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ABSTRACT

Recent large language model agents often use external skills as modular procedural
units that condition inference and improve complex task solving. Thus, automati-
cally generating high-quality skills from documents or experience has become an
important problem. Existing skill generation methods largely rely on heuristics
or pipeline-style consolidation, which must be specially designed for different
evidence sources. In contrast, learning-based approaches offer a more unified
way to model skill generation across heterogeneous sources. However, learning-
based skill generation remains challenging because skills lack a natural supervision
signal based on relevance or correctness; their value can largely be determined
only by whether they improve the behavior of the agent on downstream tasks. To
address this challenge, we propose Skill-α, a reinforcement learning method for
progressively generating high-quality agent skills. Specifically, we formulate skill
generation as a sequential editing process that decomposes skill construction into
individually evaluable edits, and introduce a novel rollback reward that evaluates
each edit by comparing downstream execution under the original and edited skills
on an anchored query. Extensive experiments show that Skill-α generates more
effective skills than methods based on heuristics or pipelines in both document-
to-skill and experience-to-skill settings. Under the main GPT-4o worker, Skill-α
improves average downstream success rates over the strongest skill-generation
baseline by 3.3 points on CL-Bench and 6.7 points on tau2-bench. Further ablations
validate the importance of rollback reward and progressive generation. Code is
available at https://github.com/ejhshen/skill-alpha.

1 INTRODUCTION

Recent large language model (LLM) agents (Luo et al., 2025; Wang et al., 2024) are usually expected
to solve tasks that require multi-step reasoning (Plaat et al., 2026), long-horizon planning (Huang
et al., 2024), and reliable tool use (Shen, 2024). A practical way to extend these agents is to provide
external skills that condition inference and guide how the agent decomposes tasks, invokes tools,
and checks intermediate results (Wang et al., 2025a; 2023; Shen et al., 2026). As skills become
reusable modules for shaping agent behavior without retraining the model, automatically generating
high-quality skills from documents or experience becomes an important problem (Anthropic, 2025).

Existing skill generation methods largely rely on heuristics, prompting, or pipeline-style consolida-
tion. Document-to-skill methods compress documents, rules, or task descriptions into procedural
instructions (Si et al., 2026; Yang et al., 2026), while experience-to-skill methods distill successful
or failed executions into reusable guidance (Ni et al., 2026; Mi et al., 2026). Although effective in
specific settings, these methods usually require separate designs for different evidence sources and
provide limited guidance on how each piece of evidence should change the skill being written. Thus,
the central challenge is not only to produce skill text, but to learn a unified skill generation process.

However, learning to generate skills is difficult because skills do not have a natural supervision
signal based on relevance or correctness. Unlike mathematical reasoning, web search, or memory
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management, where outputs can often be evaluated against explicit factual answers or execution
results (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2025; Jin et al., 2025; Yan et al., 2025), the quality of a skill lacks
a similarly direct supervision signal and is often assessed through its effect on downstream task
performance. A fluent skill may still be redundant, over-specific, or misleading, while a compact edit
may substantially improve the worker agent’s behavior (Huang et al., 2026; Zhou et al., 2026). This
makes execution-grounded credit assignment the key obstacle to learning-based skill generation.

To address this issue, we propose Skill-α, a reinforcement learning method for progressive agent
skill generation. We decompose skill construction into a sequence of local edit decisions, allowing
downstream execution feedback to be assigned to individual edits. Specifically, given a skill draft and
new evidence, the generator learns whether to add new procedures, revise imprecise rules, merge
redundant guidance, remove harmful or over-specific content, or leave the skill unchanged. We
introduce rollback reward as the key training signal. After a candidate edit is applied, the original
and edited skills are evaluated on the same evidence-related anchored query and compared by a
benchmark-specific verifier, so that the reward reflects the local effect of changing the skill condition.
In this way, Skill-α turns skill generation pipelines into a unified learning problem over local skill
edits, enabling the skill generator to be trained with reinforcement learning.

We evaluate Skill-α in both document- and experience-to-skill settings. Under the GPT-4o worker,
Skill-α improves average downstream success rates over the strongest baselines by 3.3 points on
CL-Bench (Dou et al., 2026) and 6.7 points on tau2-bench (Barres et al., 2026). Ablations validate the
importance of rollback reward and progressive generation, and analysis further shows that progressive
generation is robust to evidence reordering while depending more strongly on evidence granularity.

Overall, our contributions are threefold. First, we formulate agent skill generation as a progressive
decision-making problem, unifying document-to-skill and experience-to-skill generation under a sin-
gle learning framework. Second, we introduce rollback reward, which provides execution-grounded
credit assignment for local skill edits. Third, we empirically show that Skill-α produces effective
skills from heterogeneous evidence sources, with ablations and analyses validating the roles of
rollback reward and progressive generation.

2 RELATED WORK

Agent Skills. Agent skills are reusable procedural modules that condition the inference process of
an agent and reshape its behavior on downstream tasks (Anthropic, 2025). Recent work has studied
skills from multiple perspectives, including skill evolution (Shen et al., 2026; Xia et al., 2026; Ouyang
et al., 2026), selection (Zeng et al., 2026; Liu et al., 2026; Zheng et al., 2026), utilization (Wang et al.,
2023; 2025a), and internalization (Wang et al., 2026b). These studies show that skills are functional
units that can guide planning, tool use, and long-horizon task solving (Wang et al., 2026c;d; Xu &
Nie, 2025). Because of this role, more attention has shifted toward skill generation and acquisition (Si
et al., 2026; Yang et al., 2026; Ni et al., 2026; Mi et al., 2026) and benchmark evaluation (Huang
et al., 2026; Zhou et al., 2026; Li et al., 2026). Skill-α follows this direction by treating automatic
external-skill generation as the target of learning.

Skill Generation and Acquisition. Skill generation and acquisition focus on producing reusable
skill modules from evidence sources such as documents, task contexts, experience, and execution
trajectories. Early work explored converting verifier feedback into reusable procedural memory,
including ExpeL (Zhao et al., 2024) and Agent Workflow Memory (Wang et al., 2025c). Subsequent
work has studied automatic skill construction through prompt-based skill creation (Anthropic, 2026).
More recent pipeline-based skill generation systems generally fall into two categories. For document-
to-skill settings, Ctx2Skill (Si et al., 2026) and AutoSkill (Yang et al., 2026) aim to compress task
documents, rules, or contexts into executable procedural instructions; for experience-to-skill settings,
Trace2Skill (Ni et al., 2026), SkillX (Wang et al., 2026a), and SkillPro (Mi et al., 2026) distill
trajectories, feedback, or hierarchical experience into reusable skill knowledge. These methods
automate skill acquisition but rely on heuristic or pipeline-style consolidation tailored to specific
evidence types. In contrast, Skill-α formulates skill generation as a progressive decision process,
enabling one learned generator to operate over heterogeneous evidence sources.

Reinforcement Learning for External Module Optimization. Reinforcement learning (RL) has
become a common approach for optimizing LLM agents to enhance slow-thinking reasoning capa-
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bilities (Schulman et al., 2017; DeepSeek-AI et al., 2025; Yu et al., 2025; Shen et al., 2025; Cheng
et al., 2025). Beyond optimizing the acting policy itself, recent work also applies RL to external
module management. In tool-use and web-search settings, RL is used to improve how agents invoke
external tools (Li et al., 2025; Singh et al., 2025), interact with environments (Cheng et al., 2025;
Zhao et al., 2026), and use search results (Qi et al., 2024; Jin et al., 2025) to complete complex tasks.
Another line of work uses RL to optimize external memory operations, including Memory-R1 (Yan
et al., 2025) and Mem-α (Wang et al., 2025b). However, skill generation differs from both tool-use
optimization and memory management because tool-use and memory-management decisions can
often be judged by factual correctness or relevance. By contrast, a skill is a procedural module
whose value is expressed largely through how it changes the worker agent’s future behavior. Skill-α
addresses this problem by introducing rollback reward for skill generation, which compares local
skill edits against the current skill on the same anchored query and trains the generator with an
execution-grounded signal.

