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Abstract

Large Language Models (LLMs) have demon-
strated remarkable performance across a wide
range of tasks by understanding input infor-
mation and predicting corresponding outputs.
However, the internal mechanisms by which
LLMs comprehend input and make effective
predictions remain poorly understood. In this
paper, we explore the working mechanism of
LLMs in information processing from the per-
spective of Information Bottleneck Theory. We
propose a non-training construction strategy to
define a task space and identify the following
key findings: (1) LLMs compress input infor-
mation into specific task spaces (e.g., sentiment
space, topic space) to facilitate task understand-
ing; (2) they then extract and utilize relevant
information from the task space at critical mo-
ments to generate accurate predictions. Based
on these insights, we introduce two novel ap-
proaches: an Information Compression-based
Context Learning (IC-ICL) and a Task-Space-
guided Fine-Tuning (TS-FT). IC-ICL enhances
reasoning performance and inference efficiency
by compressing retrieved example information
into the task space. TS-FT employs a space-
guided loss to fine-tune LLMs, encouraging the
learning of more effective compression and se-
lection mechanisms. Experiments across mul-
tiple datasets validate the effectiveness of task
space construction. Additionally, IC-ICL not
only improves performance but also acceler-
ates inference speed by over 40%, while TS-FT
achieves superior results with a minimal strat-
egy adjustment ! 2.

1 Introduction

Large Language Models (LLMs) have achieved
remarkable success in natural language process-
ing (NLP), demonstrating exceptional performance

* Corresponding author.
'The entire development process relies on the Siflow plat-
form (https://console.siflow.cn/), provided by SCITIX (SGP)
TECH PTE. LTD.

2Qur code will be released soon.

liaoxw@fzu.edu.cn

across a wide range of tasks such as text genera-
tion, machine translation, and sentiment analysis.
By understanding input information and predicting
corresponding outputs, LLMs have shown strong
capabilities in handling complex tasks. However,
despite their impressive real-world performance,
the internal mechanisms by which LLMs compre-
hend input and make accurate predictions remain
largely unexplored.

In this paper, we investigate the information pro-
cessing mechanisms of Large Language Models
(LLMs) from the perspective of Information Bot-
tleneck Theory>. We propose a non-gradient-based
task space detection strategy, which helps trace
the internal information flow within LLMs. Us-
ing this strategy, we investigate the information
flow across layers of LLMs during comprehension
and prediction phase. During the understanding
phase, LLMs compress input information into spe-
cific task spaces. In the prediction phase, LLMs
extract and integrate relevant information from the
task spaces, decompressing it at critical moments
to generate predictions. That is, LLMs perform
task comprehension and prediction by compressing
and decompressing information within specific task
spaces. Further results show that while LLMs ef-
fectively compress high-quality information during
the compression phase, they struggle to decompress
it during the prediction phase, leading to subopti-
mal performance.

Based on these insights, we propose two novel
methods derived from Information Bottleneck
Theory: Information Compression-based Context
Learning (IC-ICL) and Task-Space-guided Fine-
Tuning (TS-FT). IC-ICL retrieves relevant exam-
ples and maps them into the task space, enhancing
LLMs’ decompression capabilities to improve pre-

3Information Bottleneck Theory is a framework that op-
timizes the trade-off between retaining relevant information
for a task and discarding redundant data by compressing the
input.



diction accuracy. TS-FT constructs high-quality de-
compressed representations within the task space
and employs a spatially-guided loss function to
help LLMs learn better decompression strategies.

We validate our proposed methods through ex-
periments on multiple datasets. The results demon-
strate that IC-ICL significantly enhances reason-
ing accuracy while accelerating inference speed by
over 40%. TS-FT enhances model performance
through simple fine-tuning without the need for
complex adjustments.

Overall, our contributions are as follows:

* We introduce a non-gradient-based task space
detection method that aids in detecting infor-
mation flow changes.

