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ABSTRACT

Reinforcement learning from verifiable rewards (RLVR) has recently gained atten-
tion for its ability to elicit self-evolved reasoning capabilitie from base language
models without explicit reasoning supervisions, as demonstrated by DeepSeek-
R1 (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2025). While prior work on RLVR has primarily focused
on mathematical and coding domains, its applicability to other tasks and domains
remains unexplored. In this work, we investigate whether medical reasoning can
emerge from RLVR. We introduce MED-RLVR as an initial study of RLVR in the
medical domain leveraging medical multiple-choice question answering (MCQA)
data as verifiable labels. Our results demonstrate that RLVR is not only effective
for math and coding but also extends successfully to medical question answering.
Notably, MED-RLVR achieves performance comparable to traditional supervised
fine-tuning (SFT) on in-distribution tasks while significantly improving out-of-
distribution generalization, with an 8-point accuracy gain. Further analysis of
training dynamics reveals that, with no explicit reasoning supervision, reasoning
emerges from the 3B-parameter base model. These findings underscore the po-
tential of RLVR in domains beyond math and coding, opening new avenues for its
application in knowledge-intensive fields such as medicine.
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Response: <think> The patient has acute coronary
syndrome and a left ventricular ejection fraction of 58%.
He should be treated with aspirin, clopidogrel, and beta-
blockers. Nifedipine is a calcium channel blocker that can
be used in patients with stable angina, but it is not the best
choice for this patient. Enoxaparin is a low-molecular-
weight heparin used for anticoagulation, but it is not the
best choice for this patient. Spironolactone is a potassium-
sparing diuretic, but it is not the best choice for this
patient. Propranolol is a beta-blocker that can be used in
patients with stable angina, but it is not the best choice for
this patient. </think><answer> C </answer>Uable to follow instructions

Question: A 65-year-old man is brought to the emergency
department 30 minutes after the onset of acute chest
pain...... In addition to aspirin, which of the following drugs
should be added to this patient's medication regimen?
A: Nifedipine B: Enoxaparin C: Clopidogrel
D: Spironolactone E: Propranolol
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Figure 1: An Overview of MED-RLVR (See Section 2 for the details).
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Unstructured Beginning
(Fails to follow the format, producing

short, unorganized responses.)

Verbose Formatter
(Starts following the format but

becomes overly wordy.)

Concise Structurer
(Adheres to the format with
clear, succinct reasoning.)

Direct Answer Hacker
(Directly gives away the answer

whithin the thinking step.)

Step-by-Step Exploit
(Appends step-by-step reasoning

before the formal “<think>” segment.)

Reintegrated
Reasoning

(Returns to placing reasoning
within the thinking step)

Figure 2: The training dynamics of MED-RLVR (See Section 4.2.1 for the details).

1 INTRODUCTION

Recent work on reinforcement learning from verifiable rewards (Lambert et al., 2024) has demon-
strated promising results, particularly highlighted by DeepSeek-R1 (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2025)
where they show that reasoning can emerge from performing RLVF alone from a base model. Sub-
sequent efforts – such as studies in Yeo et al. (2025); Zeng et al. (2025); HuggingFace (2024);
EvolvingLMMs-Lab (2025) along with others focusing on synthetic datasets (e.g., countdown (Pan
et al., 2025) and counting objects (Chen et al., 2025)) – have attempted to replicate and extend the
initial findings on the promising direction of RLVR, underscoring both the interest in and challenges
of this approach.

Despite these advances, the application of RLVR has predominantly been focused on domains such
as mathematics (Lightman et al., 2023) and coding (Jain et al., 2024), leaving open the question
of how to extend its benefits to areas without such data. One promising data source for extend-
ing RLVR beyond Math/coding is multiple-choice question answer pairs (MCQA) which provides
abundant verifiable labels across many domains including medicine. However, there are essential
differences between MCQA and math/coding tasks: the answer space of the latter tends to be large
and open-ended whereas MCQA features a much smaller answer space. It is unclear whether the
benefits observed in math and coding will translate to MCQA. This gap is particularly pronounced
in the medical domain, where MCQA tasks—such as those found in the MedQA (Jin et al., 2021)
dataset—require sophisticated reasoning with clinical knowledge and have consistently presented
significant challenges (Nori et al., 2023).

To bridge this gap, we propose MED-RLVR (Figure 1), an initial exploration of RLVR leveraging
MCQA data to elicit medical reasoning from a small base model without explicit reasoning super-
vision. Our findings are below:

1. RLVR is effective not just for math and coding, but also for multiple-choice medical questions.

2. MED-RLVR achieves comparable performance to traditional supervised finetuning (SFT) in
in-distribution settings while demonstrating superior generalization to out-of-distribution sce-
narios with approximately 8 percentage points improvement in accuracy.

