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Large language model (LLM) agents such as OpenClaw rely on reusable skills to perform complex
tasks, yet these skills remain largely static after deployment. As a result, similar workflows, tool usage
patterns, and failure modes are repeatedly rediscovered across users, preventing the system from
improving with experience. While interactions from different users provide complementary signals
about when a skill works or fails, existing systems lack a mechanism to convert such heterogeneous
experiences into reliable skill updates. To address these issues, we present SkillClaw, a framework
for collective skill evolution in multi-user agent ecosystems, which treats cross-user and over-time
interactions as the primary signal for improving skills. SkillClaw continuously aggregates trajectories
generated during use and processes them with an autonomous evolver, which identifies recurring
behavioral patterns and translates them into updates to the skill set by refining existing skills or
extending them with new capabilities. The resulting skills are maintained in a shared repository and
synchronized across users, allowing improvements discovered in one context to propagate system-wide
while requiring no additional effort from users. By integrating multi-user experience into ongoing skill
updates, SkillClaw enables cross-user knowledge transfer and cumulative capability improvement, and
experiments on WildClawBench show that limited interaction and feedback, it significantly improves
the performance of Qwen3-Max in real-world agent scenarios.

Github: https://github.com/AMAP-ML/SkillClaw

1 Introduction

Large language model (LLM) agents (Yao et al., 2022; Shinn et al., 2023) have rapidly made personal Al
assistants practical in real-world settings, with systems such as OpenClaw enabling users to complete complex
tasks through natural conversation. A user can now ask an agent to configure a service, debug an API call,
or automate a multi-step workflow, relying on it to coordinate tool usage and intermediate reasoning. These
capabilities are largely driven by skills, which encode structured procedures for interacting with tools and
solving tasks. In current deployments, users typically select and install skills from a centralized skill hub
to meet their needs, and these skills serve as the primary building blocks for agent behavior. However, the
skill ecosystem remains largely static (Zhang et al., 2025b; Naihin et al., 2023; Song et al., 2026), as skills
are manually installed and maintained and solutions discovered during interaction rarely persist beyond
individual sessions.

This limitation becomes evident in everyday usage. For example, users often ask agents to complete multi-step
tasks such as automating data processing workflows, where failures frequently arise from subtle issues such
as incorrect argument formats or mismatched tool calls. Through several rounds of trial and error, an agent
may eventually arrive at a working solution or even a more stable procedure. However, these improvements
remain confined to the current session and are not consolidated into the skill set or carried forward to future
interactions. As similar tasks recur across different users and over time, the same patterns of failure and
recovery are repeatedly observed, yet the system does not improve its behavior. This is fundamentally
problematic because users operate in overlapping task spaces where similar workflows, tools, and failure
modes are shared, but the system fails to leverage these recurring experiences. Consequently, each user is
forced to rediscover solutions independently, preventing knowledge from accumulating at the system level.
Therefore, the key challenge is not only to improve performance within a single session, but also to enable
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Figure 1 Overview of SkillClaw. SkillClaw enables collective skill evolution in a multi-user agent ecosystem through a
closed-loop pipeline. Independent agents interact with their environments and produce structured session trajectories
that preserve full action—feedback causal chains. These trajectories are aggregated across users and grouped by
referenced skills, forming a shared evidence base that exposes consistent success patterns and recurring failure modes.
An agentic evolver analyzes each skill-specific group and performs evidence-driven updates via refinement or creation,
while preserving validated behaviors from successful executions. The updated skill repository is then synchronized
back to all agents, allowing improvements discovered in one user’s interaction to benefit others and continuously
accumulate over time.

knowledge to accumulate and evolve across users.

Existing approaches to agent adaptation fail to support the accumulation and evolution of skills across users
and over time. Memory-based methods store past trajectories for retrieval (Shinn et al., 2023; Zhao et al.,
2024; Fang et al., 2025a; Tang et al., 2025; Ouyang et al., 2025a; Chhikara et al., 2025; Liu et al., 2026), but
such records remain tied to specific instances and are difficult to generalize into improved behavior. Skill-based
methods compress experience into structured instructions (Xia et al., 2026a; Zhang et al., 2025a, 2026b; Wu
et al., 2025; Zhang et al., 2026a), yet treat the resulting skill library as a static resource that does not evolve
through usage. While local refinement can improve individual agent instances, these improvements remain
isolated and do not accumulate across users, leading to fragmented skills rather than collective improvement
over time. What is missing is a mechanism that turns ordinary interactions into continuous skill evolution
and enables skills to improve collectively across users.

Building on this insight, we propose SkillClaw, a framework for skill collective evolution in multi-user
OpenClaw-style agent ecosystems (Fig 1). SkillClaw adopts a centralized evolution architecture, where
agents deployed across different users continuously generate interaction sessions during everyday usage. These
trajectories are aggregated across users and over time as evidence of real-world task execution and are pro-
cessed by a centralized evolution engine to drive skill updates. Given accumulated interaction trajectories,
the evolver analyzes both successful and failed executions, identifies recurring issues and effective procedures,
and updates the shared skill set by refining existing skills, creating new ones, or adjusting their descriptions.
Unlike predefined pipelines, this evolution process is driven by an autonomous agent that performs open-
ended reasoning over interaction evidence and directly edits skill definitions. The updated skills are then
synchronized across agents, allowing improvements discovered in one context to propagate to future interac-
tions across users and over time. This forms a continuous evolution loop in which interaction data drives
skill updates, and updated skills improve subsequent interactions. From the user’s perspective, this process



requires no additional effort, as data collection, evolution, and synchronization all occur automatically in the
background.

This design introduces three key properties that distinguish SkillClaw from existing systems. First, Skill-
Claw enables collective evolution, where knowledge from individual interactions contributes to a shared and
continuously improving skill ecosystem. Second, it is fully automatic, with skill evolution driven by runtime
interaction without manual curation or explicit user intervention. Third, it adopts an agentic evolution
paradigm, where skill updates are produced through open-ended reasoning rather than predefined update
rules, enabling flexible and context-aware improvements.

SkillClaw is designed as a general framework that is compatible with a wide range of Claw-style agent
systems, including OpenClaw as well as variants such as CoPaw, IronClaw, PicoClaw, ZeroClaw, NanoClaw,
and NemoClaw. We evaluate SkillClaw on WildClawBench using qwen3-max as the backbone model and
simulate a multi-user deployment setting. Experimental results demonstrate that SkillClaw yields substantial
improvements across tasks, highlighting the effectiveness of multi-user driven collective evolution for building
continuously improving agent systems in real-world environments.

2 Method

We present SkillClaw, a framework for collective skill evolution in a multi-user agent ecosystem (Fig 1).
In our setting, different users independently interact with their own deployed OpenClaw agents, potentially
across different devices, environments, and time. Although these interactions are isolated at runtime, they
share a common behavioral space: similar workflows, overlapping tool usage, and recurring failure modes
appear across users. SkillClaw builds on the observation that different users exercising the same skill under
diverse contexts produce complementary views of that skill’s behavioral boundary, revealing both the conditions
under which it works and those under which it breaks. A single user rarely generates enough signal to
separate a generalizable improvement from an idiosyncratic fix. Aggregating evidence across users provides
the grounding that makes stable skill evolution possible.

Formally, let S = {s1,...,sn} denote a shared skill set, where each skill is a reusable procedural artifact.
Each user interaction produces a session trajectory 7, which records the full interaction loop: the prompt,
the agent’s actions, feedback from the environment or the user, and the final agent response. Given a set of
trajectories T = {7;} collected across users, our goal is to update the shared skill set:

S =d(S,7T),

such that improvements discovered in one interaction can benefit future users.

2.1 From lIsolated Sessions to Shared Evidence

Multi-user skill evolution requires converting a stream of isolated, heterogeneous interaction sessions into
a form that supports cross-user reasoning. SkillClaw does this in two stages: it first structures individual
sessions to preserve causal information, then aggregates them into a shared evidence base.

At the system level, SkillClaw connects independently deployed agents through a common skill repository.
Each agent has access to the current skill set and produces interaction sessions during normal usage. These
sessions are recorded and uploaded as shared evidence. A centralized evolution engine periodically processes
the collected sessions, updates the skill repository, and synchronizes the updated skills back to all agents,
forming a closed loop:

Multi-user Interaction — Session Collection — Skill Evolution — Skill Synchronization.

At inference time, the agent receives a catalogue of available skills in its prompt and can dynamically select
and load those relevant to the current task. Users do not interact directly, and no coordination among agents
is required. Collective improvement arises entirely from shared skill evolution.

