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Abstract—Large language models (LLMs) have spurred de-
velopment in multiple industries. However, the growing number
of their parameters brings substantial storage and computing
burdens, making it essential to explore model compression
techniques for parameter reduction and easier deployment. We
propose SWSC, an LLM compression method based on the
concept of “Shared Weight for Similar Channel”. It uses the
K-Means clustering algorithm to cluster model weights channel-
by-channel, generating clusters with highly similar vectors within
each. A representative vector from each cluster is selected to
approximately replace all vectors in the cluster, significantly
reducing the number of model weight parameters. However,
approximate restoration will inevitably cause damage to the
performance of the model. To tackle this issue, we perform
singular value decomposition on the weight error values before
and after compression and retain the larger singular values
and their corresponding singular vectors to compensate for the
accuracy. The experimental results show that our method can
effectively ensure the performance of the compressed LLM even
under low-precision conditions.

Index Terms—large language model, compression, cluster,
singular value decomposition

I. INTRODUCTION

Large language models (LLMs), with their rich knowledge
reserves and powerful language understanding and generation
capabilities, have brought new development opportunities to
numerous industries [1], [2], [3]. However, as the number
of their parameters continues to increase, it leads to greater
storage and computing pressure. Therefore, it is necessary to
explore model compression techniques to reduce the number
of LLM parameters, thus significantly reducing its storage re-
quirements. The compressed LLM is more easily deployed on
various devices and platforms, including resource-constrained
devices. This enables LLMs to be more widely applied in prac-
tical scenarios, promoting the popularization and development
of artificial intelligence technology.

Currently, LLM compression technologies mainly cover
four directions [4]: quantization, pruning, knowledge distil-
lation, and low-rank decomposition. Each direction focuses
on a core issue: how to achieve a higher level of model
compression on the premise of ensuring that the performance
of LLMs is not significantly affected. However, low-bit model
compression methods can have a substantial impact on the
performance of LLMs. Therefore, if a new compression tech-
nology orthogonal to the existing compression technologies
can be designed, it will surely inject new vitality into the field
of LLM compression.
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Fig. 1. Flowchart of SWSC Compression and Restoration

To that end, we propose SWSC, an LLM compression
method based on the concept of “Shared Weight for Similar
Channel”. Specifically, SWSC means adopting a set of shared
parameters to replace the parameters corresponding to similar
channels. Figure 1 shows the entire process of SWSC compres-
sion and restoration of LLM. This method uses the K-Means
clustering algorithm to perform clustering operations on the
model weights channel-by-channel, thus generating multiple
clusters to ensure that the vectors within the same cluster
have a high degree of similarity. Subsequently, a representative
vector is selected from each cluster to approximately replace
all the vectors in the cluster. In this way, when storing the
weight parameters, only a cluster label list and the same
number of representative vectors as the number of clusters
need to be saved. This method significantly reduces the
number of parameters of the model weights. In addition, given
that outliers have a significant impact on the performance of
LLM, to address the problem of outlier loss caused by the
approximation step, we perform singular value decomposition
[5] on the weight error values before and after compression.
By retaining the larger singular values and their corresponding
singular vectors, a dimensionality-reduction approximation of
the error matrix is achieved. During the model inference
stage, simply adding the approximated error matrix to the
approximated model weights can obtain the weights used for
inference.

The main contributions of our work are as follows:
• We propose a novel LLM compression technique based

on clustering and singular value decomposition. This
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technique is orthogonal to existing model compression
techniques and can significantly improve the weight
compression efficiency of LLMs under the premise of
ensuring performance.

• We solve the problem of outlier loss caused by compres-
sion by using singular value decomposition to correct the
errors of the model before and after compression.

• The experimental results show that the method we pro-
posed can effectively ensure that the performance of the
compressed LLM is not significantly affected even under
low-precision conditions.

II. RELATED WORK

Current LLM compression techniques can be broadly cat-
egorized into four main types: quantization, pruning, Knowl-
edge distillation, and low-rank decomposition. These classifi-
cations are grounded in distinct technical principles and oper-
ational approaches. In this section, we will present a concise
overview and description of each of these four techniques.

A. LLM Quantization

In the traditional representation of LLM weights, floating-
point numbers are used. Quantization aims to compress pa-
rameters by converting them into integers or other discrete
forms. Currently, the mainstream quantization techniques can
be mainly divided into two types: Quantization Aware Train-
ing (QAT) and Post Training Quantization (PTQ). The main
difference between these methods lies in when quantization is
applied to compress the model.

