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ABSTRACT

Motivated by reducing the computational and storage costs of LLMs, model com-
pression and KV cache compression have attracted much attention from researchers.
However, current methods predominantly emphasize maintaining the performance
of compressed LLMs, as measured by perplexity or simple accuracy on tasks
of common sense knowledge QA and basic arithmetic reasoning. In this blog,
we present a brief review of recent advancements in LLMs related to retrieval-
augmented generation, multi-step reasoning, external tools, and computational
expressivity, all of which substantially enhance LLM performance. Then, we
propose a lottery LLM hypothesis suggesting that for a given LLM and task, there
exists a smaller lottery LLLM capable of producing the same performance as the
original LLM with the assistance of multi-step reasoning and external tools. Based
on the review of current progress in LLMs, we discuss and summarize the essential
capabilities that the lottery LLM and KV cache compression must possess, which
are currently overlooked in existing methods.

1 CURRENT EFFORTS ON COMPRESSING LLMS AND KV CACHE

LLMs have demonstrated remarkable proficiency in natural language processing, enabling sophisti-
cated interactions and understanding of human language (OpenAl, 2023). To learn the tremendous
knowledge in the training datasets, the current advanced LLMs like GPT4 (OpenAl, 2023) and
Llama3 (Touvron et al., 2023) have enormous parameters like 7 ~ 750 billion. Training such an LLM
requires extensive computational resources, often measured in enormous GPU days using advanced
NVIDIA GPUs (Touvron et al., 2023). This results in substantial electricity consumption, impacting
both economic and energy costs (Samsi et al., 2023; Tang et al., 2019), and raising concerns regarding
sustainable computing (Wilkins et al., 2024). Furthermore, providing inference services for LLMs
necessitates numerous GPUs and incurs additional energy costs (Samsi et al., 2023; Tang et al., 2019),
making it a significant challenge for widespread deployment (Patel et al., 2024).

Compression methods. To this end, both academic researchers and industrial engineers are trying to
compress model parameters and reduce the model into a smaller one while keeping its performance
unchanged. The typical compression algorithm includes the pruning (Sun et al., 2024b; Frantar &
Alistarh, 2023; Dong et al.) and quantization (Yao et al., 2022; Dettmers & Zettlemoyer, 2022; Dong
et al.,, 2024) of LLM parameters, and KV cache compression (Zhang et al., 2023b; Xiao et al., 2024).
However, most of the current methods that compress LLMs and KV cache only show guaranteed
performance of the perplexity on some basic language tasks like Wikitext2 (Merity et al., 2016) and
PTB (Marcus et al., 1993), common sense knowledge QA tasks (Hendrycks et al., 2021; Talmor et al.,
2019) and the basic arithmetic reasoning tasks (Cobbe et al., 2021) in small-scale evaluation but not
in the real-world industrial scenarios.

Missed aspects. Some recent studies show that the LLMs may lose their advanced crucial abilities
under the compressions like the long-context retrieval, long-context generation and long-document
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reasoning and so on (JAISWAL et al., 2024). Also, the long-context understanding ability of LLMs is
significantly reduced under the KV cache compression (Yuan et al., 2024).

In the following sections, we examine recent advancements in retrieval-augmented generation, the
utilization of external tools, and multi-step reasoning, all of which markedly enhance the performance
of LLMs. Subsequently, we introduce the lottery LLM hypothesis, which posits that for a specific
LLM and task, a smaller lottery LLM can achieve equivalent performance to the original LLM, aided
by multi-step reasoning and external tools. Drawing from the review of current LLM advancements,
we discuss and outline the critical capabilities that the lottery LLM and KV cache compression should
encompass, which are currently neglected in existing methodologies.

2 TACKLING REDUNDANT AND UNREAL KNOWLEDGE OF LLMS WITH
KNOWLEDGE RETRIEVAL

Redundant Knowledge. In contemporary applications, many individuals utilize LLMs as encyclo-
pedic resources or to verify news and academic research, akin to an Internet search engine. Recent
studies indicate that LLMs exhibit varying performance in knowledge retrieval, contingent upon
the popularity of the information (Mallen et al., 2023a). Specifically, a small subset of real-world
question-answer (QA) pairs constitutes the majority of interactions, while a limited number of
QAs receive frequent attention, demonstrating a long-tail distribution in their popularity (Mallen
et al., 2023a). LLMs tend to perform better on high-popularity QAs compared to those with lower
popularity.