* We show that LLMs process tasks by com-
pressing and decompressing information
within task-specific spaces, exhibiting strong
compression but weaker decompression abili-
ties.

* We introduce an Information Compression-
based Context Learning method that substan-
tially improves performance while accelerat-
ing inference speed by 40%.

* We present a Task-Space-guided Fine-Tuning
method that enhances LLMs’ information pro-
cessing capabilities through a simple and ef-
fective space-guided loss function.

2 Information Detection for LLMs

In this section, we explore the information detec-
tion mechanisms within Large Language Models
(LLMs) from the perspective of Information Bot-
tleneck Theory, focusing on how information is
processed and optimized during task comprehen-
sion and prediction.

2.1 Task-Space-based Information Detection
Strategy

We propose a task-space-based strategy for detect-
ing information flow in LLMs, which leverages
the concept of compressing input information into
task-specific spaces for efficient processing.

The task space is composed of multiple basic
vectors, each constructed from the features that best
represent the task at hand. For instance, in emotion
classification, the most representative feature is the
emotion categories. Therefore, we construct the
emotional categories involved in the task as basic
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Figure 1: 2D visualization of the emotion space.

dimension vectors. Similarly, for topic classifica-
tion task, we construct the topic types as the basic
vectors.

For simplicity, we use emotion categories as an
example to describe the construction process. For
a emotion category e; € F, such as “joyful”, we
construct the input pairs shown in Table 1, i.e.,
positive-related prompt P+ and negative-related
prompt P~. The negative-related prompt pairs
consist of randomly sampled other emotion types,
while the dialogue context is drawn from Empa-
thetic Dialogues, containing dialogue statements
with the emotion category e;.

Based on these prompts, the LLM generates to-
kens yj and y, at time step ¢.

Yt = LLM(y|P*,y%) (1
Y™ =LLM(y; P, y<,) 2)

We then extract the hidden vectors at layer [
of the LLM, obtaining the positive-related hidden
layer h;L ; and the negative-related hidden vector

representation h,, for tokens y; and gy, at time
step t. Following prior methods (Liu et al., 2024),
we obtain the directional hidden vector representa-
tion H/ for time step ¢ at layer [ by subtracting the
two vectors.

hl = htfl — hy, (3)

Using the above method, we collect N, direc-
tion vectors for the emotion type e;. These vectors
contain both the representation of the emotion type
e; and noise. To purify the emotion type repre-
sentation, Principal Component Analysis (PCA) is
applied, resulting in refined direction vectors H, éz
for e;. In this paper, we treat these direction vectors
as dimensional vectors of the space elements.

Hl = PCA(H,) “4)



Table 1: Prompts for the task space of the emotion “joyful”

Prompt Type

Prompt Content

Infer the dialogue from the perspective of the emotion “joyful”.

Positive-related Prompt

Dialogue Context: [Dialogue Context]

Response Format: “Emotion: [Inferred Emotion]”

Infer the dialogue from the perspective of the emotion “angry”.

Negative-related Prompt

Dialogue Context: [Dialogue Context]
Response Format: “Emotion: [Inferred Emotion]

ER]

3D Visualization of Emotion Space

Figure 2: 3D visualization of the emotion space.

2.2 Constructing Task Spaces

The construction of task spaces is central to our ap-
proach, as it defines how information is organized
and compressed to facilitate task comprehension
and prediction. To validate the rationality of the
task space, we visualize it for observation and anal-
ysis.

Figures 1 and 2 present the 2D and 3D visual-
izations of the emotion space after dimensionality
reduction using t-SNE. The distribution of emo-
tions in the figures shows that the emotions are
fairly evenly distributed in the space, with similar
emotions clustering closer together. For example,
"terrified,” "afraid," "anxious," and "angry" are lo-
cated closer to each other.