Within this loop, each interaction session contains more than plain dialogue. SkillClaw records the full causal
chain: the user prompt, the agent’s actions (including tool calls), intermediate feedback (tool results, errors,



Algorithm 1 Agentic Collective Skill Evolution

Require: Skill repository S, user sessions T
Ensure: Updated repository S’
1: Convert 7 into structured evidence &£

Group & by referenced skills to obtain {G(s)} and G(2)

)

for all group G(s) do
Use the agentic evolver to analyze recurring success and failure patterns
Select an evolution action from {refine, create, skip}
Generate a candidate skill update if the evidence supports modification
Apply conservative editing and validation
Merge approved updates into S’

end for

: Analyze G(@) for missing but reusable procedures

: Add validated new skills into &’

: Synchronize &’ back to all agents

: return &’

[ S TS SR
N =)

and explicit user responses), and the final agent response. We record all of this because most skill-level
failures are procedural. An incorrect argument format, a missing validation step, or a misordered tool call can
cause a task to fail, yet none of these problems appears in the final response. They can only be diagnosed
from the intermediate action-feedback trace. Each raw session is converted into a structured representation
that preserves this chain:

prompt — action — feedback — - -- — agent response.

We also extract lightweight metadata from each session: (i) which skills were referenced, (ii) whether tool
errors occurred, and (iii) a coarse quality estimate. These signals help organize sessions but do not impose
rigid labels.

Once sessions are structured, they are grouped by the skills they reference to enable cross-user reasoning.
For each skill s, we collect all sessions that invoked s:

G(s) = {mi [ s €Ki},

and place sessions that did not use any skill into a separate group G(&). This grouping does more than
organize the data. When multiple sessions invoke the same skill but produce different outcomes across
different users, tasks, or environments, the comparison directly reveals where the skill works and where
it fails, with the skill itself as the controlled factor. This amounts to a natural ablation and enables two
operations that would be unreliable from single-user data alone: (1) evaluating how an existing skill actually
performs under diverse real-world usage, and (2) identifying recurring procedures that no existing skill covers,
surfaced by patterns in G(2).

2.2 Agentic Skill Evolution

The core of SkillClaw is an agentic evolver that updates the shared skill repository with open-ended reasoning.
SkillClaw instantiate an agentic evolver, an LLM agent equipped with a structured harness that supplies the
grouped session evidence, the current skill definitions, and a set of permitted evolution actions. The harness
provides structured inputs but does not constrain the evolver’s reasoning. The evolver diagnoses root causes
from sessions of varying context lengths and skills of different formats, and decides how to act. This separation
between a fixed harness and open-ended reasoning allows SkillClaw to handle diverse failure modes without
hand-crafted rules for each type.

Concretely, given a skill s and its associated session group G(s), the evolver examines both successful and
failed executions and selects one of three actions:



o Refine. Update the skill to correct identified errors or improve robustness based on observed failure
patterns.

o Create. Introduce a new skill when G(s) reveals recurring sub-procedures that are not captured by any
existing skill.

o Skip. Leave the skill unchanged when the available evidence is insufficient to justify a modification.

For sessions in G(&), i.e., those that did not invoke any skill, the evolver focuses on discovering missing
but reusable procedures. New skills are created only when the observed patterns are specific enough to be
teachable and likely to recur.

Regardless of which action is chosen, the evolver always reasons over successful and failed sessions jointly.
Successful sessions define the invariants of a skill, the parts that work and must not be altered. Failed
sessions define the targets, the specific behaviors that need correction. This joint view is what prevents a
naive failure: fixing one problem while inadvertently breaking a previously effective procedure. Each update
corrects identified deficiencies while preserving what successful sessions have validated, making evolution
cumulative. The complete procedure is given in Algorithm 1.

2.3 Skill Synchronization and the Evolution Loop

After evolution, candidate skill updates are validated before being written back to the shared repository.
Validation is performed during the nighttime and executed in available idle user environments, ensuring
that evaluation reflects real deployment conditions. For a skill s and its candidate update s’, the system
selects relevant tasks from the interaction data collected during the day. Both versions are executed under
the same environment using the full toolchain, including multi-step interactions and intermediate feedback.
After execution, the system uses the model to compare the outcomes produced by s and s’. The decision is
based on overall task success and execution stability. If the updated skill demonstrates better performance,
it is marked as Accept; otherwise, it is marked as Reject. Accepted updates are merged into the shared
repository and synchronized to all agents for the next day. Rejected updates are retained only as candidates
and are not deployed. As a result, users always interact with the best validated skill pool from the previous
night, rather than unverified updates. This validation step induces a monotonic deployment behavior. Since
only improvements are accepted, the deployed skill pool does not degrade over time. Combined with the
evolution process, the system forms a closed loop:

Interaction — Evidence — Evolution — Validation — Deployment.

where updated skills shape future interactions and generate new evidence for the next round of evolution.

Three properties follow from this design. First, collective evolution. Sessions are aggregated across users,
and knowledge discovered in one interaction is propagated to a shared skill ecosystem that benefits all users.
Second, full automation. The entire pipeline, from session recording to skill synchronization, runs without
manual curation or explicit user intervention. The only human input is normal agent usage. Third, agentic
adaptability. Skill updates are produced through open-ended reasoning rather than predefined rules, enabling
the system to handle previously unseen failure modes and usage patterns.

From the user’s perspective, none of this is visible. Users interact with their agents as usual, while skill
evolution happens in the background. Over time, isolated user experiences are consolidated into a shared
skill set that improves with continued use.

3 Experiments

3.1 Benchmark: WildClawBench

We evaluate SkillClaw on WildClawBench (Ding et al. (2026)), a real-world agent benchmark consisting of
60 complex tasks across six capability domains. As summarized in Table 1, the benchmark covers diverse
scenarios including productivity workflows, code execution, social interaction, retrieval, creative generation,



Table 1 Task categories in WildClawBench. The benchmark spans six domains covering a wide spectrum of real-world
agent scenarios, from procedural workflows to multimodal generation and safety-critical decision making.

Category Example Tasks Challenges
Productivity Flow arXiv classification, scheduling, SCP  multi-step pipelines
Code Intelligence debugging, puzzle solving execution correctness
Social Interaction negotiation, chat analysis multi-turn reasoning
Search & Retrieval academic search, conflict resolution  API usage

Creative Synthesis video notes, poster generation multimodal generation

Safety & Alignment  prompt injection, leakage detection  constraint satisfaction

Table 2 Key properties of WildClawBench, highlighting its realistic execution environment, multimodal inputs, and
long-horizon, failure-sensitive evaluation setting.

Property Description

Execution Environment  Full Linux container with tools
Multimodality Text, code, image, video
Evaluation 3-27 metrics aggregated

Hard Constraints Critical errors — zero score
Task Length 15-50 steps

External Dependency APIs and model downloads

and safety alignment. Unlike prior benchmarks, WildClawBench requires full end-to-end execution in real-
istic environments with multimodal tool usage. Table 2 highlights its key properties, including fine-grained
evaluation metrics and hard constraints that enforce strict correctness.

3.2 Experimental Setup

We simulate a realistic deployment scenario using a continuous day-—night skill evolution process. The ex-
periment runs for 6 days (6 rounds), where each day consists of two phases: a daytime online interaction
phase and a nighttime skill evolution and validation phase. During the daytime, users interact with deployed
OpenClaw agents to complete tasks in WildClawBench. These interactions generate session trajectories that
capture failure modes, edge cases, and recurring bottlenecks encountered during execution. During the night-
time, the system processes the collected interaction data to generate candidate skill updates targeting these
observed deficiencies. A validator then filters candidate updates, and only approved skills are added to the
shared deployment pool for the next day. This process forms a closed loop: users operate with the current
best skill pool during the day, while the system absorbs feedback and produces updated skills at night, which
are then redeployed for subsequent interactions. Our setup involves 8 concurrent users, each interacting
with the system under WildClawBench tasks based on their individual goals and task requirements. All
execution, skill evolution, and validation processes are powered by Qwen3-Max. At the system level, we
maintain a shared current best skill pool. Day 1 starts with an initial skill set corresponding to the baseline.
In subsequent rounds, only skills that are triggered during interaction and exhibit potential for improvement
are considered for candidate updates. Results are reported on four representative categories, with additional
categories to be included in the future version.

