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Abstract

M SCARE R T HP P OREERFEERELE, H
KEEM B EZRT AP RER. BRIINEAT
PREF, —fEFHZHENEAITNHEL (P ersonalised R
eference-free E valuation F ramework ), i%ZHEZ2REMZEL
A PTAG— Bk i B AU PR VSR, T TR S
HERMEAL S . PREF fE =48 E st (1) BE
B RBLESHIZ (LLM) A s SamindE (s
Sebk, —s e R ) EER. R EINTEE; (2)
D e B B 2k BB HE I AR E AR P RS % . Rk ek
I ) i B S e PR M X S (R &, AR 4k
FOTTAL R (3) WA EBN  LLM R AR X — &
PR BT, MRIEL T, FIRHHRE
EMPeg . X S B e m T e
FEHPERITE A, I AR/ TR ALY
MR . 7E PrefEval FE RS0, MRS miT
RBiE4, 278 PREF il ELRIRIG T m i vERfTE. 3
TP AR HE PR S 0 NS W PTRLRE . A SE B ] 9
SRR . AR B PSR PEY, PREF A4k
B E A MRS E AR & B T AL

4

KAEGESHA (LLM), 41 GPT-3 (Brown et al. 2020)
F1 ChatGPT (Achiam et al. 2023) , RIS SCAA
BATET) TR R, SR T ORI Bt . A
IR 2 SCARIAGA . AT T X L, I
XSO i HE AT AR @ — R AR ) ). AR SRR T
Z2Z 01848, 135 BLEU #1 ROUGE (Papineni et al.
2002; Lin 2004) , @ IHHS D EZNSH AT n
TCEERIPAL, (EAEALE i 2 Fh A S5 S R I 55
b (N, RIS AR, a2 AR OBk
PR o ETHRARE AU, 41 BERTScore (Zhang
et al. 2020) , AL FEEAE 2 1] o ) o 1 SCRFRLRE e el
FRIAVERLR 2, HEIH Z RS % 30K,
- e 28 S W 2 38 FH T AR H PR e i e oK

RS — R IT R T 2%E 5%, Witk —
AR RBUE S B (LLM) HLh H 3h# Ak 317 .
1% MT-Bench (Zheng et al. 2023) Fl AlpacaEval (Li
et al. 2023) XAERYEEUENHAZR GPT-4 PHAEHET 5
WEZR, i S AR TN RBS—3%. BR
AP LLM AR 340 1) 20 mT ADMI SCASF m] B
KPR, EILIFRMEAT FE S —— “—NFn
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Zi ERTd, FATHIBETE S R AF PREF € £ )y WA
FFf AU —— ] PO SRR AR AR S — A 5%
ENERCR GRS

FHOR AR
A PEAR R 2L A
AR B R F AR 5 BB 4 -
AN P ERE.  FOE VB R GRE], dER— A
KLEER 27 ] FH B F A REAE SCLINZE . HEP RIS HY
SCIRPE Y. (Brusilovsky 2001) o 33X 48 2R GEH T W 4

MR JEME—— AR BAR. 22 s —— R e 3%
TRER A

Faslmar .  PriEldygseAR, 40 GroupLens , A
T PAGE AT S AR HE W i B KSR A -1
MR AT O R W — B BRSO R — B0
(Resnick et al. 1994) .

PAR LLM AMEAL A7) 98 0] PATE ) 315 — 709k
BAMREFFRE S RUE T2 (Fm, S, &
FAINTR] . St ) o

AP SOA A 1 R 5 R

R P NS @B,  Persona-Chat HE 2455 T &1
VEIE N AN S 7 51 2 75 a8, 4 7A@
—Hl, FAA B BATH TRIT (Liet al. 2016)

JEPERI S P, Plug-and-Play i F5 %0 (PPLM)
TR T UREER) GPT-2 [aH e @k TR BE 5 | 51
Jei, TG G R R (Dathathri et al. 2020)
o JEEEMI SRRSO E AT AL . EECER A LoRA Fff
NBI I gtsid, AXFRILT DS BRI W] LA H P Eg
FHES L AL (Li and Liang 2021) .