QAT [6] enables LLMs to adapt to low precision represen-
tations during the training process, thus enhancing their ability
to cope with the precision loss in the quantization process. In
contrast, PTQ [7], [8], [9] quantizes the parameters of LLMs
after the training phase is completed.

B. LLM Pruning

In LLMs, some weight parameters are redundant and have
a negligible impact on the model’s performance. Pruning
techniques, on the other hand, reduce the size or complexity
of the model by removing these unnecessary or redundant
components. According to different pruning units, pruning
methods can be classified into two major categories: unstruc-
tured pruning and structured pruning.

Unstructured pruning [10], [11] does not take into account
the internal structure of LLMs. It simplifies LLMs by deleting
specific parameters. The target of this method is individual
weights or neurons in LLMs, usually by applying a threshold
to zero out parameters below that threshold. This pruning
method usually requires retraining LLMs, so it is relatively
costly. Structured pruning [12], [13], on the other hand,
simplifies LLMs by removing entire structural units such
as channels or layers. This method has the advantage of
reducing model complexity and memory usage while keeping
the overall structure of LLMs unchanged.

C. LLM Knowledge Distillation

Knowledge Distillation (KD) transfers the knowledge from
a complex model (the teacher model) to a simpler model (the
student model), thereby improving the performance and gener-
alization ability of the model while maintaining performance
as much as possible. According to the access rights to the
teacher model’s predictions and parameters, KD can be divided
into black-box KD and white-box KD. In the former, only the
teacher’s predictions are accessible, while in the latter, the
teacher’s parameters are available for use.

Black-box KD [14], [15], [16] is applicable in situations
where the teacher model is unknown or its internal parameters
are inaccessible. For example, when using a commercial model
or a pre-trained model provided by a third-party, only its input-
output interface can be obtained. In such cases, black-box KD
can be used to transfer knowledge to one’s own student model.
It is also suitable for scenarios such as model compression
and deployment in mobile devices, embedded systems, etc.,
which have limited resources. On the other hand, white-box
KD [17], [18] is suitable for the optimization and improvement
of models. It is more appropriate when one has an in-depth
understanding of the internal structure and parameters of the
teacher model and hopes to further optimize the model through
distillation.

D. LLM Low-rank Decomposition

The core idea of low-rank decomposition is to decompose
the high-dimensional parameter matrices in a LLM into the
product form of low-rank matrices. In LLMs, the model
parameters are usually represented in the form of matrices,
and these matrices often have a very high dimension, resulting
in high costs for model storage and computation. Through
low-rank decomposition [19], [20], these high-dimensional
matrices can be approximately represented as the product
of two or more low-dimensional matrices, thus significantly
reducing the number of model parameters while trying to
maintain the model’s performance.

III. METHOD

In this section, we will elaborate on the specific operational
procedures of using SWSC for LLM compression and com-
pressed weight restoration.

A. Motivation

SWSC has drawn inspiration for LLM compression from
the technique of Product Quantization [21] (PQ). PQ is an
efficient data compression and approximate nearest neighbor
search technology. It divides the high-dimensional data space
into multiple low-dimensional subspaces, performs clustering
in each subspace respectively to form codebooks.

When encoding data, the projections of the data in each
subspace are matched with the corresponding codebooks, and
the codeword indices are recorded. During decoding, the
codewords are retrieved from the codebooks based on the
indices and combined to restore the data. This technology
is widely used in fields such as image retrieval and speech



recognition, which can significantly reduce storage space
and computational complexity while maintaining a good data
approximation effect and improving data processing efficiency.

From the perspective of numerical analysis, the higher the
degree of approximation between the approximate result and
the original result, the smaller the corresponding loss. Through
the implementation of channel-based clustering analysis on
weights, it is found that under the condition of constant storage
space, the mean square error of vectors in the same cluster is
lower than that after RTN quantization, thereby demonstrating
the feasibility of SWSC.

K-Means

Cluster1 Cluster2 Cluster3

Mean( )

Cluster1 Cluster2 Cluster3

Restore

W

W 

Fig. 2. The process of clustering the weights of an LLM by channel and
restoring them by taking the mean value.

B. Clustering-Driven Weight Transformation and Restoration

SWSC first performs K-Means clustering on the weight
matrix (assumed to be m×m) to be compressed by channel. K-
Means clustering is a classic unsupervised learning algorithm.
Its basic idea is to divide data points into k clusters. Through
continuous iteration to update the cluster centers and the
belonging of data points, it aims to make the similarity of
data points within the same cluster as high as possible and the
similarity of data points between different clusters as low as
possible.

