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Abstract

Large Language Models (LLMs) demonstrate exceptional reasoning capabili-
ties, often achieving state-of-the-art performance in various tasks. However,
their substantial computational and memory demands, due to billions of
parameters, hinder deployment in resource-constrained environments. A
promising solution is knowledge distillation, where LLMs transfer reasoning
capabilities to Small Language Models (SLMs, ≤ 1B parameters), enabling
wider deployment on low-resource devices. Existing methods primarily focus
on generating high-quality reasoning rationales for distillation datasets but
often neglect the critical role of data quantity and quality. To address these
challenges, we propose a Feedback-Driven Distillation (FDD) framework to
enhance SLMs’ mathematical reasoning capabilities. In the initialization stage,
a distillation dataset is constructed by prompting LLMs to pair mathematical
problems with corresponding reasoning rationales. We classify problems
into easy and hard categories based on SLM performance. For easy prob-
lems, LLMs generate more complex variations, while for hard problems, new
questions of similar complexity are synthesized. In addition, we propose a
multi-round distillation paradigm to iteratively enrich the distillation datasets,
thereby progressively improving the mathematical reasoning abilities of SLMs.
Experimental results demonstrate that our method can make SLMs achieve
SOTA mathematical reasoning performance.
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Reasoning, Chain-of-Thought, Program-of-Thought

1. Introduction

With the rapid development of artificial intelligence, Large Language
Models (LLMs) typically exhibit exceptional reasoning capabilities and con-
sistently achieve state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance across a wide range of
reasoning tasks. However, this progress has been accompanied by a dramatic
increase in the size of these LLMs, leading to higher computational costs and
greater memory requirements. Currently, LLMs have tens to hundreds of
billions of parameters, which means they require several high-performance
GPUs for deployment. These challenges pose significant obstacles to deploying
LLMs in low-resource environments.

To enable large-scale deployment, a feasible approach is to leverage knowl-
edge distillation to transfer the reasoning capabilities of Large LLMs to Small
Language Models (SLMs, ≤ 1B), thereby enhancing the reasoning perfor-
mance of SLMs. SLMs, due to their compact size, can be more widely deployed
on low-resource devices. Specifically, numerous studies [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6] em-
ploy LLMs to construct mathematical distillation datasets. Each problem
in the distillation dataset is paired with a corresponding Chain-of-Thought
(CoT) or Program-of-Thought (PoT) reasoning rationale. These datasets
are then used to fine-tune SLMs, significantly improving their mathematical
reasoning abilities. Although these approaches can effectively enhance the
mathematical reasoning abilities of SLMs, they have a potential drawback:
successful distillation requires a sufficient amount of distillation data. The
aforementioned methods focus primarily on generating high-quality reasoning
rationales but overlook the critical impact of data quantity on mathematical
distillation. On the other hand, constructing additional data can be both
costly and time-consuming. Therefore, exploring how to efficiently generate
a sufficient amount of high-quality data for distillation is a problem worth
investigating.

Currently, extensive research [7, 8, 9, 10] has demonstrated that LLMs
can effectively generate high-quality data based on original data. However,
these approaches apply a uniform generation strategy to all original data,
overlooking the variations in students’ performance on the original data. Jiang
et al.; Lee et al.; Ying et al. [11, 12, 13] considers student performance on
the original data when generating synthetic data. However, these approaches
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focus solely on the original data where students underperform, guiding LLMs
to synthesize data based on such underperforming instances. This overlooks
the potential of the original data where students perform well. To solve the
problem, we propose a Feedback-Driven Distillation (FDD) framework to
enhance mathematical reasoning abilities of SLMs. In the Initialization Stage,
we prompt the LLM to construct a mathematical distillation dataset based
on a mathematical dataset. Each question in the distillation dataset is paired
with a corresponding PoT rationale. This distillation dataset is then used
to fine-tune SLMs, enhancing their mathematical reasoning abilities. Next,
we evaluate the SLMs’ performance on the questions within the distillation
dataset, categorizing them into hard questions and easy questions. Easy
questions refer to those that SLMs can solve correctly, while hard questions
are those they fail to solve. When dealing with easy questions, we prompt the
LLMs to generate more complex questions based on these. For hard questions,
the LLMs are prompted to create questions within the same domain and
task type, maintaining similar levels of complexity. These newly generated
questions are incorporated into the distillation dataset, expanding its scale,
complexity, and diversity. Finally, we use the enriched distillation dataset to
fine-tune SLMs from scratch, further improving their mathematical reasoning
capabilities. Additionally, we further propose a multi-round distillation
paradigm to iteratively enhance the mathematical reasoning capabilities of
SLMs. In each round, we integrate the hard questions and generated questions
from the previous round, leveraging the fine-tuned SLMs from that round to
reclassify these questions into hard and easy categories. Subsequently, we
employ LLMs to generate new questions based on the hard and easy questions,
incorporating these newly generated questions into the distillation dataset.
This enriched distillation dataset is then used to fine-tune SLMs from scratch,
progressively improving their mathematical reasoning abilities.

