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Abstract

Domain-specific intelligence demands specialized knowledge and sophisticated
reasoning for problem-solving, posing significant challenges for large language
models (LLMs) that struggle with knowledge hallucination and inadequate rea-
soning capabilities under constrained parameter budgets. Inspired by Bloom’s
Taxonomy in educational theory, we propose Retrieval-Augmented Reasoning
Modeling (RARE), a novel paradigm that decouples knowledge storage from rea-
soning optimization. RARE externalizes domain knowledge to retrievable sources
and internalizes domain-specific reasoning patterns during training. Specifically,
by injecting retrieved knowledge into training prompts, RARE transforms learn-
ing objectives from rote memorization to contextualized reasoning application.
It enables models to bypass parameter-intensive memorization and prioritize the
development of higher-order cognitive processes. Our experiments demonstrate
that lightweight RARE-trained models (e.g., Llama-3.1-8B) could achieve state-
of-the-art performance, surpassing retrieval-augmented GPT-4 and Deepseek-R1
distilled counterparts. RARE establishes a paradigm shift where maintainable
external knowledge bases synergize with compact, reasoning-optimized models,
collectively driving more scalable domain-specific intelligence.

1 Introduction

Large language models (LLMs), trained on vast corpora with billion-scale parameters, have demon-
strated remarkable capabilities across diverse general-domain knowledge and reasoning tasks [7, 45].
These models have revolutionized multiple application domains, such as mathematical reasoning
[45, 7] and task automation [33, 49, 41]. However, there is an increasing need for domain-specific
intelligence, to tackle tasks involving specialized knowledge and reasoning capabilities. These
tasks are prevalent in both specialized applications like medical specialist LLMs [34, 32, 29], and
general-purpose systems like open-domain generalist LLMs [31, 16] for diverse user scenarios.

As illustrated in Fig. 1, the limitations and challenges of vanilla LLMs in domain-specific contexts
primarily stem from two key dimensions. Domain knowledge: Although billion-scale parameters
counts to memorize, due to the long-tail distribution and parametric representation of domain
knowledge, the hallucination phenomenon is still notoriously serious (LLMs as knowledge stores);
Domain thinking: Beyond knowledge hallucination, vanilla LLMs also struggle with domain-specific
reasoning, which requires the sophisticated application of both domain-specific knowledge and
thinking skills (LLMs as reasoning engines). Both challenges highlight the critical research problem:
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Figure 1: Motivation of RARE. Left: A pyramid-shaped Bloom’s Taxonomy, illustrating the cognitive
hierarchy from basic "Remember" to advanced "Evaluate" and "Create" levels. Right: The corre-
spondence between Domain Knowledge and Domain Thinking with Bloom’s cognitive hierarchy
(example related to government bond yields). In contrast to domain knowledge, domain thinking
corresponds to the higher-order cognitive process—although relatively rare, it plays a crucial role.

the effective integration of domain-specific knowledge and reasoning capabilities, particularly under
limited parameter scale.

From the perspective of knowledge and reasoning acquisition, existing approaches can be intuitively
categorized into three distinct paradigms:

P1. Closed-book naked examination: Directly invoking general-purpose models without
domain adaptation. These approaches suffer from poor performance due to the absence of
both domain-specific knowledge and reasoning capabilities.

P2. Closed-book prepared examination: Conventional pre-training and post-training methods
like continual training and supervised fine-tuning (SFT) under standard settings, these
approaches incur high training costs for memorization, while knowledge is untraceable and
prone to hallucinations.

P3. Open-book naked examination: Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) methods that
address knowledge limitations through external information retrieval. However, these
approaches primarily focus on knowledge supplementation and neglect the systematic
learning of domain-specific reasoning patterns and thinking skills.

