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Abstract

Dataset distillation aims to synthesize a smaller, representa-
tive dataset that preserves the essential properties of the orig-
inal data, enabling efficient model training with reduced com-
putational resources. Prior work has primarily focused on
improving the alignment or matching process between origi-
nal and synthetic data, or on enhancing the efficiency of dis-
tilling large datasets. In this work, we introduce Committee
Voting for Dataset Distillation (CV-DD), a novel and or-
thogonal approach that leverages the collective wisdom of
multiple models or experts to create high-quality distilled
datasets. We start by showing how to establish a strong base-
line that already achieves state-of-the-art accuracy through
leveraging recent advancements and thoughtful adjustments
in model design and optimization processes. By integrat-
ing distributions and predictions from a committee of mod-
els while generating high-quality soft labels1, our method
captures a wider spectrum of data features, reduces model-
specific biases and the adverse effects of distribution shifts,
leading to significant improvements in generalization. This
voting-based strategy not only promotes diversity and robust-
ness within the distilled dataset but also significantly reduces
overfitting, resulting in improved performance on post-eval
tasks. Extensive experiments across various datasets and
IPCs (images per class) demonstrate that Committee Voting
leads to more reliable and adaptable distilled data compared
to single/multi-model distillation methods, demonstrating its
potential for efficient and accurate dataset distillation. Code
is available at: https://github.com/Jiacheng8/CV-DD.

1. Introduction

The rapid growth of large datasets has significantly advanced
computer vision and deep learning applications, enabling
models to achieve high accuracy and generalization across
diverse domains. However, training on massive datasets

1Our high-quality soft labels are generated by enabling the train mode for
teacher model during post-eval, which improves accuracy significantly.
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Figure 1. Top illustrates the motivation of our committee voting-
based dataset distillation, highlighting its ability to reduce bias
from individual model knowledge. Bottom shows the performance
improvement over previous state-of-the-art method RDED [28].

presents challenges such as high computational cost, mem-
ory usage, and long training times, especially for resource-
constrained environments. To address these issues, dataset
distillation has emerged as an effective technique to con-
dense large datasets into smaller, representative sets, allow-
ing for efficient model training with minimal performance
loss. Despite its promise, a key challenge in dataset distilla-
tion remains: capturing the essential features of the original
data while avoiding overfitting to specific patterns or noise.

Prior dataset distillation methods [28, 31, 35, 36] often
rely on single-model frameworks that may struggle to gen-
eralize across complex, diverse datasets and architectures.
These approaches can introduce biases specific to the model
used, resulting in distilled datasets that may not fully capture
the richness of the original data. To overcome these limita-
tions, we propose Committee Voting for Dataset Distillation
(CV-DD), a framework that leverages multiple models’ per-
spectives to create a high-quality, balanced distilled dataset.
Our first contribution in this work is to identify pitfalls, dis-
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Figure 2. Overview of CV-DD. The process begins with Data Initialization to generate synthetic data from the original data distribution. In
Voting Strategy section, a committee of models collectively decides on the distributions for synthetic data, where the voting mechanism
considers prior performance and calculates a weighted gradient update based on each model’s distribution and prediction. Batch-Specific
Soft Labeling generates soft labels tailored to small batch sizes by embedding batch norm statistics from synthetic data batch. Finally, a
Smoothed Learning Rate strategy is applied to the post-training process, adjusting dynamically with a cosine schedule to stabilize training.

enchant design choices in recent advances on dataset distil-
lation and train an exceptionally strong baseline framework
which already achieves state-of-the-art performance. By us-
ing a committee of models with different architectures and
training strategies, CV-DD further enables the capture of a
more comprehensive features, enhancing the robustness and
adaptability of the distilled dataset with better accuracy.

Specifically, the proposed CV-DD framework introduces
a Prior Performance Guided (PPG) Voting Mechanism,
which aggregates distributions and predictions from mul-
tiple models to identify representative data points. This
approach reduces model-specific biases, promotes diversity
in the distilled dataset, and mitigates overfitting by lever-
aging the unique strengths of each model. Additionally,
CV-DD enables fine-grained control over the distillation
process through our dynamic voting design, where model
weights and voting thresholds can be adjusted to prioritize
specific features or dataset attributes. We further propose a
Batch-Specific Soft Labeling (BSSL) to mitigate the distri-
bution shift between the original dataset and the synthetic
data for better post-evaluation performance.

Through extensive experiments on benchmark datasets of
CIFAR, Tiny-ImageNet, ImageNet-1K and its subsets, we
demonstrate that CV-DD achieves significant improvements
over traditional single/multi-model distillation methods in
both accuracy and cross-model generalization. Our results
show that datasets distilled for committee voting consistently

yield better performance on post-eval tasks, even in low-data
or limited-compute scenarios. By harnessing the collective
knowledge of multiple models, CV-DD provides a robust
solution for dataset distillation, highlighting its potential for
applications where efficient data usage and computational
efficiency are essential.

We make the following contributions in this paper:
• We propose a novel framework, Committee Voting for

Dataset Distillation (CV-DD), which integrates multiple
model perspectives to synthesize a distilled dataset that
encapsulates rich features and produces high-quality soft
labels by batch-specific normalization.

• By integrating recent advancements, refining framework
design and optimization techniques, we establish a strong
baseline within CV-DD framework that already achieves
state-of-the-art performance in dataset distillation.

• Through experiments across multiple datasets, we demon-
strate that CV-DD improves generalization, mitigates over-
fitting, and outperforms prior methods in various data-
limited scenarios, highlighting its effectiveness as a scal-
able and reliable solution for dataset distillation.