2



Med-RLVR: Emerging Medical Reasoning from a 3B base model via reinforcement Learning

3. We analyzed the training dynamics of MED-RLVR and observed the emergence of reasoning
from the small 3B base model without any supervised reasoning data.

2 MED-RLVR

Reinforcement Learning (RL) is a machine learning algorithm that focuses on learning a policy for
an agent to take actions in an environment to maximize cumulative rewards. At each step, the agent
observes a state (S), selects an action (A) based on a policy (π), and receives a reward (R) while
transitioning to a new state. RL has been affectively applied to language model post-training for
aligning to human preference (Ouyang et al., 2022) and more recently to elicit reasoning without
any supervisions (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2025) for math and coding tasks.

We adopt Proximal policy optimization (PPO) (Schulman et al., 2017) as our RL algorithm. PPO
works by optimizing a policy using multiple epochs of stochastic gradient ascent on minibatch up-
dates, while ensuring updates do not deviate too much from the previous policy. It does this by using
a clipped surrogate objective function, which prevents excessively large policy updates, improving
training stability:

JPPO(θ) = Eq∼P (Q), o∼πθold
(O|q)

1

|O|

|O|∑
t=1

min

[
πθ(ot|q, o<t)
πθold(ot|q, o<t)

At, (1)

clip
( πθ(ot|q, o<t)
πθold(ot|q, o<t)

, 1− ϵ, 1 + ϵ
)
At

]
(2)

where πθ and πθold are the current and old policy models, and q, o are questions and outputs sam-
pled from the question dataset and the old policy πθold , respectively. ϵ is a clipping-related hyper-
parameter introduced in PPO for stabilizing training. At is the advantage, which is computed by
applying GAE (Schulman et al., 2015), based on the rewards {r≥t} and a learned value function Vψ .
Thus, in PPO, a value function needs to be trained alongside the policy model and to mitigate over-
optimization of the reward model, we follow Ouyang et al. (2022) to add a per-token KL penalty
from a reference model in the reward at each token, i.e.,

rt = rϕ(q, o)− β log
πθ(ot|q, o<t)
πref (ot|q, o<t)

,

where rϕ is the reward model, πref is the reference model, which we initialize with a base model,
and β is the coefficient of the KL penalty.

Our training recipe follows the RLVR framework in Deepseek-R1-Zero (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2025).
RLVR refers to the RL training method where the reward model is a verification function in-
stead of a learned reward model (Lambert et al., 2024). In our study, we use a simple rule-
based reward function which computes reward based on the outcome. To ensure the model out-
put is both correct and in its correct format, we first check the format of the output and as-
sign a -1.0 penalty if the output does not have a valid format. The valid format should follow
<think>...</think> <answer>..</answer>. Once the format check is passed, we
check the correctness of the output and assign zero reward if the output answer is incorrect and
gives a 1.0 reward if the output answer is correct. In other words, only an output that is both correct
and is in the correct format will receive a positive reward. We determine if the answer is correct if
the option letter in the answer output matches the gold option letter. Below is the pseudo code of the
reward function:
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def reward_fuction(response, answer):
if not validate_format(response):

return -1.0
if extract_answer_choice(response) == answer:

return 1.0
else:

return 0.0

We also compare it with alternative reward functions, including those that penalize incorrect an-
swers. Through experiments, we find that penalizing incorrect answers leads to a slight decline in
model performance. Additionally, we observe an increase in reward hacking behaviors, where the
model directly gives a way the answer within the thinking step.

Note that we train MED-RLVR using only the question inputs and the answer labels, without ad-
ditional supervision. To test if medical reasoning can emerge purely from RLVR in a similar way
mathmatical reasoning emerges from DeepSeek-R1-Zero, we perform RLVR directly on a base
model without any instruction tuning and without any explicit reasoning supervision.