To more clearly illustrate the similarity between
emotions, we also construct a heatmap of the cosine
distances between emotions. The heatmap, shown
in Figure 3, calculates the cosine distance between
pairs of emotions, where a brighter color indicates
a smaller distance (i.e., higher similarity). The re-
sults explicitly show that more similar emotions,
such as “excited” and “joyful”, have higher simi-
larity scores, while more distinct emotions, such as
“annoyed” and “caring”, exhibit lower similarity.

Emotion Similarity Heatmap

Figure 3: Visualization of emotion similarity

Based on these analyses and observations, the
distribution of emotion categories in the space ap-
pears to be both uniform and reasonable, support-
ing the validity of the emotion space.

2.3 Information Compression in
Understanding

During the understanding phase, LLMs compress
input information into task-specific spaces, retain-
ing only the most relevant details for effective task
processing.

2.3.1 Calculation of Mutual Information

Objective: The goal of this experiment is to ver-
ify the information state of input samples in the
emotion space.

Hypothesis: The representation of the samples
compresses toward a specific emotion space.

Steps: (1) Sample Representation. We selected
n samples S from the Empathetic Dialogue dataset
for mutual information statistical experiments. For
sample s;, its hidden layer representation h', at the
[-th layer is obtained by inputting it into the LLMs.



hl, = (R, by ] (5)
hl e RN (6)

(2) Emotion Space Representation. For sample
s;, we define its ground-truth emotion label as eg; .
To observe the sample’s state in the emotion space,
we define multiple emotion spaces: es'P1, es'°P2,
estPd;., and es'°Pd,.

€top = TOPCOSMe(@si, €j) (7
- Z Ctop; 3)
topj—l

Here, Topcosme is a function that sorts emotions

based on cosine similarity and selects the top dj
most similar emotion types. e; € E represents
the emotions from the set of all emotion types E.
When d;, = 1, the emotion space at the [-th layer
corresponds to the base vector derived from the
ground-truth emotion label. When dj, # 1, the
emotion space at the [-th layer is the mean of the
dy, nearest neighbors (including the sample’s own
label) based on cosine distance.

(3) Projection to Emotion Space. For the j-
th token’s representation at the [-th layer, hé, we

project it onto the corresponding emotion space
l,top.,

€Sdk
hp7 B hl esiltop eSl,top )
J l top l,top dy
lesg, " - €eS4, P

For the N tokens in sample s; during the com-
prehension process, we sum the projected represen-
tations h? ! to obtain the overall projection of the
sample:

N

pal —_ le
hé‘z‘ - Z hj

J=1

(10)

Mutual Information Estimation. Mutual In-
formation (MI) measures the dependency between
two random variables X and Y. It quantifies the
reduction in uncertainty of one variable given the
other. The mutual information is defined as:

I(X:;Y) // (z,y)log () ())dxdy,
(11)

where p(x, y) is the joint probability density func-
tion of X and Y, and p(x), p(y) are their respective
marginal probability densities.

In practice, exact computation of mutual infor-
mation is infeasible as the true probability distri-
butions are unknown. Therefore, we employ K-
Nearest Neighbors (KNN)-based methods to ap-
proximate the densities. Using these approxima-
tions, the MI can be expressed as:

I(X;Y)~ = (12)

where p(x;, y;), p(x;), and p(y;) are the estimated
joint and marginal probabilities for the samples x;
and y;.

Using the method described above, the mutual

information I(R2; esfiwp ) between the sample s;
l top

and the emotion space es; " at the [-th layer can
be obtained. At the same tlme, we also computed
the mutual information I(RZ'; h2:") between the
[-th layer and the O-th layer.

2.3.2 Analysis of Results

According to information bottleneck theory, infor-
mation during the comprehension process should
move away from the initial space and towards the
target emotion space. That is, the mutual informa-
tion between the [-th layer’s hidden state and the
0-th layer’s hidden state should gradually decrease,
while the mutual information with the target emo-
tion space should gradually increase.