In our paper, we evaluate our method on various mathematical datasets
using a family of FlanT5 models. Our experimental results demonstrate that
our approach can effectively enhance the mathematical reasoning capabilities
of SLMs, even enabling them to achieve state-of-the-art performance in
mathematical reasoning tasks. Moreover, our approach not only enhances the
in-domain mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs but also significantly
improves their out-of-domain mathematical reasoning capabilities.
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2. Related Work

2.1. Reasoning Distillation

Reasoning Distillation refers to the process of transferring the reasoning
abilities of LLMs to SLMs. A growing body of research [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6] has
increasingly focused on this field of reasoning distillation. This approach
aims to transfer the reasoning capabilities of LLMs to SLMs (≤ 1B), enabling
more efficient deployment while maintaining strong performance. Specifically,
Hsieh et al. [1] first proposed extracting rationales from LLMs and using a
multi-task learning framework to guide SLMs in learning both answers and
rationales, thereby enhancing their reasoning performance. Building on this,
Ho et al. [2] discovered that fine-tuning SLMs directly with CoTs generated
by LLMs could significantly improve the reasoning abilities of SLMs. Zhu et
al. [5] further advanced this approach by utilizing PoTs instead of CoTs to
fine-tune SLMs, achieving additional improvements in reasoning performance.
This enhancement is attributed to PoTs offloading computational steps in
the reasoning process to an external Python interpreter, allowing SLMs
to focus solely on generating Python programs to solve problems. Fu et
al. [3] introduced distribution matching distillation, which minimizes the
Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between the output distributions of LLMs
and SLMs to improve the mathematical reasoning abilities of SLMs. Similarly,
Shridhar et al. [4] trained two distilled models: a problem decomposer and a
subproblem solver. When given a problem, the problem decomposer breaks
it into smaller subproblems, and the subproblem solver generates CoTs to
resolve these subproblems, ultimately producing the final answer. Finally,
Zhu et al. [6] designed a diverse reasoning format distillation framework
to further enhance the mathematical reasoning capabilities of SLMs. This
framework constructs a distillation dataset encompassing various reasoning
formats to fine-tune SLMs effectively. Although these methods can effectively
enhance the reasoning performance of SLMs, they overlook the impact of
low-data regimes on the reasoning abilities of SLMs. To address this issue,
we propose a feedback-driven distillation framework designed to generate
additional questions, which are then used to expand the distillation dataset.
This enriched dataset is subsequently leveraged to improve the reasoning
performance of SLMs.
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2.2. Data Generation for LLMs

Data Generation for LLMs refers to leveraging LLMs to generate data,
thereby expanding datasets for subsequent fine-tuning tasks. For example,
Self-Instruct [7] leverages the self-generated outputs of LLMs to bootstrap the
construction of instruction-following datasets, thereby enhancing the LLMs’
own ability to follow instructions. Metamath [8] creates a new dataset by
rewriting existing mathematical questions from multiple perspectives. This
dataset is then used to fine-tune open-source LLMs, significantly improv-
ing their capacity for mathematical reasoning. MuggleMath [9] conducts
an in-depth exploration of how data augmentation strategies influence the
mathematical reasoning and generalization capabilities of open-source LLMs.
WizardLM [10] rewrites existing instructions step by step into more complex
instructions. Furthermore, Jiang et al.; Lee et al.; Ying et al. [11, 12, 13] ex-
pand fine-tuning datasets by customizing the generation of instructions based
on feedback from student LLMs. Although these methods enable student
LLMs to achieve strong performance, they focus solely on instructions where
student LLMs underperform, overlooking the potential of instructions where
student LLMs excel. In contrast to these approaches, our method considers
both types of instructions, employing distinct generation strategies for each.
This dual focus enhances the complexity, scale, and diversity of the resulting
instructions.