After the clustering operation is completed, vectors within
the same cluster exhibit a high degree of similarity. In view of
this, we use the mean value of the vectors within the cluster
to approximately represent all the vectors in the entire cluster.
In this way, when storing this weight, it is only necessary to
store one cluster label vector with a dimension of 1×m and
k (where k represents the number of clusters) representative
vectors with a dimension of m×1. The elements in the cluster
label vector correspond to the cluster numbers to which each
channel belongs. By means of this method, a single weight of
the LLM can be compressed from a size of m×m to a size
of (k+1)×m. Taking the self-attention layer of Llama-2-7B

[22] as an example, if the value of m for a certain weight is
4096 and k is set to 256, a compression rate of over 90% can
be achieved on this matrix, significantly improving the storage
efficiency.

When it comes to restoring the model weights, one only
needs to extract the corresponding vectors according to the pre-
stored labels to complete the weight restoration task. Figure 2
clearly and elaborately presents the entire process of weight
transformation and restoration, which helps for an intuitive
understanding of this crucial procedure.

C. Error Compensation

After approximately restoring the weights, it will inevitably
have a certain impact on the performance of the model. To
mitigate this issue, we designed a compression error compen-
sation method, as shown in Figure 3.

In the first step, after completing the approximate restoration
of the matrix, we need to calculate the error matrix WErr

between the original matrix W and the restored matrix W ′.
This error matrix will serve as the basis for subsequent error
compensation operations, providing a crucial reference for
further optimizing the model and improving its accuracy.

In the second step, we need to perform singular value
decomposition on this error matrix. Singular value decom-
position will generate three matrices: U , Σ, and V . U is
an orthogonal matrix, and its column vectors are called left
singular vectors. Its column vectors form a set of orthonormal
bases of the column space of the matrix. Σ is the singular
value matrix, which is a diagonal matrix. The elements on its
diagonal are called singular values, and the singular values are
usually arranged in descending order. The number of non-zero
singular values in this matrix is equal to the rank of the matrix.
V is the right singular matrix, which is also an orthogonal
matrix, and its column vectors are called right singular vectors.
These column vectors form a set of orthonormal bases of the
row space of the matrix.

Subsequently, we achieve the dimensionality-reduction ap-
proximation of the error matrix by retaining the larger singular
values and their corresponding singular vectors (assuming that
the rank retained is r). The reason for taking this measure is
mainly to reduce the storage space of the error-compensation
matrix. Suppose that the matrices U , Σ, V are all m × m
matrices, the same as W . After performing the dimensionality-
reduction approximation operation, we no longer need to store
these matrices with larger dimensions in their entirety. In fact,
at this time, storing only one m × r matrix UrΣ

1
2 and one

r×m matrix Σ
1
2Vr is sufficient to meet the subsequent com-

pensation requirements. This change in the storage method has
significantly reduced the amount of data stored and effectively
improved the storage efficiency.

In the final step, when loading the LLM weights, we only
need to sum the matrix W ′ with W ′

Err (the product of UrΣ
1
2

and Σ
1
2Vr) to restore the compressed weights. The restored

weights will be applied to the inference calculations of the
LLM, ensuring that the model can perform efficient and
accurate inference processes based on accurate data.
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Fig. 3. Compression Error Compensation Process. Among them, W and W ′ are the original matrix and the approximately restored matrix of the LLM
respectively, and WErr is the error matrix between the two matrices. U , Σ, and V are the results of singular value decomposition of WErr . W ′

Err is the
approximate error matrix, and WNew is the matrix that needs to be restored during the final inference.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experimental Setup

1) LLMs: To verify the feasibility of our method, we
conducted experiments on Llama-2-7B [22]. This LLM is an
open-source LLM developed by Meta. It performs excellently
in various scenarios such as text generation and question-
answering, and thus has received significant attention in the
field of natural language processing. Its moderate parameter
scale of 7B enables model compression experiments to fully
explore the technical key points with reasonable consumption.

2) Benchmarks: We select WikiText-2 [23] as the dataset
to test the perplexity of the compressed model. WikiText-2 is a
dataset composed of Wikipedia articles. It encompasses a wide
variety of topics, has a moderate scale, and is widely used in
the field of natural language processing. Since it is a standard
benchmark dataset with broad comparability, using it to test
the model’s perplexity can accurately measure the model’s
language understanding and text-generation capabilities after
compression.