Motivation As Confucius stated, “Learning without thought is labor lost; thought without learning
is perilous.” This world-renowned axiom reveals the synergistic relationship between knowledge
acquisition and higher-order cognitive processes. Notably, the fields of education and deep learning
exhibit profound parallels: domain model optimization mirrors subject mastery, training strategies
align with pedagogical methodologies, curated datasets correspond to curricular materials, and loss
functions reflect educational objectives. Through the lens of Bloom’s Taxonomy [6, 21, 2], the
fundamental model of educational objectives, the development of problem-solving abilities requires
the harmonious integration of knowledge and cognitive processes. The cognitive processes also form
a hierarchical structure: from basic knowledge recall to advanced skills like analysis, evaluation, and
creation (Fig. 1). The critical insight is: the memorization of massive domain knowledge happens
before, competes and even hinders the learning of higher-order thinking skills, particular within
constrained parameter budgets. Thus, the natural research question is: “Is it possible to decouple
and bypass the memorization of domain knowledge, thereby prioritizing and accelerating reasoning
modeling?”

To bridge this crucial gap, this paper introduces Retrieval-Augmented Reasoning Modeling (RARE),
as the fourth paradigm for domain-specific intelligence:

P4. Open-book prepared examination: RARE skips the parameter-intensive process of knowl-
edge memorization, instead prioritizing the cultivation of domain-specific reasoning ca-
pabilities during training. At inference time, it dynamically retrieves necessary domain
knowledge through RAG from external knowledge stores. This paradigm reallocates model
capacity from rote memorization to reasoning-focused parameters, achieving efficiency
gains under practical constraints while maintaining knowledge accuracy and updatability.
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RARE’s core philosophy centers on the dual principles of externalizing domain knowledge and
internalizing domain thinking. While LLMs exhibit the potential as strong reasoning engines, their
limitations in factual precision and interpretability render them unsuitable as standalone knowledge
stores. By decoupling knowledge storage (handled via specialized AI databases) from reasoning
(optimized through RARE’s training strategy), RARE enable models to bypass explicit domain
knowledge learning. Specifically, retrieved knowledge is injected into training prompts, reframing
the learning objective from knowledge memorization to contextual application. This shift transforms
knowledge-related losses from memorization errors into application-focused losses, allowing models
to allocate computational and parametric resources toward optimizing reasoning pathways rather than
static factual storage.

Empirical evaluations validate RARE’s efficacy across lightweight models (e.g., Llama-3.1-8B,
Qwen-2.5-7B) on medical benchmarks. For instance, RARE-trained Qwen-2.5-7B achieved 78.63%
and 74.14% accuracy on PubMedQA and CoVERT, respectively—surpassing retrieval-augmented
GPT-4 (75.20% and 65.67%). Besides merely scaling-up model capacity or incorporating explicit
scaffolding algorithms, RARE reveals another novel dimension for advanced reasoning modeling.

Contributions The main contributions can be summarized as follows:

• Problem Formulation: We conceptualize and formalize the knowledge-reasoning capacity
trade-off for domain-specific intelligence under constrained resources. By drawing parallels
with Bloom’s Taxonomy in educational theory and conducting formal mathematical analysis
of optimization objectives, we establish theoretical foundations through computational-
educational interdisciplinary analysis.

• Method Innovation: We propose the RARE training framework, a novel paradigm that
decouples knowledge storage from reasoning modeling. This framework enables models to
learn domain-specific reasoning patterns directly while bypassing lower-level knowledge
memorization. At inference time, the RARE-trained reasoning engine is integrated with
external knowledge store for complete domain-specific intelligence.

• Experimental Validation: Extensive experiments on medical benchmarks and open-domain
multi-modal benchmarks show that, lightweight models trained with RARE (e.g., Llama-
3.1-8B, Qwen-2.5-7B) outperform large-scale generic models like GPT-4 (with trillion
parameters), achieving up to a 20% increase in accuracy. Furthermore, these models
beat retrieval-augmented GPT-4 and Deepseek-R1 distilled counterparts, highlighting the
effectiveness of RARE paradigm.

This work advances a paradigm shift of large reasoning models, where knowledge is outsourced
to maintainable databases, and models specialize in sophisticated, contextualized inference. The
repository is available at https://github.com/Open-DataFlow/RARE.

