix A.1. Additionally, by diverse path
decoding Prompt4, the model output is closer to
the question. (e.g. "junk food" for the second ques-
tion).This detailed output are provided in the Ap-
pendix A.2. In addition, we found that there were
differences in the performance of the model be-
tween the test set and the development set, which
was caused by the different difficulty levels of the
dataset distribution. The overall difficulty of the
development set was higher than that of the test
set.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we explore the prototypical com-
monsense reasoning capability of large language
models to generate multiple appropriate outputs.
We semi-automatically developed a set of novel
prompt templates as a simple and broadly applica-
ble method to enhance commonsense reasoning
in large language models. Our research findings
indicate that large language models exhibit com-
petitive commonsense reasoning abilities without
the need for external knowledge enhancement. In
fact, incorporating explicit external knowledge into
these models may introduce redundant information,
potentially compromising their performance. How-
ever, by employing diverse decoding strategies, we
can mitigate such performance loss while simulta-
neously enhancing the interpretability of the mod-
els. In experiments on the ProtoQA, StrategyQA,
and CommonsenseQA datasets, we found that in-
corporating task-relevant knowledge can enable
models to reduce the likelihood of error and gener-
ate more accurate answers. By facilitating thought
process and knowledge, the model’s faculty for
commonsense reasoning can be more transparent.
Through the diverse path decoding, the common
sense reasoning ability of the model has also been
improved to a certain extent and maintain competi-
tiveness compared to evidence-supported prompt
with single path decoding.

6. Limitations
Our work illustrates the task-relevant prompt,
evidence-supported prompt and diverse path de-
coding prompt can improve the commonsense rea-
soning ability of large language models. However,
due to the resource limitation, we are unable to con-
duct experiments on advanced GPT-4. Meanwhile,
many reasoning datasets for evaluating language
reasoning ability focus on measuring a model’s
ability to produce a single correct or logical re-
sponse. We are limited to the reasoning datasets
with multiple plausible outputs. Specifically, we



carry out experiments on the ProtoQA, a multi-
output dataset, and conduct expanded experiments
on the single-output CommonsenseQA and Strate-
gyQA datasets. We hope more datasets that eval-
uate language models’ ability to generate multiple
appropriate outputs will be constructed, as this ca-
pability of large language model is crucial.
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A. Appendix: Details of prompt
A.1. Details of supportive evidence

prompt
As shown in Figure 5, for the question "Name a
place where you might have a long conversation",
the generated supporting thought evidence shows
the reasoning process of the model on answer-
ing the question. It identifies the key of the ques-
tion, ’a place’ and suggests having a long conver-
sation at that place. The supporting knowledge
evidence shows the reference knowledge of the
model to answer the question, and provide the
background knowledge of the gold answer ’coffee
shop’. For the question,"Name something that an
athelete would not keep in her refrigerator", model
also produces the similar output. In short, through
evidence-supported prompts, it generates reason-
able output and improves the interpretability of the
model’s reasoning.

A.2. Details of diverse path decoding
prompt

As shown in Figure 5, in response to the ques-
tion,"Name a place where you might have a long
conversation", the model generated three times re-
sults and eventually filtered out inappropriate output
such as "Patio" and "Beach" through summarization
and sampling.For the question "Name something
that an athelete would not keep in her refrigerator",
the model generates outputs that are more typi-
cal through summarization and sampling, such as
"junk food" or "alcohol". Overall, through diverse
path decoding prompt, the outputs of the model are
more accurate and diverse.



Question: Name a place where you might have a long conversation.
Supportive evidence Cot :
1.Read and understand the question: "Name a place where you might have a
long conversation."Identify the key elements of the question: The question is
asking for a place, and the conversation in that place is expected to be long.
2.Activate prior knowledge: Recall places where people typically engage in
lengthy conversations.
3.Generate initial ideas: Start brainstorming and listing down places that come
to mind. Filter ideas based on societal norms and practices: Consider places
that align with common behaviors and customs observed in society Shortlist
one-word answers
4.Review the generated ideas and select the most appropriate one-word
answers.
5.Verify answers: Ensure that the selected answers accurately correspond to the
question and meet the criteria of common societal norms and practices.
6.Finalize the list: Compile the ten one-word answers based on the steps above.
7.Present the answers: Provide the list of answers to the question.
8.Reflect: Review the process and outcomes, making sure that the answers are
relevant and suitable based on societal norms and practices.