3) Baseline: Since SWSC is a brand new LLM compres-
sion method, we choose the RTN quantization method as the
baseline for comparison with the SWSC compression method.
This is because SWSC can compress the memory of large
model weights to the same magnitude as that after RTN
quantization by defining the number of clustering clusters and
the rank of retained singular vectors, making this comparison
both reasonable and effective.

B. Main Results

We performed SWSC compression and RTN quantization
operations on the query projector, the key projector, and
both in the self-attention layer of the Llama-2-7B model,
respectively, compressing the weights to the same size. We
only perform SWSC compression on the Query Projector and
Key Projector because these two Projectors are not sensitive to
the values themselves, so the original behavior of the model
can still be largely preserved through approximate methods.
However, the Value Projector stores the specific features of

the model and has a higher requirement for accuracy, so it is
not compressed.

TABLE I
THE PERPLEXITY RESULTS OF THE LLAMA-2-7B MODEL COMPRESSED BY

SWSC AND QUANTIZED BY RTN ON THE WIKITEXT2 DATASET.

Projector Method Avg. Bits Perplexity

RTN 20.550
SWSC

3
6.547

RTN 4958.396
Q

SWSC
2

7.297

RTN 6.073
SWSC

3
6.502

RTN nan
K

SWSC
2

7.148

RTN 40.206
SWSC

3
8.102

RTN 10490
Q & K

SWSC
2

10.886

Table I presents the experimental results of different pro-
jectors (Q, K, Q & K) under RTN and SWSC methods with
varying average bits and their corresponding perplexity values.

For projector Q, the perplexity of RTN surges significantly
when the average bits drop from 3 to 2, while SWSC maintains
relative stability. In the case of projector K, RTN yields an
abnormal “nan” value at 2 average bits. When considering
projector Q & K, both methods exhibit higher perplexity com-
pared to single-projector scenarios; however, the perplexity
of SWSC after quantization remains acceptable. In particular,
there are instances where the SWSC method with 2 average
bits outperforms the RTN method with 3 average bits, suggest-
ing that the SWSC is more robust under certain conditions.
Overall, SWSC demonstrates relatively better performance
across most cases.



TABLE II
AVERAGE BITS TABLE CORRESPONDING TO THE NUMBER OF WEIGHT
CLUSTERS IN THE SELF-ATTENTION LAYER OF LLAMA-2-7B AND THE

RANK OF SINGULAR VECTOR RETENTION

Cluster Avg Bits. K Avg Bits.

128 0.5 64 0.5
256 1 128 1
512 2 256 2

C. Calculation of Average Bits

Table II shows the corresponding changes in the average
bits of the weights in the self-attention layer of the Llama-2-
7B model due to the variations in the number of clusters and
the rank of retention of singular vectors.

For the Llama-2-7B model, whenever the number of clus-
tering groups increases by 128 or the rank of retained singular
vectors increases by 64, the average number of bits increases
by 0.5.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper introduces SWSC, an innovative LLM compres-
sion method based on the concept of ”Shared Weight for
Similar Channel”. Using the K-Means clustering algorithm
and singular value decomposition, SWSC effectively reduces
the number of model weight parameters while maintaining
the performance of the compressed LLM even under low-
precision conditions. Experimental results on the Llama-2-7B
model show that SWSC outperforms the RTN quantization
method in many cases, especially when the average bits are
low. This indicates that SWSC is a promising approach for
LLM compression, which can potentially alleviate the storage
and computing burdens associated with LLMs and facilitate
their wider deployment across various devices.

In future work, we will continue to optimize the SWSC
method and combine it with other orthogonal model compres-
sion methods to test the compression performance of SWSC.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Zhao, Z. Liu, Z. Wu, Y. Li, T. Yang, P. Shu, S. Xu, H. Dai, L. Zhao,
G. Mai et al., “Revolutionizing finance with llms: An overview of
applications and insights,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.11641, 2024.

[2] S. Wang, T. Xu, H. Li, C. Zhang, J. Liang, J. Tang, P. S. Yu, and
Q. Wen, “Large language models for education: A survey and outlook,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.18105, 2024.

[3] J. Jiang, F. Wang, J. Shen, S. Kim, and S. Kim, “A survey on
large language models for code generation,” 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.00515

[4] X. Zhu, J. Li, Y. Liu, C. Ma, and W. Wang, “A survey on model
compression for large language models,” Transactions of the Association
for Computational Linguistics, vol. 12, pp. 1556–1577, 2024.

[5] J. Von Neumann and H. H. Goldstine, “Numerical inverting of matrices
of high order,” Psychometrika, 1947.