2. Related Work

Dataset Distillation. Dataset distillation aims to generate
a compact, synthetic dataset that retains essential informa-
tion from a large dataset. This approach facilitates easier
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data processing, reduces training time, and achieves per-
formance comparable to training with the full dataset. Ex-
isting solutions typically fall into five main categories: 1)
Meta-Model Matching: This method optimizes for model
transferability on distilled data, involving an outer loop for
updating synthetic data and an inner loop for training the
network. Examples include DD [31], KIP [19], RFAD [17],
FRePo [42], LinBa [5], and MDC [9]. 2) Gradient Matching:
This approach performs one-step distance matching between
models, focusing on aligning gradients. Methods in this
category include DC [40], DSA [38], DCC [15], IDC [13],
and MP [41]. 3) Distribution Matching: Here, the distri-
bution of original and synthetic data is directly matched
through a single-level optimization. Approaches include
DM [39], CAFE [30], HaBa [16], KFS [15], DataDAM [22],
FreD [27], and GUARD [33]. 4) Trajectory Matching:
This method matches the weight trajectories of models
trained on original and synthetic data over multiple steps.
Examples include MTT [1], TESLA [3], APM [2], and
DATM [7]. 5) Decoupled Optimization with BatchNorm
Matching: SRe2L [36] first proposes to decouple the model
training and data synthesis for dataset distillation. After
that, many decoupled methods have been proposed, such as
G-VBSM [24], EDC [25], CDA [35] and LPLD [32].
Ensemble Multi-Model Dataset Distillation. Ensemble
multi-model strategies in dataset distillation seek to harness
the strengths of multiple models to improve the quality and
generalization of distilled datasets. While most dataset dis-
tillation approaches rely on a single model, only two prior
methods have explored the use of multi-model ensembles:
MTT series [1, 3, 6] and G-VBSM [24]. MTT leverages a
collection of independently trained teacher models on the
real dataset, saving their snapshot parameters at each epoch
to generate expert trajectories that guide the distillation pro-
cess. G-VBSM uses a diverse set of local-to-global matching
signals derived from multiple backbones and statistical met-
rics, enabling more precise and effective matching compared
to single-model approaches. However, as the diversity of
matching models increases, the framework’s overall com-
plexity also grows, which can reduce its efficiency. Both
MTT and G-VBSM rely on static ensemble configurations
and lack adaptive weighting mechanisms to dynamically
adjust each model’s contribution. Our proposed approach,
Committee Voting, addresses these limitations by introducing
an adaptive voting system that adjusts model weights based
on their prior performance, resulting in a more refined and
effective distilled dataset with much better performance.

3. Approach

3.1. Preliminaries

The goal of dataset distillation is to create a compact
synthetic dataset that retains essential information from

the original dataset. Given a large labeled dataset D =
{(u1, v1), . . . , (u|D|, v|D|)}, we aim to learn a smaller syn-
thetic datasetDsyn = {(û1, v̂1), . . . , (û|Dsyn|, v̂|Dsyn|)}, where
|Dsyn| ≪ |D|. The objective is to minimize the performance
gap between models trained on Dsyn and those trained on D:

sup
(u,v)∼D

∣∣∣L (fψD (u), v)− L
(
fψDsyn

(u), v
)∣∣∣ ≤ δ, (1)

where δ is the allowable gap. This leads to the following
optimization problem:

argmin
Dsyn,|Dsyn|

sup
(u,v)∼D

∣∣∣L (fψD (u), v)− L
(
fψDsyn

(u), v
)∣∣∣ (2)

The goal is to synthesize Dsyn while determining the optimal
number of samples per class.

3.2. Pitfalls of Latest Methods
Diversity and bias issues. SRe2L [36] is a recently pro-
posed optimization-based method that generates distilled
data by aligning the Batch Normalization (BN) statistics of
synthetic data with those from the training process while
simultaneously ensuring the alignment between synthetic
data labels and their true labels. The primary limitation of
this method is its reliance on a single backbone network for
generating distilled data, resulting in limited diversity and
increased model-specific bias.
Informativeness and realistic issues. Prior ensemble-based
dataset distillation methods, such as G-VBSM [24] and
MTT [1], utilize multiple backbones to generate distilled
data. However, these methods assume that all pre-trained
models contribute equally to the recovery of synthetic data,
failing to prioritize the contributions of more informative
models during optimization. Moreover, both MTT and G-
VBSM encounter efficiency challenges: MTT matches the
training trajectories of multiple models, rendering it highly
inefficient and incapable of scaling to large datasets. In con-
trast, while G-VBSM is scalable to large datasets, it incurs
substantial computational overhead due to the additional
alignment of convolutional statistics.
Suboptimal soft labels. Prior generative dataset distillation
methods [1, 24, 36] have overlooked the distributional shift
between synthetic and original images, a critical factor that
influences the fidelity and representativeness of the distilled
data. This oversight has led to the generation of suboptimal
soft labels, ultimately resulting in a significant reduction in
generalization capability.

3.3. Overview of CV-DD

The overall framework of our proposed CV-DD is illustrated
in Fig. 2. Essentially, CV-DD builds upon the enhanced
baseline and employs a Prior Performance Guided Voting
Strategy during the optimization of synthetic data, address-
ing the limitation of previous ensemble-based method, which
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Figure 3. Performance comparison between the original SRe2L and
the enhanced SRe2L++ baseline across five datasets with IPC=10
during the post-evaluation stage.

assigns equal importance to all models in the dataset distilla-
tion process. Moreover, CV-DD eliminates the reliance on
running statistics for feature normalization during the soft
label generation process, ensuring higher-quality soft labels
and improved generalization performance for post-eval task.