Validation Mechanism. The validation mechanism is a critical component of our experimental design. Dur-
ing the nighttime phase, the system first identifies candidate skill updates based on interaction logs accu-
mulated during the day. These candidate updates are then deployed to available user environments and
evaluated under real execution conditions. The validator follows a simple decision rule. If a candidate skill
outperforms the currently deployed best skill on the corresponding validation tasks, it is marked as Accept;
otherwise, it is marked as Reject. Accepted skills are merged into the current best skill pool and deployed
to all users on the following day. Rejected skills are retained only as candidate records and are not deployed.
As a result, users always interact with the best validated skill pool from the previous night, rather than
unverified updates. This validation strategy introduces additional token cost, as candidate skills must be



executed in real environments with full tool interaction. However, compared to direct deployment without
validation, this overhead leads to significantly more stable user-facing performance.

Table 3 User-side daytime results (best-skill deployment view). Day 1 is the baseline experience; Day 2—6 reflect the
best skill pool carried forward after each nightly validator decision. Absolute and relative gains are computed w.r.t.
Day 1.

Category Day 1 Day 2 Day 3 Day 4 Day 5 Day 6  Abs. Gain  Rel. Gain
Social Interaction 54.01%  60.34%  60.34% 60.34% 60.34%  60.34% +6.33 +11.72%
Search & Retrieval 22.73% 30.00%  30.00%  34.55% 34.55%  34.55% +11.82 +52.00%
Creative Synthesis 11.57%  21.80%  21.80% 21.80% 21.80%  21.80% +10.23 +88.41%
Safety & Alignment  24.00% 24.00%  24.00% 24.00%  32.00%  32.00% +8.00 +33.33%

3.3 Main Results

As shown in Table 3, all four categories exhibit a consistent evolution pattern over 6 days. The system first
resolves primary bottlenecks, then stabilizes deployment around the current best skill pool. The trajectory
is not characterized by daily fluctuations, but by progressively consolidating locally effective updates into a
stable skill set deployed to users.

Social Interaction improves earliest and most sharply. Performance increases from 54.01% to 60.34% on
Day 2 and remains stable thereafter. This indicates the presence of a high-impact workflow bottleneck with
broad coverage. Once the corresponding skill is improved, the system quickly gains capability in cross-source
integration, task organization, and high-level summarization. Although additional skill updates are proposed
in later rounds, Day 2 already establishes the current best skill pool for this category, leading to consistently
strong user-side performance.

Search & Retrieval follows a more staged improvement trajectory, increasing from 22.73% to 30.00%, and
then further to 34.55%. Unlike Social Interaction, the gains are not driven by a single skill update but by
a sequence of improvements. The system first resolves input validation and file accessibility, then builds
toward constraint-aware retrieval planning. This reflects a key property of retrieval tasks, where higher-level
reasoning becomes effective only after lower-level reliability is ensured.

Creative Synthesis shows a large early jump from 11.57% to 21.80% on Day 2 and then plateaus. This
suggests that the primary bottleneck lies not in content generation itself, but in environment setup, including
file handling, working directory configuration, and multimodal pipelines. Once these foundational issues are
resolved, user-facing performance improves rapidly. More complex multimodal skills continue to emerge and
pass validation, but within the 6-day window, they do not surpass the early-established best skill pool.

Safety & Alignment improves later, from 24.00% to 32.00%. Improvements in this category primarily target
execution reliability in real-world environments rather than surface-level task performance. Effective updates
focus on mechanisms such as Git fallback, directory cloning protocols, and safe execution in non-interactive
settings. These changes may not immediately yield higher scores but, once validated, are retained in the
deployment pool and contribute to long-term system robustness.

From a deployment perspective, Table 3 reflects not a sequence of independent experiments, but a continu-
ously running system that consolidates nightly verified updates into a unified skill pool for daytime usage. It
is important to note that this study represents a small-scale test of collective skill evolution, with limited user
queries, feedback signals, and interaction depth. Despite these constraints, SkillClaw still achieves consistent
performance gains, demonstrating its effectiveness in realistic interaction settings. Scaling up the number of
users, extending the time horizon, and introducing more diverse tasks and validation conditions are likely to
further enrich the evolution trajectory and further improve system performance.



Table 4 Social Interaction: nightly skill evolution and validator decisions. The only skill update that entered the
deployed best pool was 03_task6 (accepted after Night 1).

Day Candidate Skill Skill Function Change Summary Validator Next-Day Action

Cross-dept Slack

. Rewrote workflow into strictly-ordered
summarization, data

steps; strengthened project keyword Day 2: upgrade to

1 03_task6 reconvmhat'lon, risk filtering, finance priority, change detection, Accept new best pool
identification, board-level !
. R COO contact confirmation
brief drafting
2 (none) Continued using current Same-pool retest; no new skill text landed Reject Day 3: keep Day 2

Social best pool best pool

Extended workflow with meeting-param Not admitted; Day 4

3 03_taskl Gma}l + Caler.ldar. extractlon,'mult{—partlclpant availability Reject keeps current best
meeting coordination check, confirmation loop, reschedule on ool
rejection p

Continued using current
Social best pool

Day 5: keep current

4 (none) best pool

Same-pool retest; no new skill text landed Reject

Continued using current
Social best pool

Day 6: keep current

5 (none) best pool

Same-pool retest; no new skill text landed Reject

Added fallback & grounding constraints;
6  03_task3 Slack feasibility analysis  analysis must rely on real API results or Reject
user-provided context

Not admitted to next
cycle

3.4 Analysis

As shown in Table 4-Table 7, skill evolution is highly heterogeneous across categories, following distinct
capability trajectories rather than a uniform pattern.

In Social Interaction, evolution primarily improves workflow explicitness and execution reliability. The cat-
egory already starts with relatively complete task-oriented skills, including meeting coordination, Slack task
extraction, feasibility analysis, status reporting, support triage, and executive summarization. The limita-
tion is therefore not missing capabilities, but insufficient executability. The most impactful update comes
from executive-level summarization, which spans message retrieval, information filtering, data verification,
risk extraction, and structured output. Once this skill is rewritten from a descriptive instruction into an
explicit procedural workflow, performance improves sharply. Subsequent updates to meeting coordination
and feasibility analysis mainly refine and strengthen this existing structure.

Search & Retrieval exhibits a staged evolution pattern. Early updates focus on file existence checks, path res-
olution, and multimodal input validation, indicating that initial failures stem from unreliable input handling
rather than high-level reasoning. As these issues are resolved, evolution shifts toward higher-level capabili-
ties such as constraint-aware retrieval planning and missing input recovery. This input-first, strategy-later
progression aligns with real-world retrieval systems and explains why improvements emerge incrementally
through multiple skill updates rather than a single change.

In Creative Synthesis, evolution centers on organizing multimodal processing pipelines. Early gains come
from establishing reliable execution environments, including working directory validation, input checking,
and media preprocessing. This suggests that the primary bottleneck lies in entering a correct execution
flow rather than generating creative content. Later updates extend toward higher-level multimodal pipelines,
such as PDF-to-poster generation, video summarization, and image-based synthesis. These updates indicate
a transition from getting tasks to run to running tasks professionally. However, the early-established best
skill pool already provides strong performance, and later improvements do not yet surpass this level within
the 6-day window.

Safety & Alignment follows a reliability-driven evolution path. Updates in this category focus on robust
execution under real-world constraints rather than expanding task capabilities. Typical improvements include
fallback strategies for Git authentication failures and correct directory cloning procedures. These skills do
not primarily increase apparent intelligence but reduce failure rates under edge conditions. Once validated,
they are retained in the deployment pool and form the foundation of system stability.

Overall, Table 4-Table 7 show that skill evolution is not a simple accumulation of rules, but a structured



Table 5 Search & Retrieval: nightly skill evolution and validator decisions. Key accepted updates:
validate-file-existence (Night 1) and best-so-far confirmation (Night 3).

Day Candidate Skill Skill Function Change Summary Validator Next-Day Action

Before any file parsing / image reading /

1 va}idate—file— f):i':i;ociescil:fkﬁle multimodal call, first confirm the input file  Accept 5:‘;; g:csl:pg;ziie to
existence actually exists p
9 debug-missing- Missing-file path List parent directory, verify naming, Reject Day 3: keep Day 2
file-path debugging correct path instead of halting on “missing” best pool
Continued using current Same-pool retest;. nightly readout was Day 4: continue same
3 (none) Search best pool stronger, confirming current pool as Accept best pool
p best-so-far P
. . . J « . 29 « s
4 robust—f11e7va11dat1g)t—ronger multimodal Uaprgernat(—i;i f;s;?chcilsl52£(l t[;e—i;(lﬁzismtdal Reject Day 5: keep current
before-multimodal pre-validation Salidation” P J best pool
constrained-technicalBudget-constrained Added feasibility check, sub-question .
5  search-planning technical / academic decomposition, official-source priority, Reject E:;‘; ?).O’lg(leep current
search planning evidence-chain output
. When benchmark’s expected path fails, .
6  Tecover-missing- ifflecstvzrlc/fi(c))i?tjvgfsi ace proactively search the working directory for Reject CNoCtlcadmltted to next
input-file p p the actual input file Y

process driven by category-specific bottlenecks. Social Interaction emphasizes workflow executability, Search
& Retrieval emphasizes input reliability and planning, Creative Synthesis emphasizes multimodal pipeline
organization, and Safety & Alignment emphasizes robust and recoverable execution in real-world environ-
ments.

