arXiv:2407.00928v1 [cs.LG] 1 Jul 2024

FoldGPT: Simple and Effective Large Language Model Compression
Scheme

Songwei Liu* Chao Zeng*

Liangiang Li
Lean Fu Xing Mei

Chengian Yan
Fangmin Chen 7

ByteDance Inc.
{ zengchaocs, cfangmin}@gmail.com,
{liusongwei.zju, liliangiang, yanchengian.i, fulean, xing.mei}@bytedance.com

Abstract

The demand for deploying large language mod-
els(LLMs) on mobile devices continues to in-
crease, driven by escalating data security con-
cerns and cloud costs. However, network band-
width and memory limitations pose challenges
for deploying billion-level models on mobile
devices. In this study, we investigate the out-
puts of different layers across various scales
of LLMs and found that the outputs of most
layers exhibit significant similarity. Moreover,
this similarity becomes more pronounced as
the model size increases, indicating substan-
tial redundancy in the depth direction of the
LLMs. Based on this observation, we propose
an efficient model volume compression strat-
egy, termed FoldGPT, which combines block
removal and block parameter sharing.This strat-
egy consists of three parts: (1) Based on the
learnable gating parameters, we determine the
block importance ranking while modeling the
coupling effect between blocks. Then we delete
some redundant layers based on the given re-
moval rate. (2) For the retained blocks, we
apply a specially designed group parameter
sharing strategy, where blocks within the same
group share identical weights, significantly
compressing the number of parameters and
slightly reducing latency overhead. (3) After
sharing these Blocks, we "cure" the mismatch
caused by sparsity with a minor amount of fine-
tuning and introduce a tail-layer distillation
strategy to improve the performance. Exper-
iments demonstrate that FoldGPT outperforms
previous state-of-the-art(SOTA) methods in ef-
ficient model compression, demonstrating the
feasibility of achieving model lightweighting
through straightforward block removal and pa-
rameter sharing.

1 Introduction

Recently, LLLMs have garnered tremendous atten-
tion in the field of artificial intelligence, which
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can be attributed to the success of models such
as ChatGPT(Brown et al., 2020). Following scal-
ing laws(Kaplan et al., 2020), leading models(like
OPT(Zhang et al., 2022), BLOOM(Workshop et al.,
2022), and LLaMA (Touvron et al., 2023)) tend to
increase in size to improve performance. How-
ever, this substantial growth in model scale poses
significant challenges for cloud deployment. Mo-
bileLLM(Liu et al., 2024b) points out that if 5%
of human individuals’ time will use LLM services
and call GPT-4 at a speed of 50 Tokens/s, then
100 million H100 GPUs would be needed to meet
the computing requirements. The ensuing energy
consumption and carbon dioxide emissions would
present staggering environmental challenges.

To tackle these challenges, researchers have be-
gun deploying LLMs on smart-phones and mobile
devices. This approach leverages edge comput-
ing power to reduce the cost of cloud inference
and protect user privacy. However, mobile devices
are constrained by limited computing power, main
memory (DRAM) capacity, and power supply. For
example, the DRAM capacity of mainstream flag-
ship phones ranges from 6GB to 12GB, and APPs
can only utilize 10% to 20% of it(Liu et al., 2024b).
Therefore, the model volume has become a core
issue hindering the deployment of LLMs on mobile
devices. Researchers have proposed a variety of
techniques to alleviate the computational burden
and model size of LLMs while preserving their per-
formance, including model pruning(Wang et al.,
2019)(Xia et al., 2022)(Kurtic et al., 2022)(Ma
et al., 2023), quantization(Frantar et al., 2022),
distillation(Sun et al., 2019)(Wang et al., 2020),
etc. Quantization methods reduce the memory ac-
cess requirements of the model by decreasing the
weight and activation bit width, allowing adapta-
tion to new hardware computing units to achieve
acceleration and storage compression benefits(Lin
et al., 2024). Pruning algorithms obtain lighter and
more hardware-friendly models by directly remov-
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Figure 1: An overview of our FoldGPT. (a)Two-step volume compression strategy, including gated block removal
and grouped parameter sharing. (b) Block structure with learnable gating parameters. (c) Grouped parameter
sharing structure. The first block in the group is called the parent block, and the remaining blocks share the weight
parameters of the parent block, which are called child blocks.