3.4. Building a Strong Baseline

Many dataset distillation methods use SRe2L [36] as a base-
line for performance comparison [24, 25, 28]. However,
due to suboptimal design and insufficient hyper-parameter
tuning in post-evaluation, some methods appear to surpass
SRe2L without truly outperforming it. This subsection intro-
duces SRe2L++, a more robust baseline that achieves state-
of-the-art performance. The performance improvements of
SRe2L++ over SRe2L are illustrated in Fig. 3.
Real Image Initialization: The original SRe2L method uses
Gaussian noise for initialization during the recover stage.
However, EDC [25] shows that initializing with real data
improves quality at the same optimization cost. Thus, SRe2L
is enhanced by replacing Gaussian noise initialization with
real image patches generated by RDED [28].
Data Augmentation for Small Datasets: The original
SRe2L omitted data augmentation (e.g., random cropping, re-
sizing, flipping) during recovery on small-resolution datasets
(e.g., CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100), limiting performance. This
has been addressed by incorporating data augmentation, with
its impact shown in the Fig. 7.
Batch-Specific Soft Labeling: To further enhance the per-
formance of SRe2L, we apply the proposed Batch-Specific
Soft Labeling technique, which will be elaborated in a later
subsection 3.7.
Smoothed Learning Rate and Smaller Batch Size: Prior
studies [25, 28, 35] suggest reducing batch size to increase
the number of iterations per epoch, thereby mitigating under-
convergence, and adopting a smoothed learning rate sched-
uler to avoid convergence to suboptimal minima.
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Figure 4. Illustration of the average cosine similarity (lower is the
better) between feature embeddings of pairwise samples within the
same class on ImageNet-1K with IPC=10.

3.5. Committee Choices
Inspired by ensemble-based dataset distillation methods like
MTT [1], FTD [6], and G-VBSM [24], which utilize mul-
tiple backbones to enhance performance, CV-DD incorpo-
rates a diverse set of five backbones: DenseNet121 [11],
ResNet18 [8], ResNet50 [8], MobileNetV2 [23], and Shuf-
fleNetV2 [37]. This mix of lightweight and standard archi-
tectures improves the diversity and generalization of dis-
tilled data. Specifically, CV-DD retains the same backbone
throughout the optimization process and switches to differ-
ent backbones only when generating new synthetic data, i.e.,
an approach we refer to as “Switch Per IPC”. This strategy,
as illustrated in Fig. 2, ensures that each distilled dataset is
optimized under consistent backbones, thereby promoting a
more stable learning process. By utilizing diverse backbones,
CV-DD improves the diversity of distilled data. As shown
in Fig. 4, CV-DD consistently surpasses SRe2L++ in data
diversity across various classes.

3.6. Committees Voting Strategy
To address the limitation of previous Ensemble Based
Method, we propose a Prior Performance Guided Voting
Strategy that ensures the models with stronger prior perfor-
mance exert a greater influence on the optimization process.
This subsection details the computation of prior performance
scores and illustrates how CV-DD effectively utilizes them
to optimize the distilled data.
Prior Performance Assignment: Given a model optimized
using the specified loss function in Equation 3, where T
represents the Dataset and pθ(x) denotes the predicted prob-
ability distribution from the model parameterized by θ.

θT = argmin
θ

E(x,y)∼T

[
−

C∑
i=1

yi log (pθ(x)i)

]
(3)

We leverage the information embedded in the pre-trained
model to generate distilled data, with the quality of the dis-
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tilled data being directly proportional to the critical informa-
tion contained within the model. During post-evaluation, the
generalization performance of models trained on distilled
data reflects its quality and quantifies the information in the
pre-trained models. Thus, each model’s prior performance
can be represented by the generalization ability of models
trained on the distilled datasets each model generates.
Voting Strategy: First, let us define some notations to fa-
cilitate the subsequent explanation. We denote the set of
backbone candidates as S, and a randomly selected subset
of N indices as IN , as defined in Equation 4:

IN ⊂ {1, . . . , |S|}, where 2 ≤ N ≤ |S|. (4)

The i-th indices of IN are denoted by IiN . For each sampled
index i, the prior performance is represented as αIi

N , and the
corresponding backbone is denoted as SIi

N . Then the prior
voting loss function used to optimize the synthesized data at
a specific iteration is defined as follows:

L(x̃) =
N∑
i=1

exp(αIi
N /T )∑N

j=1 exp(α
Ij
N /T )

L
SIi

N
(x̃) (5)

where L
SIi

N
(x̃) denotes the loss of the synthetic data eval-

uated on the selected i-th pre-trained backbone model. As
shown in Equation 5, CV-DD uses the SoftMax function
to assign weights to each model’s loss based on prior per-
formance, with T controlling sensitivity to performance
differences. Essentially, the better a model’s prior perfor-
mance, the higher its corresponding weight, thereby assign-
ing greater significance to its loss in the overall optimiza-
tion [12]. After rigorous testing in later sections, we found
that the is the optimal value as illustrated in Section 4.5.

3.7. Batch-Specific Soft Labeling

Algorithm 1 Batch-Specific Soft Labeling

Require: Teacher model T , Distilled image I
1: T.train() ▷ Enable training mode for the teacher model
2: soft labels← T (I) ▷ Generate soft labels using the

teacher model
3: return soft labels

In the post-evaluation stage, a teacher model is commonly
employed to pre-generate soft labels [26], thereby enhancing
the generalization of the student model [10, 18].

Typically, the teacher model includes Batch Normaliza-
tion layers [20, 24, 28, 36], which utilize running statistics
to normalize features. These statistics are progressively up-
dated during training, as detailed in Equations 6 and 7.

µrunning ← αµrunning + (1− α)µB (6)

σ2
running ← ασ2

running + (1− α)σ2
B (7)
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Figure 5. Feature-level statistical discrepancies between synthetic
data generated by SRe2L++ and the training data on ImageNet-1K,
evaluated across different batches in a pre-trained ResNet18 model.

where α is the momentum, and µB , σ2
B are the mean and

variance of the current batch, respectively.
However, as shown in Fig. 5, we observe that even if the

generated images match the BN distribution during synthesis,
there is still a significant gap between the BN distribution
of the synthetic images and that of the original dataset, due
to the influence of regularization terms and optimization
randomness.

