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KENEF B (LLMSs) 76 R4 AHEAZ R 2 H1H
J5E BN T B BB f7 (Delétang et al., 2023;
Martino et al., 2023) . #Rfi, LLMs {E& Zu3fE 3
S5 THRIHEENT N, EFEAEEA—K
22 (Parmar et al., 2024) , & T 355 LLMs
PAERLRE )T, RSN UVRR T4, filan
L F3¢2%:>] (In-Context Learning, ICL, Brown
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B (Zhao et al., 2024; Hao et al., 2023) j™
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Symbol Description
v One node in the reasoning trees
which contain its structure infor-
mation and the state.
Uy Root node in the reasoning tree.
S State of the specifc node which
contains information about the
LLM inference.
A Reward score given by the LLM.
Cp Constant controlling the bayes
averaging.
Cp The exploration constant of
MCTS, usually set to \@ .
Q(v) Total rewards of the node v .
N(v) Visit times of the node v .
r(s) The reward calculation of the

state s .

Table 1: i& 3 H BRI H X455 .

22 FFFRigPHEER

SERIERHEZ (MCTS, Browneetal., 2012 )
MRk RE, PAHAER 240, BEAL
HERSE HR A T R S AR R A R T T 44 .
THREFRIEERIAME R R, MCTS © i
SRy sk ) L 3 ik, LR ER A E
TRSZ ) FR 58 215 B ik .

WAL 1 s, Bl A IH Y Bz 1
P& (func tree policy) . ¥ & (func expand) .
il (func default policy) F1Jz [mf£4% (func
backup) . FEREFERYEL, BYA@EL YK
S WM L EE R (UCT, (Gelly
and Wang, 2006) ) ——FEFREREB D1 H) BT A
LT FE T 2 b A vy s 2 T e A A, A
R il g B T

SUCT (V/) = SExploit (V/) + SExplore(V/)

Q) 2In N (v) (1
~ N(V) P\l N@)

Algorithm 1: UCT Z4RIEM1E R
Function: MCTS_UCT(sg,T")
Input: original state sqg , search steps T’
Output: best leaf state sx
new root node v, of the tree;

Uy .State < Sg ;

Vg < Ur

while current search steps < 71" do
vy — tree_policy( vg );
A < default_policy( v; .state);
backup( vy, A );

end

Upest < V0 5

while not vp.: .terminal() do

| Vbest 4 best_child( vyes; , 0);

end

S* < Upest -State;

Return: sx
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Bt, LLM 0] DAKE BT BI85 ik S 2
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e 2 B AR BRI R BRI R Iy
AIRERYBIAE . XA VAR TR B A L
FEARVESCRBAR. 1L, K MCTS [T LLM
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Algorithm 2: %% & §)#
Function: tree_policy( v )
Input: original node v
Output: selected node v
Vinitial €= VU 3
while not v .terminal() do

if not v .children then
| Return: expand( v )

else if random(0,1) < 0.5 then
| v« best_child( v, Cp );
else

if not v .fully_expanded() then
v < expand( v );
if not v .visits then
| Return: v
else
Return: tree_policy(
Vinitial )
end

else
| best_child( v, Cp );
end

end
Return: v
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Algorithm 3: 541
Function: default_policy( s )
Input: input state s
Output: reward for state r(s)

while not s .terminal() do
choose a € s .all_actions() uniformly at

random;
s <— next_state (s, a) ;
end
Return: 7r(s)

S
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Algorithm 4: 7 [n]{54%
Function: backup( v, A)
Input: input node v , reward score A
while v is no null do
v .Visits <— v .visits +1 ;
v reward < v .reward +A ;
v reward_list.append( A );
v < v .parent;

end
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P AL AL, F AT Llama-3.1-8B-
Instruct ! (Dubey et al., 2024) , 1% 28 /MF) LLM
HOFEX R AL . O T HER, AT
T VLLM fEZE 2 . BARRTEEMOE, HMHER
AR K, FNERTHRELSRT (R
A5G SN 100) . £ 50IE, 100 N
FAIR B ARE R ZE 8 shfE= ).