3 PRELIMINARIES

LLM Agent. We model a worker agent as a fixed policy πψ that interacts with an environment
to solve a task. Given a task instruction or context q, the worker produces an execution trajectory
τ = (o1, a1, . . . , oT , aT ), where ot and at denote the observation and action at step t. An external
skill z is inserted into the worker context. The skill-conditioned worker induces the trajectory
distribution πψ(τ | z, q). In this work, πψ is not the training target. We instead train a skill-editing
policy πϕ that samples a local edit action At conditioned on the current skill state and source evidence
at each step. Applying these actions progressively produces the skill z that conditions the fixed
worker on downstream tasks.

Group Relative Policy Optimization. Group Relative Policy Optimization (GRPO) (DeepSeek-AI
et al., 2025) is used to optimize the skill generator. For an input X , GRPO samples a group of
edit actions {Ai}Gi=1 from the old policy πϕold

and assigns each action a scalar reward ri. The
group-relative advantage is Âi =

ri−mean({r1,...,rG})
std({r1,...,rG}) . The policy is then optimized with the clipped

objective

JGRPO(ϕ) = E

[
1

G

G∑
i=1

(
min

(
ρi(ϕ)Âi, clip(ρi(ϕ), 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ)Âi

)
− βDKL(πϕ∥πref)

)]
, (1)

where ρi(ϕ) =
πϕ(Ai|X)
πϕold

(Ai|X) , πref is the reference policy, and ϵ, β are hyperparameters.

Skill Generation Formalization. For each task family M, let p⋆M denote a conceptual high-quality
teacher behavior distribution. Let x1:T denote a sequence of T evidence units (e.g., documents,
task contexts, or execution traces) induced by a source query q′ from the same task family, i.e.,
x1:T ∼ p⋆M(· | q′). Given an initial skill state z0, the skill-editing policy πϕ samples local edit actions
whose progressive application induces a distribution π̄ϕ(· | x1:T , z0) over the final skill z. The value
of a generated skill is defined by how it changes the behavior distribution of the fixed worker agent
πψ(τ | z, q) on a held-out target query q from the same task family, where typically q′ ̸= q. The ideal
objective of skill generation is

min
ϕ

EM,q′,x1:T∼p⋆M(·|q′),q,z∼π̄ϕ(·|x1:T ,z0) [DKL(p
⋆
M(τ | q) ∥ πψ(τ | z, q))] . (2)

This objective formalizes skill generation as learning to construct a skill from source evidence induced
by q′ so that the fixed worker moves toward high-quality behavior on a held-out target query q. Since
the teacher behavior distribution p⋆M(τ | q) is unavailable, this ideal objective cannot be directly
optimized and must be approximated through an indirect but related reward signal.

4 METHOD: SKILL-α

To approximate the ideal objective in Eq. 2, we develop Skill-α as a trainable framework. It is a
for progressive skill generation framework. In the following subsections, we will introduce how
decompose skill generation into local edits in Section 4.1, introduce rollback reward for edit-level
credit assignment in Section 4.2, and present the training implementation in Section 4.3. We illustrate
the overall framework in Figure 1.
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Inference: Progressive Skill Generation Training: Reinforcement Learning with Rollback Reward

Skill Generator Worker

Controled Skill Edited Skill

Edited Skill

Edited Skill

Compare edited outcomes 
against controled outcomes

GRPO update

sampled 
action group

......

rollback reward
Evidence

Initial Skill

Evidence

Updated Skill

Evidence

Updated Skill Final Skill

Figure 1: An overview of Skill-α. Left: during inference, Skill-α reads evidence sequentially and
applies a sequence of local edit actions to progressively generate the skill from the initial state z0 to
the final skill zT . Right: during training, the skill generator samples a group of candidate actions
from the current skill state, constructs the corresponding edited skills, and evaluates them on the same
evidence-related anchored query with a benchmark-specific verifier; the resulting rollback rewards
are then used for the GRPO update.

4.1 PROGRESSIVE SKILL GENERATION

Ideally, a generator should read all source evidence x1:T induced by q′ and produce a complete skill
in one shot, regardless of the generation strategy. In practice, the source evidence often exceeds
the context window of an LLM because individual units are too long or the sequence contains too
many units, causing key information to be missed. Moreover, one-shot skill generation entangles
several operations, including abstraction, denoising, conflict resolution, and compression, which
makes credit assignment weak and training difficult. To address this issue, we construct the skill
through a sequence of local edit decisions rather than one-shot generation. Starting from an initial
skill z0, the generator reads evidence sequentially and updates the current skill one step at a time, i.e.,

At ∼ πϕ(· | zt−1, xt), zt = Edit(zt−1, At). (3)

Here, At is a local edit conditioned on the current skill state zt−1 and the evidence xt, and Edit(·)
applies this edit to obtain the next skill state zt. After T steps, the final skill zT is a sample from the
induced distribution π̄ϕ(· | x1:T , z0) in Eq. 2.

This progressive formulation covers both document-to-skill and experience-to-skill settings and
reduces skill generation to a unified local decision problem, i.e., how should each evidence unit be
used to edit the current skill so that the fixed worker πψ performs better on held-out target queries?
We use a rollback reward to provide supervision for these edit decisions.

4.2 ACTION SPACE AND ROLLBACK REWARD

We define the edit action space A = {CREATE, UPDATE, MERGE, PRUNE, NOOP}. Each sampled
action edits a single skill artifact. CREATE adds missing rules or procedures; UPDATE fixes incomplete
or inaccurate rules; MERGE consolidates overlapping content; PRUNE removes misleading, overly
specific, or redundant content; and NOOP leaves the skill unchanged when the current evidence
provides no useful new information.

The remaining challenge is edit-level reward assignment. Directly rewarding an edit by rolling out the
worker agent with the edited skill is insufficient, since a correct downstream answer may come from
the capability of the worker agent or from an easy query, rather than from the edit itself. We therefore
introduce rollback reward, which assigns credit by comparing the old and edited skills on the same
evidence-related anchored query. For an edit decision at step t, we attach an anchored query qanct
selected from queries associated with the same evidence source, together with a benchmark-specific
verifier Vt. After applying At to obtain zt, the fixed worker answers the same anchored query under
the original and edited skills:

actrlt ∼ πψ(· | qanct , zt−1), aeditt ∼ πψ(· | qanct , zt) . (4)

The verifier then assigns scalar feedback to the two outcomes, i.e., rctrlt = Vt(actrlt ) and reditt =
Vt(aeditt ). In our main setup, CL-Bench uses official task-specific rubrics, while SpreadsheetBench
and tau2-bench use direct benchmark-side environment feedback on the same anchored evaluation
query. In GRPO training, rollback rewards are assigned within each sampled action group. For a
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system: Skill generation action policy.
user:
## Current SKILL.md
<skill> current skill content </skill>
## Evidence
<evidence> serialized source evidence </evidence>

assistant:
<think> evidence-grounded diagnosis and edit rationale </think>
<action> {"action": "...", ...} </action>

Table 1: Training template for Skill-α. The policy writes a reasoning trace and one structured edit
action for the current skill and evidence.

Algorithm 1 Reinforcement Learning with Rollback Reward for Skill-α

1: Inputs: local editing-state dataset D, skill generator πϕ, fixed worker πψ , group size G.
2: for each local editing state (zt−1, xt, q

anc
t ,Vt) ∈ D do

3: Evaluate the control skill zt−1 on the anchored query qanct and obtain rctrlt .
4: Sample G candidate edit actions {A(i)

t }Gi=1 from πϕold
(· | zt−1, xt).

5: for i = 1, 2, . . . , G do
6: Apply A

(i)
t to the current skill and obtain z

(i)
t .

7: Evaluate the edited skill z(i)t on the same anchored query qanct and obtain reditt,i .
8: end for
9: Compute the rollback rewards {Rrb(A

(i)
t )}Gi=1 with Eq. 5, including the NOOP fallback rule.