To address this, we propose Batch-Specific Soft Label-
ing (BSSL): Instead of using pre-trained BN statistics from
the original images in a real dataset, we recompute the BN
statistics directly from each batch of synthetic images, keep-
ing all other parameters frozen with the teacher’s original
pre-trained values each time soft labels are generated. Algo-
rithm 1 presents a simple implementation of BSSL. In the
post-evaluation phase, this method generates soft labels by
setting the teacher model to training mode. This straight-
forward adjustment significantly improves the performance
of the model during post-training on synthetic data using
these soft labels. Specifically, for a given distilled data batch
B = {xi | i = 1, 2, . . . , N}, where each xi represents a
sample in the batch and is a vector of features, represented
as xi ∈ RC×H×W , where C is the number of channels, and
H and W are the height and width, respectively. For BN
layer, the mean and variance are calculated per channel as:

µB,c =
1

N ×H ×W

N∑
i=1

H∑
h=1

W∑
w=1

xi,c,h,w (8)

σ2
B,c =

1

N ×H ×W

N∑
i=1

H∑
h=1

W∑
w=1

(xi,c,h,w − µB,c)
2 + ϵ

(9)
where µB,c and σ2

B,c are the batch-specific mean and vari-
ance for each channel c. Here, ϵ is a small constant added
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ResNet18 ResNet50 ResNet101
Dataset IPC CDA [35] RDED [28] SRe2L++ CV-DD CDA [35] RDED [28] SRe2L++ CV-DD CDA [35] RDED [28] SRe2L++ CV-DD

CIFAR10
1 - 22.9 24.4 26.1 - 10.2 22.8 25.7 - 18.7 22.4 24.2
10 - 37.1 42.5 44.6 - 33.1 42.3 44.7 - 33.7 33.4 39.6
50 - 62.1 63.0 70.1 - 54.2 60.9 69.6 - 51.6 61.0 69.3

CIFAR-100
1 13.4 11.0 13.5 17.2 - 10.9 12.7 16.0 - 10.8 11.2 14.8
10 49.8 42.6 52.1 54.3 - 41.6 46.1 49.5 - 41.1 50.6 52.5
50 64.4 62.6 64.0 65.1 - 64.0 64.1 64.8 - 63.4 65.6 66.3

Tiny-ImageNet
1 3.3 9.7 9.3 10.1 - 8.2 7.6 8.5 - 3.8 7.5 9.1
10 43.0 41.9 46.5 47.8 - 38.4 42.8 43.8 - 22.9 45.4 47.4
50 48.7 58.2 53.5 54.1 49.7 45.6 53.7 54.7 50.6 41.2 53.7 54.1

ImageNette
1 - 35.8 29.7 36.2 - 27.0 25.9 27.6 - 25.1 22.1 25.3
10 - 61.4 62.4 64.1 - 55.0 57.4 61.4 - 54.0 55.1 61.0
50 - 80.4 80.3 81.6 - 81.8 80.3 82.0 - 75.0 77.9 80.0

ImageNet-1k
1 - 6.6 8.6 9.2 - 8.0 8.0 10.0 - 5.9 6.2 7.0
10 33.6 42.0 43.1 46.0 - 49.7 47.3 51.3 - 48.3 51.2 51.7
50 53.5 56.5 57.6 59.5 61.3 62.0 61.8 63.9 61.6 61.2 61.0 62.7

Table 1. Comparison with SOTA Baseline Methods. All models are trained with 300 epochs.

for numerical stability. This adjustment aligns the normal-
ization process in each Batch Normalization layer with the
true distribution of the distilled data, thereby enhancing the
quality of the soft labels and improving the generalization
performance of the post-evaluation task, as demonstrated in
Section 4.5.

4. Experiments

This section evaluates the performance of our proposed
method, CV-DD, against state-of-the-art approaches across
various datasets, neural architectures, and IPC configurations.
Additionally, we conduct comprehensive ablation studies,
overfitting mitigation analysis and cross-architecture gener-
alization experiments to further validate its effectiveness.

4.1. Dataset and Experimental Configuration

Detailed configurations, including the hyper-parameters for
each stage, are provided in the Appendix.
Datasets. To comprehensively evaluate the performance
of CV-DD, we test it on both low-resolution and high-
resolution datasets. The low-resolution datasets include
CIFAR-10 [14] and CIFAR-100 [14], both with a resolu-
tion of 32×32. For high-resolution datasets, we use Tiny-
ImageNet (64×64) [34], ImageNet-1K (224×224) [4], and
ImageNette [4], which is a subset of ImageNet-1K.
Baseline Methods. We selected RDED [28], a recent state-
of-the-art dataset distillation method, as our primary baseline
due to its strong performance. Additionally, we incorpo-
rated MTT [1] and G-VBSM [24], two ensemble-based ap-
proaches, to further evaluate the effectiveness of our tailored
ensemble method, CV-DD. Finally, we included CDA [35],
a recent optimization-based method, and SRe2L++, which
integrates the latest advancements and achieves the best per-
formance among these methods, to comprehensively assess
CV-DD’s effectiveness.