ing unimportant parameters from the model. Pre-
vious LLMs pruning research focused on analyz-
ing the redundancy in the width of the model(Zhu
et al., 2023). Parameter reduction was achieved by
removing head in the Self-Attention module and
channels in the FFN module, which incurred high
retraining costs(Ma et al., 2023).

In this paper, we analyze the similarity of acti-
vation values across each block in LLMs and find
that many blocks contribute minimally, indicating
substantial redundancy in the model’s depth. This
finding was also demonstrated by ShortGPT(Men
et al., 2024), a work at the same time. To address
this deep redundancy, we propose a learning-based
volume compression strategy for pre-trained mod-
els, called FoldGPT, which consists of two main
steps: block removal and block parameter shar-

ing. As shown in Figure 1(a), in the first step, the
importance of each block is measured by a learn-
able gating parameter. With minimal fine-tuning,
we can quickly get the importance ranking of the
blocks, and remove redundant layers based on the
given removal rate. In the second step, for reserved
blocks, we apply a specially designed group param-
eter sharing strategy, which means that multiple
blocks will share the same set of weight parame-
ters. This approach significantly reduces the overall
parameter amount and improve cache hits rate(Liu
et al., 2024b). Finally, we introduce additional
learnable parameters to each shared block, which
do not affect the computational efficiency, and then
through distillation fine-tuning, we quickly restore
the performance loss caused by parameter shar-
ing. To the best of our knowledge, FoldGP is the



first framework that integrates block removal and
parameter sharing for ultimate LLM volume com-
pression. The main contributions of our paper are
summarized as follows:

* We analyze the similarity of block outputs
in LLMs, with parameter sizes ranging from
hundreds of megabytes to billions, proving
that LLM possess extensive redundancy in
their depth. This finding indicates that model
pruning can be achieved by directly removing
redundant blocks.

* We propose a learnable block importance eval-
uation criterion and an adaptive polarization
fine-tuning strategy. Unlike the BI(Men et al.,
2024) metric used by ShortGPT, our approach
models the interactions between blocks, re-
sulting in superior performance.

* We propose a group parameter sharing strat-
egy for pre-trained models. The blocks within
a group share the same set of weights, sup-
plemented by a few additional learnable pa-
rameters, and then a specially designed tail-
layer distillation strategy to improve the per-
formance.

* we conduct extensive experiments on multi-
scale models: LLaMA-2-7B, Gemma-2B,
TinyLLaMA-1.1B. The experimental results
demonstrate that even with the removal of
36% of the parameters, the pruned model
maintains 96.25% of the performance of the
original model, surpassing the current SOTA
pruning algorithm.

2 Related works

The substantial number of parameters in high-
performance models necessitates considerable stor-
age and memory, rendering these models unsuit-
able for devices with limited computing resources.
Consequently, model compression has become a
promising solution to this issue. In this section, we
provide a brief overview of related works.