Figure 4 shows the variation in mutual informa-
tion of the [-th layer’s hidden state in the ground-
truth emotion space, i.e., with d = 1. According
to the results, the mutual information in the earlier
layers of the LLM fluctuates significantly. This
is primarily because the shallow layers of LLMs
mainly process basic information such as syntax
and grammar. However, after layers 12 to 28, the
mutual information between the hidden state z and
the input = gradually decreases, while the mutual
information with the target emotion space y gradu-
ally increases. This suggests that LLMs compress
the input content towards a specific emotion space.

Figures 5 and 6 show the variation in mutual in-
formation across a broader range of emotion spaces,
i.e., with d;, = 1. The results also exhibit the same
trend.

Specifically, we plotted the mutual informa-
tion variation for the widest emotion space, with
dy, = 32, as shown in Figure 7. We observe that
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Figure 4: Information variation of LLMs in the ground-
truth emotion space.
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Figure 5: Information Variation of LLMs in the Emo-
tion Space with dj = 2
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Figure 6: Information Variation of LLMs in the Emo-
tion Space with di, = 5
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Figure 7: Information Variation of LLMs in the Emo-
tion Space with dj, = 32
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Figure 8: Information Variation of LLMs in the Emo-
tion Space with dj, = 32

the mutual information continues to change in this
space. Combining data from all emotion spaces,
this suggests that LLMs actually compress informa-
tion towards an emotion space closer to the ground-
truth, rather than compressing information across
the entire emotion space.

2.4 Information Decompression in Prediction

In the prediction phase, LLMs decompress the rel-
evant information from task spaces to generate ac-
curate predictions, highlighting the challenges and
limitations in the decompression process.

2.4.1 Information Measurement During the
Prediction

Objective: Explore the decompression mechanism
of LLMs. Hypothesis: LLMs decompress informa-
tion from the emotion space at the key time step ¢
to make predictions.

Steps: We tested the mutual information be-
tween the LLMs’ hidden state at time step ¢ and the
hidden state at time step 0, as well as the mutual
information with the emotion space esg;p ). Here,
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Figure 9: Information Variation of LLMs in the Emo-
tion Space with dj, = 32

the hidden state at time step O corresponds to the
LLM sample s; ’s hidden state representation in
the emotion space, while the hidden states at other
time steps correspond to the hidden representations
during the generation process. The objective of this
experiment is to verify the information variation
of LLMs at each time step during the generation
process.

Figure 8 shows the variation in mutual infor-
mation between the LLM’s hidden state at time
step t and the average emotion space of s; ’s com-
prehension content. Figure 9 shows the variation
in mutual information between the LLM’s hidden
state at time step ¢ and the overall emotion space of
s; ’s comprehension content. The results indicate
that during the generation process, LLMs contin-
uously decompress information from the emotion
space to generate tokens.

2.4.2 Detection of Key Prediction Steps

To further investigate whether LLMs rely on certain
key time steps ¢ during prediction, we conducted
additional experiments.

Objective: Explore the key time steps during
LLMs’ prediction process.

Hypothesis: There exist key time steps ¢ that
significantly affect the prediction results.

Steps: At each time step ¢, we directly add
or subtract the ground-truth emotion space to the
LLM’s hidden state to examine the effect of each
time step. The O-th step represents the informa-
tion representation during the understanding phase,
while steps 1-5 represent the information represen-
tations during the generation process.

The experimental results are shown in Table 1.
The results indicate that the most crucial time steps
are the O-th, 4-th, and 5-th steps. Modifying the

Steps Add/Sub Acc F1
Baseline - 35.35 26.24

Step 0 Igjg;:;? 1413 11.13
Step 0-3 [;jl(t)lg::tl 1413 11.13
s S o
Step 0.4-5 1;1(111(:)1;2121: 3.006  2.06

Table 2: Experimental results of modifying hidden
states at ¢ Time Steps.