Hallucinated Knowledge. LLMs often generate unreal outputs rather than factual knowledge, which
is a phenomenon known as hallucination (Huang et al., 2023). This issue has garnered significant
attention from researchers (Huang et al., 2023). There is ongoing debate regarding the feasibility of
completely eliminating hallucinations (Farquhar et al., 2024). Some studies suggest that hallucinations
are inevitable, as they are a byproduct of the model’s reasoning and generalization abilities (Banerjee
et al., 2024; Xu et al., 2024b).

Retrieval Augmented Generation (RAG). Large Language Models (LLMs) exhibit robust in-context
learning capabilities, enabling them to respond to queries using prompts rather than relying solely
on their internal knowledge encoded within model parameters. Consequently, external knowledge
sources such as scholarly articles, web pages, books, and other documents can be integrated into
prompts to facilitate the retrieval of additional factual information (Yao et al.), thereby mitigating the
occurrence of hallucinations (Yao et al.). This approach raises significant research questions:

Is it necessary to store all knowledge within LLM parameters if RAG can accurately retrieve factual
information from external knowledge bases? If not, which knowledge should be stored and which
should not?

Considering two extreme scenarios:

* Storing all knowledge in model parameters: If all knowledge is stored within model parameters,
LLMs function as oracle machines, obviating the need for RAG. However, training such an LLM is
nearly impossible because not all knowledge can be collected and never outdated (Xu et al., 2024b;
Banerjee et al., 2024). Moreover, deploying such a large model is inefficient.

* Storing all knowledge in external knowledge bases: If all knowledge is stored externally, LLM pa-
rameters could potentially be reduced significantly, allowing for the retrieval of factual information
during inference.

Nevertheless, LLMs require foundational common knowledge to perform tasks such as reasoning
and accurate retrieval. This issue will be further explored in subsequent sections. Thus, compressing
all knowledge into external knowledge bases is not feasible. Investigating the nature of learned
knowledge and identifying which knowledge triggers the grokking phenomenon in LLMs remains an
open research question (Nanda et al., 2023).

Trade-off between model size and knowledge base. Some studies indicate that adaptive knowledge
retrieval is a promising direction to enhance the performance of LLMs and may help to find an
optimal trade-off between the knowledge base and model size (Jeong et al., 2024b). The adaptive
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RAG (Soudani et al., 2024; Jeong et al., 2024b) suggests that popular knowledge can be stored in the
model parameters, while less popular knowledge can be stored in the external knowledge base.

The core idea of adaptive RAG appears to be related to a classic efficient data structure, Huffman
coding (Moffat, 2019). Specifically, the cost of knowledge retrieval can be viewed as the prompt
length (since the retrieved knowledge will be inserted into the prompts). Storing knowledge in
the model parameters results in a shorter prompt length because LLMs can directly respond to
questions without needing to retrieve knowledge from the external knowledge base. Conversely,
storing knowledge in the external knowledge base results in a longer prompt length, implying higher
retrieval operations and longer context lengths, which incur greater computational and storage costs
during inference (Xiao et al., 2024). Therefore, the popularity of the knowledge can be seen as the
appearance probability, as in Huffman coding. Storing popular knowledge in the model parameters is
more efficient.

Finetuning vs. retrieval. Another related question is whether finetuning should be used to enhance
the performance of LLMs in specific application domains such as legal, finance, and medical
fields (Hendrycks et al., 2021; Talmor et al., 2019). Finetuning may lead to the forgetting problem and
additional training overheads, sparking debate on whether finetuning should be employed to improve
LLM performance or if reliance on RAG can achieve the same goal (Jeong et al., 2024b). Recent
studies demonstrate that RAG can significantly enhance LLM performance in specific domains such
as legal (Pipitone & Alami, 2024), medical (Jeong et al., 2024a), and finance (Li et al., 2024b).

Beyond the RAG. Document-based knowledge retrieval primarily assists LLMs in retrieving knowl-
edge of triplets consisting of entity, relation, and object (Chen et al., 2024). However, the capabilities
and exceptional performance of LLMs extend beyond retrieving triplet knowledge. LLMs also exhibit
remarkable abilities such as solving arithmetic problems, playing chess, and coding, which are not
simple triplet knowledge retrieval tasks (Chen et al., 2024). Ensuring the reasoning performance of
smaller LLMs is crucial and cannot be easily addressed by document-based knowledge retrieval.