4.2. Main Results

High-Resolution Datasets. To evaluate the effectiveness
of our approach on large-scale and high-resolution datasets,
we compare it against state-of-the-art dataset distillation
methods on Tiny-ImageNet, ImageNet-1K, and its subset
ImageNette. As shown in Table 1, our method, CV-DD, con-
sistently outperforms previous SOTA methods across all IPC
settings. Notably, on ImageNet-1K at 50 IPC with ResNet18,
CV-DD achieves an impressive 59.5%, surpassing our strong
baseline SRe2L++ by +1.9%, CDA by +6%, and RDED by
+3%. The only exception occurs on Tiny-ImageNet with IPC
= 50, where CV-DD falls slightly behind. However, given
its substantial improvements on other datasets, this isolated
result does not undermine CV-DD’s overall effectiveness on
high-resolution datasets.
Low-Resolution Datasets. To demonstrate the applicability
of CV-DD beyond high-resolution datasets, we conducted
additional experiments on small datasets. As shown in Ta-
ble 1, CV-DD consistently delivers outstanding performance
across all IPC settings and backbone networks, significantly
exceeding the results of prior SOTA baseline methods. For
instance, on CIFAR-100 with ResNet18 at IPC=10, CV-DD
reaches 53.6% accuracy, outperforming RDED by +11%,
SRe2L++ by +1.5%, and CDA by +3.8%. These findings fur-
ther validate the robustness and adaptability of CV-DD, em-
phasizing its capability to perform effectively across datasets
of varying resolutions and complexities.
Comparison with State-of-the-Art Ensemble Methods.
To ensure a fair comparison, we trained CV-DD for 1000
epochs on small-resolution datasets e.g., CIFAR-10 and
CIFAR-100. Given the substantial variance in training
configurations, G-VBSM’s results are reported separately
from Table 1. In Table 2, we compare the performance
of our method (CV-DD) with previous ensemble-based
methods across different datasets and resolutions. Notably,
CV-DD demonstrates superior performance in IPC=50 set-
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Dataset IPC MTT [1] G-VBSM [24] CV-DD (Ours)

Tiny-ImageNet
1 8.8 - 10.1

10 23.2 - 47.8
50 28.0 47.6 54.1

ImageNet-1k
10 - 31.5 46.0
50 - 51.8 59.5

CIFAR-10
10 65.3 53.5 64.1
50 71.6 59.2 74.0

CIFAR-100
1 24.3 25.9 28.3

10 40.1 59.5 62.7
50 47.7 65.0 67.1

Table 2. Performance comparison with prior vanilla ensemble-
based methods of MTT, G-VBSM, and our prior performance
guided committee voting based CV-DD, using ResNet18 as the
student model for G-VBSM and ours, and Conv128 for MTT. All
the training settings follow G-VBSM, i.e., 300 epochs training
budget on Tiny-ImageNet and ImageNet-1K, and 1,000 epochs on
CIFAR-10 and 100 datasets.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Epoch

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

T
op

-1
 A

cc
ur

ac
y 

(%
)

SRe2L++ Train Accuracy
CV-DD Train Accuracy
SRe2L++ Test Accuracy
CV-DD Test Accuracy

Figure 6. Comparison of Top-1 accuracy curve between CV-DD
and SRe2L++ on CIFAR-10 with 50 IPC.

tings, achieving improvements of +7.7% on ImageNet-1K
and +6.5% on Tiny-ImageNet compared to G-VBSM, and
+26.1% on Tiny-ImageNet compared to MTT, highlighting
its ability to generate more effective data than traditional
ensemble approaches. Overall, these results validate the ef-
fectiveness of our tailored ensemble approach in handling
diverse datasets, affirming CV-DD as a reliable and efficient
method in various settings.

4.3. Analysis
Overfitting Analysis. CV-DD effectively mitigates over-
fitting during the post-training phase. Fig. 6 shows the
train and test top-1 accuracy of CV-DD and SRe2L++ over
epochs. Notably, CV-DD maintains lower training accuracy
but consistently achieves higher test accuracy compared to
SRe2L++. These results demonstrate the effectiveness of
CV-DD’s Prior Performance Guided Voting Strategy as a
regularization method in overfitting-prone scenarios.
Efficiency analysis. We compared the efficiency of CV-DD

with previous state-of-the-art ensemble-based methods on
various datasets, as shown in Table 3. Specifically, MTT
incurs the highest computational cost and lacks scalability
to ImageNet-1K. In contrast, CV-DD achieves significantly
higher efficiency (approximately 1.11 ms faster per iteration
than G-VBSM) on ImageNet-1k. These results collectively
highlight the superior efficiency of the proposed CV-DD
comparing to previous ensemble-based method.

Datasets MTT G-VBSM CV-DD

CIFAR-100 2.02 ms 0.97 ms 0.52 ms
Tiny-ImageNet 12.64 ms 1.05 ms 0.62 ms
ImageNet-1k N/A 2.1 ms 0.95 ms

Table 3. Efficiency comparison of previous state-of-the-art
ensemble-based methods. The table presents the time consumption
(in milliseconds) required to optimize a single image per iteration
on a single RTX-4090 GPU. The measurements were calculated
using a batch size of 100 across the same set of committee models.
N/A indicates that the method is not scalable to the given dataset
due to inefficiency issues.

Model #Params G-VBSM RDED SRe2L++ CV-DD

ResNet18 [8] 11.7M 31.4 42.0 43.1 46.0
ResNet50 [8] 25.6M 35.4 49.7 47.3 51.3
ResNet101 [8] 44.5M 38.2 48.3 51.2 51.7
RegNet-X-8gf [21] 39.6M 39.8 51.9 53.4 55.6
MobileNetV2 [23] 3.4M 27.6 34.4 37.1 39.0
ShuffleNetV2-0.5x [37] 1.4M 16.0 19.6 22.9 27.4
EfficientNet-B0 [29] 5.3M 40.1 33.3 39.9 43.2
Wide ResNet50-2 [8] 68.9M 48.6 50.0 50.2 53.9
DenseNet121 [11] 8.0M 44.7 49.4 46.7 50.9
DenseNet169 [11] 14.2M 48.1 50.9 51.8 53.6
DenseNet201 [11] 20.0M 47.4 49.0 52.1 54.8

Table 4. Top-1 accuracy on ImageNet-1K for cross-architecture
generalization with IPC=10.