3. Methodology

In this work, we propose a Feedback-Driven Distillation (FDD) frame-
work aimed at enhancing the mathematical reasoning abilities of SLMs by
constructing a more complex and diverse distillation dataset. Our framework
consists of three stages: (1) an initialization stage to equip SLMs with pre-
liminary mathematical reasoning abilities, (2) a question generation stage in
which LLMs generate new questions to expand and diversify the distillation
dataset, and (3) a fine-tuning stage where the enriched distillation dataset
is used to fine-tune SLMs, further improving their mathematical reasoning
capability. Figure 1 shows the overview of our distillation method.

3.1. Initialization Stage

Firstly, we create a distillation dataset to equip SLMs with preliminary
mathematical reasoning abilities. The primary goal is to enable SLMs to
distinguish between hard and easy questions, providing valuable feedback to
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Figure 1: The overview of our distillation method. In the initialization stage, we
prompt the LLM to create an initial distillation mathematical dataset based on the original
mathematical dataset. Next, in the question generation stage, we prompt the LLM to
generate more diverse questions based on hard questions and more complex questions
from easy ones. These generated questions are used to expand the distillation dataset,
enhancing its diversity and complexity. This expanded distillation dataset is then used
to fine-tune SLMs from scratch to enhance mathematical reasoning abilities and mitigate
catastrophic forgetting. Additionally, we propose a multi-round distillation paradigm to
iteratively expand the dataset and further improve the mathematical reasoning capabilities
of the SLMs.

LLMs during the question generation stage. Specifically, given a mathematical
dataset D, where each entry consists of a question q and a corresponding gold
answer a, we prompt LLMs to generate a rationale for each mathematical
question in the dataset. In this work, we guide LLMs to generate rationales
in PoT format rather than CoT format. The primary advantage of PoT is
that it focuses solely on generating the program needed to solve the question,
while delegating the actual computational process to an external Python
interpreter. This division of labor reduces the computational burden on the
model. In contrast, CoT requires the model to handle the entire reasoning and
computation process, which significantly increases its workload. Additionally,
PoT narrows the prediction space compared to CoT, reducing the model’s
expressive complexity and making the task easier for the model to handle [5].
To achieve our goal, we select k questions from the mathematical dataset and
manually construct PoTs for these questions. These questions, along with
their corresponding PoTs, are then compiled into a demonstration dataset.
For each question in the mathematical dataset, we combine this demonstration
dataset with the question to form an instruction, which is then used to prompt
the LLM to generate the corresponding PoT for that question. The PoT
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generation process can be represented as follows:

pi = FM(qi,R), (1)

where R is the demonstration dataset, p is the PoT, M denotes LLMs, and
F is the decoding function, and i means the index of the question.

After the LLM generates a corresponding PoT for each question, we use
an external Python interpreter to execute the PoT, producing an answer.
This answer is then compared to the gold answer from the mathematical
dataset. If the two answers match, the PoT is considered correct; otherwise,
it’s deemed incorrect and discarded. This process helps ensure the quality of
the generated PoTs, allowing us to build a higher-quality distillation dataset,
ultimately improving the mathematical reasoning performance of the fine-
tuned SLMs. Finally, we get a mathematical distillation dataset Dp, where
each entry consists of a mathematical question paired with a PoT solution.

We then use this mathematical distillation dataset to fine-tune the SLMs,
enabling them to acquire preliminary mathematical reasoning abilities. For
each mathematical question, we combine it with the prompt pr, ”Let’s
generate a python program to solve the question.” to create an instruction as
the input, with the corresponding PoT as the output. The fine-tuning loss
function can be represented as follows:

L = −
N∑
i=1

T∑
t=1

logP (pit | pi<t, q
i, pr), (2)

where N represents the quantity of data within the mathematical distillation
dataset, and p:T denotes the sequence of PoTs. When faced with a new
mathematical question, the fine-tuned SLMs generate a PoT and then use a
Python interpreter to execute it, producing the corresponding answer.