3 EXPERIMENTS

3.1 DATASET

For training, we use the MedQA-USMLE dataset (Jin et al., 2021), which consists of multi-choice
questions sourced from professional medical board exams and covers a wide range of medical topics,
requiring domain-specific knowledge and reasoning skills. Note that we do not use the popular
“4 options” version of MedQA. Instead, we use the original version, which is more challenging as
the questions have more than four options (including “None of the above”). Below is an example
question from the dataset:

Question:
A 23-year-old pregnant woman at 22 weeks gestation presents with burning upon urina-
tion. She states it started 1 day ago and has been worsening despite drinking more water
and taking cranberry extract. She otherwise feels well and is followed by a doctor for her
pregnancy. Her temperature is 97.7°F (36.5°C), blood pressure is 122/77 mmHg, pulse is
80/min, respirations are 19/min, and oxygen saturation is 98% on room air. Physical exam
is notable for an absence of costovertebral angle tenderness and a gravid uterus. Which
of the following is the best treatment for this patient? Answer with just one of the letters
from the options below.

Options:
A. Ampicillin B. Ceftriaxone C. Ciprofloxacin D. Doxycycline
E. Nitrofurantoin F. None of the above

Answer: E

Table 1: An example question from MedQA-USMLE dataset which is used to train MED-RLVR.
We only used the question and answer labels without any reasoning supervisions.

MedQA-USMLE (# of questions) MMLU-Pro-Health (# of questions)

Train 10,178 n/a
Development 1,272 not used
Test 1,273 818

Table 2: Data statistics

For evaluation, we test our model on the in-distribution test set of MedQA-USMLE. In addition, to
test the generalizability of the models, we also perform evaluation on an out-of-distribution test set:
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the health subset of MMLU-Pro (Wang et al., 2024) which consists of 818 challenging multiple-
choice questions related to health care and medicine. Data statics are summarized in Table 2.

3.2 PROMPT

We adapt the prompt template from DeepSeek-AI et al. (2025), where {input} will be replaced
with a multi-choice question. We do not force the assistant message to start with <think>, because
we find that during training the model is able to learn to follow the format requirement quickly.
Below is the prompt we used:

A conversation between User and Assistant. The user asks a question, and the assistant
solves it. The assistant first thinks about the reasoning process in the mind and then provides
the user with the answer. The reasoning process and answer are enclosed within <think>
</think> and <answer> </answer> tags, respectively, i.e., <think> reasoning pro-
cess here </think><answer> answer here </answer>.
User: {input}
Assistant:

3.3 TRAINING SETUP

We initialize MED-RLVR with Qwen2.5-3B (QwenTeam, 2024) and use OpenRLHF (Hu et al.,
2024) framework to train RLVR with MedQA MCQA labels on the base model for 10 epochs on
4x40G8 A100 GPUs.

Baselines: We compare MED-RLVR against a SFT baseline using the question-answer pairs from
the same MedQA training data. The SFT baseline was trained for 10 epochs and we performed
grid search for learning rate [1e-5, 5e-6, 1e-6] to ensure competitive performance from this baseline.
Notice that the SFT baseline can only directly output answers without reasoning as it was trained
to do so. In addition, we also report the direct and chain-of-thought (CoT) prompting results of the
Qwen2.5-3B base model.

4 RESULTS

4.1 MAIN RESULTS

Figure 3 below demonstrates that MED-RLVR effectively learns to solve medical multiple-choice
question tasks starting from a base model. Compared to SFT, MED-RLVR achieves comparable
performance on the in-distribution MedQA test set but outperforms SFT significantly on the out-
of-distribution MMLU-Pro-Health task, with an improvement of approximately 8 absolute points in
accuracy. This result suggests that while SFT is a strong baseline for in-distribution tasks, it likely
relies on spurious correlations and shortcuts to achieve high performance without reasoning. In
contrast, the reasoning capabilities acquired from MED-RLVR are more robust and generalizable
across tasks. This finding is in line with some recent observations that RL generalizes better than
SFT (Chu et al., 2025; Shen et al., 2025).

4.2 ANALYSIS ON THE EMERGING REASONING TRACES

4.2.1 SHIFTS IN REASONING PATTERNS

We conducted analysis and revealed distinct shifts in reasoning patterns throughout the training
process. We categorized the process into the following six stages (also illustrated in Figure 2. Table 3
also shows the example reasoning traces for each stage.

Stage 1 (Format Failure): The model fails to follow the format requirements and produces brief,
unstructured responses. In line with recent work such as Yeo et al. (2025), we observe that reasoning
capabilities already exist in Qwen base models, but the models simply don’t adhere to the specified
format instructions.
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MedQA (in-distribution) MMLU-Pro Health (out-of-distribution)
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Qwen-2.5-3B (direct)
Qwen-2.5-3B (CoT)
Qwen-2.5-3B_MedQA_SFT (direct)
Med-RLVR: Qwen-2.5-3B_MedQA_RLVR (CoT)

Figure 3: Comparing MED-RLVR and SFT on in-distribution and out-of-distribution tasks. Stan-
dard deviation from 1000 bootstrapping sampling procedures (Tibshirani & Efron, 1993) is reported
as error bars.