Quantization Quantization can be classified into
two main categories: Quantization-Aware Training
(QAT)(Liu et al., 2023; Ma et al., 2024) and Post-
Training Quantization (PTQ) (Dettmers et al., 2024;
Frantar et al., 2022; Xiao et al., 2023; Lin et al.,
2023a). However, in the field of LLMs, due to the
significant training costs, both the academia and

industry mainly focused on PTQ methods. Among
them, (Dettmers et al., 2024) proposed LLM.int8().
They first used vector-wise quantization for most
weight matrix. To the emergent outliers, they in-
corporated a novel mixed-precision decomposition
scheme, isolating the outlier feature dimensions
into a 16-bit matrix multiplication. Along with
LLM.int8(), GPTQ (Frantar et al., 2022) proposed
a more accurate data-aware approach via an approx-
imate large-scale solver for minimizing layer-wise
12 errors. Further, SmoothQuant(Xiao et al., 2023)
not only quantized both the weights and activations,
but also offline migrating the quantization difficulty
from activations to weights with a mathematically
equivalent transformation. Numerous experiments
have demonstrated that PTQ methods have become
the leading techniques for compressing and deploy-
ing large-scale LLMs efficiently.

Pruning And Parameter Sharing Pruning tech-
niques aim to identify and remove redundant or
less significant parameters from models, resulting
in a sparser weight matrix. These methods uti-
lize heuristics, such as magnitude-based pruning,
or more sophisticated approaches like learning-
based pruning, to determine which weights to
eliminate. Previous research has mainly analyzed
model redundancy in terms of width. For example,
SparseGPT (Frantar and Alistarh, 2023) incorpo-
rates the Hessian inverse for pruning and subse-
quent residual weight updates, while Wanda (Sun
et al., 2023) achieves a sparse LLM model by using
a criterion based on the product of the absolute val-
ues of weights and their activations to preserve out-
liers. (Ma et al., 2023) obtains a lightweight model
by removing redundant heads in self-attention and
redundant channels in FFN, followed by low-cost
fine-tuning to restore accuracy. In contrast, our
FoldGPT and ShortGPT (Men et al., 2024) exploit
model depth redundancy to obtain lightweight mod-
els. Specifically, FoldGPT uses learnable gating
parameters to model the coupling between blocks
and employs a parameter-sharing strategy to com-
press effective parameters. The basic idea of param-
eter sharing is to use the same set of parameters for
multiple parts of an LLM. In existing research (Ull-
rich et al., 2017; Lin et al., 2023b; Su et al., 2024,
Liu et al., 2024a), parameter-sharing strategies are
primarily used in model infrastructure design and
pre-training to enhance computational efficiency
and reduce overfitting risk, especially with limited
data. For instance, ALBERT (Liu et al., 2024a)



(a) LLaMA-2-7B

(b) Gemma-2B

(c) TinyLLaMA-1.1B

Figure 2: Block redundancy analysis of models with sizes from 1B to 7B. The red line represents the cosine
similarity of the input and output of the current Block, while the blue line represents the cosine similarity of the
output of the current Block and the input of the starting point.

uses a cross-layer parameter-sharing strategy to ef-
fectively reduce the number of model parameters,
achieving better training results than the baseline
with the same parameter number (Su et al., 2024).
Furthermore, (Liu et al., 2024b) confirms that mod-
els employing parameter sharing generally achieve
better performance during pre-training compared
to those without sharing. Unlike these approaches,
we apply parameter sharing to compress the trained
model. By integrating a specialized sharing module
and a distillation fine-tuning strategy, we achieve
state-of-the-art performance.

Distillation Knowledge Distillation (KD) (Hin-
ton et al., 2015) is widely used to transfer knowl-
edge from a large model (teacher) to a smaller one
(student) for improved efficiency. In the context
of LLMs, KD preserves the rich semantic and con-
textual understanding of these models. Previous
works use soft target probabilities or intermediate
representations from the teacher model to guide
the task-agnostic student model training. For ex-
ample, DistilBERT (Sanh et al., 2019) halves the
transformer’s layers in the teacher network, initial-
izing the student by selecting one layer out of every
two from the teacher. This ensures the student re-
tains the teacher’s architecture. TinyBERT (Jiao
et al., 2019) and MobileBERT (Sun et al., 2020)
transfer fine-grained knowledge, including hidden
states and self-attention distributions, using linear
layers or bottleneck modules for alignment. In
contrast, MiniLM (Wang et al., 2020) simplifies
the process by distilling knowledge solely from
the self-attention module of the last Transformer
block, alleviating the challenge of layer mapping.
Block removal and group parameter sharing based
on the pre-trained model introduce additional per-
formance degradation. Inspired by MiniLM, we

employ g-k-v distillation of the last block during
fine-tuning. Experimental results show that this
strategy effectively enhances the performance of
the compressed model.