10: Update πϕ on the candidate group using GRPO as defined in Eq. 1.
11: end for
12: Return: Optimized skill generator πϕ.

sampled candidate A
(i)
t , we write its edited verifier output as reditt,i . Formally,

Rrb(A
(i)
t ) =


1, if A(i)

t ̸= NOOP and reditt,i > rctrlt ,

1, if A(i)
t = NOOP and no other valid sampled edit achieves

a verifier output larger than rctrlt ,

0, otherwise.

(5)

This local reward is used during RL for edit-level credit assignment, while full-task execution remains
the evaluation target. Appendix A shows that expected rollback reward preserves ideal-preference
rankings under a calibrated verifier and gives an exact success-probability ordering for a binary
verifier, providing a local justification for group-relative optimization.

4.3 TRAINING IMPLEMENTATION

We train πϕ as a structured skill-editing policy rather than a task-solving policy by initializing it from
instruction-tuned Qwen3-8B (Yang et al., 2025), warming it up with supervised skill-editing data, and
then optimizing it with GRPO. Each training unit contains the current skill zt−1, a serialized evidence
batch xt, and an anchored query qanct with its verifier Vt for rollback evaluation. As shown in Table 1,
the policy outputs a reasoning trace and one structured edit action for this local editing state. The
input construction is shared across both evidence types. For document-to-skill, short contexts are
edited directly, while long contexts are decomposed into ordered natural segments and processed
progressively. For experience-to-skill, evidence is built from GPT-4o trajectories sampled on the
same training split used for Skill-α, then serialized into a compact standardized view that preserves
the task identity, key steps, and environment feedback. In the main setting, each experience batch
contains up to 4 traces, each trace contributes at most 8 steps and 3,000 characters, and the prompt
budget is capped at 8,192 tokens. This shared serialization keeps the local editing state within context
limits while exposing comparable evidence structure across benchmarks.

During the SFT stage, the warm-up data is synthesized by DeepSeek-V4-Pro (DeepSeek-AI et al.,
2026) from the training splits of CL-Bench, SpreadsheetBench, and tau2-bench. We keep only filtered
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edit trajectories that follow the shared <think>+<action> format, so that the policy learns the
action syntax, local edit structure, and basic evidence-grounded editing behavior under the same
interface used later in RL. The resulting checkpoint is then used to initialize GRPO.

After warm-up, we optimize the policy with GRPO while keeping the worker agent fixed as GPT-
4o (OpenAI, 2024). For a local editing state (zt−1, xt), the old policy samples a group of candidate
actions A(1)

t , . . . , A
(G)
t ∼ πϕold

(· | zt−1, xt). The current skill is evaluated once on the anchored
query to obtain the control score rctrlt , and each edited skill is then evaluated with the same worker
and verifier to obtain reditt,1 , . . . , reditt,G . For CL-Bench, Vt is a GPT-5.5 (OpenAI, 2026) rubric judge
instantiated with the official task-specific evaluation rules. For SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench,
Vt is the direct benchmark-side environment feedback returned by the same anchored execution
interface. These scores are converted into rollback rewards by Eq. 5. This design trains the policy
on local edit states rather than directly optimizing a full generation trajectory, which keeps reward
assignment aligned with the progressive formulation in Section 4.1.

For training, SFT uses 8 GPUs, a training batch size of 32, a micro-batch size of 1 per GPU, a
maximum sequence length of 32,768, a learning rate of 5× 10−6, a weight decay of 0.01, a warmup
ratio of 0.05, cosine scheduling, and 3 epochs. GRPO uses a group size of G = 8, a training batch size
of 8, an actor learning rate of 5× 10−7, a rollout temperature of 1.0, an entropy coefficient of 0.001,
a maximum prompt length of 8,192, a maximum response length of 32,768, and a maximum model
length of 40,960, with KL regularization disabled. The overall procedure is shown in Algorithm 1.
More detailed implementation details, including exact evidence preprocessing, anchored-query
construction, and verifier protocols, are given in Appendix B.1.

5 EXPERIMENTS

5.1 EVALUATION SETUP

Benchmarks and Baselines. We evaluate Skill-α in both document- and experience-to-skill settings.
For document-to-skill, we use CL-Bench (Dou et al., 2026). Training uses Rule System Application
and Procedural Task Execution as source categories, and evaluation reports held-out tasks from these
two categories together with the unseen categories Domain Knowledge Reasoning and Empirical
Discovery & Simulation. Since CL-Bench is evaluated with LLM-as-judge under task-specific rubrics,
we use GPT-5.5 as the CL-Bench judge for all reported results. We compare against NO SKILL,
Anthropic Skill-Creator (Anthropic, 2026), Progressive Prompt Skill, Ctx2Skill (Si et al., 2026), and
AutoSkill (Yang et al., 2026). For experience-to-skill, we use SpreadsheetBench (Ma et al., 2024) and
tau2-bench (Barres et al., 2026). SpreadsheetBench tests execution-based spreadsheet manipulation,
while tau2-bench tests workflow skill reuse across Airline, Retail, and Telecom. The experience
baselines are NO SKILL, Anthropic Skill-Creator, Progressive Prompt Skill, ExpeL (Zhao et al., 2024),
Agent Workflow Memory (AWM) (Wang et al., 2025c), Trace2Skill (Ni et al., 2026), SkillX (Wang
et al., 2026a), and SkillPro (Mi et al., 2026). Baseline details are provided in Appendix B.2.

Evaluation. All methods follow the same source-evidence and held-out-task protocol. For document-
to-skill, every method receives the same source contexts and is evaluated on the same held-out tasks
after injecting the generated skill into the worker. For experience-to-skill, the source trajectories are
sampled once by GPT-4o on the benchmark training split, and this source split is exactly the trajectory
training split used by Skill-α; all automatic baselines receive the same trajectories, tool observations,
and execution feedback for skill construction. We report same-worker evaluation with GPT-4o and
cross-worker transfer to Claude-Sonnet-4.5 (Anthropic, 2025). Note that Claude-Sonnet-4.5 is used
only as a downstream worker that consumes the same skills generated from the GPT-4o trajectory
pool. We report pass rates on CL-Bench, SpreadsheetBench, and tau2-bench. Detailed benchmark
splits, worker settings, and leakage-prevention rules are given in Appendix C.

5.2 MAIN RESULTS

Document-to-skill. Table 2 shows that Skill-α achieves stable context-compression and skill-
construction performance on CL-Bench. Under GPT-4o, the largest gain appears on Procedural
Task Execution, where Skill-α improves from 4.30 without skills to 9.68, substantially exceeding
Anthropic Skill-Creator (5.38), AutoSkill (3.23), and Ctx2Skill (4.30). This suggests that Skill-α
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Table 2: Document-to-skill results on CL-Bench. Avg. is the unweighted average over the four
CL-Bench categories. All numbers are pass rates (%), and ↑ indicates that higher is better. Skills
are generated from source contexts and then reused on held-out tasks under both worker backbones;
Claude-Sonnet-4.5 is used only as a transfer worker. Best and second-best results within each
backbone block are in bold and underlined.

Method
CL-Bench ↑

Rule System
Application

Procedural Task
Execution

Domain Knowledge
Reasoning

Empirical Discovery
& Simulation Avg.

Backbone: GPT-4o

NO SKILL 21.82 4.30 5.13 3.02 8.57
Anthropic Skill-Creator 14.55 5.38 4.07 4.02 7.01
Progressive Prompt Skill 16.36 4.30 3.77 4.02 7.11
AutoSkill 15.45 3.23 3.77 3.02 6.37
Ctx2Skill 15.82 4.30 3.02 5.13 7.07
Skill-α 20.91 9.68 5.88 5.03 10.38

Backbone: Claude-Sonnet-4.5

NO SKILL 17.27 2.15 4.83 6.53 7.70
Anthropic Skill-Creator 15.45 1.08 4.68 8.04 7.31
Progressive Prompt Skill 18.18 2.15 4.68 6.53 7.89
AutoSkill 19.09 1.08 5.88 7.54 8.40
Ctx2Skill 18.18 2.15 7.54 4.98 8.21
Skill-α 19.09 3.22 7.84 8.04 9.55

Table 3: Experience-to-skill results on SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench. tau2-bench Avg. is the
unweighted average over Airline, Retail, and Telecom. All numbers are pass rates (%), and ↑ indicates
that higher is better. Skills are generated from the shared GPT-4o trajectory pool and then reused on
held-out tasks under both worker backbones; Claude-Sonnet-4.5 is used only as a transfer worker.
Best and second-best results within each backbone block are in bold and underlined.