2 Related Work

Retrieval-Augmented Generation Retrieval-augmented generation (RAG) systems enhance LLMs
by incorporating external knowledge during inference [52]. Modern RAG systems advance in
knowledge indexing [36, 22, 44], query rewriting [27, 43], document compression [47], retrieval
denoising [25, 11], iterative retrieval [3, 19] and so on, achieving increasingly high retrieval accuracy.
However, RAG methods focus on knowledge supplementation rather than reasoning capacity acquisi-
tion—retrieved information serves as input augmentation rather than scaffolding for cognitive process
development. RARE redefines RAG’s role in the training paradigm: by injecting retrieved knowledge
into training prompts, it transforms retrieval contexts into reasoning skill incubators, enabling models
to directly learn cognitive patterns from knowledge-anchored examples. This shifts RAG from a
post-hoc patch to an integral component of reasoning capability formation.

Notably, our most relevant work is Retrieval-Augmented Fine-Tuning (RAFT) [51]. For the imperfect
retrieval issue [40, 24], RAFT solely focuses on identifying helpful information from retrieved
documents. It learns to mimic the structured output format of teacher models that extract and directly
quote sentences, rather than fostering domain thinking—deep reasoning capabilities involving higher-
order cognitive processes. Additionally, RAFT introduces two hyperparameters related to the
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proportion of golden and distract documents during training, which is reported to cause training
unstability issues [51, 13].

Domain LLMs Domain-specific LLMs have emerged as critical tools for addressing specialized
tasks. Prior work primarily focuses on knowledge internalization through specialized pretraining
[32] or fine-tuning [34] to incorporate relevant expertise. Models like Med-PaLM [34], Med-PaLM
2 [32], ClinicalBERT [17] and BioGPT [26] leverage domain-specific corpora to embed medical
knowledge into parameters, while financial LLMs such as BloombergGPT [46] and FinBERT [1]
adopt similar strategies for economic nuances. However, these approaches face inherent limitations:
domain knowledge becomes entangled with model parameters, leading to challenges in updating
facts [29] and persistent hallucination risks [52]. Recent efforts like retrieval-augmented domain
models [48] partially address these issues but retain limited reasoning capabilities. In contrast, RARE
fundamentally externalizes domain knowledge, enabling models to focus on reasoning optimization
with minimal memorization overhead.

Reasoning LLMs Large reasoning models (LRMs) such as OpenAI-o1 [30], DeepSeek-R1 [10],
and Qwen-QwQ [38], exhibit a paradigm shift toward test-time scaling through long reasoning steps,
which enables smaller models to tackle complex tasks by decomposing problems into cognitive
chains [45, 12]. For reasoning modeling, previous methods introduce diverse strategies: Monte Carlo
Tree Search enhances decision-making through simulation [18], deliberate error injection improves
error correction [50], knowledge distillation of reasoning paths [28], etc. For knowledge retrieval, the
reasoning capability is often utilized to empower more advanced or agentic RAG systems [15, 42, 39].
For example, Self-RAG [4] integrates agentic search workflows into its reasoning process. It learns
when and how to retrieve through curated SFT datasets with special tokens. Following this, Search-o1
[23] and Search-R1 [20] advance with RL training. While these approaches empower retrieval
through reasoning, RARE inversely optimizes reasoning modeling via retrieval integration.

3 RARE: Retrieval-Augmented Reasoning Modeling

In this section, we introduce the RARE framework, elaborating on how RARE bypasses knowledge
memorization and cultivates higher-order think skills. Due to space reason, here we present RARE in
the SFT scenario; however, the principles of RARE apply to RL training seamlessly.