3 Methodology

3.1 Redundancy Analysis

Mainstream LLMs are usually stacked by repeated
decoding blocks, known as Transformers(Lagler
et al., 2013). As shown in Figure 1(b), a standard
decoding block contains an attention module(ATT)
and a feed-forward module(FFN). For an L-layer
transformer-based LLM, the input of i-th layer is
denoted by X; € R?*$*4 where b, s and d respec-
tively represent the batch size, number of tokens,
and hidden dimensions. The input of layer ¢ + 1
can be expressed as follows:

Xharr = X' + Attention(LN(X"))

_ ) . (1)
X = X4pp + FEN(LN(X 7))

Since stacked decoding blocks typically have the
same structural parameters, this means that X and
X1 share the same dimensions, prompting us to
investigate the role each block plays in the infor-
mation flow path. As shown in Figure 2, we se-
lected three models: LLaMA-2(Roumeliotis et al.,
2023), Gemma(Team et al., 2024), and TinyL-
LaMA(Zhang et al., 2024), with parameter sizes of
1.1B, 2B, and 7B respectively, to analyze the cosine
similarity of different activation values within the
model. The red lines in the three sub-figures reflect
the importance of a individual block without con-
sidering inter-block coupling, while the blue line
models the importance of groups of consecutive
blocks. Our analysis yielded following findings: (1)
The cosine similarity of most intermediate blocks
in the LLMs is greater than 0.9, indicating their
minimal role in the information transmission path.
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Figure 3: Polarization characteristics on different eps.

(2) In LLaMA-2-7B and Gemma-2B, the cosine
similarity of activations across multiple consecu-
tive blocks remains above 0.8, suggesting the po-
tential for grouped block removal. Group block re-
dundancy decreases with the model size decreases.
For example, under the criterion of cosine similar-
ity greater than 0.8, TinyLLaMA can only remove
two consecutive blocks. Based on these findings,
we propose FoldGPT, a novel model compression
strategy, that combines block removal and grouped
block parameter sharing. The former targets a
small number of particularly redundant blocks, and
the latter targets relatively lower redundancy block
group. In contrast, ShortGPT(Men et al., 2024)
only focuses on the redundancy of individual block
and cannot perform grouped block parameter re-
moval due to significant performance degradation.

3.2 Gated block removal

In the first step of FoldGPT, we directly remove
certain blocks according to a specified sparsity rate,
which means that we need to accurately evaluate
the importance of the blocks and sort them. Short-
GPT(Men et al., 2024) uses Block Influence(BI),
which is essentially cosine similarity, to measure
the importance of each block. However, this met-

Table 1: Perplexity of WikiText2 and PTB on LLaMA-
2-7B with different pruning rates.

Ratio  Method  WikiText2| PTBJ
0 - 5.5012 20.642
15% BI 10.4837 32.980
FoldGPT 7.430 24.537

27% BI 35.962 85.896
FoldGPT 18.500 55.939

rics has a significant flaw: it does not account
for the coupling between blocks, leading to sub-
optimal solutions when removing multiple blocks.
To address this issue, we propose a gated block
removal strategy, which introduces a learnable gat-
ing parameter for each minimal component. This
approach enables a more accurate ranking of the
importance of inter-block coupling through joint
optimization. As shown in Figure 1(b), we reformu-
late the calculation process of a block as follows:

Xarr = X' x (1- g(ai)) + ATT(Xi) * g(o/i)