P B, FATTOE BT R
P4 MMLU (Hendrycks et al., 2020) £1 T H.
22 3] ¥ i 4E Seal-Tools (Wu et al., 2024) . T
RPERRE, AT T H A —EBsr . X T
MMLU, AT T8, Ry, K
AV A SRS . BT A2

M LLM #4720 ), e —%
OERRI=Y @ eSS U oY e & i e
LIM TR — 2P AR R — A % . 78 [ B g 4
P (Zhang et al., 2024a,b) , LLM £ X} Hi—#
A2 B A ] B A TRicEE . FRATIHE X 40T
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"https://huggingface.co/meta-1lama/Llama-3.
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2https://github.com/vllm-project/vllm
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Method Mathematics Physics Chemistry
1-shot 32.00 40.20 52.00
1-shot CoT 49.00 71.57 61.00
SELT S raw S Sﬁ S(x+[3 S raw S S[i Sa+[3 S raw S Sﬁ Srz+;{3
Sentence-Level
Leaf (Raw) 39.00 53.00 50.00 49.00 71.57 78.43 67.65 77.45 56.00 54.00 52.00 63.00
Cluster 48.00 42.00 45.00 50.00 60.78 70.59 64.71 74.51 52.00 52.00 41.00 59.00
Picked 51.00 51.00 49.00 50.00 67.65 7745 67.65 80.39 55.00 58.00 45.00 64.00
Both 62.00 57.00 60.00 53.00 81.37 8137 8039 84.31 66.00 61.00 59.00 74.00
Clusters 85.00 84.00 85.00 76.00 100.00 98.04 98.04 97.06 95.00 92.00 95.00 90.00
Response-Level
Leaf (Raw) 47.00 60.00 46.00 44.00 72.55 78.43 7647 7549 62.00 62.00 59.00 58.00
Cluster 38.00 56.00 41.00 50.00 59.80 73.53 65.69 66.67 48.00 63.00 50.00 54.00
Picked 53.00 63.00 49.00 46.00 72.55 7745 7843 7647 60.00 62.00 59.00 57.00
Both 56.00 63.00 53.00 54.00 74.51 79.41 8137 80.39 67.00 65.00 67.00 64.00
Clusters 88.00 78.00 86.00 75.00 98.04 93.14 100.00 90.20 90.00 82.00 94.00 81.00
Table 2: J:f MMLU FSEIG45 9. A S raw 1 SELT-Leaf ] DAY )5 451 MCTS.
Method Single Multiple
Format Tool Param Format Tool Param
P R F1 P R F1 P R F1 P R F1
1-shot 100.00 76.03 92.00 83.26 55.87 82.14 66.51 99.00 9233 90.60 91.46 74.81 86.58 80.27
1-shot CoT 99.00 63.33 95.00 76.00 48.87 77.38 5991 100.00 94.36 9436 94.36 82.26 87.12 84.62
MCTS 95.00 75.63 90.00 82.19 59.42 7321 6560 86.00 94.89 81.50 87.69 82.16 73.35 77.50
SELT
Sa
Leaf (Raw) 95.00 76.23 93.00 83.78 57.48 73.21 6440 87.00 96.28 81.19 88.10 82.23 71.20 76.32
Cluster 99.00 78.05 96.00 86.10 58.18 76.19 6598 99.00 95.15 92.16 93.63 82.78 85.15 83.95
Picked 99.00 80.67 96.00 87.67 57.87 7440 65.10 100.00 9551 9342 9445 83.13 8640 84.74
Sa+
Lezlief(RaW) 96.00 79.13 91.00 84.65 64.50 76.79 70.11 86.00 94.57 81.82 87.73 8198 74.06 77.82
Cluster 95.00 7542 89.00 81.65 59.49 69.05 6391 98.00 9522 93.73 9447 83.87 88.37 86.06
Picked 96.00 77.97 92.00 84.40 6256 72.62 6722 96.00 95.08 90.91 9295 83.84 8444 84.14

Table 3: JLifi Seal-Tools [} SCuG 45,

B THESS 3.4 R EI M arg A, &’
IR “Both” sk &R RETE “Leaf” Fl
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TIE4 MCTS (T4 S raw &) (Browne
etal, 2012) . BTN Z% SELT, F24]
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TGRS R AR . S5 — T, WA
9% SELT fiii[a] T-H0 5% FEAIH , MU HIHR
RIRMEI AR ERI . X RERHE T EE