4.4. Cross-Architecture Generalization
A key criterion for evaluating distilled data is its ability to
generalize across diverse network architectures, ensuring
broader applicability in real-world scenarios. To assess this,
we compared the performance of CV-DD committee dis-
tilled data against RDED, G-VBSM, and SRe2L++ across
eleven architectures, from lightweight models like Shuf-
fleNetV2 [37] to complex networks such as Wide ResNet50-
2 [8]. As shown in Table 4, CV-DD consistently out-
performed other methods. Notably, architectures such as
RegNet-X-8GF [21], EfficientNet [29], among others, which
were not included in the committee, also demonstrated strong
performance, further highlighting the robustness and versa-
tility of CV-DD. A visualization of the performance trends
with respect to parameter size is provided in Appendix.

4.5. Ablation Study
Effect of the Number of Selected Experts. To validate that
using two experts for updating distilled data (N = 2) per
gradient step is optimal, we conducted ablation studies to
examine how performance varies with different N . Since in-
creasing the number of experts adds computational overhead,
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Figure 7. Comparison of distilled data on CIFAR-100 generated by
SRe2L++ with and without data augmentation.

we restricted our experiments to N = 2 and N = 3, with
N = 3 as the upper limit. As shown in Table 5, although
N = 3 incurs higher computational costs, it results in per-
formance degradation. This indicates that incorporating
information from too many experts can lead to suboptimal
optimization. Hence, N = 2 proves to be the most efficient
and effective choice.

IPC N = 2 N = 3

1 17.2 16.4
10 54.3 53.6
50 65.1 64.3

Table 5. Comparison of model performance using different numbers
of experts for synthetic data optimization on CIFAR-100 dataset.

Effectiveness of Prior-Based Voting. To evaluate the im-
pact of prior-based voting, we conducted ablation studies
summarized in Table 6. The Prior-Based Voter consistently
outperforms the Equal and Random Voters across all IPC
settings, achieving 15.9%, 51.3%, and 65.1% accuracy for
IPC1, IPC10, and IPC50, respectively. In contrast, the Ran-
dom Voter yields suboptimal results, with corresponding
accuracies of 14.1%, 51.1%, and 64.2%. These results un-
derscore the importance of leveraging prior performance,
and demonstrating that incorporating prior knowledge en-
hances model generalization.

IPC Equal Voter Random Voter Prior Voter

1 17.0 16.8 17.2
10 53.8 53.6 54.3
50 64.4 64.2 65.1

Table 6. Performance comparison of models trained on distilled
datasets generated using different voter configurations across vari-
ous IPC settings on CIFAR-100. Specifically, equal voter assigns
uniform weights (0.5) to the prediction and distribution of each
model, while the random voter assigns weights randomly.

Impact of Batch-Specific Soft Labeling. To assess the im-
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Figure 8. Distilled data from G-VBSM and CV-DD. The top two
rows are from CIFAR-100 and bottom two are from ImageNet-1K.

pact of BSSL, we conducted ablation studies on both the
SRe2L++ and CV-DD methods. As presented in Table 7, the
inclusion of BSSL leads to significant performance improve-
ments, particularly under the IPC=10 setting. Specifically,
BSSL yields a 3.4% improvement in SRe2L++ and a 7.9%
improvement in CV-DD. These findings demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of BSSL in mitigating the impact of distributional
discrepancies between synthetic and real data, underscoring
its importance in enhancing model generalization.

method IPC Without BSSL With BSSL

SRe2L++
1 12.1 13.5
10 46.6 52.1
50 61.9 64.0

CV-DD
1 13.0 17.2
10 49.3 54.3
50 64.0 65.1

Table 7. Comparison of model performance on distilled datasets
with and without BSSL (Batch-Specific Soft Labeling) on CIFAR-
100 Dataset.

4.6. Visualization
Data augmentation. As illustrated in the Fig. 7, distilled
data generated with data augmentation incorporates a greater
amount of main target compared to its non-augmented coun-
terpart. This enhancement increases the information den-
sity of each distilled image, thereby potentially improv-
ing the generalization capability of models during the post-
evaluation phase.
Comparison with G-VBSM Distilled Data. Fig. 8 com-
pares the distilled data generated by G-VBSM and CV-DD
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on CIFAR-100 and ImageNet-1K. G-VBSM’s distilled data
exhibits significantly lower information density, with much
of its ImageNet-1K content resembling Gaussian noise, re-
ducing the overall useful information. On CIFAR-100, ap-
plying data augmentation allows CV-DD to capture more
primary features, further boosting information density.

5. Conclusion
We propose Committee Voting for dataset distillation, a novel
framework that synthesizes high-quality distilled datasets by
leveraging multiple experts and produces high-quality soft
labels through Batch-Specific Soft Labeling. Our approach
first establishes a strong baseline that achieves state-of-the-
art accuracy through recent advancements and carefully op-
timized framework design. By combining the distributions
and predictions from a committee of models, our method
captures rich data features, reduces model-specific biases,
and enhances generalization. Complementing this, the gener-
ation of high-quality soft labels provides precise supervisory
signals, effectively mitigating the adverse effects of distribu-
tion shifts and further enhancing model performance. Build-
ing on these strengths, CV-DD not only promotes diversity
and robustness within the distilled dataset but also reduces
overfitting, resulting in consistent improvements across vari-
ous configurations and datasets. Our future work will focus
on applying the idea of Committee Voting to more modalities
and applications of dataset distillation tasks.
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Appendix
A. Hyper-Parameters Setting

Overall, the generation of distilled data follows consistent
hyperparameter settings, as shown in Table 8. The only vari-
ations occur during post-evaluation and model pre-training,
where hyperparameters are adjusted based on the models’
parameter sizes and the specific datasets used. Additionally,
in the pre-training phase, we trained five models across all
datasets: ResNet18, ResNet50, ShuffleNetV2, MobileNetV2,
and DenseNet121.