3.1 Problem Formulation

For the comprehensive evaluation of domain-specific intelligence, we consider tasks that necessitates
both domain-specific knowledge and reasoning capabilities. Given the input instruction x such as
user query, the objective is to generate chain-of-thoughts response y, consisting of interleaved domain
knowledge k and domain thinking (or reasoning steps) r. For retrieval mechanism, we consider an
non-parametric retrieval engine R(·) (e.g., BM25, DPR), which returns retrieved knowledge R(x)
for each user query x. Given any training sample (x,R(x), y), our goal is to prioritize and accelerate
the learning of domain thinking r, rather than domain knowledge k.

3.2 The Theory of RARE

As a starting point, we first consider the simplest case, which can be extended to the general scenarios
without loss of generality. Specifically, the chain-of-thoughts response y is modeled as, y = k⊕r, the
concatenation of knowledge and reasoning; its generation is also divided into three discrete processes:

1. Knowledge Retrieval: Given the input x, an external retrieval system extracts relevant
knowledge R(x) from a vast knowledge base.

2. Knowledge Integration: Given x and R(x), LLMs synthesize domain knowledge k by inte-
grating their intrinsic parametric knowledge with external inputs, following the conditional
distribution k ∼ p(k|x,R(x)). As the retrieved knowledge contributes to k much more than
intrinsic one, this integration mainly involves knowledge extraction, or understanding and
application, rather than remembering.
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3. Contextualized Reasoning: Within the domain-specific context, LLMs generate reasoning
steps r conditioned on x, R(x), and the integrated knowledge k, adhering to the reasoning
distribution r ∼ p(r|x,R(x), k).

Learning Objectives Here we formally analyze and discuss the learning objectives of both vanilla
models and RARE-trained models.

• For the vanilla setting, the joint generation distribution is:

pVanilla(y|x) = pVanilla(k ⊕ r|x) = pθ(k|x)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Knowledge Remembering

· pθ(r|x, k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Contextualized Reasoning

The vanilla loss function optimizes both knowledge remembering and contextualized rea-
soning:

LVanilla = −E(x,k,r) [log pθ(k|x)pθ(r|x, k)]
= −E(x,k,r) [log pθ(k|x)]︸ ︷︷ ︸

Loss of Remembering

+−E(x,k,r) [log pθ(r|x, k)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
Loss of Reasoning

. (1)

• For the RARE paradigm, the joint generation distribution is:

pRARE(y|x,R(x)) = pRARE(k ⊕ r|x,R(x)) = pθ(k|x,R(x))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Knowledge Integration

· pθ(r|x,R(x), k)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Contextualized Reasoning

The loss function of RARE optimizes both knowledge integration and contextualized
reasoning:

LRARE = −E(x,k,r) [log pθ(k|x,R(x))pθ(r|x,R(x), k)]

= −E(x,k,r) [log pθ(k|x,R(x))]︸ ︷︷ ︸
Loss of Understanding and Application

+−E(x,k,r) [log pθ(r|x,R(x), k)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
Loss of Reasoning

. (2)

Through the lens of multi-task learning, we compare equation (1) and (2) from two perspectives:

• Reasoning Augmentation: Assuming the retrieval quality is high, we have
pθ(k|x,R(x)) ≫ pθ(k|x), and thus pθ(k|x,R(x)) ≫ pθ(r|x,R(x), k) usually. We ex-
press equation (2) as:

LRARE = −E(x,k,r) [log pθ(k|x,R(x))] ↓ −E(x,k,r) [log pθ(r|x,R(x), k)] ↑ . (3)

Compared with vanilla models, RARE’s loss function in equation (3) focuses more on
contextualized reasoning. Hence, RARE helps the modeling of reasoning .

• Knowledge Augmentation: Comparing the first term of equation (2) with equation (1), with
high-quality retrieval, the loss term transforms from knowledge remembering into knowledge
integration, such as extracting useful information from lots of retrieved documents.
According to Bloom’s taxonomy, pθ(k|x,R(x)) has already stepped into the levels of
"understanding" and "application" of knowledge, whereas pθ(k|x) still mainly remains at
the level of "remembering", i.e. rote memorization. Hence, RARE helps the modeling of
knowledge integration, rather than memorization.

