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Abstract

Transformer models are increasingly prevalent in various applications, yet our
understanding of their internal workings remains limited. This paper investigates
the modularity and task specialization of neurons within transformer architectures,
focusing on both vision (ViT) and language (Mistral 7B) models. Using a com-
bination of selective pruning and MoEfication clustering techniques, we analyze
the overlap and specialization of neurons across different tasks and data subsets.
Our findings reveal evidence of task-specific neuron clusters, with varying degrees
of overlap between related tasks. We observe that neuron importance patterns
persist to some extent even in randomly initialized models, suggesting an inherent
structure that training refines. Additionally, we find that neuron clusters identi-
fied through MoEfication correspond more strongly to task-specific neurons in
earlier and later layers of the models. This work contributes to a more nuanced
understanding of transformer internals and offers insights into potential avenues
for improving model interpretability and efficiency.

1 Introduction

As transformer neural networks continue to scale up and demonstrate improvements across vari-
ous applications, their integration into more areas of technology becomes increasingly widespread.
Despite these advances, our fundamental understanding of how these models operate remains lim-
ited [Hendrycks et al., 2021]. This gap in understanding poses challenges for the reliability and
trustworthiness of these models, particularly in high-stakes situations.

To address this, our study draws inspiration from bottom-up circuits-based [Olsson et al., 2022] and
top-down linear direction-based analyses [Zou et al., 2023], as well as from modularity research
[Pfeiffer et al., 2023, Zhang et al., 2023, Filan et al., 2021]. We aim to explore the specialization
of different components within neural networks in performing distinct tasks and querying different
knowledge bases, defining modularity in this context as having two key traits: 1) A high degree
of separability between components tasked with different functions, and 2) Positional locality of
these components. Our focus primarily lies on the identification of distinct components within these
networks and understanding their roles in processing different types of information.

2 Method

2.1 Pre-Trained Models

We work with a Vision Transformer, ViT-Base-224 [Dosovitskiy et al., 2021]. as well as with a causal
language model, Mistral 7B instruct v0.2 [Jiang et al., 2023].
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The models are accessed via the HuggingFace transformer library [Taylor et al., 2022]. For each
model, we perform the analysis on both the pre-trained model (called the ’trained model’) and a
single seed of a randomly initialized model (called the ’random model’).

The neurons of study are found post-activation in the MLP layers, that is, between the Win and Wout

weight matrices, after the activation function (see [Geva et al., 2022]).

2.2 Datasets and Tasks

For ViT, the task of study is to perform image classification on different classes of Cifar100 Krizhevsky
[2009] fine-tuned model as a ‘retained’ baseline. For the ‘forget’ datasets, each super-class of Cifar100
(Cifar20) is used as a target.

For text models, we investigate next-token prediction on various categories of text as possible niches,
as well as subject-split MMLU question answering Hendrycks et al. [2020]. For a broad baseline
of model activations, ElutherAI’s ‘The Pile’ Gao et al. [2020]1 is used. For the specialised datasets,
use the individual subsets of the pile, as well as some some additional data sets. We use some
scientific-subject specific instruction datasets on specific topics from Li et al. [2023], including
‘Biology’, ‘Physics’, ‘Chemistry’. We also use ‘CodeParrot GitHub Code’ Tunstall et al. [2022], or
‘Code’ for short.

2.3 Neuron Selection and Neuron Clustering

2.3.1 Neuron selection

We select neurons using a method analogous to the Selective Pruning approach [Pochinkov and
Schoots, 2024]. Given two datasets: a ’reference’ dataset Dr and ’unlearned’ dataset Du, we score
the neurons Snl

i
by getting the ratio of mean absolute deviations between the two datasets, as seen in

Equation 1:

Snl
i
:=

1
|Dr|

∑
xi∈Dr

|nl
i(xi)|

ϵ+ 1
|Du|

∑
xj∈Du

|nl
i(xj)|

(1)

where nl
i(xj) is the activation of neuron i in layer l for input xj .

We then "select" a subset of neurons as being relevant to some data subset Dq by taking a percentage
of neurons with the highest scores. The percentage of neurons selected for each data subset is
determined by aiming for a specific drop in top1 accuracy when these neurons are removed.

For ViT, the ’retained’ baseline is Cifar100 [Krizhevsky, 2009], and the ’unlearned’ data subsets are
those of Cifar20. For Mistral, the retained baseline is ElutherAI’s ’The Pile’ [Gao et al., 2020], with
the subsets being the different Pile subsets and the additional specialized datasets mentioned earlier.