Hyperparameters for Synthetic Data Generation

Optimizer Adam
Learning rate 0.1

beta 0.5, 0.9
epsilon 1e-8

Batch Size 100 or 10 (if C < 100)
Iterations 4,000
Scheduler Cosine Annealing

Augmentation RandomResizedCrop, Horizontal Flip

Table 8. Hyperparameters for generating synthetic data across all
five datasets.

A.1. CIFAR-10

This subsection provides a detailed explanation of all hy-
perparameter configurations used in the experiments with
CIFAR-10, ensuring reproducibility in future work.
Training Pre-trained Models. Table 9 outlines the hyperpa-
rameters used to train the models on the original CIFAR-10.

Hyperparameters for Model Pre-training

Optimizer Adam
Learning rate 0.001
Weight Decay 1e-4

Batch Size 512
Epoch 200

Scheduler Cosine Annealing
Augmentation RandomResizedCrop, Horizontal Flip
Loss Function Cross-Entropy

Table 9. Hyperparameters for CIFAR-10 Pre-trained Models.

Post Evaluation Phase. Table 10 summarizes the hyperpa-
rameters used for post-evaluation on the distilled CIFAR-10.

Hyperparameters for Post-Eval on R18, R50 and R101

Optimizer Adamw
Learning Rate 0.001 (ResNet18, ResNet50) or

0.0005 (ResNet101)
Loss Function KL-Divergence
Batch Size 16 or 10 (if |S| ≤ 16)
Epochs 300
Scheduler Cosine Annealing with η = 1
Augmentation RandomResizedCrop,

Horizontal Flip, CutMix

Table 10. Hyperparameters for post-evaluation task on ResNet18,
ResNet50 and ResNet101 for CIFAR-10.

A.2. CIFAR-100
This subsection outlines the hyperparameter configurations
employed in the CIFAR-100 experiments, providing the
necessary details to ensure reproducibility in future research.
Training Pre-trained Models. Table 11 summarizes the
hyperparameters used for training the models on the original
CIFAR-100 dataset.

Hyperparameters for Model Pre-training

Optimizer Adam
Learning rate 0.001
Weight Decay 1e-4

Batch Size 512
Epoch 200

Scheduler Cosine Annealing
Augmentation RandomResizedCrop, Horizontal Flip
Loss Function Cross-Entropy

Table 11. Hyperparameters for CIFAR-100 Pre-trained Models.

Post Evaluation Phase. Table 12 summarizes the hyperpa-
rameters used for post-evaluation on the Distilled CIFAR-
100 dataset.

A.3. Tiny-ImageNet
Training Pre-trained Models. Table 13 summarizes the
hyperparameters used for training the models on the original
Tiny-ImageNet dataset.
Post Evaluation Phase. Table 14 summarizes the hyper-
parameters used for post-evaluation on the Distilled Tiny-
ImageNet dataset.

A.4. ImageNette
This subsection provides a comprehensive overview of all
hyperparameter configurations employed in the ImageNette
experiments, facilitating reproducibility for future research.
Training Pre-trained Models. Table 15 outlines the hy-
perparameters used to train the models for recovery on the
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Hyperparameters for Post-Eval on R18, R50 and R101

Optimizer Adamw
Learning Rate 0.001 (ResNet18, ResNet50) or

0.0005 (ResNet101)
Loss Function KL-Divergence
Batch Size 16
Epochs 300
Scheduler Cosine Annealing with

η = 1 (ResNet18, IPC=1, 50) or
η = 1 (ResNet50, IPC=1, 50) or
η = 1 (ResNet101) or
η = 2 (ResNet18, IPC=10) or
η = 2 (ResNet50, IPC=10)

Augmentation RandomResizedCrop,
Horizontal Flip, CutMix

Table 12. Hyperparameters for post-evaluation task on ResNet18,
ResNet50 and ResNet101 for CIFAR-100.

Hyperparameters for Model Pre-training

Optimizer SGD
Learning rate 0.1
Momentum 0.9
Batch Size 128

Epoch 50
Scheduler Cosine Annealing

Augmentation RandomResizedCrop, Horizontal Flip
Loss Function Cross-Entropy

Table 13. Hyperparameters for Training Tiny-ImageNet Pre-trained
Models.

Hyperparameters for Post-Eval on R18, R50 and R101

Optimizer Adamw
Learning Rate 0.001 (ResNet18) or

0.001 (ResNet50) or
0.0005 (ResNet101)

Loss Function KL-Divergence
Batch Size 16
Epochs 300
Scheduler Cosine Annealing with

η = 1 (ResNet18 IPC=50) or
η = 1 (ResNet50) or
η = 2 (ResNet18 IPC=1, 10) or
η = 2 (ResNet101)

Augmentation RandomResizedCrop,
Horizontal Flip, CutMix

Table 14. Hyperparameters for post-evaluation task on ResNet18,
ResNet50 and ResNet101 for Tiny-ImageNet.

original ImageNette dataset.
Post Evaluation Phase. Table 16 summarizes the hyper-

Hyperparameters for Model Pre-training

Optimizer SGD
Learning rate 0.01
Momentum 0.9

weight decay 1e-4
Batch Size 64

Epoch 300
Scheduler Cosine Annealing

Augmentation RandomResizedCrop, Horizontal Flip
Loss Function Cross-Entropy

Table 15. Hyperparameters for Training ImageNette Pre-trained
Models.

parameters used for post-evaluation on the Distilled Ima-
geNette dataset.