General Case Extension In real-world settings, domain knowledge k and contextualized reasoning
r intertwine in an alternative manner (e.g., Fig. 1; step-by-step differential diagnosis in Fig. 2). The
generation process can be extended and modeled as follows:

yt =

t⊕
i=1

(ki ⊕ ri),

where ki and ri represent the knowledge tokens and reasoning tokens at step i, respectively, and yt
represents the concatenation of the autoregressive outputs from the first t steps. The joint generation
distributions remain highly similar:
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Question:
A 57-year-old man with type 2 
diabetes for 3 months on 
metformin and lifestyle changes 
has HbA1C 8.5% and glucose 240 
mg/dL, with occasional numbness 
in hands and feet. What is the next 
best step?

A. Start basal-bolus insulin
B. Continue metformin 
monotherapy
C. Add a sulfonylurea
D. Add a thiazolidinedione

Domain Knowledge:
Metformin is first-line therapy......
Early combination therapy......
Individualize treatment......

Surface indicators
(HbA1c remains at 
8.5% >7% target) 

Intensive treatment
(Prioritized for rapid 

glycemic control)

Answer: A 

Start basal-bolus 
insulin is initiating 
most potent option.

Answer: C

Sulfonylurea  is the 
most appropriate 

choice, as it improves 
blood glucose levels 
and aligns with the 
stepwise treatment 

principle.

Comprehensive 
Assessment

(Poorly controlled on 
metformin + lifestyle) 

Consider second-
line therapy

(Because metformin 
monotherapy fails) 

Individualized 
treatment

(Eliminate A/D based 
on Specific situation) 

Rethinking 
treatment option
(Balances efficacy, 
safety and taboos) 

RAG (Only with Domain Knowledge)

RARE (Combine Domain Knowledge & Thinking)

Figure 2: This figure demonstrates that compared to RAG (only with domain knowledge), RARE
(combining domain knowledge and thinking) enables LLMs to reason more deeply and accurately.
RAG depends only on surface indicators, hastily concluding that the patient requires immediate
glucose-lowering intervention, leading to an incorrect answer. In contrast, RARE integrates both
clinical indicators and the effectiveness of prior treatment, carefully reasoning that the patient needs
second-line therapy while providing a individualized treatment plan—ultimately arriving at the
correct answer.

pVanilla(yt|x) =
t∏

i=1

pθ(ki|x, yi−1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Knowledge Remembering

· pθ(ri|x, yi−1, ki)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Contextualized Reasoning

pRARE(yt|x,R(x)) =

t∏
i=1

pθ(ki|x,R(x), yi−1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Knowledge Integration

· pθ(ri|x,R(x), yi−1, ki)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Contextualized Reasoning

The relevant analytical conclusions remain consistent with the simplest case, and are omitted due to
space reason.

3.3 The Practice of RARE

Knowledge Distillation RARE is an innovative training method whose effectiveness heavily
depends on the construction of high-quality training data. While domain specificity may affect
the transferability of thinking patterns, cognitive science research suggests that individuals with
high cognitive abilities tend to exhibit flexible contextualized adaptation [37]. Advanced reasoning
models such as QwQ-32B and DeepSeek-R1 have already demonstrated such high-level cognitive
characteristics. Based on this, we propose the following knowledge distillation process:

Given a question x and its retrieved knowledge R(x), we utilize QwQ-32B to generate a complete
output containing both the Chain of Thought k ⊕ r and the final answer y. Experiments indicate that
the quantity of training data significantly impacts model performance. To address this, we introduce
an adaptive resampling mechanism: when incorrect answer y is detected, the system automatically
initiates multiple iterative refinements until a correct answer y is obtained or the maximum retry limit
(default: 8 attempts) is reached. This method effectively ensures both the reliability and adequacy of
the training corpus.