2.3.2 MoEfication clustering

We employ ’Mixture of Experts’-ification [Zhang et al., 2022] as a method for grouping neurons
into clusters. This approach involves taking the input weights Win for an MLP layer and treating
its columns as a collection of vectors. We then perform balanced k-means clustering [Malinen and
Fränti, 2014] on these vectors:

{C1, ..., Ck} = BalancedKMeans(WT
in, k) (2)

where Ci represents the i-th cluster of neurons. This effectively splits each MLP layer into k balanced
’mixture of experts’ clusters. The intuition is to group neurons that are often activated simultaneously,
allowing for efficient expert selection during inference.

For ViT, we use k = 96 as in the original paper. For Mistral, k = 128 is used for even divisibility of
layers. We perform this clustering on both pre-trained and randomly-initialized models, providing a
basis for comparing the emergent structure in trained networks against random initializations.

1We use a subset of The Pile on HuggingFace with most copyrighted material removed.
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3 Class-wise Unlearning Performance Evaluation

3.1 ViT Performance

We assess the performance of ViT across all Cifar20 classes to determine if and how the performance
on other classes is affected by the deactivation of neurons associated with a particular class. We
uncover that between classes with commonalities, there often seem to exist shared neural pathways.

Figure 1: Relative Top1 % image classification accuracy compared to baseline for ViT in Cifar100,
after selectively pruning MLP neurons to get a target drop in performance of 50% (left) and 80%
(right) for the ’unlearned’ class (shown as the vertical strips).

We notice that the MLP neurons selectively pruned in ViT for classes such as ’insects’ and ’non-insect
invertebrates’ seem to have relatively high overlap, and classes such as ’fish’, ’aquatic mammals’,
and ’reptiles’ also have correlated decreases in performance. We also observe that for two classes A
and B, the effect of unlearning class A on the performance of class B is not symmetric to unlearning
class B affecting the performance of class A, though these effects are correlated.

As we approach attempting to get an 80% drop in top1 accuracy, the selectivity seems to significantly
decrease, likely because the attention layers, which we do not modify, provide too strong a signal.

3.2 Mistral Performance

For Mistral, we investigate the degree to which a drop in performance in each class causes a correlated
drop in performance across all other dataset tasks. We choose an arbitrary goal of unlearning by
selective pruning until achieving a 20% drop in Top1 next-token prediction accuracy in each respective
unlearned text subset.

In Figure 2, we observe that in most subsets of data that one would intuitively associate, such
as unlearning ’biology’ leading to a drop in MMLU ’High School biology’. Notably, we see
that unlearning ’PubMed central’ leads to significant drops in MMLU ’professional medicine’,
’Medical Genetics’, ’Clinical Knowledge’, ’Anatomy’, ’College Biology’, and ’College Chemistry’.
Additionally, we observe that unlearning ’ArXiv’ leads to corresponding drops in MMLU subjects.

We also note some ’failure’ cases:

• ’EuroParl’ and ’FreeLaw’ seem to have relatively modest effects on the accuracy of other
subsets, including seemingly related MMLU topics such as ’HighSchool Government &
Politics’ and ’Professional Law’.
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Figure 2: Drop in Top1 accuracy in Mistral 7B for next-token-prediction datasets as well as zero-shot
subject-split MMLU question answering. We target a relative drop in performance of 20% for the
class being ’unlearned’, and each vertical strip shows the effect on the other data subsets.
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• In some cases, performance seems to increase, including up to 118% of baseline in MMLU
’Abstract Algebra’ after performing the unlearning of Code.

• Unlearning ’PhilPapers’ seems to have an outsized negative impact on ’EuroParl’ perfor-
mance, significantly more so than even the ’EuroParl’ unlearning has.

These results highlight that the Selective Pruning method seems to perform reasonably well at
identifying relatively general class-scale features of models, despite being relatively simplistic in
looking at the activations. However, there is potential room for improvement with better methods and
datasets. It does, nonetheless, provide a promising glimpse of some kind of interpretable modularity.

4 Intersection Analysis

4.1 Intersection between Class Selected Neurons

We analyze the degree to which selected neurons overlap between different classes or data subsets. For
some set of selected neurons Ni and Nj for classes i and j respectively, we calculate |Ni ∩Nj |/|Ni|.
Each class of neurons amounts to a total of 12.5±6.0% of neurons in ViT, and 3.4±2.6% of neurons
in Mistral.