PR HBAR ZR AR 114 S )2

422 T H?2]

Seal-Tools PPfiti K HY 17 5 A B 7E 42 5 7% i
2 J R F AR T LA RE ST, X H IR BRI
ELRfRIA 2 6 L, 403 3 frn, SELT 7R
— T HWFEM RIS TR, LT
HAR W45 R 0 3z 5 B As s . — A
PIES S, FEH—JR 35, 1-shot CoT )
FEL LI 1-shot H22, X[ HEZ Ik B—F
FEARA TR BB

4.3 b

SEHGAH, SELT &/l [ul b J2 i BT
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e SCREM A w1 . 5 1B N2 A
o, A)F 2T RS R T DUE A IR R 1
23 [R) I HA B B FR . SR, LLM 5 X
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RN 2zl A N R R KB &
AL (LLM) RS . TEX B, Rl
FURSFNAE o 2 i B e giib B2 A R0 . A
EFE B DU TR 45 50 (Snell et al., 2024) [7]
FERI R, 2R SN, & LLM
(AR V5 P DA 23 HAEAR 2 R Ui 45
PRI MR, Bk a s
/b, IF HoAT ARG

H M E BPETE F Y ChatGPT #E A 2 AR
Bk, P2 E TR O 8 A AT PATE
5 LLMs # A5 5 4. | 3e2#>J (ICL, Brown
etal.,, 2020 ) FEFE/R HIFS ALY 7 B4 i
N SRS BT AL e AT R YE T K AR
WIS R, H4i4%E (CoT, Wei et al., 2022 )
FLRARILZ AL 5 (8, B0 5% 3 1h) R 1) 4
. E4iR (ToT, Yao et al., 2024 ) {i#iJf] DFS
H1 BES [1)48 22 55 W SR AE 4 RRR b 3RAS B4 1
Y% . ReAct (Yao et al., 2023) 7E2E B4
WA PR AN AR S B . BRI B TR B i
LLM ¥ 2 B2 S 7 — @ 8y, HELE
R % ) L AT BRATS AR 2B B (R HE , Rl
243K S [ T R A SRR B R R )1z v RE MR AR
EE SIS

R T R R ALE AL (LLM) B3
01, FEHEHE R P OIEAENE R SR RIS &R
(MCTS) . MCTS B3k 7E Bl R H IS TE
KB, X UERA T A . E TSR
E R Z LA 78250 (Browne et al., 2012) 1
AL RERK 4% . LLM-MCTS (Zhao et al., 2024)
Pra R eI (S 5 MCTS 454Gk, Seih
WHEFL, RAP (Hao et al., 2023) ¥ LLM H %
FE I FARAL, JEAt MCTS FE) ™ [ i) 4P 23 [a]
HHEAT RSB R . A L8 TAEfH MCTS 14 3%
AR N Z:8E  ((Tian et al., 2024; Zhang
et al., 2025) ) . LATS (Zhou et al., 2024) 45 &
MCTS FI ReAct — M £ S R HEHL S A2 HmT
BEATTE I h)

6 &5ie

FEASCH, BATNE T SELT, X2 —Mupiaing
MCTS HEZ2, &R H KIES BRI NTE B I
fRE SRR AT R, 1 JC TR M A MR il
PR, il HH A X UCT P4t R 2
SRR R RS 518 LR, SELT f
WA TR ZAANH , FEEEE T ITUR L]
P AR, Fe A 14E MMLU H1 Seal-Tools Fifi_F 1)
JUEZ SR W], SELT N NAE [1] 25 R Al 14 A
TP T S22 O T A U 4B /R AAR i MCTS
GG Y, T HAES AL 55 AR K
PZACRE ST, TOTRFREAESS IO . XN

PRI AR — R A HE WA B
TP B A S L PR PR R T2 1Y)
N AP 7 IE R . SAYKGE, SELT AR T —
Y O I E L SRS K e AN i
BB R A A S

7

Jri PR

F SR SELT FE34 5% LLM HE P AE J; 77 1 2 21
ARt (R YR SRR

HPPPAL: ZHESI T LLM (1N AE B 3
AL RE 1R ME B UCT $£43, X AT REH A B BE
Xof R RO MERR R PR . B FREAL
(W DRl UL ] RESTERHR R P e, iR
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IR A RV SRBUT $ i R BRI TR
i, SEGERTRTTIAME, MR
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PRAEAIERE
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Method Single Multiple
Format Tool Param Format Tool Param
P R F1 P R F1 P R F1 P R F1
1-shot 100.00 76.03 92.00 83.26 55.87 82.14 66.51 99.00 92.33 90.60 9146 74.81 86.58 80.27