APE4E RLHF il PEFT. Sk { AR 5k 2
(RLHF) 53t € 8k g 1T 5 500 e iR S f-
RLHF JIZRZ Al Sk sl iy, A a5 —A
FAEREXTF  (Li et al. 2024) . [AIH}, &% PEFT
*ﬁﬁ}%ﬁiﬁﬂ@ﬁﬂxﬁiﬂﬁzﬂiJ‘ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁ’l\ﬁﬁc (Tan
et al. 2024) ,

X TR AR E SO Atk dewe. LD TAERIB T
AR B AR TE T RA SO, BRI PAS T, kR B
FEVFAX SO IR SO, AT H o T A2 ARG 3 1) ] e
T (Ramos et al. 2024) . 12 PeaPOD XAERHHERTT
ERHIMERIAN MBS G — MR, A B
PLAESE s AU A4 (Ramos, Wu, and Lipani 2024)

6 R BUEBGE SR PR AN PR
SEHERBEMRMRYE. BT 2% 0% % (BLEU,
ROUGE) #i#tiiLE=&, BIffif# BERTScore XFEHY
W SRR ZE 2 M EME R P B 2 U . R, B
1145 F P B R AN AL BRI v i) Jo A e 8 25 .

1% AuPEL £ B a8l A R S 3 K LLM 3k
HEFETEAEAEAL . FHSEMERIRL R, THER T XS H
3R (Wang et al. 2023) . PerSE #F—7E A &4
— B RS 2, 3205 T 5 AREHEUES L
PIFEAAE oM (Wang et al. 2024)

ﬁ% TRBALAT R JI, LSRR E

o LaMP I LongLaMP 435l P4l s A1 K & 17 1Ak
R (402K, BFIREE. FEFE)  (Salemi et al. 2023;
Kumar et al. 2024) ,

o Personalens i i:f BG4 R 28 1 5 4 2 A€ B AR 40
B2 S TERRCE SO, AR5 R . LR
FEREEIITIES (Zhao et al. 2025b)

o PersonaMem P ¥R H FPRIFEAS SRR, 5
7N R Z 80 LLM A5 B REERS 1) AP B 0 2 28 2] TR
M (Jiang et al. 2025) ,

o PersoBench Ly1TH T AP E MMM, bR
e L AL BRI R I O, AL 2 20
o SIRAEW A EM TG (Afzoon et al. 2024) .

o PrefEval #9545 2 0] 25 o 6 52 1 0 6 s 4 1
AR 0L RE BN SR BEXE N, MERPE 2RI
% (Zhao et al. 2025a)

SRS TRV, BRI R A (1) FR 20T
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Kirk ct al. (2024) M 15—t 7EBoARM ke
SEFEIDY, ASPELE SR TR P DL E DR O R
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SN T RE SRR TR, (A TAERE R 1
EF SRR A A .

PREF #)aryie il M. el s pg &l |, PREF

BT PR, XA A A ke -

o MR 1 (EMRER) . MR HATTRIER T
AR Ly, —> 50 2 EL AT 1Y) 25 5 B RT3 JE A T A
FEFF I AT AL B

o R 2 CARRMYER ) . BT, R
AR DL, P TR IR S A4
Mt — 2 fE B &SR, RIMEX & 20— 2R K
GEPNIDE
Bl 1 ESAL Tix sk . Ao my O b TR Y

ERGRRFHILCHP RS R TR H T

AR S RE bR T (B ) A
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General Complete Answer

Personalized
Answer

Venn of Answers

Figure 1: PREF Y3, SCRERR T (F) — AL ERIE S 50 A A i A

General Guideline

Venn of Guidelines (ideal)

General Guideline

Personalized
Factors

Personalized
Factors

Additional
Factors

Venn of Guidelines (in our practice)

KZMP KA () H

AGBAT R S 76 S PR E R (SCHT) MR 205 A (4) PREF RANEIE, L fet

A 45 AN T2 BE A AR R 2 DA E AR 307 B

Algorithm 1: iP5

Require: Question set Q = {qn}n 1
Preference set P = {pn}n 1
Answer set A = {a,}N_; ,
Coverage LLM Moy
Preference LLM Myer
Scoring LLM Mcore
Ensure: Personalized scores S = {s,, }_;
Phase 1: Generate General Guidelines
for each ¢, € @ do
gn < GenerateGuideline(Mcov, ¢r)
> gp lists factors {fn1,...