Method SpreadsheetBench ↑ tau2-bench ↑
Airline Retail Telecom Avg.

Backbone: GPT-4o

NO SKILL 18.00 40.00 47.50 12.50 33.33
Anthropic Skill-Creator 26.00 55.00 60.00 7.50 40.83
Progressive Prompt Skill 18.00 45.00 60.00 10.00 38.33
ExpeL 18.50 55.00 70.00 12.50 45.83
AWM 20.00 40.00 72.50 15.00 42.50
Trace2Skill 19.00 45.00 67.50 12.50 41.67
SkillX 18.50 50.00 80.00 8.00 46.00
SkillPro 15.50 55.00 72.50 20.00 49.17
Skill-α 27.50 65.00 80.00 22.50 55.83

Backbone: Claude-Sonnet-4.5

NO SKILL 26.00 65.00 85.00 40.00 63.33
Anthropic Skill-Creator 20.00 80.00 80.00 37.50 65.83
Progressive Prompt Skill 13.50 55.00 87.50 42.50 61.67
ExpeL 31.00 60.00 85.50 40.00 61.83
AWM 25.00 65.00 85.50 32.50 61.00
Trace2Skill 20.00 70.00 86.00 32.50 62.83
SkillX 31.50 75.00 85.00 35.00 65.00
SkillPro 20.50 60.00 87.00 45.00 64.00
Skill-α 31.50 80.00 86.00 45.00 70.33

is not merely shortening long contexts but turning procedural constraints into executable skills. On
Domain Knowledge Reasoning and Empirical Discovery & Simulation, it is best or near-best, while
on Rule System Application it remains close to the NO SKILL baseline, indicating that the generated
skills preserve information useful for both procedural and reasoning-heavy tasks. Under Claude-
Sonnet-4.5, Skill-α is best or tied-best on all four categories and achieves the highest CL-Bench
average. Since Claude already has a relatively strong NO SKILL baseline, these gains indicate that
the generated skills not only fit the backbone used for skill construction but also provide reusable
structured knowledge that transfers to another strong worker.

Experience-to-skill. Table 3 shows that the advantage of Skill-α is even clearer in experience-to-skill.
Under GPT-4o, it is best or tied-best on every reported metric, improving SpreadsheetBench from
18.00 to 27.50, Airline from 40.00 to 65.00, and Telecom from 12.50 to 22.50, while matching the
best Retail result of 80.00 and achieving a tau2-bench average of 55.83. These gains suggest that
Skill-α learns reusable execution strategies rather than merely recording experience or writing static
rules. Under Claude-Sonnet-4.5, Skill-α remains best or tied-best on SpreadsheetBench, Airline,
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（a）Reward Dynamics of Different Ablation Variants during Training （b）Distribution of Rollout Actions

Figure 2: Training dynamics and rollout action distribution under the main ablations. Left: training
reward over RL steps for Skill-α and its RL ablations. Right: action distribution accumulated over
rollout steps. “SFT only” is omitted because it has no RL rollout trajectory.

Telecom, and the tau2-bench average, and stays close on Retail, showing that the learned skills
transfer across workers even though Claude only consumes GPT-4o-generated skills.

Necessity of Training. To test whether training is necessary, we compare against two strong prompt
baselines, i.e., Anthropic Skill-Creator and Progressive Prompt Skill. They can be competitive on
individual columns, reaching 26.00 on SpreadsheetBench and 55.00 on Airline under GPT-4o, and
87.50 on Retail under Claude-Sonnet-4.5, but their gains are unstable across tasks and workers.
Anthropic drops to 7.50 on Telecom, below the NO SKILL baseline of 12.50, and Progressive drops
to 13.50 on SpreadsheetBench, far below the NO SKILL baseline of 26.00. Since Progressive already
performs iterative refinement, the more consistent gains of Skill-α indicate that training a skill-editing
policy is necessary rather than repeatedly applying a fixed prompt.

Generalization Across Evidence Sources and Workers. Taken together, the two main tables support
the central claim of this paper. Most baselines are evidence-source specific. AutoSkill and Ctx2Skill
are designed for document evidence, whereas Trace2Skill, ExpeL, AWM, SkillX, and SkillPro are
designed for experience evidence. In contrast, Skill-α uses one progressive skill editing framework
across both sources and remains strong in both settings. The cross-worker results provide a second
form of generalization evidence. Gains are larger under GPT-4o, suggesting that the generated skills
effectively supplement the backbone used for skill construction. At the same time, the same skills
remain useful under Claude-Sonnet-4.5, which indicates that Skill-α is learning externally usable
task-solving knowledge rather than a worker-specific prompt shortcut.

5.3 ABLATION STUDY AND TRAINING DYNAMICS

We study four ablations under the same evaluation protocol. “SFT only” removes RL and keeps only
the supervised warm start. “w/o rollback reward” replaces rollback reward with direct verifier reward.
“w/o MERGE/PRUNE” removes the structural consolidation and deletion actions from the edit space.
“w/o NOOP” removes the abstention action and forces every step to modify the current skill.

Table 4: Ablation study. CL-Bench Avg. averages the
four CL-Bench categories, and tau2-bench Avg. averages
Airline, Retail, and Telecom. All numbers are pass rates
(%).

Variant CL-Bench Avg. ↑ SpreadsheetBench ↑ tau2-bench Avg. ↑
Skill-α 10.38 27.50 55.83
SFT only 3.46 15.50 44.17
w/o rollback reward 3.68 17.00 46.67
w/o MERGE/PRUNE 4.74 20.00 39.17
w/o NOOP 9.55 22.00 53.33

Ablation Performance. Table 4 shows
that the full model is strongest on all
three benchmarks, with gains of +6.92,
+12.00, and +11.66 over “SFT only”,
which confirms that the benefit does not
come from learning the output format
alone. Without rollback reward, perfor-
mance stays close to “SFT only” at 3.68,
17.00, and 46.67, which makes rollback
reward the key signal tying a local edit
to downstream improvement. Remov-
ing MERGE/PRUNE also causes a clear drop, especially on the tau2-bench average (39.17), showing
that skill construction requires explicit consolidation and deletion rather than continual accumulation
alone. Removing NOOP still leaves a relatively strong model at 9.55, 22.00, and 53.33, which rules
out a trivial no-edit explanation, but the full model remains consistently better, indicating that NOOP
is useful as a calibrated action when the current skill is already adequate.
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Training Dynamics and Edit Behavior. Figure 2 explains the ablation results from a complementary
perspective. The full model does not start with the highest reward, but improves gradually over
training, which suggests that it is learning a better editing strategy rather than exploiting a fixed
shortcut. Its action distribution is also balanced. Specifically, CREATE is the dominant action, but
UPDATE, MERGE, PRUNE, and NOOP all remain active, indicating a mixed policy that both adds
and maintains the skill. By contrast, removing rollback reward produces a noisier, flatter reward
trajectory and an action distribution dominated by NOOP, consistent with a conservative no-edit
policy under weak credit assignment. Removing MERGE/PRUNE yields short-term reward gains but
weaker later-stage behavior, which matches the view that creation alone cannot prevent redundant or
conflicting skills from accumulating. Removing NOOP still preserves active editing and a relatively
strong reward curve, confirming that Skill-α does not rely on abstention as a shortcut, but its lower
downstream scores show that forced edits still introduce avoidable noise.