3.2. Question Generation Stage

Previous studies [10, 9, 8] have shown that the complexity and diversity
of fine-tuning datasets play a significant role in shaping the reasoning per-
formance of SLMs. Building on this insight, our work seeks to enhance the
complexity and diversity of the mathematical distillation dataset to improve
the mathematical reasoning capabilities of SLMs.

Specifically, we use the fine-tuned SLM from the Initialization Stage
to perform inference on each data in the mathematical distillation dataset,
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generating corresponding answer. We then compare the generated answer
with the gold answer. If the generated answer matches the gold answer, we
consider the question to be easy, meaning the SLM have successfully learned
how to solve it. Conversely, if the generated answer does not match, we
classify the question as hard, indicating that the SLM have yet to master it.
In the teaching process, when students have learned how to solve a particular
question, teachers often build a more challenging question based on the
original one. This approach helps students deepen their understanding of the
relevant knowledge. Conversely, if a student struggles with a question, the
teacher typically generates additional questions of similar knowledge scope
and difficulty, allowing the student to learn from repeated exposure to related
questions. Inspired by this approach, we introduce a feedback-driven question
generation strategy. For an easy question, we prompt the LLM to generate a
new question by increasing the complexity of the original. In contrast, for
a hard question, we use a method similar to the self-instruct approach [7],
prompting the LLM to treat the hard question as a seed for generating a
similar question. The question generation process can be represented as
follows:

qnew = FM(qold, I), (3)

where qnew is the new generated question, qold is the original question, and I
is the instruction that prompts the LLM to generate a new question, and it
is provided in Appendix Appendix A.

After getting a new question, we follow the same approach as outlined in
Section 3.1 to prompt the LLM to generate a PoT for the question. We then
use a Python interpreter to extract the corresponding answer from this PoT.
To ensure the quality of both the PoT and the answer, we prompt the model
to generate multiple PoTs. Then, we extract the corresponding answers from
these PoTs and apply a voting mechanism to select the answer with the
highest number of votes as the gold answer. The PoTs that correspond to the
gold answer are considered correct and are added, along with the question,
to the distillation dataset. This approach helps to enhance the complexity
and diversity of the distillation dataset.

3.3. Fine-tuning Stage

After expanding the scale of the distillation dataset, we use this dataset
to fine-tune the SLMs to improve their mathematical reasoning performance.
The fine-tuning process of the SLMs follows the method outlined in Section 3.1.
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For each question in the distillation dataset, we combine it with the prompt
”Let’s generate a Python program to solve the question.” to construct an
input instruction. This input instruction is then used to fine-tune the SLMs,
enabling them to generate the corresponding PoT for each question. The
fine-tuning loss function can also be represented by Equation 2. Notably,
we use the distillation dataset to fine-tune the SLMs from scratch to avoid
catastrophic forgetting.

3.4. Multi-Round Distillation Paradigm

In the subsection, we further propose a multi-round distillation paradigm
to iteratively improve the mathematical reasoning abilities of SLMs. The
multi-round distillation paradigm enables the LLM to stay up-to-date with
the learning state of the SLM, allowing it to generate questions that are better
aligned with the SLM’s current progress.

Specifically, we first apply methods from the Initiation stage to construct
an initial distillation dataset. This dataset is then used to fine-tune SLMs,
enabling them to acquire preliminary mathematical reasoning abilities. In
turn, this equips the SLMs to provide valuable feedback to the LLM, guiding
it in generating customized questions. After initializing the SLMs, we add all
data from the initial distillation dataset to the seed pool in the next round.
Using the initialized SLM, we then categorize the data in the seed pool as
either hard or easy questions, placing them accordingly into a hard pool and
an easy pool. For data in the hard pool, the LLM generates questions of
similar type and difficulty. For data in the easy pool, the LLM generates
more challenging questions. These newly generated questions are added to
the distillation dataset, which is then used to fine-tune the SLMs from scratch.
In each subsequent round, we exclude the easy questions from the previous
round from the seed pool. Instead, we add only the newly generated questions
and the hard questions to the seed pool. This approach avoids redundancy, as
the model has already learned the relevant knowledge from the easy questions
in the previous round, and the more complex questions derived from them
are already included in the seed pool. This strategy also reduces dataset size,
lowers data generation costs, and improves fine-tuning efficiency. Following
the same method, the LLM generates new questions, which are added to the
distillation dataset, allowing us to fine-tune the SLMs from scratch.
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4. Experiments