Stage 2 (Verbose Formatter): The model begins following the format but becomes overly wordy.

Stage 3 (Concise Structurer): The model fully follows the format and begins reasoning more
concisely.

Stage 4 (Direct Answer Hacker): The model learns to hack the reward by directly giving away
the answer within the thinking step while drastically shortening the thinking length (for example,
the model might start the thinking by stating “The correct answer is C” and then explain the reason-
ing). This intriguing behavior hasn’t been observed in tasks such as math or coding. One possible
explanation is that it is unique to MCQA, where the inclusion of answer candidates in the prompt
drastically narrows the answer space. During RLVR, the model finds a shortcut to obtain high re-
wards by leveraging samples that reveal the correct answer early in the thinking step.

We attempted to penalize this behavior, but the model exploited the flexibility of natural language
to find alternative ways of revealing the answer early in its reasoning process. Similar patterns have
also been observed in larger models such as Qwen2.5-7B. We suspect that employing more capable
and larger base models or beginning with SFT models might help mitigate this issue. We leave this
investigation for future work.

Stage 5 (Step-by-Step Exploit): The model learns to hack the reward through a different strategy:
adding step-by-step reasoning before <think>, which leads to longer response length.

Stage 6 (Reintegrated Reasoning): The model returns to placing reasoning within the thinking
step and uses more concise explanations, though it still exhibits reward hacking behavior for some
examples.

4.2.2 NO “AHA-MOMENT” YET

In contrast to recent findings in math and coding, we did not observe any self-validation behaviors
(i.e., ”aha-moments”) in the generated responses for MCQA. Additionally, the overall length of
the reasoning process was markedly shorter than what is typically seen in math and coding tasks.
This difference might be attributed to the inherently lower reasoning demands of the MCQA task
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Stages Example Question Example Output

Stage 1:
Fails to follow format

27-year-old man presents to the emergency de-
partment...The patient is a known IV drug abuser
but otherwise has an unknown past medical his-
tory....Which of the following is the best next step
in management? A: Insulin, IV fluids, and potas-
sium; B: Insulin, potassium, IV fluids, and glucose;
C: IV fluids only; D: Oral rehydration; E: Support-
ive therapy and close monitoring

The patient’s initial presentation suggests a hyper-
glycemic state, likely due to his IV drug abuse
and the use of methadone, which can cause hyper-
glycemia. The subsequent improvement in labo-
ratory values after treatment indicates that the pa-
tient’s hyperglycemia has been resolved. There-
fore, the best next step in management would be to
continue supportive therapy and close monitoring,
as the patient’s hyperglycemia has been addressed.
The other options involve interventions that are not
necessary in this case.

Stage 2:
Verbose Formatter

Two weeks after undergoing an emergency car-
diac catherization with stenting for unstable angina
pectoris, a 61-year-old man has decreased uri-
nary output and malaise. ..Which of the follow-
ing is the most likely cause of this patient’s symp-
toms? A: Renal papillary necrosis; B: Allergic in-
terstitial nephritis; C: Cholesterol embolization; D:
Eosinophilic granulomatosis with polyangiitis; E:
Polyarteritis nodosa

<think>The patient’s symptoms, including
decreased urinary output, malaise, and mottled,
reticulated purplish discoloration of the feet, along
with laboratory findings such as elevated erythro-
cyte sedimentation rate (ESR), elevated creatinine,
and abnormal renal biopsy results, suggest a
possible vascular issue affecting the kidneys. The
presence of intravascular spindle-shaped vacuoles
in the renal biopsy further supports this diagnosis.
Let’s evaluate each option: A: Renal papillary
necrosis - This condition typically presents with
hematuria, flank pain, and sometimes hyperten-
sion. It does not usually present with mottled,
reticulated purplish discoloration of the feet or
elevated ESR and creatinine levels
....
</think>
<answer> C: Cholesterol embolization
</answer>

Stage 3
Concise Structurer

A 65-year-old man is brought to the emergency
department 30 minutes after the onset of acute
chest pain. He has hypertension and asthma...In
addition to aspirin, which of the following drugs
should be added to this patient’s medication regi-
men? A: Nifedipine; B: Enoxaparin C: Clopido-
grel; D: Spironolactone; E: Propranolol