X = X« (1 —g(ab)) + FEN(Xhpr) * g(aé()z)
where o and o, respectively represent the gating
parameter of the ATT module and FFN module
in the i-th decoding Block, and ¢(.) denotes the
gating activation function. The introduction of an
additional gating function aims to encourage the
gate values to update smoothly towards polariza-
tion during training, such that some values con-
verge to exactly zero while others remain signifi-
cantly different from zero. This process allows us
to obtain an accurate ranking of block importance
based on the gate values after training. Inspired
by (Guo et al., 2021), we employ the smoothed LO
formulation from principled optimization methods
to achieve this goal:

2

(z) = ——
Jers )= 02 L eps 3)
_ 2XuxXeps
Baeps (@) = “25

where geps(z) and ¢(geps(z)) represent the for-
ward and backward calculation of the gate func-
tion, respectively, where eps is a hyper-parameter
that balances training stability and polarization. As
shown in Figure 3, we can observe that when eps
is sufficiently small, gps(z) becomes polarized,
and ¢(geps()) is zero only at specific points. This
characteristic suggests that we can use geps(z) as
a gating mechanism, integrating it into the neural



network we ami to compress. In our study, eps is
initialized to 0.1 and gradually decreases during the
training process. This approach ensures both early
training stability and the polarization of gating pa-
rameters by the end of training. To further enhance
the polarization of gating parameters, we also in-
troduce resource constraints into the optimization
function. In our paper, in order to simplify the
problem, we directly use FLOPs(Floating Point Op-
erations) as the measure of resource consumption
for each block and consider retaining or removing
the ATT and FFN modules simultaneously. For an
L-layer LLM, the final objective function can be
formulated as below:

L-1
mainE(W; a) = L(W;g(a)) + A Z g(a")s" @

where L is the original loss function, and o =
{aV ...,a®~1} represents the final importance
score of each block, and \ is a balance factor. Since
there are few parameters to optimize, the optimiza-
tion process is efficient. Obtain the importance
ranking based on the gating parameters at step 1K
and directly compare it with BI-based sequence.
As shown in Table 1, we directly apply the removal
sequence obtained through the gated learning strat-
egy without any fine-tuning and compare it with
BI metrics of ShortGPT(Xiao et al., 2023). Our
strategy significantly outperforms BI. At a removal
rate of 15%, the perplexity(ppl) on the WikiText2
dataset is reduced by 29%, and the perplexity on
the Penn Treebank(PTB) dataset is reduced by 25%.
When the pruning rate further increased to 27%, the
advantages further expand to 48.5% and 34.88%.

3.3 Grouped parameter sharing

In the second step of FoldGPT, we implement
group parameter sharing for the remaining blocks.
This approach further compress the amount of
model parameters. Although it does not reduce the
computational load, it can theoretically enhance
performance on devices with limited storage re-
sources due to the improved cache hit rate (Liu
et al., 2024b). Figure 1(c) illustrates the block pa-
rameter sharing details for a group size is 2. Specif-
ically, each child block contains 4 fully connected
layers whose weight parameters reused from the
corresponding layers of the parent block. In order
to improve the accuracy of fitting the child block
weights using the parent block weights, we intro-
duce additional learnable scaling coefficients for

Table 2: Comparison of perplexity when the layernorm
layer is frozen and unfrozen.

Model Ratio WikiText2 PTB
0% 8.93 28.97
Gemma 26.34% wo In 30.52 199.15
26.34% w In 28.39 180.85