Figure 3: Intersection analysis between selected neurons ranked in the top 12.5± 6.0% for trained
ViT model (left) and random model (right) in relative importance to Cifar20 classes. Each square
shows the percentage overlap between neurons identified as being important for each class pair.

In Figure 3, we see that the selected pre-trained neurons have relatively distinct neural activations
compared to the randomly initialized model. We observe that, although there are some differences, the
overall pattern of overlaps seems quite similar between the models, albeit with different magnitudes.

We see three main trends in general going from a random to pre-trained model: 1) More neurons
have a closer-to-median overlap. 2) Extreme overlaps were diminished, roughly in proportion to how
intuitively dissimilar the classes seem to be. 3) Intuitively similar classes that had little overlap (such
as ’vehicles 1’ and ’vehicles 2’) gain particularly larger overlaps.

The results are somewhat analogous for pre-trained and randomly initialized Mistral models seen in
Figure 4.

We see again three similar trends: 1) More neurons have a closer-to-median overlap, though this
time tending to be lower. 2) Most extreme overlaps were diminished, roughly in proportion to how

5



Figure 4: Intersection analysis between selected neurons ranked top 1% for Mistral 7b model that is
trained (left) and randomly initialized (right) in relative importance to different text classes. Each
square shows percentage overlap between neurons identified as being important for each class pair.

intuitively dissimilar the subsets seem to be. 3) Intuitively similar classes (such as PubMed Abstracts,
PubMed Central and NIH ExPorter, or Ubuntu IRC and HackerNews) retain their overlaps or gain
larger overlaps.

Figure 5: Plot of the overall overlaps between classes of ViT (left) and subtexts of Mistral (right) for
both random and pre-trained selected neurons. We also show the difference between the random and
pre-trained overlaps at each point.

In Figure 5, we see the overlaps between Cifar20 classes and text subsets sorted for both selected
pre-trained and selected random neurons. We also see the difference in overlap between pre-trained
and random models. We observe that there is a definite correlation between the overlaps of pre-trained
and random neuron selections, but also that there are large shifts. We can more clearly see that the
overlaps in ViT are more tightly bound, while in Mistral, the overlaps become overall lower.

Overall, we find the results show a surprising degree to which many of the selected neurons overlap
between the randomly initialized and pre-trained models, and see this as evidence for the weak
Lottery Ticket Hypothesis [Frankle and Carbin, 2018].

4.2 Intersection between Selected Neurons and Clusters

Inspired by the Lorentz Curve and Gini Coefficient [Gastwirth, 1971], for each layer, we measure
the degree to which the selected neurons are preferentially selected into few clusters. We do this by
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counting how many selected neurons are in each cluster, sorting the clusters in order from highest to
lowest member count, then plotting a cumulative curve showing distribution between clusters.

That is, we create k bins, and take the indices i of the selected neurons, and count how many are
assigned to each bin, B[j]. We then sort the bins in order of highest to lowest, giving sorted bins
B̃[j], and plot a cumulative distribution of counts cn, where cn = cn−1 + B[n]. We then find the
normalized area under the curve, such that if all the neurons were in one bin, the area would be 1.0,
and if the neurons were perfectly evenly distributed, it would be 0.5. For an example of such a curve,
see Figure 6a.

As the MoEfication clustering of neurons is limited to single layers, we add an extra constraint such
that the selection of neurons is limited to have an equal proportion per layer, as having all neurons in
one layer automatically distributed neurons equally between these clusters.

(a) ViT Lorentz Curve (b) ViT (c) Mistral

Figure 6: (a) An example of a Lorentz curve in layer 0 of ViT, sorting the distribution of selected top
12.5% of Cifar20 "people" neurons between MoE clusters in trained and randomly initialized ViT
models. The Area Under this Curve (AUC) is then found for all classes of Cifar20 in each layer of
ViT (b). The same is done for each data subset of Mistral (c) with the top 3.4% of neurons.

We see in Figure 6b that the ViT selected pre-trained neurons correspond relatively strongly with the
MoEfication clusters compared to selected random neurons, with stronger correspondence in earlier
layers. In Figure 6c we also see that pre-trained neurons correspond more with MoEfication clusters,
but this time we see a bi-modal correspondence with later and earlier layers corresponding more than
middle layers.

This suggests that the MoEfication in layers close to the text or image seem to map relatively cleanly,
but that in more central layers, the co-activation similarity between neurons is not as predictive of
class.