Controlled validation of skill evolution. Table 8 provides a controlled validation of the evolution mechanism
using three custom queries: basic extraction, deadline parsing, and save report. Unlike the full benchmark,
these queries are designed to isolate common failure modes observed in the main results, allowing us to
examine whether skill evolution can directly resolve them. We observe a consistent improvement after a
single round of evolution, with an average gain of +42.1%. In particular, save report improves from 28.3% to
100.0%, where the initial failure is caused by missing environment-specific procedures (e.g., output path or
format), which can be fully corrected once encoded as a reusable skill. Similarly, basic extraction shows a large
gain (+47.8%), indicating that recurring execution patterns can be effectively captured through evolution.
In contrast, deadline parsing exhibits a smaller improvement (+6.9%), suggesting that tasks relying more on
nuanced reasoning are less sensitive to procedural skill updates. Overall, these controlled results complement
the main benchmark findings by showing that skill evolution is particularly effective when failures arise
from missing or incorrect procedural knowledge, providing a direct mechanism-level explanation for the gains
observed in earlier experiments.

3.5 Case Study

Figure 2 illustrates how skill evolution improves task execution on a Slack message analysis task. The original
agent follows a naive workflow that retrieves all messages and processes them uniformly, while also relying
on trial-and-error to handle tool failures (e.g., incorrect API port configuration). As a result, execution is
both inefficient and error-prone. In contrast, the evolved skill introduces a structured and reliable workflow.
It first scans message previews to identify task-relevant candidates, then selectively retrieves full message
content when necessary, and finally extracts actionable items. At the same time, previously observed tool
failures are corrected by encoding the proper API configuration directly into the skill. This transformation
reflects three key improvements: (1) task decomposition, where the problem is divided into filtering and
extraction stages; (2) error correction, where tool-level failures are resolved proactively rather than through
reactive retries; and (3) selective retrieval, which focuses computation on relevant messages and improves
extraction quality. Overall, this example demonstrates that skill evolution not only fixes execution errors but
also restructures the interaction pipeline into a more efficient and reliable strategy.



Table 6 Creative Synthesis:

validate-tmp-workspace-inputs (Night 1).

nightly skill evolution and validator decisions.

The only accepted skill was

Day Candidate Skill Skill Function Change Summary Validator Next-Day Action
. Check /tmp_workspace Before creative tasks, verify Day 2: upgrade to

1 valldate—txflp— inputs & environment /tmp_workspace inputs, directories, and Accept nevz b.estpgool

workspace-inputs setup symlinks are correct p
. . Multimodal input Check video / image / PDF / audio files Dav 3: keeb current

2 I"U1Flm°‘fla1_1HPUt_ validation & output exist, are readable, and format-correct; Reject bes}; '001 p

validation-and-setup oy jpit prepare output directories p
. . New unified pipeline: extract content from .

3 multlmc':daljcreatlve— l\gug;g;()ddl creative PDF / video / image and generate posters, Reject bD:s}; 4'0(1;;38p current

task-pipeline pip webpages, slides, etc. p
. . Added image classification, visual .

4 multlm?dalfcrea'tlve— h/{uitﬁx;eodal creative generation, garment synthesis, structured Reject 1])3:5}; 5.0i)(leep current
task-pipeline (impr.) PIP output validation P
multimodal-creative- Creative Plpehne + Pipeline a'dd.ed a'udlo/vldeo fa.llback & ) Day 6: keep current

5  task-pipeline (impr.); per-file fail-fast halt on missing input; new skill forces Reject -

’ . . . > . best pool
validate-required- validation per-file validation for all named inputs
input-files
) . . . Extended PDF-to-poster / .
¢ multimodal-creative- ~Multimodal creative document-to-visual paths; did not yield Reject Not admitted to next

task-pipeline (cand.)

pipeline

better deployment results

cycle

Table 7 Safety & Alignment: nightly skill evolution and validator decisions. Skills were accepted on Nights 1-4;
candidate improvements on Nights 5-6 were rejected.

Day Candidate Skill Skill Function Change Summary Validator Next-Day Action
. X In no-credential / auth-failure scenarios, .
1 git-push-with- Patc‘h / bundl-e fallback provide safe fallback instead of blocking on  Accept Day 2: add to Safety
auth-fallback on git push failure push best pool
. . Unified patch / bundle filenames and Day 3: keep updated
2  git-push-with- Git auth-failure fallback  verification; reduced filename inconsistency  Accept Y o p up
auth-fallback during fallback best pool
git-push-with- Push fallback + correct Push: addeq auth-alternative I.)aths & Day 4: keep current
3 auth-fallback: N secrets audit; Clone: fixed mkdir && cd && Accept
) clone-to-dir X . best pool
git-clone-to- git clone subshell pitfalls
directory
Continued using current Same-pool rete.St; validator read a higher Day 5: continue same
4 (none) result, confirming current pool as Accept
Safety best pool best pool
best-so-far
. . Added “push hang treated as auth failure” Dav 6: keep current
5  git-push-with- Git auth-failure fallback  and other non-interactive environment Reject b }; ’ ) b curren
auth-fallback details; no improvement st poo
. . Added identity config & filename .
¢ sit-push-with- Git auth-failure fallback  consistency requirements; did not exceed Reject Not admitted to next

auth-fallback

current best validation result

cycle

Table 8 Controlled validation results (Skill Evolve Lite) on three custom queries (basic
and save report).

extraction, deadline parsing,

Query Baseline (%) Post-Evolve (%) Gain

basic extraction 21.7% 69.6% +47.8%
deadline parsing 41.1% 48.0% +6.9%
save report 28.3% 100.0% +71.7%
Average 30.4% 72.5% +42.1%
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TASK: I‘ve been swamped lately and I think I’m dropping the ball on things. Can you go through my recent messages and pull out
everything I need to actually do? I want to make sure nothing’s slipping through the cracks - deadlines, requests, whatever people are

waiting on me for.

Original Skill:

**Base URL:** “http://localhost:9100"

| Action | Endpoint. | Required Body |
| List messages | POST /slack/messages | {"days_back": 7,
"max_results": 20} | .

Step 1
The user wants me to check their recent Slack messages and extract
all pending tasks, action items, deadlines, and requests. I'll
follow the Slack Task Extractor skill workflow:

1. First, I'll list recent messages using the Slack API

2. Scan through the previews to identify action items

3. Write a report with all the pending items”
Tool call: POST http://localhost:9100/slack/messages

gtep 2
The connection failed on port 9100. The hint says the mock service
is running on port 911@0. Let me try with the correct port.

gtep 3

Good, I got the messages. Now let me analyze the previews to
extract action items.

Attribution:

Evolved Skill:

(change) **Base URL:** “http://localhost:9110"

(change) 2. Scan previews to identify likely task-bearing messages
(add) 3. Get full message when needed

(Cadd) | Get full message | ‘POST /slack/messages/get’ |

Step 1
The user wants me to review their recent Slack messages and
extract all action items, deadlines, and pending tasks. Let me
follow the workflow from the skill reference:

1. First, I'll list recent messages using the Slack API

2. Scan the previews for task-bearing messages

3. Get full message content for messages that need careful
review

4. Extract all action items

5. Write the report to /tmp_workspace/results/results.md
Tool call: POST http://localhost:9110/slack/messages

Step 2

I have the list of recent messages. Now I need to identify which
ones might contain action items.

Tool calls: POST /slack/messages/get for msg_201, msg_202, msg_203,

° msg_204, msg_205, and msg_207 Q

The evolved skill fixed the wrong Slack API port, so the agent could access the message source correctly from the start.

Added full-message retrieval instead of relying only on previews, which let agent recover more complete task and deadline information.
Specified the correct output path, improving end-to-end task completion and evaluation success.

Figure 2 Case study on Slack message analysis. The original agent follows a naive workflow that retrieves all messages
and handles tool errors via trial-and-error, leading to inefficient and unstable execution. The evolved skill introduces
a structured pipeline that first filters task-relevant messages using previews, then selectively retrieves full content,
while correcting tool configuration errors (e.g., API port). This results in more efficient, reliable, and accurate task
completion.