Contextualized Reasoning This study adopts the concept of Contextualized Reasoning, which is
theoretically grounded in Polanyi’s paradox [35, 14]: human cognitive content consists of (1) Explicit
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knowing, which can be formally articulated (e.g., the Supply-Demand Logic Chain in Fig. 1), and
(2) Tacit knowing, which is too challenging to express explicitly (e.g., the complex domain-specific
thinking process in Fig. 2). Fortunately, tacit knowing is not entirely unlearnable; rather, it can be
acquired through concrete scenarios and case studies [5]—a principle that underpins our training
strategy .

This methodology aligns with the educational theory of cognitive apprenticeship [9], enabling
the model to gradually acquire expert-level domain thinking capabilities through contextualized
case-based learning.

Model Training RARE, adopts a knowledge distillation-driven supervised fine-tuning paradigm,
implemented as follows: Given a domain space S and its dataset A ⊂ S, our constructed domain
adaptation framework can be formally expressed as:

MRARE = L(θA;DA
train) ⇒ E(x,R(x),y)∼DA

test
[ℓ(fθA(x,R(x)), y)]

where M represents the methodological framework, DA
train is a high-quality dataset obtained through

knowledge distillation (incorporating reasoning process), and DA
test contains only the problem x, the

retrieved content R(x), and the ground truth answer y for validation.

The implementation process of this method consists of two key stages:

1. Fine-tuning stage: Based on lightweight foundation models (such as Llama-3.1-8B),
supervised learning is performed on the domain-specialized dataset DA

train, optimizing
model parameters θA until convergence.

2. Domain performance verification: The model’s capability is evaluated on a strictly isolated
test set DA

test, calculating the expected alignment between the predicted output fθA(x,R(x))
and the ground truth answer y.

4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets

This study focuses on knowledge-intensive question-answering (QA) datasets or those that can
be conveniently transformed into a QA format (e.g., fact-checking datasets). The advantage of
such datasets lies in the fact that these knowledge-intensive tasks inherently require models to
perform multi-hop contextualized reasoning, while the standardized output structure of the QA format
facilitates answer accuracy verification.

In the healthcare domain, we have established a multidimensional evaluation framework covering
medical diagnosis, scientific literature analysis, and public health verification. Specifically, we
employ five benchmark datasets: MedQA (clinical medical QA), PubMedQA (biomedical literature
reasoning), PubHealth (public health fact-checking), CoVERT (pandemic knowledge verification),
and BioASQ (biomedical semantic QA). These datasets are used to assess the model’s domain
knowledge application and contextualized reasoning capabilities in complex medical scenarios.

Retrieved Content The retrieved content for MedQA, PubMedQA, and BioASQ comes from
the multi-source medical knowledge base MedOmniKB [8], where we select the top_k = 3 source
(which contains multiple documents). For the remaining datasets, we use the ground truth documents
provided by the dataset itself.

4.2 Baselines

Our training primarily focuses on lightweight small models (e.g., Llama-3.1-8B), so we compare our
method with various previous enhancement approaches:

• CoT: No training is performed. The model is provided only with the question x and a CoT
prompt (e.g., “let’s think step-by-step”), allowing it to generate contextualized reasoning r
and the final answer y based solely on its parametric knowledge.
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Model MedQA PubMedQA PubHealth CoVERT BioASQ
Llama-3.1-8B

CoT 61.35 52.00 33.71 51.67 77.11
SFT 65.12 54.40 56.11 55.29 81.20
RAG 69.60 74.40 50.73 57.67 90.15

RARE 82.10 76.60 63.36 66.67 93.16
Qwen-2.5-7B

CoT 57.50 37.20 20.02 31.67 74.30
SFT 62.22 45.80 57.17 43.33 78.77
RAG 66.77 54.80 46.96 47.00 90.79

RARE 78.95 78.63 63.04 74.14 93.95
Mistral-7B-v0.3

CoT 51.77 34.29 31.68 50.00 68.94
SFT 57.58 44.40 53.16 41.67 78.52
RAG 56.48 70.88 48.01 46.67 90.78

RARE 71.25 76.94 64.91 67.80 91.96
GPT-4 80.99 46.40 34.17 41.33 83.38

GPT-4 + RAG – 75.20 64.42 65.67 –
GPT-3.5 57.19 49.60 46.23 37.67 74.30

DeepSeek-R1-Distill-
Llama-8B + RAG 72.66 73.49 50.12 50.00 92.58

Table 1: Performance of Models Trained with the RARE Method (ACC)

• SFT: The model is trained using question x and its corresponding ground-truth answer y.
During testing, the model is given only the question x and is expected to generate the answer
y directly from its parametric knowledge.