Hyperparameters for post-eval on R18, R50 and R101

Optimizer Adamw
Learning Rate 5e-4 (ResNet18) or

5e-4 (ResNet50, IPC=1, 50) or
5e-4 (ResNet101, IPC=1, 10) or
0.001 (ResNet50, IPC=10) or
0.001 (ResNet101, IPC=50)

Loss Function KL-Divergence
Batch Size 10
Epochs 300
Scheduler Cosine Annealing with

η = 1 (ResNet18, IPC=10) or
η = 1 (ResNet50, IPC=10, 50)
or
η = 2 (ResNet18, IPC=1, 50) or
η = 2 (ResNet50, IPC=1) or
η = 2 (ResNet101)

Augmentation RandomResizedCrop,
Horizontal Flip, CutMix

Table 16. Hyperparameters for post-evaluation task on ResNet18,
ResNet50 and ResNet101 for ImageNette.

A.5. ImageNet-1K
This subsection provides a detailed explanation of the hy-
perparameter configurations used in the experiments with
ImageNet-1K, ensuring reproducibility in future work. Since
we utilize PyTorch’s officially trained models for generat-
ing the distilled data, only the hyperparameters for post-
evaluation are provided as shown in Table 17.

A.6. Cross-Architecture Generalization
This subsection provides a comprehensive explanation
of the hyperparameter configurations used in the Cross-
Architecture Generalization experiments, ensuring repro-
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Hyperparameters for Post-Eval on R18, R50 and R101

Optimizer Adamw
Learning Rate 0.0005(ResNet101, IPC=50) or

0.001
Loss Function KL-Divergence
Batch Size 16
Epochs 300
Scheduler Cosine Annealing with

η = 1 (ResNet18, IPC=50) or
η = 1 (ResNet50, IPC=50) or
η = 2 (ResNet18, IPC=1, 10) or
η = 2 (ResNet50, IPC=1, 10) or
η = 2 (ResNet101)

Augmentation RandomResizedCrop,
Horizontal Flip, CutMix

Table 17. Hyperparameters for post-evaluation task on ResNet18,
ResNet50 and ResNet101 for ImageNet-1K.

ducibility for future research. Specifically, architectures with
larger parameter sizes, DenseNet201, adopt the same hy-
perparameter settings as ResNet101. In contrast, models
with smaller parameter sizes follow the configurations of
ResNet18 and ResNet50, as detailed in Table 17.

B. Additional Ablation Study
Impact of Committee Choices. Table 18 illustrates the im-
pact of different committee combinations on the generaliza-
tion performance of the final model during post-evaluation.
The results demonstrate that the generalization performance
improves as the number of models in the committee in-
creases, indicating that expanding the committee size can
enhance the model’s generalization ability. Additionally, it is
noteworthy that the inclusion of ResNet50 leads to the most
significant improvement in generalization. This aligns with
expectations, as ResNet50, apart from ResNet18, exhibits
the best prior performance among all committee members,
thereby contributing the most substantial enhancement to the
overall performance.

Candidates (Backbone) Evaluation Model

ResNet18 ResNet50 Dense121 SV2 Mobile ResNet18 ResNet50
✓ 64.00 64.08
✓ ✓ 64.48 64.30
✓ ✓ ✓ 64.66 64.32
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 64.88 64.31
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 65.10 64.83

Table 18. Comparison of model performance on distilled datasets
with different committee choices on CIFAR-100 under IPC=50.

C. Prior Performance
This section presents the prior performance of each model
across various datasets. Specifically, we generate 50 images

per class (IPC) for small-resolution datasets (CIFAR-10,
CIFAR-100) and 10 images per class for high-resolution
datasets (ImageNet-1K, ImageNette, and Tiny-ImageNet).
The corresponding results are summarized in Table 19.

Model CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 Tiny-ImageNet ImageNette ImageNet-1K

ResNet18 63.01 64.00 46.50 62.40 43.10
ResNet50 65.25 60.58 28.37 52.00 41.37
DenseNet121 67.57 56.36 41.5 60.80 38.97
ShuffleNetV2 68.52 51.62 43.56 57.20 43.73
MobileNetV2 67.61 59.34 44.84 54.00 39.15

Table 19. Prior Performance for different models across different
datasets.

D. Additional Visualization
D.1. Cross Generalization visualization
Fig. 9 illustrates how performance evolves with increasing
parameter size when training on different distilled datasets:
baseline RDED and CV-DD (ours). It is evident that the
data distilled by CV-DD demonstrates remarkable robust-
ness, consistently achieving better generalization across ar-
chitectures with varying parameter sizes compared to data
generated by RDED. This highlights the effectiveness of the
CV-DD method.
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Figure 9. Visualization of Top-1 Test Accuracy trends on ImageNet-
1K as model size increases for various architectures with IPC 10.

D.2. BN Layer Statistical Visualization
As shown in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11, the significant statistical
discrepancy is not confined to Layer 0 and Layer 15. In-
stead, it is evident across all Batch Normalization layers,
highlighting the crucial role of applying BSSL.

D.3. Additional Distilled Data Visualization
More visualizations of the distilled data generated by CV-DD
are presented in Figures 12 (CIFAR-10), 13 (CIFAR-100), 14
(Tiny-ImageNet), 15 (ImageNette), and 16 (ImageNet-1K).
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Figure 10. Feature-level mean discrepancies between synthetic data generated by SRe2L++ and the training data on ImageNet-1K,
evaluated across different batches in a pre-trained ResNet18 model.
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Figure 11. Feature-level variance discrepancies between synthetic data generated by SRe2L++ and the training data on ImageNet-1K,
evaluated across different batches in a pre-trained ResNet18 model.
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Figure 12. Visualization of synthetic data on CIFAR-10 generated by CV-DD.

16



Figure 13. Visualization of synthetic data on CIFAR-100 generated by CV-DD.
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Figure 14. Visualization of synthetic data on Tiny-ImageNet generated by CV-DD.
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Figure 15. Visualization of synthetic data on ImageNette generated by CV-DD.
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Figure 16. Visualization of synthetic data on ImageNet-1K generated by CV-DD.
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