7fn,Kn}

end for
Phase 2: Personalize Guidelines
for each index n from 1 to N do
gt, < Personalize(Mprer, ns D, 9n)
> Re-rank / augment factors to obtain personalized
guideline
end for
Phase 3: Score Answers
for each index n from 1 to N do
sp < ScoreAnswer(Mcore, Gns Pns Gy > On)
end for
return S

I, HEZZ A ] e ABOMNA R . XA R 4
ST Rp s SR BLSE: AT LLMs 38 s il A
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3. FMEL (a—sq ). 75 LLM 7E (¢,p) FIF ST
P4 a Xt g, PR IES sa o FoAl]
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K .

i Question:

What are some
H to do this
: weekend?

.....................................

Input

v

....................................

: Preference:

i Ifind virtual reality
: simulations disorienting :
i and prefer not to use them. :

....................................

..........................................................................

i Answers:

A: "Going for a hike or visiting a local museum.",@
¢ B:"Trying out the new virtual reality gaming center."

...........................................................................

o7 2. User-alignment
& ;

3. Evaluating
Personalisation

Od .

i General Guideline:

1. General-quality Stage

-p: Relevance: Suggest activities that... :
i Variety: Include a diverse range of... &
- Feasibility: Recommend activities that... :

| : Enjoyment: Focus on activities that...

....................................................

stage ST e e, .
| : Personalised Guideline:
! Relevance: 7
i \Variety: 5
= Feasibility: 0
8

: Enjoyment:

....................................................

.......................................

.......................................

Figure 2: PREF PP 0 i, = adfe—Fa, fitr (NP RI%) Fvros——RE&i ¢ « RS p FIRIEE 5
a BN E|—AE PrefEval ERESEAE R HRAMELITED sq

2. FEWIVERIV IR, g PIIRER (DLACEAITE ¢ iy

JA PR ) AR T — D NEATH T RARIE, R

T A AL T8
3. fEMAM. —A> g ISR (B p ),

iM—A p PTPAR T A (2840 ¢ ), ATk

A EHT TR S I AR .

SCBr b, PRV TR (B, IERRE.
SEREME. JEMTE) 5P REE RIS (I, BRI
B R Wt ESREIHATII A S (1)
FUARE MRS | AR SRR O, B (i) 358
ANRETCIR 5 7 e R R i . X LB A BT
TEFHEAS N A 7% [ B P T e
q}l’é"l 2 R 1A TR 4E ¢« p AR
& a -

1. AR LLM A g .
2. — MMl LLM ST OFfEZm3gm) g, A

HiF g -

3. A4 LLM 7E (q,p) TR Rl a 45 ¢, 4

WAERATIT sq
FfEifl, FATHIX LA 6 A2)R— 5T LLM.

SRS B B
AT VL PREF 9383, FRATRH PrefEval £, &
RO T A PEAL SO AR i B il 74 170 A A 5 58 =
Je4H (Zhao et al. 2025a) . FATL T PrefEval iR
IR, KPP WS R BRI

WA AR IIB UL . B, AR PR R, 1
Hetd H A SE A/ 1 S S e R S ki, BomiF 2 H
ST, (LR ARE . 4 T4
%M41ﬁiﬁ%¢% o HAE— N TAREERC 2 AW
TR, TR 20 % HONUEASRIIALE, e
BB EIRAS A fehn, ALFE 200 SR, 200 A4S P
TRIFAT 800 M ZE,

AT HA PREF W R G, FATRFHE S MFRRE T
FEF B ELA -
o Claude 3 f{iA]: claude-3-haiku-20240307
e GPT-4.1 Mini: gpt-4.1-mini ,
e LLaMA 3 8B: llama3-8b-instruct, PAMN
« LLaMA 3 70B: llama3-70b-instruct .

XTI, FATRERARREBLE 0, PARRIEZE
JICFRYAf S P 5 4 T EE A
PR ANTPETE

FERAVBE R AESOYE . 5% 1 7 PrefEval a2 Wik %
FRUE EXTEE T =R Al g -
L2 F1 LLM GBS R [ A

2. PR FEIRRUNIN—A]0E, FEonBIAL B R PR
BAREE (ANJELERY PrefEval 830 TR ) ;

3. PREF @ RATHYSEHREMBT BAELR .
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Mean Squared Error Accuracy NDCG
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Figure 3: ¢ T/ i iHRIses: (UP). fiif] UP: sg#&i) PREF yiks; A UP: SURMERBe— i — a7
FEOPESRAEATIF A o BIFRARE THE PrefEval AL HIEFA > EROMERZ ., MSE (BRI ) Fl nDCG (Bl ).