5.4 ANALYSIS ON EVIDENCE

Evidence Order. Table 5 first studies evidence order while fixing the batch size to 4, so only the
ordering changes and the evidence pool remains the same. Here, source order preserves the original
source sequence, shuffled order randomly permutes the same evidence units, and reverse order flips
that sequence. The effect of order is visible but not decisive. These results indicate that Skill-α is
fairly robust to evidence order and does not simply rely on one fixed trajectory arrangement. At the
same time, the weaker shuffled result on tau2 suggests that local continuity can still help progressive
editing when adjacent evidence units refine related workflow structure.

Table 5: Analysis of evidence order and batch
size. tau2-bench Avg. averages Airline, Retail,
and Telecom. All numbers are pass rates (%).

Variant SpreadsheetBench ↑ tau2-bench Avg. ↑
Evidence order

Source order 27.50 55.83
Shuffled order 28.00 51.67
Reverse order 26.00 57.50

Evidence batch size

1 evidence unit / step 22.00 47.50
2 evidence units / step 23.50 53.33
4 evidence units / step 27.50 55.83
8 evidence units / step 20.00 48.33

Evidence Batch Size. The same table then varies
batch size while fixing the order to source order.
Here the effect is much stronger. The best set-
ting uses 4 evidence units per step, while both
smaller and larger batches degrade performance.
This pattern shows that progressive skill genera-
tion depends on evidence granularity rather than
on simply exposing as much evidence as possible
at once. When the batch is too small, the editor
becomes myopic and tends to overreact to local
failures or trajectory-specific details, which makes
the skill easier to fragment into narrow updates.
When the batch is too large, the editor becomes
overloaded because multiple patterns, failures, and
candidate edits are mixed together, weakening edit-level focus and making credit assignment less
clear. A moderate batch gives the best trade-off because it provides enough shared pattern support
for abstraction while still keeping the editing target local and controllable. This also clarifies that
Skill-α needs sufficient but not excessive evidence at each step to support reusable abstraction during
progressive generation.

6 CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

We present Skill-α, a reinforcement learning framework that formulates skill generation as a progres-
sive editing process over a single evolving skill artifact and trains local edit decisions with rollback
reward on held-out evaluation anchors. In this way, Skill-α optimizes skill generation based on how a
skill edit changes downstream worker behavior rather than on textual plausibility alone. Experiments
on CL-Bench, SpreadsheetBench, and tau2-bench show that Skill-α produces more effective skills
than prompting-based and pipeline-style baselines in both document-to-skill and experience-to-skill
settings, and that these gains transfer across worker backbones. Ablation and training-dynamics
analyses further show that the benefit comes from rollback-grounded learning together with the
full edit space, while additional analysis shows that progressive generation is robust to evidence
reordering but depends more strongly on using a moderate evidence batch size. A current limitation is
that the reward and verifier interface is still benchmark-dependent, and the current skill representation
is text-based. Future work can extend it to stronger and more general verifiers, richer multimodal
skill formats, and longer-horizon training signals that go beyond local rollback comparisons.
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The appendix is organized as follows:
• Appendix A presents the theoretical analysis of Skill-α.
• Appendix B describes the detailed implementation of Skill-α and baselines.
• Appendix C describes the detailed experimental setup.
• Appendix D presents all prompts used in training, evaluation, and skill expansion.
• Appendix E discusses the limitations of Skill-α.

A THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

This section analyzes the rollback reward used in Section 4.2. We first establish its exact pairwise
interpretation and then give sufficient conditions under which it preserves ideal-preference and
binary-success ordering. We finally characterize the group-dependent NOOP reward. The analysis
concerns the local ranking signal used by GRPO.

Fix a local editing state, including the current skill, anchored query, worker, verifier, and evaluation
protocol, and condition on a sampled group of valid actions. Let rctrl be the verifier output under
the current skill and rediti the output under the skill produced by a non-NOOP action A(i). Following
Eq. 5, its reward is

Ri = 1
[
rediti > rctrl

]
. (A1)

Assumption A.1. The control and edited branches use the same anchored query, worker policy,
verifier, environment configuration, and sampling protocol. Conditional on the local editing state
and candidate skills, the branch rollouts are mutually independent, and the skill condition is the only
systematic difference between the control branch and each edited branch.
Lemma A.2. For every non-NOOP candidate A(i), the expected rollback reward is

E[Ri] = Pr
(
rediti > rctrl

)
. (A2)

Thus, one rollback comparison is a Bernoulli sample whose mean is the verifier pairwise win
probability of the edited skill against the control skill.

Proof. Equation A1 defines Ri as the indicator of the event rediti > rctrl. Taking its expectation gives

E[Ri] = E
[
1
[
rediti > rctrl

]]
= Pr

(
rediti > rctrl

)
. (A3)

This completes the proof.

Let Y ⋆
i ∈ {0, 1} denote the ideal pairwise judgment on the anchored query, where Y ⋆

i = 1 means
that the edited rollout better satisfies the task criterion than the control rollout. Let p⋆i = Pr(Y ⋆

i = 1)
denote the corresponding ideal-preference probability. We use the following calibration condition to
relate the implemented verifier comparison to this latent judgment.
Assumption A.3. For a fixed local editing state, the verifier has candidate-independent false-positive
and false-negative rates η+, η− ∈ [0, 1) such that

Pr(Ri = 1 | Y ⋆
i = 0) = η+, Pr(Ri = 0 | Y ⋆

i = 1) = η−, (A4)

for every valid non-NOOP candidate, where η+ + η− < 1. A verifier that exactly implements the
ideal preference is the special case η+ = η− = 0.
Lemma A.4. Under Assumption A.1 and Assumption A.3, the expected rollback reward satisfies

E[Ri] = η+ + (1− η+ − η−)p
⋆
i . (A5)

Consequently, for any two non-NOOP candidates,

E[Ri] > E[Rj ] ⇐⇒ p⋆i > p⋆j . (A6)

Proof. Assumption A.1 ensures that the verifier and ideal judgments refer to the same local comparison.
Since Ri is binary, E[Ri] = Pr(Ri = 1). By the law of total probability and Assumption A.3,

Pr(Ri = 1) = Pr(Ri = 1 | Y ⋆
i = 1)Pr(Y ⋆

i = 1) + Pr(Ri = 1 | Y ⋆
i = 0)Pr(Y ⋆

i = 0)

= (1− η−)p
⋆
i + η+(1− p⋆i )

= η+ + (1− η+ − η−)p
⋆
i .

(A7)

Because 1− η+ − η− > 0, Eq. A5 is strictly increasing in p⋆i , which proves Eq. A6. This completes
the proof.
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Lemma A.5. Suppose the verifier is the exact binary success indicator. Let β0 be the worker success
probability under the control skill and βi the success probability under the skill produced by A(i).
Under Assumption A.1,

E[Ri] = (1− β0)βi. (A8)
Consequently, if β0 < 1, then for any two candidate edits,

E[Ri] > E[Rj ] ⇐⇒ βi > βj . (A9)

Proof. For an exact binary verifier, Ri = 1 precisely when the edited rollout succeeds and the control
rollout fails. Assumption A.1 therefore gives

Pr(Ri = 1) = Pr(rediti = 1)Pr(rctrl = 0) (A10)
= βi(1− β0). (A11)

The common factor 1− β0 is positive when β0 < 1, which proves Eq. A9. This completes the proof.

Lemma A.6. Let I be the set of valid non-NOOP candidates in a sampled group. If I is nonempty,
then for an arbitrary scalar verifier, the expected NOOP reward is

E[Rnoop] = Pr

(
max
i∈I

rediti ≤ rctrl
)
. (A12)

Under Assumption A.1, let Fi(c) = Pr(rediti ≤ c) denote the verifier-score CDF of candidate i. Then

E[Rnoop] = Erctrl

[∏
i∈I

Fi(r
ctrl)

]
. (A13)

In the exact binary setting of Lemma A.5, this expression reduces to

E[Rnoop] = β0 + (1− β0)
∏
i∈I

(1− βi). (A14)

If I is empty, Eq. 5 assigns reward one to NOOP deterministically.