<think> The patient has acute coronary syn-
drome and a left ventricular ejection fraction of
58%. He should be treated with aspirin, clopi-
dogrel, and beta-blockers. Nifedipine is a cal-
cium channel blocker that can be used in patients
with stable angina, but it is not the best choice
for this patient. Enoxaparin is a low-molecular-
weight heparin used for anticoagulation, but it is
not the best choice for this patient. Spironolac-
tone is a potassium-sparing diuretic, but it is not
the best choice for this patient. Propranolol is a
beta-blocker that can be used in patients with stable
angina, but it is not the best choice for this patient.
</think><answer> C </answer>

Stage 4:
Direct Answer Hacker

A 35-year-old man comes to the physician because
of itchy, watery eyes for the past week... Which of
the following is the most appropriate treatment? A:
Erythromycin ointment; B: Ketotifen eye drops; C:
Warm compresses; D: Fluorometholone eye ;drops
E: Latanoprost eye drops

<think> The most appropriate treatment for
the patient’s symptoms is Ketotifen eye drops.
</think><answer> B </answer>

Stage 5:
Step-by-Step Exploit

A 42-year-old woman comes to the emergency de-
partment because of a 2-day history of right upper
abdominal pain and nausea. ...Which of the follow-
ing is the most likely cause of this patient’s symp-
toms? A: Autodigestion of pancreatic parenchyma;
B: Hypomotility of the gallbadder; C: Fistula be-
tween the gallbladder and small intestine; D: Infec-
tion with a hepatotropic virus; E: Obstruction of the
cystic duct

To solve this problem, let’s go through each op-
tion step-by-step and evaluate its likelihood based
on the given information... Based on the reason-
ing process, the most likely cause of the patient’s
symptoms is <think> Obstruction of the cystic
duct </think><answer> E </answer>

Stage 6:
Reintegrated Reasoning

A 65-year-old man is brought to the emergency de-
partment 30 minutes after the onset of acute chest
pain...In addition to aspirin, which of the following
drugs should be added to this patient’s medication
regimen? A: Nifedipine; B: Enoxaparin; C: Clopi-
dogrel; D: Spironolactone; E: Propranolol

<think> The patient has acute coronary syn-
drome and a left ventricular ejection fraction of
58%, which suggests the need for antiplatelet ther-
apy. Clopidogrel is a commonly used antiplatelet
drug for patients with coronary artery disease.
</think><answer> C </answer>

Table 3: Example output showing the emerging reasoning traces during the training of MED-RLVR
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compared with math and coding. To address this, potential solutions include (1) penalizing responses
with overly short chains-of-thought (CoT), and (2) fine-tuning the base models with long CoTs prior
to RL.

5 DISCUSSION OF LIMITATIONS

Our initial exploration focuses on multiple-choice question answering (MCQA), a synthetic setting
within the field of medicine. While MCQA provides a controlled environment to evaluate model
performance, it does not fully represent the complexity and nuance of more practical medical tasks
such as open-text question answering, report generation, or even conversational interactions. These
tasks often involve richer contexts and require models to handle a wider variety of inputs and outputs,
which could present additional challenges not captured in our current approach. Additionally, our
exploration has been confined to a unimodal framework, leaving the multimodal setting — where
integrating data from sources like images, text, and structured information could enhance diagnostic
and decision-making capabilities — largely unexplored. Addressing these areas in future work will
be crucial for developing more robust and versatile models for real-world medical applications.
Our initial exploration focuses on multiple-choice question answering (MCQA), a synthetic setting
within the field of medicine. While MCQA provides a controlled environment to evaluate model
performance, it does not fully represent the complexity and nuance of more practical medical tasks
such as open-text question answering, report generation, or even conversational interactions. These
tasks often involve richer contexts and require models to handle a wider variety of inputs and outputs,
which could present additional challenges not captured in our current approach. Additionally, our
exploration has been confined to a unimodal framework, leaving the multimodal setting — where
integrating data from sources like images, text, and structured information could enhance diagnostic
and decision-making capabilities — largely unexplored. Addressing these areas in future work will
be crucial for developing more robust and versatile models for real-world medical applications.

6 CONCLUSION

We introduced MED-RLVR, an initial study of Reinforcement Learning with Verifiable Rewards
(RLVR) in the medical domain. Our results show that MED-RLVR matches supervised fine-tuning
(SFT) on in-distribution tasks while significantly improving out-of-distribution generalization (+8
accuracy points). Notably, medical reasoning emerged without explicit supervision, though chal-
lenges like reward hacking were observed. While our study focuses on multiple-choice medical
questions, future work should explore more complex medical reasoning tasks and multimodal inte-
gration to advance the potential of RL in the medical domain.
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