3 EXTERNAL TOOLS

Advanced Large Language Models (LLMs) demonstrate remarkable capabilities in function calling,
which involves invoking external tools to address specific tasks. These external tools may include
Internet search engines (Qin et al., 2023), arithmetic calculation functions (Schick et al., 2023),
system operations (Ge et al., 2023; Mei et al., 2024), game interfaces, and more. These are formulated
into programming function calls (Abdelaziz et al., 2024) and conveyed to LLMs via prompts.
Based on the function descriptions, LLMs determine which function to call to resolve the given
problems (Abdelaziz et al., 2024).

Arithmetic Function Calls. To solve arithmetic problems, LLMs are trained on arithmetic
datasets (Cobbe et al., 2021). However, simple errors often occur during the arithmetic reason-
ing process, such as LLMs erroneously determining that 9.11 is greater than 9.9 (Choi et al., 2024).
To mitigate this, some studies propose enabling LL.Ms to generate programs that include arithmetic
operations and utilize an external Python interpreter to solve these problems (Gao et al., 2023a).
Additionally, some research suggests leveraging arithmetic function calls to solve arithmetic prob-
lems (He-Yueya et al.). Experimental results indicate that arithmetic function calling can significantly
enhance the performance of LLMs on arithmetic tasks (Gao et al., 2023a; Yang et al., 2023).

Internet Search Engine. To augment LLM knowledge with online and dynamically updated external
information, the Internet search engine is employed as an external tool (Yao et al.; Vu et al., 2023).
Experimental results demonstrate that interacting with an Internet search engine, such as a simple
Wikipedia API, can significantly improve LLM performance on knowledge retrieval tasks (Yao et al.).

LLM Operating System (OS). By conceptualizing LLM calls as system calls akin to traditional
operating systems, recent studies propose developing a new LLM-as-OS framework (Ge et al., 2023),
which allows LLMs to invoke external tools like applications in an OS. Recent studies also propose the
AIOS framework (Mei et al., 2024) to decouple LLM calls from system calls and implement various
managers to enhance AIOS efficiency. The optimized agent framework from the OS perspective
significantly improves both the efficiency and performance of LLM calls.
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Logic Solver. There is ongoing debate regarding whether LLMs can perform logical reasoning
akin to humans (Mirzadeh et al., 2024; Kambhampati, 2024; Valmeekam et al., 2022; Amirizaniani
etal., 2024; Xu et al., 2023; Arkoudas, 2023). Recent studies suggest that to enhance the reasoning
capabilities of LLMs, external logic solvers can be utilized to solve logical reasoning problems (Zhang
et al., 2023a). In some frameworks, LLMs are tasked with transforming natural language sentences
into logical forms, while logic solvers are responsible for solving the logical reasoning problems (Han
et al., 2022; Pan et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2024). Other frameworks propose allowing LLMs to
summarize sentences into premises and conclusions, then aggregate this extracted information into
another prompt to enable Logic inference (Sun et al., 2024a; Wang et al., 2024; Xu et al., 2024a).

4 COMPUTATIONAL EXPRESSIVITY OF LLMS

Basic Transformer Architecture. Basic transformers, devoid of intermediate decoding steps, exhibit
limited computational expressivity (Merrill & Sabharwal, 2023; Chiang et al., 2023), aligning with the
relatively small circuit complexity class TC? (Merrill & Sabharwal, 2023). These basic transformers
fall short of Turing completeness, as they are incapable of solving problems that are complete for
classes larger than TC?, such as simulating automata, which is NC!-complete.

Decoding-based Transformers. Decoding-based transformers generate output sequentially, word by
word, rather than producing a single answer. This approach enhances their computational expressivity
compared to basic transformers, with expressivity increasing in tandem with the length of the
decoding steps (Merrill & Sabharwal). This phenomenon elucidates why the Chain-of-Thought (CoT)
reasoning process (Wei et al., 2022) augments the computational expressivity of LLMs (Feng et al.,
2023). Some studies demonstrate that with linear steps, transformers equipped with projected-norm
can theoretically simulate a Turing automaton (Merrill & Sabharwal). Recent research indicates
that autoregressive decoding, which facilitates the processing of arbitrarily long input strings, can
simulate a universal Turing machine (Schuurmans et al., 2024).

Decoding with External Memory. Research suggests that external memory can enhance the compu-
tational expressivity of LLMs (Deletang et al., 2023), potentially endowing them with approximate
Turing completeness (Perez et al., 2021). Recent advancements have introduced the Stack-Attention
mechanism to further augment the reasoning capabilities of LLMs (Li et al., 2024a). With the
integration of external memory and simple regular expression parsers, transformers can simulate the
execution of a universal Turing machine, specifically Uys 2 (Schuurmans, 2023).