Proof. Equation 5 rewards NOOP precisely when rediti ≤ rctrl for every i ∈ I, which gives Eq. A12.
Conditional on rctrl = c, Assumption A.1 gives

Pr

(
max
i∈I

rediti ≤ c

)
=

∏
i∈I

Fi(c). (A15)

Taking the expectation over the control score proves Eq. A13. For an exact binary verifier, a successful
control cannot be exceeded and contributes probability β0. When the control fails, NOOP is rewarded
only if every edited rollout also fails, which contributes (1− β0)

∏
i∈I(1− βi). This proves Eq. A14

and completes the proof.

Assumption A.1 makes the rollback comparison consistent across the control and edited branches.
Lemma A.2 identifies its exact expected quantity, while Assumption A.3 and Lemma A.4 give
sufficient conditions for this quantity to preserve ideal-preference ordering. Lemma A.5 provides
an exact specialization for binary task success, and Lemma A.6 separately characterizes NOOP as a
group-level fallback rather than an estimator of edit quality. Together, these results justify rollback
reward for its role in local group-relative ranking. Ties and degradations both receive zero reward,
so the reward is not a signed estimate of score improvement, and one comparison remains a noisy
sample of the corresponding win probability. Independent branches are sufficient for the expectations
above, while repeated comparisons can reduce variance without changing the estimand.

B IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS

B.1 SKILL-α SETUP

Policy and Action Format. Skill-α uses the shared skill-generation interface in Table 1 for both
document-to-skill and experience-to-skill. The policy receives the current SKILL.md and serialized
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Action Required fields Intended effect

CREATE sections add one or more missing reusable sections
UPDATE target_title,

new_content
replace one existing section as a whole

MERGE source_titles,
merged_title,
merged_content

consolidate overlapping sections

PRUNE target_title remove harmful or redundant content
NOOP — keep the current skill unchanged

Table A1: Structured action interface for Skill-α. CREATE supports multi-section creation; UPDATE,
MERGE, and PRUNE operate on existing sections; and NOOP preserves the current artifact.

evidence, then emits a short rationale and exactly one structured action. Table A1 specifies the
required fields and editing semantics of the five actions. The action applier normalizes headings and
applies the sampled edit to the current Markdown skill without rewriting it into another action.

Evidence and Anchored Queries. The same edit policy is trained across both evidence regimes,
while benchmark-specific logic appears only in evidence serialization and reward evaluation. For
CL-Bench, evidence is serialized from training contexts. Short contexts are edited directly, while
long contexts are processed as an ordered sequence of natural context segments; after each segment,
the current skill is updated and passed to the next step. Each RL state is paired with a training query
whose task reference belongs to the same source context. We use the task reference attached to
the state without filtering for an initially failed response, and GPT-5.5 scores the control and edited
answers under the corresponding official rubric. The anchored query and rubric are reserved for
rollback evaluation rather than introduced as additional fields in the editing-policy interface. For
SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench, evidence is serialized from training trajectories, tool observations,
final outcomes, and feedback. We construct the anchor pool from unsuccessful or partially successful
trajectories in the same source group, identified by an unsuccessful final status or a score below one,
and shuffle this pool before selecting anchors. The selected anchor is excluded from the evidence
traces in that local state and is used only to compare the control and edited skills through the
benchmark environment. This selection provides local headroom for distinguishing candidate edits
while keeping the anchor in the same task family as the evidence. Each experience batch contains four
source traces in their original order, each trace contributes at most eight steps and 3,000 characters,
and the policy prompt is capped at 8,192 tokens. No final test query is used as an RL anchor.

Training. Training uses two stages. We initialize the policy from instruction-tuned Qwen3-8B and
warm it up before RL. The warm-up data is synthesized by DeepSeek-V4-Pro from the training
splits of CL-Bench, SpreadsheetBench, and tau2-bench. After filtering, the SFT corpus contains
6,481 examples, including 2,188 from CL-Bench, 2,152 from SpreadsheetBench, 730 from tau2
Airline, 708 from tau2 Retail, and 703 from tau2 Telecom. The action distribution is 2,154 CREATE
(33.24%), 1,609 NOOP (24.83%), 1,238 UPDATE (19.10%), 964 PRUNE (14.87%), and 516 MERGE
(7.96%). Every demonstration follows the shared <think>+<action> format. SFT uses 8 GPUs,
a training batch size of 32, a micro-batch size of 1 per GPU, a maximum sequence length of 32,768,
a learning rate of 5× 10−6, a weight decay of 0.01, a warmup ratio of 0.05, cosine scheduling, and
3 epochs. The resulting Qwen3-8B checkpoint initializes GRPO. The RL dataset is organized as
local editing states rather than full unrolled skill-construction trajectories. Each row binds together
the current skill, serialized evidence, one anchored query, and one reward protocol. The final set
contains 2,048 states, comprising 768 CL-Bench states, 512 SpreadsheetBench states, and 256 states
from each tau2-bench domain. This mixture keeps RL focused on edit-level credit assignment while
preserving source diversity. During RL, the policy samples a group of candidate edits, applies each
edit deterministically, and evaluates the resulting candidate skill on the same anchored query used by
the control branch. A non-NOOP candidate receives positive rollback reward only when its verifier
output exceeds the control output, while NOOP is rewarded only when no valid sampled edit does so.

Deterministic Quality Gates. Before reward evaluation, candidate edits pass a set of deterministic
quality checks. Hard failures include malformed action schemas, missing section targets, duplicate
headings, empty post-edit skills after non-NOOP actions, and hidden create-or-merge behavior
expressed through the wrong action type. A NOOP action on an empty current skill is also rejected
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immediately. Failing candidates receive reward 0 without benchmark evaluation. These gates prevent
the policy from exploiting benchmark-specific verifiers through invalid or degenerate edits.

Workers and Verifiers. Rollback reward is always computed using GPT-4o as the fixed worker across
RL training queries. Final benchmark reporting is separate: the main paper evaluates generated skills
with GPT-4o as the same-worker backbone and Claude-Sonnet-4.5 as the transfer backbone. For CL-
Bench, the verifier is GPT-5.5 running the official task-specific rubric protocol. For SpreadsheetBench
and tau2-bench, the verifier signal comes directly from the benchmark-side anchored execution
feedback returned by the environment on the same query.

B.2 BASELINE SETUP

Common Settings. All skill-generation baselines receive the same source contexts or GPT-4o
trajectory pool used by Skill-α and construct one artifact for each source context or experience group.
We preserve each method’s native prompt package, artifact representation, update procedure, and
selection rule; benchmark wrappers only serialize the shared evidence and materialize the resulting
native artifact. Where a method requires an LLM skill writer, we use GPT-4o for a controlled
construction backbone. Except for the internal judge defined by Ctx2Skill, baseline generation does
not query anchored tasks, benchmark-side verifiers, held-out answers, or test feedback.

No Skill. NO SKILL applies no skill-generation procedure. It runs the original CL-Bench messages
or the official SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench task interface without external guidance, providing
the worker-only reference for each backbone.

Anthropic Skill-Creator. We use the complete Anthropic Skill-Creator instructions as the meta
prompt and GPT-4o as the skill generator, with temperature 0.1 and a maximum output length
of 2,600 tokens. On CL-Bench, the 16,384-character context limit reserves 2,500 characters for
prompt overhead, leaving 13,884 characters for each source chunk. Contexts are divided at paragraph
boundaries, with hard splitting for an overlength segment, and chunk-level skills are generated
independently and merged once into one context-level SKILL.md. On SpreadsheetBench and
tau2-bench, each trajectory retains at most eight steps and 5,000 characters under the same context
limit, and successful trajectories precede the remaining trajectories. Overlength groups are divided
into bounded chunks and their partial skills are recursively merged. The final run uses this chunked
procedure rather than the optional full-context mode and performs no parameter updates, rollback
comparisons, or verifier queries during generation.