4.1. Dataset

In our work, we use the GSM8K training set [14], which contains 7,473
examples, as the mathematical reasoning dataset for our experiments. We
prompt the LLM to construct a mathematical distillation dataset based on this
GSM8K training set. Subsequently, we fine-tune the SLMs on this mathemat-
ical distillation dataset to enhance their mathematical reasoning capabilities.
Furthermore, we evaluate the mathematical reasoning performance of the
SLMs on the GSM8K test set, which contains 1,319 examples. Additionally,
to assess the transferability of the SLMs’ mathematical reasoning abilities,
we evaluate them on several well-known mathematical reasoning datasets,
including ASDiv [15] with 2,300 samples, SVAMP [16] with 1,000 samples,
and MultiArith [17] with 180 samples.

4.2. Implementation Details

In our work, we employ ChatGPT (gpt-3.5-turbo) as the LLM to construct
a mathematical distillation dataset. For our small language models (SLMs),
we use FlanT5 [18] models with parameter counts ranging from 60M to 760M.
In the initialization stage, we prompt the LLM to generate 4 PoTs for each
question in the GSM8K training dataset, creating the foundation for the
mathematical distillation dataset, which we then use to fine-tune the SLMs.
We fine-tune the SLMs over 10 epochs, with a learning rate of 5e-4 and a batch
size of 32. To further enhance the mathematical reasoning capabilities of the
SLMs, we employ a three-round multi-round distillation paradigm. In each
round, we also generate 4 PoTs for each new question, and the fine-tuning
settings for the SLMs remain consistent with those used in the initialization
stage. Additionally, during the generation of math questions, we set the
LLM’s temperature to 1, while for PoT generation, we set it to 0.7.

4.3. Main Results

Table 1 shows the main experimental results. Based on the results, we
observe that: (1) Our method enables SLMs to achieve State-of-the-Art
(SOTA) mathematical reasoning performance. In Table 1, we demonstrate
how our method enhances the mathematical reasoning capabilities of the
FlanT5 models—Small (60M), Base (250M), and Large (760M). We evaluate
these SLMs on the in-domain GSM8k test set, where our approach (FDD)
improves FlanT5-small to an accuracy of 29.87%, FlanT5-Base to 40.25%,
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Models #Params GSM8K ASDiv SVAMP MultiArith AVG

Proprietary Large Language Models
GPT-4 [19] - 92.0 91.3 93.1 - 92.13
ChatGPT - 80.8 87.3 83.0 - 83.7
Claude-2 - 85.2 - - - 85.2

PaLM-2 [20] 540B 80.7 - - - 80.7

Open-Source Large Language Models
Llama-2 [21] 7B 13.3 50.7 38.0 - 34

CodeLLaMA [22] 7B 34.0 61.4 59.0 - 51.46
Platypus-2 [23] 7B 14.4 47.9 36.7 - 33
WizardMath [24] 7B 54.9 59.1 57.3 - 57.1

TORA [25] 7B 68.8 73.9 68.2 - 70.3

Fine-tuned Small Language Models
Ho et al. [2] 0.3B 3.11 - - - 3.11
Fu et al. [3] 0.76B 20.2 23.8 20.4 38.5 25.72

Shridhar et al. [4] 0.77B 17.89 - 18.14 - 18.01
Zhu et al. [5] 0.77B 39.2 51.2 48.2 79.2 54.45
Zhu et al. [6] 0.77B 42.45 52.81 49.59 85.5 57.58

Our fine-tuned Small Language Models
FlanT5-Small 0.06B 2.1 2.8 2.1 4.0 2.75

(+) FDD 29.87 52.86 43.4 77.16 50.82
FlanT5-Base 0.25B 3.0 4.2 3.8 7.0 4.5
(+) FDD 40.25 58.44 54.3 87.83 60.20