0% 7.93 19.39
TinyLLaMA 36% wo In 80.43 223.14
36% w In 70.82 199.01

the weights in each child block. Assume that the
i-th weight in a child block is W, ;;, € Rdeut*din
where d,,; and d;,, represent output and input chan-
nels respectively. Then, the forward computation
can now be expressed as follows:
Wenita = Wharent * Senid 5)
enita = Wparent * Senia) ¥ X + B
where Wigeny € Rlowxdin §Lo, e Riou
and f}, ..., represent the corresponding the reused
weights, the additional scaling parameters intro-
duced by the child layer, and the forward process
of the child layer, respectively. When performing
the forward calculation of the child layer, the scal-
ing parameter does not introduce additional calcu-
lation time because it can be seamlessly integrated
into the tail processing. Additionally, we apply
two techniques to improve the model performance:
layernorm re-adaptation and parent weight fine-
tuning. This involves fully opening the parameters
of the layer normalization (LN) layer and partially
opening the weights of the parent dense layer dur-
ing subsequent fine-tuning training. To demon-
strate the effectiveness of these technique, we con-
ducted ablation experiments on Gemma-2B and
TinyLLaMA-1.1B. As shown in Table 2, enabling
LN training can effectively improve the generation
quality. The perplexity on the WikiText2 drop by
2.13 and 9.61, respectively, while the perplexity on
PTB drop 18.3 and 24.13, respectively.

3.4 Distillation fine-tuning

After completing the two stages of parameter com-
pression, we need to restore the accuracy through
fine-tuning. In order to expedite the model recov-
ery process and enhance efficiency under limited
data conditions, we employ the low-rank approx-
imation(LoRA)(Hu et al., 2021) for post-training
the pruned model. Notably, during the fine-tuning,
only the dense layer in the parent block and the
layer normalization in the child block are activated.



LoRA is only applied to the weight of the dense
layer. The forward calculation of the sub-layer
under LoRA can be expressed as follows:

Fenita = (Wparent + AWparent) * Senia) * X + B (6)
AWgamnt is the updated value of the parent layer
weight, which can be decomposed as AW ..., =
P x Q, where P € Réut>d- and Q € R4 *din,
Since d_ is much smaller than d;,, and d,,;, this
decomposition reduces training complexity and the
need for large-scale training data. In order to fur-
ther speed up fine-tuning and improve model per-
formance, we introduce a knowledge distillation
strategy inspired by (Wang et al., 2020). Due to
structural misalignment between the original model
and the compressed model after block removal and
folding, we apply the distillation loss only to the
last layer. Specifically, the distillation loss con-
sists of two components: self-attention and self-
attention value relation, represented by L(AW) a7
and L(AW)y g, respectively. The final loss can be
expressed as:

L=L+NLAW)ar + LAW)vR) @)

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Setup

Model To comprehensively evaluate the perfor-
mance of our algorithm, we selected LLaMA-2-7B
(Touvron et al., 2023), Gemma-2B (Team et al.,
2024), and TinyLLaMA-1.1B (Zhang et al., 2024)
as our base models. Gemma-2B is a lightweight,
state-of-the-art open model series developed by
Google, based on the same research and technol-
ogy as the Gemini model. TinyLLaMA-1.1B is pre-
trained on approximately 3 trillion tokens, lever-
ages the LLaMA-2 architecture and tokenizer. Its
small size makes it suitable for applications with
limited computing and memory resources. Given
that smaller models typically exhibit lower redun-
dancy, comparisons involving these models are par-
ticularly meaningful for assessing the effectiveness
of our algorithm.

Training During the gating parameter removal
phase, we initialize eps to 0.1 and decay it by 0.97
decay rate every 120 iterations. During training, all
model parameters are frozen, with only gate control
parameters are released. In the recovery phase, we
utilize the cleaned version of Alpaca dataset(Taori
et al., 2023), which comprises approximately 50k

samples. For LoRA training, we set the LoRA rank
d_ to 8 and initialize the distillation loss coefficient
A to le-5. The learning rate is set to le-5 with 100
warming steps. The training batch size is selected
from {32, 64} and the AdamW optimizer(Zhuang
et al., 2022) is employed in our experiments. Addi-
tionally, we found that the optimal training duration
is 2 epochs, as training for more epochs even has
a negative impact on the model performance. Our
experiments were conducted on a single NVIDIA
A100-GPU with 80GB memory, taking approxi-
mately 3 hours.