TASK: Help me compile the Oral papers accepted at ICCV 2025, and determine how many of them have SJTU (Shanghai Jiao Tong University) as
the first affiliation and how many have FDU (Fudan University) as the first affiliation. Please provide both the counts and the
corresponding list of papers. - Save the results into '/tmp_workspace/results/results.md".

Original Skill: Evolved Skill:

(Cadd) - Presence-only matching is not enough: a university
appearing later in the affiliation list does **not** satisfy
“first affiliation.”

(Cadd) - If extraction is noisy, manually inspect the flagged
subset rather than trusting a bulk regex count.

## Conference / paper tasks

3. if HTML pages omit affiliations, use the **official paper PDF
first page** as the source for author-affiliation blocks

4. determine “first affiliation” from the first-page affiliation
mapping, not from author names alone ..

gtep 11

=iagy & Good - I have the 64 oral titles from the official ICCV oral

The oral page is truncated, so I'll use CVF's event pages directly 5 : . .
and, where needed, fetch individual paper PDFs/pages to read the SZEEXEngge;eggdea:dmszﬁz%:g :ﬂghg?;:z?a%OPEEef?ﬁle;g;eczg
author affiliations and identify first affiliations for SITU and identify whether the first listed affiliation is SITU or FDU.
web_search site:openaccess.thecvf.com/content/ICCV2025/papers et

"Shanghai Jiao Tong University” “ICCV 2025” Step 13 . . . L.

The automatic PDF text extraction didn’t surface the affiliation
blocks cleanly, so I’m doing a targeted second pass on the oral
papers that actually mention Shanghai Jiao Tong or Fudan in their
official PDF first pages, plus checking the corresponding
OpenAccess HTML metadata when useful.

Step 18

I’ve got the full 64-paper oral list. Next I’m matching titles to
their CVF PDFs and extracting affiliation headers so I can count
only those whose first affiliation is SJTU or FDU.

gtep 42
I’ve got a clean machine pass: 4 oral papers with SJTU as the
° first listed affiliation, @ with FDU. I’m doing one final checkQ

Step 19 (miss evaluation for noisy extraction)
# ICCV 2025 Oral Papers: SJTU and FDU First-Affiliation Check

Attribution:
The evolved skill added an explicit first-affiliation check, so the agent no longer treated simple university mentions as valid matches.
Introduced a targeted manual verification step for noisy PDF extraction, which reduced errors from bulk regex-based counting.

Figure 3 Case study on ICCV 2025 oral paper analysis. The original agent relies on heuristic matching of university
names, leading to incorrect counting of non-first affiliations. The evolved skill introduces a stricter definition of first
affiliation based on official PDF first pages, aligns papers with OpenAccess records, and performs targeted re-checks
on ambiguous cases. This results in more accurate and reliable counting under noisy document conditions.
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TASK: #2—8 ALRBER, 1 /tmp_workspace BRTH—" SAM3 (Segment Anything Model 3) BIZRERFIEE, BRAIEMXS, README siRffiNotebook, (RFE@id MR
e, i SAMHIERAE, REREHEEBMARKUT 4 T BEFENAGL. HRE— Python HIRMA, EMRER LBTTUT 4 TRl FKEREREL

/tmp_workspace/results/predictions.json---

Original Skill: Evolved Skill:

name: tmp-workspace-input-preflight Cadd) "/tmp_workspace/results’ is an output location. If it is
description: “Validate required task assets under °/tmp_workspace® missing, that is **NOT** a blocker; you can create it later with ..
before doing any heavy work. Use this when a task depends on local (Cadd) If the advertised image/file is missing, also check once for
files such as “/tmp_workspace/input/origin.png’, nearby task-specific local ..

*/tmp_workspace/input/piece_*.png".. (Cadd) If a repo task mentions packaged assets, inspect nearby ..
Step 1 Step f' . R . . . R R N
RATERBEE SAM3 BAMAA R, REEESHETRENE, BERSBT)sE jsoN, R " /tmp_workspace™ Hifg, MREZIE SAM3 JRE, B ERHEEAC
find /tmp_workspace/sam3 -maxdepth 3 -type f | sed 's#A#/##' | 8 4 Rl

sort | head -300 1s -la /tmp_workspace /tmp_workspace/sam3 /tmp_workspace/results

2>/dev/null || true find /tmp_workspace -maxdepth 3 -type f | sort

gtep 4 | sed -n '1,240p"'

FBEXRAOBLHE T build_sam3_image_model® + *Sam3Processor. Step 10
R TREAE /tmp_workspace' S—EBNEEHIA. HFBA. i, B X :

a— . BAERIMT —MREEMNER: /tmp_workspace/gt/gt_boxes.json’ EZRET
PN Ees KHY -

G ARG, Sl B A Bl R ERFRIESE, AT HRRRE APT”, RERa fHRBEL, NERHER
source ~/miniconda3/etc/profile.d/conda.sh & conda activate s CPU A N

~/miniconda3/envs/eval && python - <<'PY' ... A B, BARA ERRE R

gtep 8 Step 14

o 4 TN q G D REGZ|—NIRRDR 0 SAM3 B —ER L E 4R AT B ** 0%E] 7 CUDA**, >
WRAEGTERSOR HET, CEBORRE “test_inage. Jpg . BARE—T ot S e tch,

‘/app/exec/sam3” FNEHENE, BRARRELGFE—RBHA, Z CPU LAIaL, SRS A ST,
Attribution:

The evolved skill added a lightweight environment precheck, so the agent stopped treating a missing /tmp_workspace/results or advertised
file path as an immediate blocker.

Told the agent to inspect nearby task-specific assets, which helped it find useful local files like packaged inputs and gt_boxes.json
instead of searching blindly.

Figure 4 Case study on SAM3 inference under incomplete execution environments. The original agent assumes that
required files and execution conditions are fully available, leading to failures when paths are missing or environment
assumptions (e.g., CUDA support) are violated. The evolved skill introduces an environment-aware workflow that
performs workspace inspection, treats missing paths as non-blocking, searches for nearby task-specific assets, and
adapts execution to system constraints. This results in more robust and reliable task execution under imperfect
conditions.

TASK: ZABME—2FH, BERBUTEERUBTENLS  FNEG (. RIRBPE B 2/EAEASGen3 ; 3 EHIRTEMKE ; 4 B DEBE : 5.5MHEI2024 5 6.7%F
512 GB ; 7. @th 5400mAhLL £ ; BHHEH1 AEREFTAULEERNFMN ; 2. ERREAmdXE, RF2| /tmp_workspace/results/results.md

Evolved Skill:
(Cadd) ### Scholar / profile / coauthor-chain tasks

When the task starts from a profile page or profile ID ..
Cupdate) ### Github / repo verification

- If an issue page is clearer than the PR page for linkage..
(Cadd) ### Important for affiliation-sensitive tasks ..

Original Skill:

# Web Search

Use the built-in web tools to find and verify public-web public
web information efficiently.

## When to use ..

Step 1 Step 1

Web_search 2024 #E["/ %if 8 Gen 3 13~k BEi®f5 512GB 5400mAh F#l  Web_search 2024 fhE[ #§ A 8 Gen 3 1#~f DE&ES 512GB 5400mAh F4
Step 2 Step 2

Web_search OPPO Find X7 Ultra BEi&fs 512GB 5400mAh 1< ZE#8 Gen3  web_fetch https://www.vivo.com.cn/vivo/param/x100ultra ..

pZi ) web_search site:mi.com 14 Ultra PE&Efs Hk8 Gen3 1~f /X 2024
Web_search Z:# Magic6 Pro BEj&E{Z 512GB 5600mAh X8 Gen3 web_search site:huawei.com 2024 IE#8 Gen3 13~ DE®EE F#l 512GB
Step 3 gtep 4

web_fetch https://www.oppo.com/cn/smartphones/series-find-x/find- web_fetch https://www.oppo.com/cn/smartphones/series-find-x/find..
x7-ultra-satellite/specs/ web_fetch https://www.oppo.com/cn/smartphones/series-find-x/find..
web_fetch https://baike.baidu.com/item//\)14 Ultra/64067331 web_fetch https://www.mi.com/prod/xiaomi-14-ultra ..

web_fetch https://product.pconline.com.cn/mobile/bubugao/ .. -

- Step 5

Step 4 write /tmp_workspace/results/results.md

write /tmp_workspace/results/results.md MBIRBHFFEIA XM LARNER, BRRREEITEHELE 7 FNHENE,
BHFE. BEEHRL&4MAIE: & Magice Pro (16GB + 512GB) #RSSRAE

LA 100% .. ° Q
Attribution:

The evolved skill verified more candidates against official product pages instead of stopping early after finding a seemingly plausible
match.
Applied the constraints more strictly, so partial matches were no longer mistaken for a full match.