FlanT5-Large 0.76B 6.9 10.1 6.8 13.0 9.2
(+) FDD 49.43 64.88 61.9 94.0 67.55

Table 1: Overall Test Set Performance.

and FlanT5-Large to 49.43%. Compared to other distillation methods focused
on SLMs (≤1B parameters), our approach achieves SOTA performance in
mathematical reasoning, even surpassing some open-source LLMs. These
experimental results validate the effectiveness of our method. (2) Our method
also demonstrates good transferability. Specifically, we further evaluate the
FlanT5 models, fine-tuned with our method, on out-of-domain mathematical
reasoning test sets, including ASDiv, SVAMP, and MultiArith. Table 1 shows
that FDD enables FlanT5-small to reach 52.86% accuracy on ASDiv, 43.4%
on SVAMP, and 77.16% on MultiArith; FlanT5-Base to achieve 58.44%,
54.3%, and 87.83%, respectively; and FlanT5-Large to attain 64.88%, 61.9%,
and 94.0% on these benchmarks. Our method outperforms other distillation
techniques on these out-of-domain datasets, further underscoring its strong
transferability. (3) Model size of SLMs impacts the mathematical reasoning
performance achieved by our method. As illustrated in Table 1, FlanT5-small
with 0.06B parameters achieves an average accuracy of 50.85% across these
mathematical reasoning datasets, FlanT5-Base with 0.25B parameters reaches
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60.20%, and FlanT5-Large with 0.76B parameters achieves 67.55%. These
results indicate that model size significantly influences mathematical reason-
ing performance in our method, with larger models consistently achieving
better results. In summary, these findings confirm the effectiveness, transfer-
ability, and scalability of our method in enhancing mathematical reasoning
performance of SLMs.

Strategy Data Size GSM8K ASDiv SVAMP MultiArith AVG

None 0 3.0 4.2 3.8 7.0 4.5

(+) Initialization Dataset 4,620 20.09 42.84 36.7 44.83 36.11

(+) Complex Questions 1,666 23.73 45.80 42.0 51.0 40.63
(+) Diverse Questions 1,928 24.33 47.32 39.9 56.66 42.05

(+) All Questions 3,594 28.05 48.47 42.8 56.66 43.99

Table 2: Effect of Question Generation Strategies. The experimental results show
that the combination of the complex and diverse question generation strategies can improve
the mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs.

4.4. Effect of Question Generation Strategies

In this section, we explore the effect of different question generation strate-
gies on the mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs. To achieve this, we
first prompt the LLM to construct an initial mathematical distillation dataset.
This initialization dataset is then used to fine-tune FlanT5-base from scratch.
Next, we use the fine-tuned FlanT5-base model to classify the questions in
the distillation dataset into easy and hard questions. For easy questions, we
prompt the LLM to generate more complex questions based on them. For
hard questions, we prompt the LLM to generate diverse questions based on
the originals. We then employ three strategies for constructing the distillation
dataset: (1) adding the complex questions to the distillation dataset, (2)
adding the diverse questions to the distillation dataset, and (3) adding all
questions—including both easy and hard questions—into the dataset. The
extended distillation dataset is then used to fine-tune FlanT5-base from
scratch again. By evaluating the mathematical reasoning performance of
the resulting SLMs, we analyze the effect of different question generation
strategies on performance. Additionally, to simplify the analysis, we ensure
that each question in the distillation dataset contains only a single PoT in
this study.
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Table 2 shows the experimental results about the study. Based on these
results, we find that: (1) The initialization stage is crucial as it significantly
improves the mathematical reasoning performance of the SLM. This is because
the questions in the initialization distillation dataset are manually created,
ensuring high quality and diversity. Additionally, we can obtain the gold
answers for these questions, and by comparing them with the answers extracted
from PoT, we can further verify the quality of the generated PoT. Overall,
the experimental results demonstrate that the initialization stage plays a
vital role in enhancing the mathematical reasoning abilities of the SLM. (2)
Both the complex and diverse question generation strategies can improve the
SLM’s mathematical reasoning abilities. Specifically, the complex question
generation strategy achieved 23.73% accuracy on the GSM8k test set and
40.63% average accuracy across all test sets. The diverse question generation
strategy performed slightly better, achieving 24.33% accuracy on GSM8K
and 42.05% average accuracy across all test sets. In other words, compared
to the performance of the SLM in the initialization stage, both strategies lead
to improved mathematical reasoning capabilities. (3) The combination of the
complex and diverse question generation strategies further boosts the SLM’s
mathematical reasoning performance. Table 2 indicates that when all the
newly generated questions are added to the distillation dataset, training the
expanded dataset on FlanT5-base results in a 28.05% accuracy on GSM8K and
43.99% average accuracy across all test sets, which significantly surpasses the
performance achieved by either strategy alone. We attribute this improvement
to the higher complexity, better diversity, and larger scale of the dataset
extended by combining the two strategies. Thus, in our work, we combine
both strategies to generate new questions, expanding the distillation dataset.

