In the fast-paced world of business intelligence and decision-making, deploying Al tools effectively can make or
break outcomes. One of the biggest challenges teams face is reducing Al hallucinations — situations where Al
confidently delivers inaccurate or fabricated information. A promising approach is leveraging multi-model Al chat,

where different Al systems debate and challenge each other to enhance accuracy and depth.

This post explores how to write prompts that force models to challenge each other, focusing on practical
techniques for business intelligence workflows. We will reference real tools like Al Image Enhancer and Nano
Banana Pro Max as case studies, illustrating how multi-model setups refine professional decision memos and
summaries. By the end, you'll have concrete prompt engineering tactics that improve your Al prompt for

decision making and create a robust Al debate tool environment.

Why Force Al Models to Challenge Each Other?

Al models, no matter how advanced, have limitations. They can:

* Produce hallucinations (false or misleading outputs).
® Repeat biases or surface one-sided perspectives.
® Overlook context nuances in complex questions.
Using multiple models simultaneously and designing prompts that encourage them to cross-examine each other

helps catch errors early. This approach is inspired by classic human decision-making: experts debate, question

assumptions, and improve confidence in outcomes before finalizing.

Benefits of Multi-Model Al Debate

* Reduce hallucinations: Conflicting answers highlight unreliable claims.
* Surface diverse perspectives: Different model architectures and training data mean varied insights.
* Improve decision confidence: Consensus or well-justified dissent boosts credibility.

* Enhance traceability: Debate transcripts become a rich audit trail for professional memos.

Tools in Focus: Al Image Enhancer and Nano Banana Pro Max
Before diving into prompt strategies, let's set context with two Al products:

Tool Description Business Use Case Al Image Enhancer Al-driven tool to upscale and restore image quality
automatically. Marketing teams ensuring high-quality visuals for campaigns. Nano Banana Pro Max Advanced loT
smart banana ripening device with Al optimization algorithms. Supply chain teams optimizing fruit ripeness for

retail freshness.

While these tools serve different domains, the principles to evaluate their claims and product information through

Al debate remain the same.

How to Write Effective Prompts for Al Model Debate

Here are 11 specific prompt writing techniques to force Al models to challenge each other and reduce

hallucinations.



1. Explicitly Ask Models to Take Contrasting Positions

Instead of asking for a single summary or answer, instruct each model to argue for or against a claim. For

example:

"Model A: argue that Nano Banana Pro Max significantly reduces food waste. Model B: argue that the device

does not have a meaningful impact on waste reduction."

This sets the stage for a natural clash of viewpoints.

. Request Evidence-Backed Arguments Only
Force models to justify claims with citations or data points. Example prompt snippet:
"Support your position with specific user case studies, market reports, or technical specifications."

This discourages hallucinated or vague opinions.

.Incorporate Cross-Checking Instructions
Ask models to review each other's statements and identify contradictions, as in:
"Model A, after reading Model B's argument, highlight any contradictory claims or unsupported points."

This mutual scrutiny naturally surfaces errors.
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.Use 'Devil’s Advocate' Roles

Explicitly assign one model the role of skeptical critic, increasing pressure to validate answers:


https://twelve.tools/suprmind-ai

10.

"Model A: Explain benefits. Model B (Devil’s Advocate): Identify weaknesses or overlooked risks."

. Request Summary of Points of Disagreement

After debate rounds, prompt models to summarize their differences concisely. For example:
"Summarize the main points where Model A and B disagree, specifying evidence on each side."

This framing supports professional decision memos' clarity.

. Ask for a Neutral Mediator Summary

Involve a third “neutral” Al model or a subsequent prompt asking for an unbiased overview:

"'Based on the debate between Model A and B, provide an objective summary, indicating which claims are

well-supported."

. Include Explicit Instructions to Flag Unverified Claims

Force models to mark any assertions lacking clear evidence as “unverified” or “potential hallucination.”

. Prompt for Alternative Interpretations

Encourage Al to brainstorm multiple explanations or interpretations of data instead of settling early on a

single answer.

. Design Scenarios That Maximize Ambiguity

Use deliberately ambiguous or complex product claims (like marketing materials from Nano Banana Pro Max)

to stimulate debate.

Incorporate Contextual Business Constraints



Frame prompts within your business intelligence environment so that models consider relevant KPls, budgets,
or timelines.
11. Iteratively Refine Prompts with Testing

Track debate outputs, note where hallucinations survive, and adjust prompt wording until quality improves.

Example Workflow: Using Al Debate for Product Decision Analysis

Let's apply these principles in a typical business intelligence decision workflow evaluating the Al Image Enhancer

for marketing use.
1. Step 1: Setup Contrasting Prompts
Ask two models:

© "Model A: Argue that Al Image Enhancer significantly improves campaign ROI."

© "Model B: Argue that the tool is unlikely to impact ROl meaningfully.”
2. Step 2: Demand Evidence
Request that both cite specific case studies or marketing metrics.
3. Step 3: Cross-Check Claims

Prompt Model A and Model B to review and comment on each other's assertions, flagging any unsupported

points.
4. Step 4: Summarize Disagreements

Ask the system for a concise summary of the debate highlighting contradictory data or claims.
5. Step 5: Neutral Summary

Use a third-model or a later prompt to create an impartial decision memo draft with confidence scores for

claims.

This workflow creates a transparent, auditable Al-powered decision pipeline that stakeholders can trust — all

powered by carefully written prompts that force the Al to challenge itself.

Professional Decision Memos with Al Debate Transcripts

One outstanding advantage of forced Al debates is the ability to generate a traceable audit trail showing exactly

how conclusions emerged. Decision memos can embed:

* Debate transcript excerpts showing conflicting viewpoints with timestamps.
¢ Lists of flagged hallucinations or unverified claims.
* Neutral model summaries with degrees of confidence.

® Explicit citations or links to referenced data sources.

This richness of context transforms often dismissed Al outputs into trusted layers of business intelligence insights.

Summary: Best Practices Checklist for Writing Al Debate Prompts



Prompt Writing Practice Purpose Define opposing roles explicitly Encourages natural argumentation and clash
Demand evidence-backed claims Reduces hallucinations and vague opinions Instruct models to cross-check each
other Automatically surfaces contradictions Use “Devil's Advocate” mode Balances views and pressures validation
Request disagreement summary Supports clear decision memos Include neutral mediator summary Provides
unbiased overall perspective Flag unverified or unsupported claims Alerts users to possible hallucinations Prompt
for alternative interpretations Broadens exploratory scope Use ambiguous claims to drive debate Maximizes
analytical rigor Frame with relevant business context Improves decision applicability Iterate prompt refinement

based on outputs Ensures continual quality improvement

Final Thoughts

Multi-model Al debate is not a silver bullet but a powerful technique to reduce hallucinations and add rigor to Al-
driven business intelligence. By writing prompts that explicitly cause models to challenge each other — asking for
evidence, cross-checking claims, and summarizing disagreements — you create a dynamic, transparent decision-

making environment.

Whether you are evaluating the Al Image Enhancer’'s marketing impact or the supply chain benefits of Nano
Banana Pro Max, forcing Al models into structured debate aids in surfacing more reliable insights, creating

trustworthy professional decision memos, and ultimately leading to better business outcomes.

Remember: Always ask "What would | paste into a decision memo?" when crafting your Al prompts. This simple

checklist filters out vague buzzwords and hand-wavy claims, delivering actionable, verifiable intelligence every time.