5 MULTI-STEP REASONING

The Chain-of-Thought (CoT) reasoning paradigm demonstrates that engaging in detailed, step-by-step
reasoning can significantly enhance the performance of Large Language Models (LLMs) compared
to single-step reasoning (Wei et al., 2022). This improvement arises because single-step reasoning
may overlook crucial intermediate steps that are instrumental in problem-solving (Wei et al., 2022).
The multi-step reasoning process, inspired by human cognitive processes, can substantially elevate
the performance of LLMs (Wei et al., 2022).

Single LLM Call. CoT exemplifies a single LLM call, utilizing the model once. Beyond explicit
prompting to initiate detailed reasoning, recent studies propose enabling LLMs to execute advanced
search algorithms during the decoding process, such as Monte-Carlo Tree Search (MCTS) (Leblond
etal.,, 2021) or Q-star search (Chakraborty et al., 2024). Additionally, some research suggests em-
ploying backtracking algorithms to allow LLMs to reconsider previous decisions, thereby enhancing
final performance (Fu et al.).

Multiple LLM Calls. Some approaches advocate for multiple LLM calls, which operate indepen-
dently of each other, potentially yielding correct answers across these calls (Brown et al., 2024).
Beyond the single CoT call, CoT-SC proposes multiple CoT-based LLM calls, selecting the optimal
answer to improve final outcomes (Wang et al., b). However, these answers exhibit direct dependen-
cies. To optimize scheduling and decomposition of the reasoning process, Tree-of-Thought (ToT)
reasoning (Yao et al., 2024) and Graph-of-Thought (GoT) reasoning (Besta et al., 2024) have been
introduced, structuring reasoning steps in tree-like or graph-like configurations. Some studies also
suggest integrating knowledge graphs, enabling LLMs to reason within graph structures to enhance
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reasoning capabilities (LUO et al.; Sun et al.). Structuring prompts into triplets using LLMs can
further bolster reasoning abilities (Jiang et al., 2023). In the absence of a centralized controller, some
research proposes simulating multiple agents with LLMs to collaboratively address problems (Li
et al., 2023; Hong et al., 2024; Liang et al., 2023; Du et al.).

Planning and Scheduling. The essence of multi-step reasoning lies in decomposing the original
problem into multiple sub-problems and addressing them sequentially. This process involves planning
and scheduling. To facilitate autonomous planning and scheduling, recent studies propose employing
LLMs as meta-agents to orchestrate planning and scheduling, wherein the original problem is
decomposed, and the meta-agent delegates sub-problems to other LLMs based on the schedule (Hong
etal., 2024; Wu et al.; Zhou et al.; Wang et al., a). With the aid of external symbolic reasoning, LLMs
can also engage in planning and scheduling to resolve problems (Zhang et al., 2023a).

6 LOTTERY LLM HYPOTHESIS

Consider an original language model fy parameterized by the § € R"¢, capable of processing input of
token length n, and an input problem ¢ € R™*" with token length m < n and ground truth 1 € R*",
The problem ¢ is a question consisting of a sequence of words. And the p is also a sequence of
words representing the answer to the question ¢. h is the dimension of the word embedding. The
performance of the model is evaluated using a performance measure P(-), expressed as P(fy(q), 1)
which map its inputs as a scalar value. We hypothesize the existence of a smaller language model
gy with parameters ¢ € R*¢ (k, < ky) and the same input length n, which can solve the problem ¢
with performance comparable to fy, such that:

P(fﬂ(Q)M) < P(Ag¢,D,R,C,M(q)7M)a (1)

where A represents a reasoning algorithm that

may involve one or multiple invocations of g

with various inputs, including the original prob- A1 & gerera prewdo cote orecursive i sep essoning lgorthm &

]em q7 documents d e D retrleved from the :n;;;;y?;l‘l;img??gﬁgﬁf:z;d with ¢, external funcion calls C, knowledge base D, external
external knowledge base D, or function calls ~ Output: The final answerans.