5 Related Work

Circuits-based mechanistic interpretability seeks to uncover the exact causal mechanisms and
neuron activations responsible for specific behaviours [Chan et al., 2022, Olsson et al., 2022, Wang
et al., 2022, nostalgebraist, 2020]. Although this bottom-up approach offers detailed insights, the vast
number of potential circuits poses a significant challenge to comprehensively understanding model
behaviours.

Activation-direction-based interpretability methods, such as Activation Addition [Turner et al.,
2023] and Representation Engineering [Zou et al., 2023, Burns et al., 2022, Turner et al., 2023,
Gurnee and Tegmark, 2023], attempt to correlate model activations with meanings or concepts [Dar
et al., 2022, Meng et al., 2022]. However, these top-down approaches often overlook finding the
sources of these activation patterns.
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Neuron-based analysis has also been explored, with studies suggesting that individual neurons
may encode human-interpretable concepts in convolutional neural networks Meyes et al. [2020]
and language models [Geva et al., 2021, 2022, Bills et al., 2023]. However, the complexity and
sheer number of neurons, coupled with their potential to represent multiple features, complicate this
approach [Elhage et al., 2022, Pona, 2023]. Techniques like sparse auto-encoder dictionary learning
have been proposed to address these challenges, albeit at the cost of increasing the neuron count
[Cunningham et al., 2023, Bricken et al., 2023].

Modularity and Clustering Recent research has explored the modular nature of neural networks
and how this modularity relates to task specialization. Studies on small neural networks have
revealed surprising levels of modularity [Filan et al., 2021, 2020], while work in computer vision has
demonstrated specialized "branches" in convolutional networks [Voss et al., 2021, Olah et al., 2017].
In language models, concepts like "MoEfication" [Zhang et al., 2022] and contextual sparsity [Liu
et al., 2023] have shown task-specific neuron activation patterns.

Extending these ideas, Meyes et al. [2020] characterized learned representations by identifying
functional neuron populations in CNNs that either respond jointly to specific stimuli or have similar
impacts on network performance when ablated. Their work highlights that a neuron’s importance can-
not be determined solely by its activation magnitude, selectivity, or individual impact on performance,
emphasizing the need for a more nuanced understanding of neural network internals.

Our research builds upon these findings by investigating specialization across different text genres and
image classes as a basis for clustering neurons. We adapt selective pruning techniques [Pochinkov
and Schoots, 2024] from Machine Unlearning [Bourtoule et al., 2021] to assess neuron importance
for specific data subsets, aiming to provide new insights into the functional organization of complex
neural networks.

6 Discussion

Our analysis has shown that both the MoEfication clustering [Zhang et al., 2022] and the importance
selection from Selective Pruning [Pochinkov and Schoots, 2024] seem to reveal some degree of
interpretable modularity in transformer models. We believe this is a promising starting point for
understanding the high-level behavior of transformer neural networks, and for identifying how
different parts of a neural network might be mapped out, analogously to how regions of a human
brain are mapped out in neuroscience.

Additionally, the overlap between similar categories in randomly initialized models seems to provide
some evidence for a weak version of the Lottery Ticket Hypothesis [Frankle and Carbin, 2018].

Our findings have several implications:

1. The qualitatively intuitive nature with which classes seem to overlap seems to suggest some
level of distinctness with how models handle these inputs.

2. The relatively small differences in neuron importance between pre-trained and random
models indicate that training does indeed lead to meaningful specialization, but that some of
this structure may be present even at initialization.

3. The clear but incomplete correspondence between MoEfication clusters and task-specific
neurons suggests that both methods form a useful but incomplete for understanding models.

However, our study also has limitations that should be addressed in future work:

1. We focused on MLP neurons and did not analyze attention mechanisms, which play a crucial
role in transformer models.

2. While we use two very different models and find similar results, our analysis was limited
to a specific set of tasks and datasets, and may not generalize to all domains or model
architectures.

3. The interpretation of neuron importance and specialization is still somewhat qualitative and
could benefit from more rigorous statistical analysis.
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Future work should look to improve the precision with which one can identify different parts of a
model that are using different knowledge, as well as increasing the degree to which one can have a
fine-grained hierarchical understanding of how the components of a model might be mapped.

Some potential directions include: 1) Extending the analysis to include attention mechanisms and their
interaction with MLP layers. 2) Developing more sophisticated clustering techniques that can capture
hierarchical relationships between neurons and tasks. 3) Investigating how neuron specialization
evolves during the training process, potentially shedding light on the dynamics of learning in these
models. 4) Exploring how this understanding of modularity could be leveraged to improve model
interpretability, robustness, or transfer learning capabilities.
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