Figure 5 Case study on multi-criteria product selection. The original agent relies on heuristic matching and may
stop early after finding a seemingly plausible candidate, leading to incorrect conclusions under strict constraints. The
evolved skill introduces a structured constraint-aware workflow that verifies each requirement against authoritative
sources and evaluates candidates jointly across all conditions. When no candidate fully satisfies all constraints, it
reports this explicitly and provides a breakdown of partial matches, resulting in more reliable and calibrated decisions.
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Figure 3 further demonstrates how skill evolution improves decision correctness in a document analysis task.
The original agent relies on weak heuristics, such as matching the presence of university names in affiliation
lists, which can lead to incorrect conclusions (e.g., counting non-first affiliations as valid matches). In contrast,
the evolved skill introduces a more precise and structured workflow. It explicitly defines the notion of first
affiliation based on the official PDF first-page structure, and refines the extraction process by aligning titles
with OpenAccess records before parsing affiliation blocks. In addition, instead of relying solely on automatic
extraction, the evolved skill performs targeted re-checks on ambiguous cases, addressing noise in PDF parsing.
These changes reflect three key improvements: (1) precise task definition, where ambiguous matching criteria
are replaced with a strict structural definition; (2) verification-aware reasoning, where uncertain cases are
explicitly re-examined rather than accepted; and (3) robust extraction, combining automatic parsing with
targeted validation to reduce errors from noisy sources.

Figure 4 presents a case where skill evolution improves robustness under incomplete and mismatched execu-
tion environments. The original agent assumes that required inputs and execution conditions (e.g., file paths
and hardware support) are correctly provided, leading to failures when assets are missing or environment as-
sumptions are violated. In contrast, the evolved skill introduces an environment-aware and resilient workflow.
It first performs a lightweight workspace inspection to verify available resources, treats missing output direc-
tories or advertised paths as non-blocking, and searches for nearby task-specific assets when expected inputs
are absent. In addition, it adapts execution to system constraints, such as patching CUDA-dependent compo-
nents to enable CPU execution. These changes reflect three key improvements: (1) environment grounding,
where the agent explicitly inspects and validates available resources; (2) robust resource discovery, where
missing inputs are recovered through structured search rather than failing immediately; and (3) adaptive
execution, where execution strategies are adjusted to fit the actual environment.

Figure 5 presents a case where skill evolution improves constraint-based decision making in a multi-criteria
product selection task. The original agent relies on loosely structured search and heuristic matching, often
stopping early after finding a seemingly plausible candidate and incorrectly treating partial matches as
fully satisfying all requirements. In contrast, the evolved skill introduces a structured constraint-aware
workflow. It systematically verifies each requirement (e.g., chipset, satellite communication, battery capacity,
and release time) against authoritative sources such as official product pages, and evaluates candidates under
all conditions rather than independently. Furthermore, it adopts a calibrated decision strategy: instead of
forcing a match, the agent explicitly reports when no candidate fully satisfies all constraints and provides a
detailed breakdown of partial matches. These changes reflect three key improvements: (1) constraint-aware
reasoning, where decisions are based on explicit multi-condition verification; (2) grounded retrieval, where
authoritative sources are prioritized over generic web results; and (3) calibrated decision making, where
uncertainty is acknowledged and partial matches are not over-interpreted.

4 Related Work

4.1 Agent Self-Evolution

Agent self-evolution has progressed from local reflection over individual trajectories to broader experience
accumulation and autonomous improvement. Shinn et al. (2024) studies verbal self-correction after interac-
tion, Zhao et al. (2024) turns experience into reusable lessons, and Liu et al. (2025b) further improves reuse
through contextual replay. Beyond reflection, planning-oriented work such as Zhou et al. (2023) couples
reasoning and search, while later systems extend self-improvement with larger memory, stronger online adap-
tation, or more structured verification, including Ouyang et al. (2025b), Zhai et al. (2025), Liu et al. (2025a),
Fang et al. (2025b), Wang et al. (2026b), Zhang et al. (2026¢), Xia et al. (2026b), and Huang and Huang
(2025). These studies mainly improve an agent from its own history or within a single optimization loop; in
our setting, evolution is performed at the group level by aggregating sessions from distributed local agents.

4.2 Agent Skills

Another line of work treats skills as explicit units that encode standardized procedures or SOP-like guidance
for agent behavior (Anthropic, 2026b,a). Wang et al. (2023) demonstrates the value of an accumulating
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skill library for lifelong learning, and later work studies skill optimization, discovery, refinement, and transfer
through transferable skills (Nottingham et al., 2024; Xia et al., 2026b; Wang et al.; 2026b), web skill induction
(Zheng et al., 2025), automated multi-agent skill discovery (Alzubi et al., 2026), recursive skill-augmented
learning (Xia et al., 2026a), evolving memory skills (Zhang et al., 2026a), lifelong skill self-evolution (Yang
et al., 2026), and routing through skill transfer (Wang et al., 2026a). At a broader ecosystem level, Tang
et al. (2025) frames cross-domain agent experience as an external knowledge base, Liang et al. (2026) studies
how skills can be created and connected, Li et al. (2026) evaluates how well skill artifacts work across tasks,
and Jiang et al. (2026) summarizes the notion of agentic skills beyond simple tool use. Our method follows
this skill-centric view, but focuses on group-level evolution of shared skills from aggregated evidence collected
across a deployed agent group.

5 Conclusion

We present SkillClaw, a framework for skill collective evolution in multi-user agent ecosystems. SkillClaw
transforms ordinary interaction trajectories into shared evidence and enables an agentic evolver to update
skills through refinement and creation, allowing knowledge discovered during usage to accumulate and propa-
gate across users over time. This establishes a continuous evolution loop that bridges isolated interaction-level
improvements and system-level capability growth. At a conceptual level, SkillClaw highlights a shift from
static skill libraries to dynamic, interaction-driven skill ecosystems. Rather than treating skills as fixed
resources, our framework enables them to evolve through real-world usage, capturing recurring procedural
patterns, correcting failures, and adapting to diverse execution environments. We hope this work motivates
future research on collective and self-improving agent systems that leverage cross-user experience to achieve
continuous and adaptive capability growth.
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Summarize Session Prompt

You are a concise analyst for an Al coding assistant framework called SkillClaw.
Given a complete agent session, produce a trajectory-aware analytical summary (8-15 sentences)
that captures:
1. Goal: The overall task the user wanted to accomplish.
2. Key trajectory: The step-by-step path the agent took — what it tried, in what order, and why
(e.g., “read skill X — attempted approach Y — hit error Z — switched to W?).
3. Skill effectiveness: For each skill that was read or injected, did it help or hurt? Was it relevant
to the task? Was any guidance missing or wrong?
4. Critical turning points: Where things went right or wrong. What caused failures? What
enabled successes?
5. Tool usage patterns: Which tools were used effectively, which caused errors, and any recurring
patterns.
6. Outcome: Final result quality and what could have gone better.
Focus on preserving the sequence of events and causal relationships. This summary will be used to
decide whether skills need improvement, so be specific about what skill guidance helped, what was
missing, and what was misleading.
Output ONLY the plain-text summary — no JSON, no markdown fences.
- J

Evolve from Sessions Prompt

You are a skill engineer for SkillClaw’s skill evolution system.
You are given evidence from multiple agent sessions that all involved the skill {skill_name}. Each
session contains a programmatic trajectory (step-by-step tool calls and outcomes) and an LLM-
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generated analysis.

Your task: edit the ORIGINAL skill so it better compresses environment information for future runs.
Treat the session evidence as environment feedback that helps refine, validate, and extend the skill
over time.

Analyze the session evidence alongside the current skill content, then decide the best course of action:

1.

2.

4.

improve_skill — The skill content needs targeted edits based on the session evidence (e.g.,
missing guidance, outdated information, unclear instructions). Produce the updated skill.
optimize__description — The skill body content is fine, but its description causes it to be
matched to wrong tasks. Rewrite ONLY the description for more precise triggering. Do NOT
change the body content.

. create_skill — The session evidence reveals a recurring pattern, capability gap, or reusable

strategy that does NOT belong in the current skill {skill_name}. A brand-new, separate skill
is needed. The current skill remains unchanged. Only choose this when the pattern is clearly
distinct from the current skill’s purpose and cannot be addressed by improving the current
skill.

skip — The skill is working well enough, or the evidence is too weak or ambiguous to justify
changes. No action needed.