Evaluated Tasks Following the previous work,
we evaluate the model based on two indicators:
perplexity and zero-shot common sense reason-
ing score. Perplexity is calculated based on the
WikiText-2 (Merity et al., 2016) and Penn Tree-
bank(PTB)(Marcus et al., 1993) datasets, with a
truncation length of 2048 tokens per sample. For
evaluating the performance on zero-shot common
sense reasoning tasks, we select serveral popular
tasks including BoolQ (Clark et al., 2019), PIQA
(Bisk et al., 2020), HellaSwag (Zellers et al., 2019),
SCIQ (Welbl et al., 2017) , ARC (Clark et al.,
2018), WinoGrande (Sakaguchi et al., 2021) and
MMLU(Hendrycks et al., 2020). We adhere to
the GPTQ settings(Frantar et al., 2022) for our
language generation experiments and utilize the
Im-eval-harness framework(Gao et al., 2021) for
executing all zero-shot tasks.

4.2 Main Results

To validate the advantages of our algorithm, we
compared FoldGPT with state-of-the-art structured
pruning algorithms, including LLMPruner(Ma
et al., 2023), SliceGPT(Ashkboos et al., 2024),
LaCo(Yang et al., 2024) and ShortGPT(Men et al.,
2024). LLMPruner and SliceGPT primarily ex-
ploit redundancy in network width by compressing
embedding dimensions, while Laco and ShortGPT
focus on removing redundancy in network depth.
To ensure fairness in the absence of fine-tuning in
the comparative study, we first applied block re-
moval based on a gating mechanism to LLaMA-2-
7, achieving a sparsity of 27%. As shown in Table 3,
compared to the width-based structured pruning
algorithms SliceGPT and LLMPruner, FoldGPT
showed significant improvements of 13.71 and 8.9,
respectively. This indicates that depth-based struc-
tured pruning outperforms traditional width-based
pruning in LLMs,supporting our view that depth
redundancy is higher than width redundancy. In



Table 3: Zero-shot Performance on LLaMA-2-7B. * indicates that the model has been fine-tuned with the same

configuration. Detailed hyper-parameters are described in section4.1

Model Method Ratio o PIQBZ“Ch’];‘ﬁgkla Ly Ave Per
Dense 000% 7126 7791 7162 4539 6655 100%
LLMPruner  27.0% 5646 7122 5520 2333 5155 77.46%
SliceGPT ~ 264% 5027 6621 3832 2892 4593  69.01%
LaCo 271% 5569 69.80 6407 2645 5400 81.14%
LLaMAgop  ShoMGPT  270% 5302 6643 7471 4396 5953 89.45%
FoldGPT  27.1% 5322 6700 7321 4514 59.64 89.61%
ShotGPT* — 27.1% 577 6770 7320 4370 6057 O1.01%
FoldGPT*1  27%+9%  50.67 6885 7520 4388 6190 93.01%
FoldGPT*2 21%+15% 6125 7322 7520 4404 6341 9528%
FoldGPT*3  15%+21% 63.10 7434 7430 4450 64.06 96.25%

Table 4: Zero-shot Performance on Gemma-2B. * indicates that the model has been fine-tuned with the same
configuration. Detailed hyper-parameters are described in section4.1

. Benchmarks
Model Method Ratio WinGran SCIQ RACE PIQA BOOLQ Avg. Per.
Dense 0.00% 65.50 90.21 3626 76.93 69.41 66.44 100%
ShortGPT*1 13.17% 52.22 74.9 25.55 6558 52.61 54.17  81.53%
Gemma-2B ShortGPT*2 17.56% 51.01 69.7 2449  63.27 50.70 51.83  78.02%
ShortGPT*3 21.95% 48.51 68.8 2526  61.61 49.04 50.64 76.23%
FoldGPT*1  8.78%+8.78% 57.69 88.1 3349 7143 62.87 62.72 94.39%
FoldGPT*2  17.56%+4.39% 54.77 782 2842  63.76 60.58 5715 86.00%
FoldGPT*3 17.56%+8.78% 54.69 78.7 2794 6354 62.04 57.38 86.37%

