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Step 1: Clustering with Gradients

Step 2: Inter-Cluster Data Selection
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Random-Draw UCBI1 UBC-TN UCB-TH UCB-Beta
Tasks R Ry f R Ry f R Ry f R Ry f R Rin f
MMLU 20.14 7272 2624 76.76 7396 9640 77.00 96.96 77.24 96.97
TydiQA 19.38 7474 23.12 7721 59.08 9296 6896 9556 69.03 9552
GSM8k 25.84 45.87 59.31 90.05 90.64 99.13 93.12 9947 93.75 99.52
HumanEval 22.63 58.68 2472 61.01 5596 8695 71.61 93.83 7150 93.75

Table 4: A [a]_EEAF TG TRARAAEAR GRS A 0] R . MU R B I0UL 55 A (A 2R

BRI R I AE A E T A T R R T 2
BB m Ay, HdA BB R HARR TR
P R PR . 1F 40 Wang et al. (2025) Frii,
LT RS B e B A T B — R A
ARG, T 28T e 5 A B
Moo JELEAR BUAIERIS, B REEICRE BRI DARF AL
PEFEA A A K% 8, XA TR
T2 WA, FRATEASCH A T 5 ff R
FARE Y K-means, FAFF RIS T E ] BEEL
HEFRATITHE B AEL A RE -
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