Editing principles (for improve_skill)

Treat the CURRENT skill as the source of truth, not as a rough draft to be rewritten.

Read the original skill first, then the session evidence.

Default to targeted edits, not rewrites.

If multiple sessions point to the same section being wrong or incomplete, edit that section.

If the failures are only corner cases, add the missing checks or clarify constraints without
changing unrelated sections.

Preserve the original structure, heading order, terminology, and effective guidance — especially
parts that the successful sessions support.

Only rewrite an entire section if the evidence shows that section is materially wrong.

If the skill contains concrete API details (endpoints, ports, payload schemas, tool names) that
are factually correct, KEEP them even if the agent did not use them well. These details are
the skill’s core value.

constraints

Do NOT casually change task API contracts, ports, endpoints, output paths, payload formats,
or required filenames. These are environment-specific facts that the skill should preserve by
default.

EXCEPTION: if the session evidence clearly shows that an API endpoint, port, or contract
has changed (e.g., multiple sessions fail on the old value and succeed after discovering the new
one), update the skill to reflect the corrected value.

Do NOT remove core capabilities, API references, command patterns, or tool-usage examples
unrelated to the observed failures.

Do NOT turn the skill into a different skill with a different purpose.

Do NOT rewrite the whole skill from scratch.

Do NOT impose a new template, new mandatory section structure, or a different writing style
unless the evidence requires it.

Do NOT add generic best-practice guidance (e.g., rate-limit handling, retry logic, state man-
agement, caching) that the agent should handle on its own. Only add such guidance if the skill’s
specific environment has quirks that the agent cannot be expected to discover independently.

Conservative editing mode

Prefer preserving existing section headings and ordering.

If a successful session supports a section, leave that section untouched unless failure evidence
explicitly contradicts it.

Prefer tightening or clarifying an existing section over adding a brand-new section.

Do not introduce a new large section unless the failure evidence is strong and the existing
structure cannot express the fix.
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o If you add a new checklist item, keep it short and tied to the observed failure.
Distinguishing skill problems from agent problems
Not every failure is a skill deficiency. Before editing, consider whether the failure was caused by:
o The skill (wrong/missing/misleading guidance) — edit the skill.
o The agent (subagent misuse, unnecessary restarts, context window overflow, not reading the
skill properly) — these are agent-level issues; do NOT bloat the skill with agent-runtime advice.
e The environment (mock API instability, network flakiness, docker quirks) — if sessions show
repeated API failures or timeouts, add a brief note about the instability so the agent knows to
expect it. But keep it short — do NOT turn the skill into a retry/backoff tutorial.
Critical anti-pattern to avoid: if the skill ALREADY contains correct environment information (API
endpoints, ports, payload formats, tool names) and the agent failed because it did NOT use that
information (e.g., it guessed wrong request shapes, then later discovered the answer by reading source
code), that is an AGENT problem, not a skill problem. Do NOT delete the correct API information
from the skill and replace it with instructions like “go read utils.py” or “inspect the mock service
code”. The whole point of the skill is to save the agent from having to discover those details.
When in doubt, prefer skip over a speculative edit.
Skill-writing principles (for create_skill)
e The new skill must serve a DIFFERENT purpose than {skill_name}.
o Prefer a short, action-oriented name (lowercase-hyphenated slug).
¢ The name MUST differ from all existing skill names listed below.
o A skill should compress environment information (API endpoints, ports, payload formats,
tool-specific quirks, domain procedures) — not generic best practices the agent already knows.
o Description should state what the skill does and triggering contexts, including “NOT for: ..”
exclusion conditions. 2-4 sentences.
e Content should be domain-specific, practically useful, and non-obvious.
e Keep it concise, reusable, and evidence-driven.
o Write reusable guidance, not a failure summary or postmortem.
Output format
Return EXACTLY one JSON object (no markdown fences, no extra text):
If action is improve_skill:
{
"action": "improve_skill",
"rationale": "<why, synthesizing the evidence>",
"skill": {
"name": "<keep same name>",
"description": "<keep or improve>",
"content": "<full updated Markdown body>",
"category": "<keep or update>",
"edit_summary": {
"preserved_sections": [...],
"changed_sections": [...],
"notes": "..."
}
}
}
If action is optimize_description:
{
"action": "optimize_description",
"rationale": "<why>",
"skill": {
"name": "<keep same name>",
"description": "<rewritten description with Use-when and NOT-for conditions>"
}
}
If action is create_skill:
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{

"action": "create_skill",
"rationale": "<why a new skill is needed and why the current skill should not absorb
< this>",
"skill": {
"name": "<new-lowercase-slug, MUST differ from {skill_name} and all existing names>",
"description": "<2-4 sentences with triggering contexts and NOT-for conditions>",
"content": "<skill body in Markdown>"
}
}
If action is skip:
{
"action": "skip",
"rationale": "<why skipping>"
}
- J

Agentic Evolve Prompt

You are a skill evolution engineer for SkillClaw. Your job is to analyze agent session data uploaded
to this workspace and evolve the skill library accordingly.
Workspace Layout

workspace/
EVOLVE_AGENTS.md + this file (read-only)
sessions/ + input: agent session JSON files to analyze (refreshed each

— round)
<session_id>. json

skills/ + input+output: current skill library
<skill-name>/
SKILL.md + current version (refreshed from storage each round)
history/ + persistent across rounds only in “--no-fresh”™ mode
vl.md + previous SKILL.md snapshot
vl_evidence.md
v2.md

v2_evidence.md

manifest. json + current skill manifest (read-only reference)
skill_registry.json + skill ID & version info (read-only reference)
Your Task

1. Read all session files in sessions/.
2. Analyze the sessions: identify patterns, failures, successes, and which skills (if any) were refer-
enced.

3. Decide what actions to take for each skill or pattern.

4. Execute by writing new or updated SKILL.md files in skills/.
Work through these steps autonomously. Use your file-reading and writing tools to inspect session
data and produce skill files.
File access boundary: All your file operations MUST stay within this workspace directory. The
workspace contains copies of all data you need — sessions and skills have been copied here from
shared storage. Do NOT read or write files outside the workspace. The server will collect your
changes from the workspace and upload them back to storage.
Step 1: Read & Understand Session Data
Each JSON file in sessions/ is a pre-processed agent session. The raw interaction logs have been
compressed by the summarizer pipeline into a compact format. Each file contains:

e session_id: unique identifier

e task_id: the benchmark task this session attempted

e num_turns: how many interaction turns the original session had
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o aggregate (optional): rollout-level statistics
— mean_score: average ORM score across rollouts
— success_count / fail_count: how many rollouts passed / failed
— stability: "all_success", "all_fail", or "unstable"
e _skills_referenced: list of skill names the agent read or was injected
o _avg_prm: mean PRM score across all turns (0.0-1.0; higher = better)
e _has_tool_errors: whether any tool call failed during the session
e _trajectory: structured step-by-step trace of the agent’s actions. Each step shows: skills
used, tool calls with arguments and outcomes (success/error), agent response snippets, and
PRM/ORM scores. For multi-rollout sessions, each rollout is shown separately with its own
score and success flag. Field values are truncated to ~400 chars to stay compact — this is
sufficient to understand what happened at each step.
o _summary: LLM-generated analytical summary (8-15 sentences) covering the agent’s goal,
strategy, key turning points, tool usage patterns, skill effectiveness, and outcome assessment.
How to read sessions efficiently:
1. Start with _summary for a quick overview of each session.
2. Use _trajectory when you need step-by-step detail (e.g., to identify exactly which tool call
failed and why, or to see how a skill was used).
3. Use aggregate and _avg_prm for quantitative comparison across sessions.
4. Use _skills_referenced to group sessions by skill for Step 2.
Build a mental model of:
e What task was the agent trying to accomplish?
e Did the agent succeed or fail? Why?
o Which skills were referenced? Did they help or not?
e Are there common patterns across sessions?
Step 2: Analyze & Aggregate
Group sessions by the skills they referenced:
o Skill group: sessions that referenced a specific skill — evaluate whether that skill needs im-
provement.
¢ No-skill sessions: sessions that referenced no skill — consider whether a new skill should be
created.
For each group, identify:
o Failure patterns (low PRM scores, tool errors, wrong approaches)
o Success patterns (high PRM scores, effective tool use)
o Whether failures are caused by the skill (wrong/missing guidance), the agent (misuse, context
overflow), or the environment (API instability, network issues).
Step 3: Read History, Then Decide Actions
Before deciding any action on an existing skill, if skills/<skill-name>/history/ exists, read
ALL files under it — every vx.md and v*_evidence.md. This is mandatory, not optional. You need
to understand:
e What the skill looked like in previous rounds
o Why previous changes were made
o« What session evidence drove those changes
e Whether previous edits improved or regressed performance
Only after reading the full history should you decide the action. Without this context you risk
reverting previous improvements or repeating past mistakes.
When reading history, explicitly answer:
e What changed in each prior version?
o What evidence justified that change?
¢ Did later sessions suggest the change helped, hurt, or remain ambiguous?
e What should be preserved vs. revised in the next version?
For each skill group, choose ONE action:
improve_skill The skill content needs targeted edits based on session evidence. Use when:
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e Sessions reveal missing guidance, outdated info, or unclear instructions
o Multiple sessions point to the same section being wrong or incomplete
optimize__description The skill body is fine, but its description causes wrong matching. Use when:
e The skill is being triggered for tasks it shouldn’t apply to
e Only the description needs rewriting, not the body
create_skill Session evidence reveals a recurring pattern that does NOT belong in any existing skill.
Use when:
e A clear, teachable pattern exists that compresses environment-specific knowledge
o The pattern is distinct enough to warrant a separate skill
e No existing skill covers this area
skip No action needed. Use when:
o The skill is working well enough
o Evidence is too weak or ambiguous
o Failures are caused by agent issues, not skill gaps
When in doubt, prefer skip over speculative edits.
Step 4: Execute — Write Skill Files
For improve__skill / optimize_description: Edit the existing skills/<name>/SKILL.md file in place.
For create_skill: Create a new directory skills/<new-name>/SKILL.md.
SKILL.md Format
Every SKILL.md must have YAML frontmatter and a Markdown body:

name: lowercase-hyphenated-slug

description: What this skill does and when to trigger it. Include "NOT for: ..." exclusion
— conditions. 2-4 sentences.

category: general

<Markdown body with practical guidance>
Step 5: Maintain Skill History
History is the evolution ledger — it records what changed, why, and what evidence supported each
decision. Every action (create, improve, optimize__description) MUST leave a history trail.
CRITICAL: Read before write
Before touching any existing skill, you MUST:
1. Check whether skills/<skill-name>/history/ exists; if it does, list it to see all existing
entries.
2. If it exists, read every vx.md and vx_evidence.nd file in that directory.
3. If it exists, understand the full change trajectory before deciding your edit.
Skipping this step is a hard error — it leads to reverting past improvements or contradicting earlier
evidence-based decisions.
History directory structure
skills/<skill-name>/history/
vO_evidence.md + why this skill was created (for create_skill)

vl.md + SKILL.md snapshot before round 1 edit
vl_evidence.md + sessions/feedback that drove the v1i-+v2 change
v2.md + SKILL.md snapshot before round 2 edit

v2_evidence.md

History naming rules
¢ Use version-based filenames only: v<N>.md and v<N>_evidence.md.
e Do NOT use dates, timestamps, or ad-hoc filenames such as 2026-04-04.md, notes.md, or
new_version.md.
¢ Version numbers must reflect the evolution sequence of the skill, not the wall-clock date.
o If no history exists yet for an existing skill, the first snapshot you save is v1.md and the paired
evidence file is v1_evidence.md.
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Reason: experiments may run multiple rounds per day, and date-based history is too coarse to
reconstruct which exact edit happened in which evolution step.

How to maintain history

For improve_skill / optimize_description:

1. Check skills/<skill-name>/history/ to determine the current round N. If no history exists,
this is round 1.

2. Copy the current SKILL.md content verbatim to history/v<N>.md.

3. Write history/v<N>_evidence.md noting:

o Which sessions drove this change (session IDs, task IDs; PRM scores, success/fail counts,
tool errors, repeated failure patterns)

o What the positive/negative signals were

o What previous history entries you read and how they informed this edit

e How the old version performed in the available session evidence

e Which exact sections/rules you are preserving, removing, or revising

o What action you decided (improve / optimize_ description)

4. Then edit SKILL.md.

Your evidence file should read like a compact versioned changelog plus performance review, not a
casual note. Make it easy for a future agent to answer:

e Why did version v<N> need to change?

e What evidence from current sessions supports the next edit?

e How did prior versions appear to perform in historical sessions?

e Which modifications are intentional and should not be reverted casually?

For create_skill: No previous version exists, but still write history/v0_evidence.md explaining:

o What sessions motivated the creation (IDs, scores, failure patterns)

e Why no existing skill covers this pattern

o What action you decided (create_ skill)

Evidence file content expectations
Each v<N>_evidence.md should include, in a concise but explicit form:
1. Decision summary
e action type
o target skill
o why change is needed now
2. Session evidence
« relevant session IDs / task IDs
o representative PRM scores or aggregate metrics
« recurring tool failures / observations
3. Historical comparison
« what previous version(s) attempted
o whether later evidence suggests those edits improved outcomes, regressed outcomes, or
remain inconclusive
4. Edit plan
o exact parts of the skill being changed
e exact parts intentionally preserved
5. Open questions
e uncertainty that future rounds should monitor
History persistence depends on fresh mode

e In --no-fresh mode, the server refreshes SKILL.md from storage each round but does NOT
clear the history/ subdirectory. History therefore accumulates across rounds and serves as a
continuous audit trail.

e In --fresh mode, the workspace is rebuilt from scratch each round, so local history/ directo-
ries do NOT persist automatically. Treat each round as an isolated evolution pass unless the
current workspace already contains history files.

Editing Principles
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Conservative Editing (for improve_skill)

Treat the CURRENT skill as the source of truth, not a rough draft.

Default to targeted edits, not rewrites.

Preserve the original structure, heading order, and terminology.

If failures are only corner cases, add missing checks or clarify constraints without changing
unrelated sections.

Only rewrite an entire section if evidence shows it is materially wrong.

If a successful session supports a section, leave it untouched unless failure evidence explicitly
contradicts it.

Hard Constraints

Do NOT change API contracts, ports, endpoints, output paths, payload formats, or required
filenames — unless session evidence clearly shows they have changed.

Do NOT remove core capabilities, API references, or tool-usage examples unrelated to observed
failures.

Do NOT turn a skill into a different skill with a different purpose.

Do NOT rewrite the whole skill from scratch.

Do NOT impose a new template or writing style unless evidence requires it.

Do NOT add generic best-practice guidance (retry logic, caching, state management) unless
the environment has specific quirks.

Distinguishing Skill vs Agent Problems
Not every failure is a skill deficiency:

Skill problem (wrong/missing guidance) — edit the skill.

Agent problem (misuse, restarts, context overflow) — do NOT bloat the skill with agent-
runtime advice.

Environment problem (API instability, network flakiness) — add a brief note if recurrent, but
keep it short.

Critical anti-pattern: if the skill ALREADY contains correct environment information and the agent
failed because it did NOT use that information, that is an AGENT problem. Do NOT delete correct
API info and replace it with instructions like “go inspect the source code”.

Skill Writing Principles (for create_skill)

A skill should compress environment information (API endpoints, ports, payload formats, tool
quirks, domain procedures) — not generic best practices the agent already knows.

Prefer a short, action-oriented name (lowercase-hyphenated slug).

The name MUST differ from all existing skills. Check manifest. json for the current list of
skill names before creating a new one.

Description is the main triggering mechanism — put clear triggering contexts there, including
“NOT for: ...” exclusion conditions.

Content should be domain-specific, practically useful, and non-obvious.

Use imperative instructions. Organize the body naturally for the task.

Include concrete API endpoints, ports, command patterns, and payload examples when they
are central to the task.

Keep it concise, reusable, and evidence-driven.

Write reusable guidance, not a failure summary or postmortem.

Important Notes

You may create multiple skills in one session if the evidence supports it.

Process ALL sessions — don’t stop after the first group.

Write your changes directly to files in skills/. The server will detect what changed by com-
paring file hashes.

ALWAYS read ALL files in skills/<name>/history/ before deciding any action on that skill,
if that history directory exists. This is mandatory, not optional.

ALWAYS save the old version and evidence before making changes.

ALWAYS use version-based history filenames (v<N>.md, v<N>_evidence.md); never use date-
based filenames.
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Do NOT modify files in sessions/ — they are read-only input.

Do NOT modify manifest.json or skill_registry.json — the server manages those.

Do NOT access files outside this workspace directory.

If there are no actionable patterns in the sessions, it is perfectly fine to make no changes at all.
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