Method LLaMA3 8B LLaMA3 70B Claude 3 Haiku
Zero-shot 27 37 34
Reminder 84 91 88
PREF (ours) 92 97 92

Table 1: ¢ PrefEval a2 WkP 74 FRERZE (%
)o MMEBCTF FR B TR R R . THA
LML L5 I H PrefEval 153 (Zhao et al. 2025a)

Model Accuracy + MSE | nDCG T
Claude 3 Haiku 0.92 5.27 0.9899
GPT-4.1 Mini 0.98 2.19 0.9996
LLaMA 3 8B 0.92 6.62 0.9742
LLaMA 3 70B 0.97 1.87 0.9980

Table 2: PrefEval FEAMENAF LI FEWER A nDCG
T, EOERE R, T MSE W, MR RR
DR B AR 5

A ST M% %, PREF 53 T &5 MR %,
B TR R 3-8 DA (FEXHEE ~ 6—12%
), ELAH EC a7 B SAEA B B A +55 AN k. X
FhEFSER I aEom s T EELE IR (a) (B FA R B
B P w2 a8 W, EA%ES, H (b) B
HuAa BRI AL X f2 PREF f942.0 BAE—
%@Mﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ%@ﬂ@%ﬁ? FR AT DA 2 1 A
)OI EE o
HEEERYE: MSE fl nDCG.  MERIME HiTEIEMZAL
AL S —; CA T A T IR . N
THAFHEANEA A, FRATRFIESES ZWLE R 10 4,
PRt 0 4, BSAEER SR, TR
o Wi (MSE): &7 5 HAR 10/0 M Km2E; 5t

BN
o MRERITINRITNEE (nDCG) : KR eERE

THILAMHES ; BUE B BT

2 BRI, HE, BRIEE - GPT-4.1

Mini 1 LLaMA 3 70B—ik 3| T F AL EM R R

w2z (MSE) , XiFsL T 45 PREF EXTHY, N

2 ] DAFEAC N SE A B PR R . HOR, B/ AR

(Claude 3 Haiku il LLaMA 3 8B) R&HAH ST

FiRZ (MSE), (B85 3M) nDCG. flfi]n] FEHh

FEMERHEES 0 (R nDCG), HA 2t

TR LS T TR & B4 (KA MSE).
RS BTk, RIMEEERTE 1L

Wi IR A L. B/ 3 Mas T/ PR

(UP) I,

o« MSE. % "Bk T LLaMA 3 8B f1 GPT-4.1
Mini () MSE (ELFAOREHE ) . X F HAARL (Claude
3 Haiku, LLaMA 3 70B), ZE{b@iiZibir), WER
BAE & R HT U FACE .

o ERIZEA nDCG., & LLaMA 3 70B 1%/ 0.1 5 °F
Besh, FraE T ERFE LA nDCG AT
g;ﬁﬁiM\WJcWMﬂ@%Mﬁ B EAEHES AT

G
L, 28 B B TR/ N AR i A e, e

i/ NSRRI 2 [l 2200 . (EHAAE R Z, LLaMA

3 8B ZEfdi Fl UP By R A5 Claude 3 Haiku AN

UP AR IR G — X 2 — X WU PR A 30 kil

B I3 AL

i, PREF WWPIEARERRAL T = A HAR ik -

L 3 Ao ot 5 A 03 £ S A TR R Aff

2. T PH AR AE 2 b B A R R AR AR AR
. (KA MSE);

3. BEIR: 56 B B AR B A 1 1 AR B 4230 Al
HARMAI W PERE, FEARHTHE T PO SE I O AR
R 55 B
XeegE RN, PREF 2 LS A A

. PR HASHEELTE ) B

nJ e

FIH PrefEval W% SRR S1F2 MEAILHER,
PrefEval AMURHHE AN A IS (M) &E, &
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GPT-4.1 Mini LLaMA 3 70B
Pearson r 0.6164 0.4693
Spearman p 0.5906 0.3811
Kendall 7 0.5612 0.3532

Table 3: J P 4f %31 A T HEF 5 A PrefEval #5€
FERE TR A5t BB TEHE P 2 1] B AR - S5 R . B
A E 2 S e Y — Bt

AL ERIES R, W AIRE R R EEN. %/\
HaH

AN E S RATREWS KT PREF BAIRIGE 17
%U%ﬂﬁtf‘ﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ‘ﬁ%ﬂ@ﬁ% .