Progressive Prompt Skill. This baseline replaces the learned editor with a fixed GPT-4o prompt,
using temperature 0.1 and a maximum output length of 2,600 tokens. At each step, the prompt
receives the current skill and the next bounded evidence chunk and returns a revised full skill.
CL-Bench uses the same 16,384-character context limit, 2,500-character prompt reserve, and 13,884-
character source-chunk budget as Anthropic Skill-Creator, with contexts processed in their original
paragraph order. On SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench, each trajectory retains at most eight steps and
5,000 characters under the 16,384-character limit, and successful trajectories precede the remaining
trajectories. The last revision is used directly as the final skill, without rollback reward, parameter
updates, candidate sampling, selection, or a separate merge call.

AutoSkill. We evaluate the native AutoSkill4Doc pipeline on CL-Bench and use GPT-4o as its
extraction model. Each source context is exported as one Markdown document and processed by
the original document ingestion, extraction, compilation, and version-registration stages. We use the
default chunk extraction strategy with a 16,384-character context limit, 3,500 characters per section
and extraction chunk, a 300-character overlap, at most two candidates per unit, and an 8,192-token
extraction output limit. Other extraction and retry settings remain at their defaults. The compiled
artifact is materialized as one context-level SKILL.md; no task query, rubric, or verifier feedback is
available during extraction.

Ctx2Skill. We run the native Ctx2Skill pipeline on CL-Bench and preserve its multi-agent self-play,
candidate improvement, and selection procedure. Long contexts are divided under its 16,384-character
context limit before self-play. The full setting uses two workers, five self-play iterations, and five
generated tasks per chunk. GPT-4o serves as the challenger, reasoner, proposer, and skill generator,
while the method retains the default internal judge and fallback configured by its launcher. The
original API calls do not explicitly set temperature or an output-token limit and therefore use the
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endpoint defaults. The internal judge operates only within Ctx2Skill’s native self-play loop and does
not receive CL-Bench task rubrics or held-out benchmark outcomes. Chunk-level outputs are merged
into one context-level SKILL.md, with no additional selection outside the native pipeline.

Trace2Skill. We run Trace2Skill with its native trajectory-patch construction and conflict-free
consolidation structure, using GPT-4o as the skill writer with temperature 0.1 and a maximum output
length of 2,600 tokens. Source trajectories are ordered with successful executions first, and each
trajectory retains at most eight steps and 5,000 characters under a 16,384-character context limit.
Each evidence chunk produces a Markdown patch artifact containing local success and failure lessons,
workflow updates, and verification checks. When multiple chunks are required, GPT-4o recursively
consolidates their artifacts. The final artifact is one SKILL.md per source group; trajectories are
neither pooled across groups nor taken from the test split.

ExpeL. We run ExpeL with its native experience-distillation and retrieval procedure, using GPT-4o
as the skill writer with temperature 0.1 and a maximum output length of 2,600 tokens. Source
trajectories are ordered with successful executions first, and each trajectory retains at most eight steps
and 5,000 characters under a 16,384-character context limit. Its prompt converts each evidence chunk
into natural-language rules and reusable insights, and recursively merges chunk-level rule sets when
needed. At inference, all-mpnet-base-v2 semantic retrieval selects the top two successful
source experiences and inserts them with the distilled rules under a 12,000-character cap. Retrieval
never accesses another domain or a held-out trajectory.

Agent Workflow Memory (AWM). We run AWM with its native offline workflow-induction proce-
dure, using GPT-4o with temperature 0.1 and a maximum output length of 2,600 tokens to produce
reusable summary workflows. Source trajectories are ordered with successful executions first, and
each trajectory retains at most eight steps and 5,000 characters under a 16,384-character context
limit. Overlength groups are handled by recursively merging their chunk-level workflow artifacts.
At inference, the induced workflow memory is accompanied by the single most relevant successful
same-group exemplar retrieved with all-mpnet-base-v2, under a 10,000-character cap. This
preserves AWM’s workflow-plus-exemplar inference pattern without cross-domain retrieval.

SkillX. We run SkillX with its native three-level library of planning, functional, and atomic skills,
using GPT-4o as the skill writer with temperature 0.1 and a maximum output length of 5,000 tokens
after converting the shared trajectories to its input schema. Source trajectories are ordered with
successful executions first, and each trajectory retains at most eight steps and 5,000 characters
under a 16,384-character context limit. Structured generations are retried up to three times when
JSON validation fails. For overlength groups, chunk-level libraries are merged deterministically by
deduplicating entries and retaining at most 25 items in each level. At inference, task-conditioned
lexical ranking selects at most ten entries under a 12,000-character cap. It prioritizes atomic and tool-
centric entries for tau2-bench, while SpreadsheetBench combines one planning entry with functional
and atomic entries. The selected view is materialized as promptable guidance while the hierarchical
JSON library remains the native artifact.

SkillPro. We run SkillPro with its native option-pool representation, using GPT-4o with temperature
0.1 and a maximum output length of 2,600 tokens to generate initiation, policy, and termination
fields after converting each source group’s trajectories to its experience schema. Source trajectories
are ordered with successful executions first, and each trajectory retains at most eight steps and
5,000 characters under a 16,384-character context limit. Invalid JSON generations are retried up
to three times, and chunk-level option pools are merged deterministically with duplicate removal.
At inference, task-conditioned lexical ranking chooses at most one option from the corresponding
source-group pool under a 6,000-character cap. The selected option is rendered as external guidance
containing its name, initiation condition, strategy steps, and termination condition; no option may be
selected across domains or updated using test outcomes.

C EVALUATION SETUP

Benchmarks and Splits. The reported experiments cover one document/context benchmark and
two trajectory/experience benchmarks. Table A2 gives the CL-Bench split by context family, and
Table A3 summarizes the source/test construction for SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench.
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CL-Bench split Contexts Tasks

Rule System Application (source) 112 456
Procedural Task Execution (source) 80 378
Rule System Application (held-out) 28 110
Procedural Task Execution (held-out) 20 93
Domain Knowledge Reasoning (OOD) 190 663
Empirical Discovery & Simulation (OOD) 70 199

Table A2: CL-Bench split used in this paper. The skill generator is trained only on source contexts
from Rule System Application and Procedural Task Execution.

Benchmark split Source tasks Held-out tasks

SpreadsheetBench 200 200
tau2 Airline 30 20
tau2 Retail 74 40
tau2 Telecom 74 40

Table A3: Experience-benchmark splits. SpreadsheetBench uses a stratified 200/200 split of the
original 275 cell-level and 125 sheet-level tasks, while tau2-bench follows the official domain-wise
split.

CL-Bench Protocol. CL-Bench is used for document-to-skill evaluation. Training uses only Rule
System Application and Procedural Task Execution as source context families. At test time, each
held-out context induces one generated skill, and that skill is reused across the held-out tasks under the
same context. Held-out contexts from the two source families form the in-domain evaluation, while
Domain Knowledge Reasoning and Empirical Discovery & Simulation form the OOD evaluation.
Skill generation may access only the source context itself; held-out task answers, task rubrics, and
execution traces are never exposed during skill construction. Final CL-Bench pass/fail decisions are
produced by GPT-5.5 under the official task-specific rubrics.

SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench Protocol. SpreadsheetBench is used to evaluate spreadsheet-
operation skill acquisition from execution experience. We use the 400-task benchmark and construct
a stratified 200/200 source/test split that preserves the original ratio between cell-level and sheet-level
tasks. Source tasks are used only to collect trajectories, tool observations, and feedback for skill
construction, while held-out tasks are evaluated with the full benchmark runner. tau2-bench is used
to evaluate domain workflow skill reuse from experience. We use the Airline, Retail, and Telecom
domains and follow the official domain split shown in Table A3. Source tasks provide the experience
pool for skill construction, and held-out tasks are used only for final evaluation. We do not include
banking_knowledge because it does not provide a comparably clean train/test split.

Baselines. We report four baseline families. The control baseline is NO SKILL. Strong prompt
baselines are Anthropic Skill-Creator and Progressive Prompt Skill, both of which can operate
on document/context evidence and trajectory/experience evidence through prompting alone. The
document-to-skill baselines are Ctx2Skill and AutoSkill. The experience-to-skill baselines are ExpeL,
AWM, Trace2Skill, SkillX, and SkillPro. All reported baselines are evaluated under the same
source-evidence and held-out-task protocol as Skill-α.