4.5. Effect of the Number of Rounds

In this subsection, our primary objective is to investigate the impact of
the number of rounds on the mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs.
Specifically, we begin by fine-tuning the SLMs during the initialization stage
to equip them with basic mathematical reasoning abilities. In the experiment,
the initialization stage is referred to as ”round 0.” Next, we employ a multi-
round distillation paradigm to further enhance the mathematical reasoning
performance through up to three rounds. We record the SLM’s performance
in mathematical reasoning at each round. Based on these performance, we
explore the effect of the number of rounds on the SLM’s capabilities. For
the sake of simplicity in our analysis, we use FlanT5-base as the SLM in this
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Figure 2: Effect of the Number of Rounds. The experimental results demonstrate
the effectiveness of the multi-round distillation paradigm, while additional rounds further
enhance the mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs.

experiment and ensure that each question in the distillation dataset has only
one PoT.

Figure 2 presents the experimental results of this study. Based on these
results, we find that: (1) More rounds improve the in-domain mathematical
reasoning performance of SLMs. Specifically, Figure 2 shows that as the
rounds progress from round 0 to round 3, FlanT5-base’s mathematical rea-
soning performance on the GSM8k test set gradually increases. We attribute
this outcome to the fact that with each additional round, more generated
questions are added to the distillation dataset, thereby increasing its size,
diversity, and complexity. (2) More rounds also enhance the out-of-domain
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mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs. Specifically, when we evaluate
SLMs using out-of-domain datasets such as ASDiv, SVAMP, and MultiArith,
we observe that as the number of rounds increases, the mathematical reason-
ing performance improves. These findings validate the effectiveness of our
multi-round distillation paradigm, demonstrating that additional rounds lead
to better overall mathematical reasoning performance for SLMs.
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Figure 3: Effect of the Number of Reasoning Paths. The experimental results
show that more reasoning paths can make SLMs have better mathematical reasoning
performance.

4.6. Effect of the Number of Reasoning Paths

In this subsection, our primary objective is to investigate the impact
of the number of reasoning paths generated for each question during the
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question generation stage on the mathematical reasoning performance of the
SLM. To achieve this goal, we design the following experiment. For ease of
analysis, we begin by ensuring that each question in the distillation dataset
during the initialization stage contains only one reasoning path. We then
use this distillation dataset to fine-tune the flanT5-base model. Afterward,
we generate math questions based on the fine-tuned flanT5-base. For each
generated question, we create a set of reasoning paths, ranging from 1 to 4
paths, and add both the questions and their corresponding reasoning paths
to the distillation dataset. Subsequently, we fine-tune the flanT5-base model
from scratch using the expanded distillation dataset. Finally, we evaluate
the mathematical reasoning performance of the fine-tuned flanT5-base on
the GSM8K, ASDiv, SVAMP, and MultiArith datasets. Through these
evaluations, we aim to investigate how the number of reasoning paths affects
the mathematical reasoning performance of the SLMs.

Figure 3 presents the experimental results of this study. Based on the find-
ings, we observe that (1) increasing the number of reasoning paths improves
the in-domain mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs. Specifically,
Figure 3 demonstrates that as the number of reasoning paths increases, the
performance of FlanT5-base on GSM8K continues to improve. We attribute
this result to the enhanced diversity of the distillation dataset, which allows
SLMs to learn more effectively. (2) A greater number of reasoning paths also
enhances SLM’s out-of-domain mathematical reasoning performance. Specifi-
cally, as the number of reasoning paths increases, FlanT5-base achieves better
results on out-of-domain datasets such as ASDiv, SVAMP, and MultiArith.
These findings support the rationale that generating more reasoning paths
improves the mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs.