LLM’s hidden state at these time steps significantly
altered the prediction accuracy. The impact of the
0-th step is mainly due to the fact that LLMs are
processing and understanding the input sample s;
at this point. The significant influence of the 4-th
and 5-th steps is mainly because LLMs decompress
key information at these moments.

In general, when LLMs are understanding the in-
put information at =0, removing the hidden state’s
representation in the emotion space significantly
reduces emotional accuracy. This is mainly be-
cause LL.Ms rely on decompressing the state at the
understanding stage to make accurate predictions.
Removing the hidden state’s representation in the
emotion space at this point makes it difficult for the
model to decompress effective information. On the
other hand, adding the emotion space projection to
the hidden state does not have a significant impact
on the results, suggesting that LL.Ms have already
effectively compressed information in the emotion
space.

At the prediction stage (t=4,5), both adding and
subtracting the hidden state’s representation in the
emotion space significantly affect the results. This
indicates that there are key moments during the
prediction process when LLMs rely on specific
emotional representations.

Furthermore, when the hidden state is added to
the emotion space, the LLMs’ performance greatly
improves. This suggests that LLMs struggle to de-
compress high-quality information on their own,
and better decompression requires additional strate-
gies or support to effectively extract the desired
information.



3 Method

To further enhance LLMs’ ability to decompress
information, we propose two models: Information
Compression-based Context Learning and Task-
Space-guided Fine-Tuning.

3.1 Information Compression-based Context
Learning

We first used a pre-trained model, RoBERT a;qrge,
to retrieve the top ks most similar samples.

Ds;» Us; = ROBERTala7'ge(5i)7 (13)
Om; = COSine(USia Ufni)a m; € Ng, (14)
55 = Topr, (01,02, ..., 0m;),j € [1,ka], (15)

Next, we extracted the emotion labels of these
ks samples and converted them into emotion vector
representations. These vectors were then weighted
by w, and added to the hidden layers of the LLM:s.

k1
hh= " wexhl (16)

n;=1
71 ! !
h' = Nh"+ h, a7

Intuitively, since the weight w, is fixed, the in-
troduction of ko direction vectors, each added with
equal weight, may not accurately provide the model
with a high-quality hidden state. Therefore, we
further refined the adjustment of these direction
vectors.

Ol =n'+hly, (18)
9B, = Softmax(%lO%i) (19)
B =0+ wl(gmhl,) (20)

Finally, we prompt the LLM to predict the emo-
tion category of the dialogue context.

e, = LLM(si)
Y = LLM(yt\Si,ei)

2D
(22)

3.2 Task-Space-guided Fine-Tuning

For the sample s;, this section transforms its corre-
sponding emotion label e* into the direction vector
at the [-th layer. Then, it is added to the hidden
layer of the LLMs at the [-th layer to obtain a
higher-quality hidden layer.

Rt = hl 4+ KL, (23)

To ensure that the hidden layers converge to-
wards a better-quality direction during training, we
design a mean squared error (MSE) loss.

d
1
l *,1 1\2

= h>* —h 24
Lopee =5 ; o= (24)

L
£mse = Wmse * Z Egmse (25)

=1

where wn,se s a hyperparameter, and n and L are
the dimensionality and number of layers of the
LLMs, respectively.

For s;, we also employ cross-entropy as the gen-
eration loss to encourage the LLMs to produce
outputs in the corresponding response format.

T
Liv = — Z log po(x¢|T<¢, 55) (26)
=1

where z ., is the previously generated text. Cur-
riculum learning is used for optimization in this
case. T represents the training time step.

Overall, we optimize the model based on the two
losses:

L= ﬁmse + ELM (27)

4 Results and Analysis

We validate the proposed method on the Empa-
thetic Dialogues dataset, with the results shown in
Table 3. The results indicate that the performance
of the proposed IC-ICL method significantly out-
performs the baseline. Along with improving infer-
ence performance, the inference speed also shows a
substantial improvement. At the same time, the pro-
posed TS-FT method also outperforms the baseline.
The advantages of both methods show that enhanc-
ing the information decompression capability of
LLMs further promotes their performance.