comparison with LaCo and ShortGPT, FoldGPT’s
gating-based block removal strategy significantly
outperformed LaCo’s layer-wise removal strategy,
demonstrating the substantial advantage of our gat-
ing mechanism in block importance analysis. To
further explore FoldGPT’s extreme compression
rate under group parameter sharing and ensure a
fair comparison, we applied the same fine-tuning
strategy to both ShortGPT and FoldGPT. The
results showed that FoldGPT achieved a perfor-
mance improvement of 1.33 over ShortGPT with
9% group parameter sharing. Furthermore, main-
taining a sparsity rate of 36%, FoldGPT achieved
a significant performance improvement of 5.24%
over ShortGPT by flexibly allocating the propor-
tions of block removal and group parameter shar-
ing, even with 9% additional sparsity compared to
ShortGPT.

Finally, to investigate the performance advan-
tage of FoldGPT in edge deployment, we con-
ducted a detailed comparison with the current lead-
ing structured pruning algorithm, ShortGPT, using
the Gemma-2B model. As shown in Table 4, we
applied a combination of 17.56% block removal
and 4.39% parameter folding. Compared to Short-
GPT, which utilized only 17.56% block removal,
FoldGPT improved benchmark accuracy by 5.31%
and increased the compression rate by 4.39%. Fur-

thermore, in the comparison between FoldGPT*2
and FoldGPT*3, FoldGPT*3 achieved results
comparable to FoldGPT*2 by further increasing
the block folding rate, while also demonstrating
an 8.35% performance improvement and an 8.73%
increase in sparsity over ShortGPT. These findings
validate our approach in edge LLM models and
further confirm the advantages of FoldGPT over
other structured pruning algorithms.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, based on the similarity of each block
outputs, we propose an efficient LLMs compres-
sion method, FoldGPT, to address the challenges
of deploying LLMs on mobile devices. FoldGPT
first proposes a learnable block importance eval-
uation criterion and an adaptive polarization fine-
tuning strategy, which can remove the relatively
unimportant blocks more reasonable.For the re-
mained blocks, FoldGPT then proposes a group
parameter sharing strategy with a small number
of additional learnable parameters, which can fur-
ther compresses the LLMs footprint.For alleviat-
ing the performance loss resulted from the above
two strategies, FoldGPT introduces a specially de-
signed tail-layer distillation strategy to improve
the performance. Extensive experimental results



demonstrate that FoldGPT could outperform the
SOTA pruning algorithms with respect to the same
pruning ratio.

Limitations

The FoldGPT can reduce footprint usage and im-
prove inference speed for more efficient deploy-
ment of LLMs. However, there are still some limi-
tations. Firstly, FoldGPT is proposed for the LLMs
where the basic blocks are stacked repeatedly. As
a result, this strategy cannot be applied the for the
LLMs, i.e., OpenELM(Mehta et al., 2024) where
the structural parameter configuration of each block
is different. Secondly, due to the large granular-
ity of parameter folding, there exists some loss to
model performance, so we need to cooperate with
fine-tuning to restore accuracy. Thirdly, in this pa-
per, we mainly focus on the implementation of al-
gorithms because of time constraints. In the future,
we will carry on implementing the corresponding
inference engine and gain actual performance ac-
celeration benefits.

Ethics Statement

This paper presents solutions to the challenges of
pruning Large Language Models (LLMs) to facili-
tate their widespread adoption and application. Cur-
rently, ethical concerns related to LLMs, such as
hidden biases encoded in the models, are receiving
increased attention. Our investigation indicates that
our proposed method does not amplify these biases
or contravene any ethical standards.
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