[6] Z. Liu, B. Oguz, C. Zhao, E. Chang, P. Stock, Y. Mehdad, Y. Shi,
R. Krishnamoorthi, and V. Chandra, “Llm-qat: Data-free quantization
aware training for large language models,” 2023. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.17888

[7] E. Frantar, S. Ashkboos, T. Hoefler, and D. Alistarh, “Gptq: Accurate
post-training quantization for generative pre-trained transformers,” arXiv
preprint arXiv:2210.17323, 2022.

[8] G. Xiao, J. Lin, M. Seznec, H. Wu, J. Demouth, and S. Han,
“Smoothquant: Accurate and efficient post-training quantization for large
language models,” in International Conference on Machine Learning.
PMLR, 2023, pp. 38 087–38 099.

[9] H. Lin, H. Xu, Y. Wu, J. Cui, Y. Zhang, L. Mou, L. Song,
Z. Sun, and Y. Wei, “Duquant: Distributing outliers via dual
transformation makes stronger quantized llms,” 2024. [Online].
Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.01721

[10] E. Frantar and D. Alistarh, “Sparsegpt: Massive language models can be
accurately pruned in one-shot,” in International Conference on Machine
Learning. PMLR, 2023, pp. 10 323–10 337.

[11] M. Sun, Z. Liu, A. Bair, and J. Z. Kolter, “A simple and effective
pruning approach for large language models,” 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.11695

[12] X. Ma, G. Fang, and X. Wang, “Llm-pruner: On the structural pruning
of large language models,” Advances in neural information processing
systems, vol. 36, pp. 21 702–21 720, 2023.

[13] X. Men, M. Xu, Q. Zhang, B. Wang, H. Lin, Y. Lu, X. Han, and W. Chen,
“Shortgpt: Layers in large language models are more redundant than you
expect,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2403.03853, 2024.

[14] Y. Huang, Y. Chen, Z. Yu, and K. McKeown, “In-context learning dis-
tillation: Transferring few-shot learning ability of pre-trained language
models,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2212.10670, 2022.

[15] S. Li, J. Chen, Y. Shen, Z. Chen, X. Zhang, Z. Li, H. Wang,
J. Qian, B. Peng, Y. Mao, W. Chen, and X. Yan, “Explanations from
large language models make small reasoners better,” 2022. [Online].
Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.06726

[16] Y. Jiang, C. Chan, M. Chen, and W. Wang, “Lion: Adversarial
distillation of proprietary large language models,” 2023. [Online].
Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.12870

[17] Y. Gu, L. Dong, F. Wei, and M. Huang, “Minillm: Knowledge distillation
of large language models,” in The Twelfth International Conference on
Learning Representations, 2024.

[18] R. Agarwal, N. Vieillard, Y. Zhou, P. Stanczyk, S. Ramos,
M. Geist, and O. Bachem, “On-policy distillation of language models:
Learning from self-generated mistakes,” 2024. [Online]. Available:
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.13649

[19] M. Zhang, H. Chen, C. Shen, Z. Yang, L. Ou, X. Yu, and B. Zhuang,
“Loraprune: Structured pruning meets low-rank parameter-efficient
fine-tuning,” 2024. [Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.18403

[20] X. Wu, Z. Yao, and Y. He, “Zeroquant-fp: A leap forward in llms
post-training w4a8 quantization using floating-point formats,” 2023.
[Online]. Available: https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.09782

[21] H. Jégou, M. Douze, and C. Schmid, “Product quantization for nearest
neighbor search,” IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine
Intelligence, vol. 33, no. 1, pp. 117–128, 2011.

[22] H. Touvron, L. Martin, K. Stone, P. Albert, A. Almahairi, Y. Babaei,
N. Bashlykov, S. Batra, P. Bhargava, S. Bhosale et al., “Llama
2: Open foundation and fine-tuned chat models,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2307.09288, 2023.

[23] S. Merity, C. Xiong, J. Bradbury, and R. Socher, “Pointer sentinel
mixture models,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1609.07843, 2016.

https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.00515
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.17888
https://arxiv.org/abs/2406.01721
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.11695
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.06726
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.12870
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.13649
https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.18403
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.09782

	Introduction
	Related Work
	LLM Quantization
	LLM Pruning
	LLM Knowledge Distillation
	LLM Low-rank Decomposition

	Method
	Motivation
	Clustering-Driven Weight Transformation and Restoration
	Error Compensation

	Experiments
	Experimental Setup
	LLMs
	Benchmarks
	Baseline

	Main Results
	Calculation of Average Bits

	Conclusion
	References