5 Related Work

In-Context Learning. Wei et al. (Wei et al., 2022)
propose chain-of-thought prompting, which decom-
poses reasoning into sequential logical steps to
enhance LLMs’ structured reasoning. Wang et
al. (Wang et al., 2022) introduce self-consistency
prompting, generating multiple reasoning paths and
selecting the final answer through majority voting.
Yao et al. (Yao et al., 2023) develop a tree-based
approach that breaks complex problems into hierar-
chical sub-problems to improve reasoning accuracy.



specific spaces but struggle with decompression

7:12 during prediction. Based on these insights, we
14:17 propose two methods: Information Compression-
7:37 based Context Learning (IC-ICL) and Task-Space-

Type Models Acc F1 T
Llama3.1g, 35.35 26.24
Prompt ICL 29.55 3245
IC-ICL 43.69 36.35

. . Llama3.1g, 54.48 53.94 -

Fine-Tuning g pr - 5543 5496 -

guided Fine-Tuning (TS-FT).
IC-ICL improves reasoning accuracy and accel-

Table 3: Experimental results.

Besta et al. (Besta et al., 2023) propose a graph-
based reasoning method that uses feedback loops
to iteratively refine reasoning quality.

These methods rely on manually constructed ex-
amples, limiting their generalizability to diverse
tasks. To address this, retrieval-based approaches
select examples based on lexical features (Rubin
etal.,, 2021; Agrawal et al., 2022; Luo et al., 2023),
semantic similarity (Liu et al., 2021a), structural
patterns (Levy et al., 2022), or other factors (Fu
et al., 2022; Gonen et al., 2022; Drozdov et al.,
2022). While these approaches show promising
performance, they significantly slow down the in-
ference process of LLMs due to the increased input
length caused by the additional examples.

Fine-tuning. Fine-tuning is a key approach for
adapting large language models (LLMs) to down-
stream tasks. While full model fine-tuning up-
dates all parameters to achieve task-specific ob-
jectives (Devlin et al., 2019; Radford et al., 2019),
it is computationally expensive. To improve effi-
ciency, parameter-efficient methods have been pro-
posed. Adapter-tuning adds small task-specific lay-
ers while freezing the main model (Houlsby et al.,
2019; Pfeiffer et al., 2020). Prefix-tuning optimizes
prefix vectors prepended to each layer’s input (Li
and Liang, 2021; Lester et al., 2021), and LoRA
modifies low-rank matrices within the model (Hu
et al., 2021).

Other strategies include prompt-tuning, which
fine-tunes continuous prompt embeddings (Liu
et al., 2021b), and task-specific loss functions,
such as contrastive or reinforcement learning objec-
tives (Gao et al., 2021; Ouyang et al., 2022). These
methods improve performance and efficiency, en-
abling the practical deployment of LLMs.

6 Conclusion

This paper investigates the information processing
mechanisms of Large Language Models (LLMs)
through the lens of Information Bottleneck The-
ory. We show that LLMs compress input into task-

erates inference by over 40%, while TS-FT en-
hances decompression capabilities through a sim-
ple loss function. Our experiments validate the
effectiveness of these approaches, demonstrating
significant performance improvements. These find-
ings offer a deeper understanding of LLMs’ infor-
mation processing and provide practical solutions
for enhancing model performance.

Future work will explore refining these meth-
ods and applying them to other NLP tasks, further
enhancing the efficiency and accuracy of LLMs.

Ethical Considerations

Regarding the potential ethical impacts of our
work: (1) The dataset we use is EMPATHETIC-
DIALOGUE, which is open source and does not
involve any potential ethical risks. (2) The baseline
models we use are also public and do not have po-
tential moral impacts. Moreover, the components
employed in our model are open-sourced or inno-
vative and do not involve potential ethical risks.
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