Fair Evaluation Protocol. For each source unit, every method receives the same source evidence
and is evaluated on the same held-out tasks after injecting the generated skill into the worker agent.
Document-based methods may use only source contexts, while experience-based methods may use
only source trajectories, tool observations, and execution feedback. For CL-Bench, the direct-context
control receives the raw context without an external generated skill. For SpreadsheetBench and
tau2-bench, the source trajectories are sampled once by GPT-4o on the benchmark training split, and
this trajectory source split is exactly the one used to train Skill-α. All automatic experience-to-skill
baselines consume this same GPT-4o trajectory pool. Retrieval-style methods are also restricted
to the same source group, so the comparison does not benefit from cross-domain leakage. Main
tables report GPT-4o same-worker evaluation and Claude-Sonnet-4.5 cross-worker transfer. Unless a
baseline intrinsically defines another construction procedure, skill artifacts are generated once with
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GPT-4o and then reused for both worker backbones; Claude-Sonnet-4.5 is used only as a downstream
worker and does not regenerate the skills. For CL-Bench, the final skill is appended to the original
benchmark messages and the answer is graded by GPT-5.5 with the official task-specific rubrics. For
SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench, the final skill is inserted above the official benchmark task prompt
while the original environment harness, action parser, and checker remain unchanged. The local
anchored-query comparison described in Section 4.2 is used only to compute RL training rewards,
not the reported test metrics. No held-out queries, test rubrics, test trajectories, or test feedback are
used for skill construction, reward design, or model selection. All methods are therefore compared
under the same benchmark-side success criteria and worker-side prompting interface.

D PROMPTS

This section records the concrete prompt interfaces that define the training and evaluation protocol.
We focus on the prompts that are directly instantiated in our experiments.

D.1 SKILL-α CORE PROMPTS

Skill-α System Prompt.
System:
You are a model that edits a SKILL.md document for a downstream Worker

Agent.

You will receive:
1. The current SKILL.md document.
2. Evidence from prior task executions.

Your job is to decide whether the current skill should be edited so
future

Worker Agents perform better on similar tasks.

Available actions: CREATE, UPDATE, MERGE, PRUNE, NOOP.
Choose exactly one skill edit action.
The action must be useful for future tasks from the same source group,

not
merely for memorizing one example.
Prefer concise, operational, and evidence-grounded rules.
Prefer UPDATE over CREATE when a close section already exists.
Prefer NOOP when the current skill already captures the lesson.
Never create duplicate headings.

Output exactly:
<think>...</think>
<action>{"action": "...", ...}</action>

User:
## Current SKILL.md
<skill> ... </skill>

## Evidence
<evidence> ... </evidence>

This shared interface is used for SFT, GRPO rollout, and final skill generation. The user message is
unchanged across document/context evidence and trajectory/experience evidence; only the serialized
<evidence> payload differs across benchmarks.

Teacher Prompt for SFT Data Construction.
System:
You are an expert teacher generating supervised skill-editing data.

Read the current skill and the evidence, then produce the ideal response
for
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one local editing state.

Requirements:
- Write a focused <think> block that identifies the reusable pattern, the

current skill gap, and why the chosen action is justified.
- Output exactly one valid action among CREATE, UPDATE, MERGE, PRUNE, and

NOOP.
- Edit the skill only when the evidence supports a reusable improvement.
- Favor reusable procedures over task-specific restatement.
- Keep new content concise, operational, and grounded in the evidence.

User:
## Current SKILL.md
<skill> ... </skill>

## Evidence
<evidence> ... </evidence>

In the finalized warm-up pipeline, this teacher role is instantiated by DeepSeek-V4-Pro. The accepted
demonstrations cover both expansion and maintenance actions, and repeated late-stage NOOP steps
are collapsed during filtering to avoid overrepresenting conservative edits.

D.2 REWARD AND EVALUATION

CL-Bench Rubric Judge Prompt.

System:
You are a strict CL-Bench rubric evaluator. Return only valid JSON.

User:
Evaluate the answer using the CL-Bench rubric protocol.
Use the task-specific rubrics exactly as provided.
Each rubric is binary.
A task passes only if every rubric passes.

This GPT-5.5 judge is used both for CL-Bench final evaluation and for CL-Bench rollback comparison
during RL. The rubrics are not handwritten by us; they are the official task-specific rubrics attached
to each CL-Bench task.

Experience-Benchmark Skill Injection Prompt.

## Reusable Skill Guidance
The following skill was generated from train trajectories for
method=<method>, group=<group>. Use it as reusable guidance.
Do not assume any test answer from it.

<skills>
...
</skills>

## Official Benchmark Task
...

SpreadsheetBench and tau2-bench both preserve their original task prompts and prepend only this
reusable-skill block. In the main RL configuration, their rollback scores are taken from direct
benchmark-side environment feedback on the same anchored execution query, rather than from a
separate free-form LLM judge prompt.

D.3 BASELINES

Anthropic Skill-Creator Wrapper Prompt.
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System:
Follow the Anthropic Skill-Creator style to write one complete SKILL.md.
The skill should be a compact package of procedural knowledge that an

agent
can load when it recognizes this domain. It should be self-contained and

actionable.

User:
Write a complete SKILL.md with:
---
name: <kebab-case skill name>
description: <clear trigger for when the skill should be used>
---

# <Skill Title>
<short overview>

## When to Use This Skill
<specific trigger conditions>

## Procedure
<numbered or bulleted steps>

## Pitfalls and Recovery
<common mistakes and recovery strategies>

## Verification
<checks before final completion>

Source material:
<packed evidence>

This wrapper is used as a strong prompt-only baseline in both document-to-skill and experience-
to-skill settings. It receives exactly the same source evidence as Skill-α and produces a complete
skill for each bounded evidence chunk; when multiple chunks are required, the resulting artifacts are
merged as described in Appendix B.2.

Progressive Prompt Skill Update Prompt.

System:
You are a prompt-only progressive skill generator.
Revise a current skill incrementally using one new source chunk.

User:
Progressively update the current skill.

Requirements:
- Preserve useful existing procedures unless the new evidence contradicts

them.
- Add or revise guidance based on the new source chunk.
- Keep the skill concise and directly usable by a worker agent.
- Return only the revised full skill, neither a diff nor commentary.

## Current Skill
<current skill>

## New Source Chunk
<packed evidence>

This baseline shares the same progressive evidence exposure pattern as Skill-α, but it does not learn
an editing policy and does not receive rollback reward. It therefore isolates the effect of training from
the effect of multi-step prompting alone.
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Other Baseline Prompt Families. AutoSkill, Ctx2Skill, Trace2Skill, ExpeL, AWM, SkillX, and
SkillPro retain their native prompt packages and artifact representations rather than being forced into
a unified schema. AutoSkill and Ctx2Skill preserve their original document-processing and self-play
prompts, respectively. The experience-based methods render the shared trajectory pool as patch-
oriented skill folders, lesson lists, workflow memories, hierarchical skill libraries, or option-style skill
pools, respectively. Their benchmark-specific wrappers and selection constraints are documented in
Appendix B.2. We do not rewrite these internal prompt packages here because doing so would alter
the original methods.

E LIMITATIONS

Skill-α has three main limitations. First, Appendix A provides only a local ranking result for candidate
edits under the stated assumptions. A single rollback comparison is a noisy binary signal on one
anchored query, and it neither estimates an expected score difference nor guarantees that repeated
local updates improve the final skill across its task family. Second, the current reward interface still
relies on benchmark-specific verifier design, so transferring the method to new environments requires
additional work on evaluation protocols and comparison criteria. Third, the current action space and
skill representation are deliberately simple and text-centric. They work well for SKILL.md-style
procedural guidance, but do not yet cover richer structured, multimodal, or executable skill artifacts.
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