1-shot CoT  99.00 63.33 95.00 76.00 48.87 77.38 5991 100.00 9436 9436 9436 8226 87.12 84.62
Sent SELT

Sraw

Picked 95.00 80.36 90.00 8491 6335 72.02 67.41 93.00 9454 86.83 90.52 8227 80.50 81.37
Leaf 95.00 75.63 90.00 82.19 59.42 7321 6560 86.00 94.89 81.50 87.69 82.16 7335 77.50
Cluster 92.00 83.02 88.00 8544 62.03 69.05 6535 98.00 9452 91.85 93.16 8238 8533 83.83
Sa

Picked 99.00 80.67 96.00 87.67 57.87 7440 65.10 100.00 9551 9342 94.45 83.13 8640 84.74
Leaf 95.00 76.23 93.00 83.78 57.48 7321 64.40 87.00 96.28 81.19 88.10 8223 7120 76.32
cluster 99.00 78.05 96.00 86.10 58.18 76.19 6598 99.00 95.15 92.16 93.63 82.78 85.15 83.95
Sp

Picked 91.00 8091 89.00 84.76 6231 73.81 67.57 92.00 9452 86.52 90.34 80.66 79.07 79.86
Leaf 92.00 78.26 90.00 83.72 5933 7381 6578 79.00 9234 71.79 80.78 80.73 63.69 71.20
Cluster 94.00 83.78 93.00 88.15 65.10 74.40 69.44 98.00 9425 9248 9335 80.75 8479 82.72
Sa+;‘3

Picked 96.00 7797 92.00 8440 6256 72.62 6722 96.00 95.08 9091 9295 8384 8444 84.14
Leaf 96.00 79.13 91.00 84.65 64.50 76.79 70.11 86.00 94.57 81.82 87.73 8198 74.06 77.82
Cluster 95.00 7542 89.00 81.65 59.49 69.05 6391 98.00 9522 93.73 94.47 8387 8837 86.06
Resp SELT

Sraw

Picked 98.00 69.34 95.00 80.17 56.22 7798 6534 98.00 92.21 89.03 90.59 82.17 8247 8232
Leaf 98.00 69.06 96.00 80.33 53.97 76.79 6339 94.00 9195 8589 8882 8093 7746 79.16
Cluster 97.00 68.89 93.00 79.15 5848 7798 66.84 99.00 9397 9279 9338 85.14 87.12 86.12
Sa

Picked 99.00 62.18 97.00 75.78 50.57 79.17 61.72 97.00 9295 9091 9192 8286 83.01 8293
Leaf 99.00 61.69 95.00 74.80 5039 77.38 61.03 95.00 93.14 89.34 91.20 8257 80.50 81.52
Cluster 100.00 68.06 98.00 80.33 53.60 79.76 64.11 99.00 90.55 93.10 91.81 80.94 85.87 83.33
S

Piﬂcked 96.00 74.19 92.00 82.14 6095 76.19 67.72 99.00 93.71 9342 9356 8123 8748 8424
Leaf 96.00 71.54 93.00 80.87 56.19 75.60 64.47 87.00 92.83 81.19 86.62 81.00 7245 76.49
Cluster 97.00 7642 94.00 8430 6490 8036 71.81 100.00 90.68 91.54 91.11 79.83 85.69 82.66
SD,+

Pickid 98.00 64.79 92.00 76.03 52.07 75.00 61.46 97.00 9448 91.22 9282 81.74 84.08 82.89
Leaf 98.00 6596 93.00 77.18 5325 7798 6329 97.00 93.85 9091 9236 80.83 83.72 82125
Cluster 98.00 65.28 94.00 77.05 54.07 79.17 64.25 100.00 94.06 9436 94.21 82.03 88.19 85.00

Table 4: JifE Seal-Tools [{] 5 RESL LG 45 5.
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