Question:Name a place where you might have a long conversation.
Supportive evidence knowledge:
A place where you might have a long conversation is a coffee shop. People visit 
coffee shops to relax, enjoy a warm beverage, and engage in conversations with friends, colleagues, or
even strangers. Coffee shops provide a cozy and comfortable environment conducive to discussions.
Additionally, many coffee shops have a relaxed ambiance and comfortable seating arrangements,
making them an ideal place for extended conversations.

 

   
 

   

Question: Name something that an athelete would not keep in her refrigerator.
Supportive evidence knowledge:
A common item that an athlete would typically not keep in her refrigerator is junk
food or unhealthy snacks.
Athletes generally prioritize their nutrition and opt for healthier food choices to
fuel their bodies and support
their physical performance. They would often stock their refrigerators with fresh
fruits, vegetables, lean proteins,
and other nutritious options.

 

 

 

 

 

Question: Name something that an athelete would not keep in her refrigerator.
Supportive evidence Cot:
Now, let's break down the process of thinking step by step to answer the question:
1.Identify the subject: The subject of the question is an athlete.
2.Determine the context: The context is about something an athlete would not keep in her refrigerator.
3.Analyze the characteristics of an athlete: Athletes are individuals who engage in sports and physical
activities.
4.Consider typical items found in a refrigerator: Common items in a refrigerator include food, beverages,
and occasionally some personal items.
5.Assess the needs of an athlete: Athletes require nutrition and specific food items to support their
physical performance.
6.Evaluate the options: Think about various items that are not food-related and unlikely to be kept in a
refrigerator.
7.Consider societal norms and practices: Reflect on what is commonly accepted and expected in society.
8.Apply reasoning: Exclude items that an athlete would likely not store in a refrigerator.
9.Generate one-word answers: Provide a list of concise one-word answers that align with societal norms 

and practices.
10.Review and finalize: Ensure the answers make sense and are suitable for the context of the question.

Question: Name a place where you might have a long conversation.
Diverse path decoding:
Path1: Give me  answers  with evidence based on common societal norms 
and practices following the question, most answers should only be one 
word.Question: Name a place where you might have a long conversation.
Answers:Restaurant - Fine dining establishments encourage extended 
conversations during meals, making them suitable for long discussions，
bank ......
Path2: Give me  answers with evidence based on common societal norms 
and practices following the question, most answers should only be one 
word.Question: Name a place where you might have a long conversation.
Answers: Coffee shop  are known for providing a cozy environment where 
people often engage in lengthy conversations over coffee or tea......
Path3:Give me  answers with evidence based on common societal norms 
and practices following the question, most answers should only be one 
word.Question: Name a place where you might have a long conversation.
Answers:Gym: Gym-goers chat between exercises or during group classes.
.....
summary top 10 Most one-world Answers based on common societal
 norms and practices:["Restaurant", "bank","post office", "Hotel","Gym]

 

 

 

Question: Name something that an athelete would not keep in her refrigerator.
Diverse path decoding:
Path1: Give me answers with evidence based on common societal norms and practices following 
the question, most answers should only be one word.
Question: Name something that an athlete would not keep in her refrigerator.
Answers: Soda Athletes often avoid sugary beverages to maintain their health and performance.....
.
Path2: Give me answers with evidence based on common societal norms and practices following 
the question, most answers should only be one word.
Question: Name something that an athlete would not keep in her refrigerator.
Answers:fast food:High in sugar and fat, it's considered a treat, not a staple in an athlete's diet......
Path3: Give me answers with evidence based on common societal norms and practices following 
the question, most answers should only be one word.
Question: Name something that an athlete would not keep in her refrigerator.
Answers: Junk food Typically fried and high in unhealthy fats and salt, not part of an athlete's diet.
.....
summary top 10 Most one-world Answers based on common societal norms and practices:
["Restaurant", "bank","post office", "Hotel","Gym]

Figure 5: The details of supportive evidence thinking, supportive evidence knowledge and diverse path
decoding.
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