4.7. Analysis for Data Leakage

When using LLMs to generate data, a potential issue that may arise is data
leakage. Data leakage refers to the possibility that test data was inadvertently
used during the training of the LLM, which may result in the model generating
questions similar to those in the test set. In this subsection, we investigate
whether our approach suffers from data leakage. To achieve this, we design a
simple experiment. During the initialization stage, we prompt the LLM to
construct an Initialization Mathematical Distillation Dataset based on the
GSM8K training dataset, where each question is paired with a corresponding
PoT. We then fine-tune the FlanT5-base model using this distilled dataset.
Following this, we implement a multi-round distillation paradigm for three
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Figure 4: Analysis for Data Leakage. The experimental results demonstrate that in
our approach, the data generated by the LLM exhibits minimal correlation with the data
in the test datasets, effectively eliminating the impact of data leakage on the mathematical
reasoning performance of the SLM.

rounds. At each round, we evaluate the similarity between the datasets
generated in that round and the test dataset to determine the extent of data
leakage. In this subsection, we compute the ROUGE-L similarity between
all pairs of questions from the two datasets and take the average value as
the overall similarity between the datasets. This similarity metric can be
formalized as:

Sim(DG, DT ) =
1

m× n

m∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

ROUGE−L
(
diG, d

j
T
)
, (4)
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where DG and DT represent the datasets composed of generated questions and
the test dataset, respectively, while m and n denote the sizes of the generated
dataset and the test dataset, respectively. Thus, the time complexity of
the similarity metric is O (m · n · L1 · L2), where L1 and L2 represent the
lengths of the two questions involved in each ROUGE-L computation. To
save computation time, we sample only 30% of the generated dataset to
calculate its similarity to the test datasets.

Figure 4 shows the experimental results of the analysis. Based on the
experiments, we observe that across these three rounds, the similarity be-
tween datasets generated from hard questions and those generated from easy
questions, compared to the test datasets—including the GSM8K test set,
ASDiv, SVAMP, and MultiArith—falls within the range of 0.11 to 0.12. This
implies that the data generated by the LLM in our approach is essentially un-
correlated with the test datasets. This further demonstrates that our method
improves the mathematical reasoning performance of SLMs by enhancing
their mathematical reasoning abilities, effectively eliminating the interference
of data leakage in our research.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we introduce the Feedback-Driven Distillation (FDD) frame-
work to enhance the mathematical reasoning capabilities of SLMs. By leverag-
ing an iterative process involving the generation of complex and diverse math-
ematical questions, we successfully expand and enrich distillation datasets.
This allow for the progressive fine-tuning of SLMs, enabling them to achieve
state-of-the-art performance on both in-domain and out-of-domain mathemat-
ical reasoning tasks. Furthermore, our analysis verify that these improvements
were achieved without data leakage, underscoring the effectively of our method.
However, our method still has some limitations. For instance, it relies on
LLMs to generate questions, which increases the cost of using LLMs. Ad-
ditionally, in each round, the SLM requires fine-tuning from scratch, which
further adds to the training cost. In the future, we want to design more
efficient mathematical reasoning methods to address these challenges and
further enhance the mathematical reasoning capabilities of SLMs.
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Appendix A. Instructions for Question Generation

I want you act as a Math Question Creator.
Your goal is to draw inspiration from the Given Math Question to create a more
challenging math question by increasing the complexity of the Given Math Question.
The created math question should belong to the same domain and the same task
type as the Given Math Question.
The Created Math Question must be reasonable and can be understood and solved
by humans.
Given Math Question: {easy question}
Created Math Question:

Table A.3: Instruction for creating new math question based on the easy question.

I want you act as a Math Question Creator.
Your goal is to draw inspiration from the Given Math Question to create a new
math question.
The created math question should belong to the same domain and the same task
type as the Given Math Question.
The difficulty level of the Created Math Question should be similar to that of the
Given Math Question. The Created Math Question must be reasonable and can
be understood and solved by humans.
Given Math Question: {hard question}
Created Math Question:

Table A.4: Instruction for creating new math question based on the hard question.
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