• RAG: No training is performed. The model is provided with the question x, the retrieved
content R(x), and a CoT prompt, enabling it to generate contextualized reasoning r and the
final answer y.

• GPT-4: Configured similarly to CoT, using the GPT-4-0613 version.

• GPT-4 + RAG: Configured similarly to RAG, using the GPT-4-0613 version.

• GPT-3.5: Configured similarly to CoT, using the GPT-3.5-turbo-0125 version.

4.3 Results

Table 1 presents the performance comparison of models trained using the RARE method. The
experimental results demonstrate that RARE outperforms the three baseline methods—CoT, SFT,
and RAG—across all benchmark tasks when applied to lightweight models such as Llama-3.1-8B,
Qwen-2.5-7B, and Mistral-7B-v0.3.

The aforementioned experiments effectively demonstrate the efficacy of RARE. For models, possess-
ing domain-specific thinking capabilities facilitates the integration of fragmented knowledge and
enhances response quality. Models trained via RARE methodology exhibited significant performance
improvements across most tasks. Compared to the same-sized reasoning model DeepSeek-R1-
Distill-Llama-8B, our RARE-finetuned Llama-3.1-8B demonstrated superior performance across all
tasks, notably achieving a 10% improvement on the medical diagnosis task MedQA. Our findings
suggest that domain-specific thinking requires specialized training. Moreover, when compared to
trillion-parameter models like GPT-4, our lightweight models (7B/8B parameters) trained with RARE
methodology surpassed GPT-4’s accuracy by over 20% on PubMedQA, PubHealth, and CoVERT
tasks.

Our results indicate that developing domain-specific thinking through RARE’s contextualized reason-
ing approach is more effective at enhancing specialized domain reasoning capabilities than simply
increasing model size or incorporating external retrieval mechanisms. We further explored RARE’s
performance across additional modalities and observed that the RARE-trained Qwen2.5-VL-7B-
Instruct model achieved a 5% accuracy improvement on VQA-RAD.
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5 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced RARE, a novel paradigm designed to address the challenges of in-
tegrating domain-specific knowledge and reasoning capabilities in LLMs. Inspired by Bloom’s
Taxonomy, RARE decouples knowledge storage from reasoning optimization, enabling models to
bypass parameter-intensive memorization and prioritize the development of higher-order cognitive
processes. By dynamically retrieving external knowledge during inference and injecting it into
training prompts, RARE transforms the learning objective from rote memorization to contextualized
reasoning application. This approach reallocates model capacity from static knowledge storage
to reasoning-focused parameters, achieving significant performance improvements under practical
constraints.

Our experiments demonstrated that lightweight models trained with RARE (e.g., Llama-3.1-8B,
Qwen-2.5-7B) outperform large-scale generic models such as GPT-4 and retrieval-augmented coun-
terparts. For instance, RARE-trained models achieved up to a 20% increase in accuracy on tasks
like PubMedQA and CoVERT. These results highlight the effectiveness of RARE in enhancing
domain-specific reasoning capabilities without relying solely on model scaling or external retrieval
mechanisms. Our work advances a paradigm shift in large reasoning models, where knowledge
is outsourced to maintainable databases, and models specialize in sophisticated, contextualized
inference. This approach not only improves accuracy and updatability but also offers a scalable path
for domain-specific intelligence.

Our ongoing work will include more experiments on training data curation, reinforcement learning
training, diverse domain-specific, multi-modal, and general open-domain benchmarks.
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