HAACRUL, FATRHERAL N “Fim” it B : PREF
TEET H PRI ao 0 0T A B HEF &6 5 F e 3
TR G LR AR HEF — 280 EX L, ik e 2
PrefEval LR RRE, 9(q) = {f1,-.-, fu} RFTEL
1 = g — s S 4

SRIGFRATIAT U5 38

L BT mir e . o’ p A EMW A LLM . DAFE
9(q) FABB—DIF mp (SAEME w, ).

2. ETMEREHES . TR e Brite p , FFRAEHE A
HP me (3K we )o FATRF e R—AH06T, BN
BT EEERT R NS,

3. WRHES « FAE R SPEFR bR (4N, Kendall ) 7
. Spearman f] p Fll pearson §J p ) W& 7, fl 7
a5 [:07 FE S O PN e N 1 T S E R DR
PRt R T NN e R AH A R 2R .

XA FERE T PREF R THETRE J1: Eﬂ@ﬁ?é’é‘
PRI, FoATS AT PABSIEAZARE B8 15 56 0T 1 o &
P R A BB RPRIUE

% 3 W THEM PRI 5T, PREF AR %
HE# 5 M PrefEval [ N5 fREh 3R15) “oracle”
HEZ Z RN AH k. T =R % Pearson 1] 7 |
Spearman [ p 1 Kendall [ 7 HRoMIE I BAESE
2 PEARENE, RS TR I T AT REOR A T A
FAN R E PE AR R ARE o

GPT-4.1 Mini ZEPH 5% 5544, 5% Pearson r
2545 0.62 Fil Kendall 7 Z°k 0.56, jfif LLaMA 3 70B I
ST JE T 0.47 #10.35. MSERRfABER A, GPT-4.1
Mini AN{LEERF TEH ) PR 2 A0E SE T B9 7 &, 30 RE T M
WA E TR XTI . 2205360, R4S LLaMA 3
70B HAAHERISHCE, EIIRNEE B Bep ki ik
(FrPRgERYEIR T 1), (HFE SR AN AL 40
MEREESR.

VAT, 2 i s B A S PE R B] PREE F i S A6
gD R T NSRBI — N 7 i PR B T &
R, (BTSRRI AT IRk
i, T BRI 55

5B BB mp %
TEEE BB, AR B v BE e sE —MBE N . AR H
FAIULEE :

(1) AR . 78 GPT-4.1 Mini Hr, FATMHELF] 1,986
D FHEX L 153 MR EE (= 7.7% ); TE
LLaMA 3 70B 1, 1,893 XfH 241 ( = 12.7% ). &1
W, SX-FE52 9.93 R EA 0.765 MESMNAE .

i, EaEE o e T RS HbrE: B 2 #1785
R ERE R .

(2) BT Rt HERR I, AR g (dislike | avoid )
FAE GPT-4.1 Mini _FSINEZEM 25.49% (XL 0%
—f%) PAKAE LLaMA 3 70B I 5.81% (%fk 0.01% )
RIEHFPREER) “BABERT,

B WRR AR, FEHTHEAN PR 2y
W, T3k B2 LN 2 TR 4T 1) 7 i B B 2

g
FAT LI ST AS LR ILAE:

L AR AL R EAS R . DG N2 b A
/by, PREF HOBREARIZHET T > 55% HIHER
)ﬁ A RATIR R R R T T 3% —8%  (Fkg 1

2. AP Be b — B B . 253 1 e G 2 R AR
e (ERAy MSE) FIHEFse (CEARAY nDCG), L
%%ég? 8 B 2B (16 3 ). NGRS

3. BRI ] e R T £ 8. FI A PREF
, LLaMA 38B JPERER: L o KR Claude 3
Haiku, X285 I A9 0P Al—— AR B KA
B ——n] DA/ N 22

4. HEFP IR SO T NSERIRCHE . fiF2AF R i HES S
MNSERERE P BRI “rfign” HE44 H L 2 5 ZUAT K
(é% 3), XRUPZHEZ R T A5 br_E AR5
1o

Februiodk

TERAT A FE R B R BB DL, 2T DA 4x i
(] IS5 /N 2 T R 45 5 PREF AT 1AL
FUARH PR AR BRI AR

H1T PREF NMEKEiT2%, & [ RHRAF CI/CD
IR, BRREEE S . RGBT PR AL
AT DAREA AR A 1] 0 4o

AN g RN IR — R 5T P R
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