¢ € C retrieved from external tools C using !
the retriever R. Each document d € R7™¢*% 3
is a vector of words. While the function calls 3
¢ : Rrexh — RreXM js a provided function. 7 0 Use BemalGy D R C M e
The knowledge base D is a vector database stor- % elseif Need Divide(g, D, R,C, M. ) then

: for trial ¢ in T do

ans,ver, pass = Divide_and_Conquer(gy, D, R,C, M, q);
: ans = Select_Solution(gy, D, R,C, M, q);
: Return ansy;

procedure DIVIDE_AND_CONQUER(gy, D, R, C, M, q):
: if Can_Use_External(gy, D, R,C, M, q) then

10: S = Generate_Schedule(gs, D, R,C, M, q);
1 -~ - i 11 for subproblem g, in S d
ing vector-documents as key-value pairs, an.d Mo o S aate_and_ Conquer(as, D, €, M, 4
denotes the external memory that stores inter- ¥ frore(q, ne,ver,pass, M);
mediate results. All D, C, and M are sets. And ¥ et ans, ver, pass:
: : _ H 17: ans, ver,pass = Divide_and_Conquer(gy, D, R,C, M, gs);
items in D 'and C are key value pairs depends 17~ Aastogin Solvlgy, DI EM SN

< 19: !

on the specific tasksZ like vector datqbase (Pan 1 e e it LMo M0
etal., 2024). The retriever R is a function that re- 21 ver,pass = Verify_Solution(gs, D, R,C, M, g, ans);

22: Return ans, ver, pass;

trieves the required documents or function calls 23 procedure SoLve_wrmi_Externatgs, D, R,C, M, g

24: reqs = Generate_Requests(gy, );

from the D or C based on the request. And 2 forrequestrinregs do

. . . . . 26: if r.req_knowledge then
its specific implementation can be various (Gao |1 = Retieve_Bxtemal Knowledge(r, D, )
. : else
et ‘dl . 2 ()2 3 b) . 29: ¢ = Retrieve_External_Function_Call(r,C, R);
’ 30: d = Execute(c, 1);
31 Store(q, 7, d, M);

The reasoning algorithm A is described as Al- B ans=Solv Wit LM, M, regs):
gorithm 1 in Figure 1 and Figure 2, employinga 3«
divide-and-conquer strategy to solve the original
problem ¢. This dynamic divide-and-conquer Figure 1: A general pseudo code of the reasoning
methodology is versatile and applicable to nu- algorithm A.

merous contemporary reasoning algorithms.

Recursive and Dynamic Scheduling. Algo-

rithm 1 can encompass tree-based reasoning methods such as Tree-of-Thought (ToT) (Zhou et al ;
Yao et al., 2024), due to its recursive design that facilitates tree search and allows the branch-or-solve
mechanism to be dynamically determined by LLMs. Additionally, Algorithm 1 is applicable to
graph-based reasoning methods like Graph-of-Thought (GoT) (Besta et al., 2024; LUO et al.; Sun
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et al.), as the interaction between different LLMs and the external memory M can be conceptualized
as a combination in GoT, where outputs from various nodes are integrated to construct the graph
structure.

External Knowledge and Tools. During each
phase of problem-solving, Algorithm 1 initially

assesses whether the problem can be directly (D e
addressed using the external knowledge base D Eroblem
or external tools C. If so, Algorithm 1 utilizes £ B £

Solve with
Externals

g to evaluate the problem ¢ and ascertain the P

necessary knowledge or tools required for its res-
olution. Subsequently, based on the generated
requests, the retriever R searches for external
knowledge d € D or tool ¢ € C to provide
the requisite results. These supplementary re- LogicSolver) (Math) [ Search)
sults are then integrated with the problem g for B &

resolution by the model g4. This framework fa-
cilitates the application of Retrieval Augmented
Generation (RAG) and external tools, such as
arithmetic calculation functions, Internet search
engines, and logic solvers, to effectively address

the problem gq.

[ Retrievej [ Function J [ Function ] { Function J
Knowledge C?ll C?H C:rall

Figure 2: The problem solving process of the multi-
step reasoning with external tools (the interaction
with the external memory and the verification are
not shown in the figure).

External Memory. The external memory M functions as a repository for storing intermediate results
throughout the reasoning process. When tackling various sub-problems, intermediate results can
be stored in the external memory for reuse in subsequent steps. By interacting with the external
memory, Algorithm 1 can emulate reasoning methods that utilize working memory (Wang et al.,
2024). The structure of the Divide and Conquer function in Algorithm 1 is not constrained. Through
careful design and programming, the recursive mechanism can execute fundamental operations such
as MOV, COPY, JUMP, and WRITE and READ from the external memory, thereby simulating a
Turing machine (Schuurmans, 2023), as depicted in Figure 3.

Most of previous model compression (Sun et al., 2024b; Frantar &
Alistarh, 2023) (Yao et al., 2022; Dettmers & Zettlemoyer, 2022)

and KV cache compression methods (Zhang et al., 2023b; Xiao et al., External
2024) only focus on the guaranteeing the model performance on the LEi] Memory
perplexity metric (Merity et al., 2016) or some downstream tasks —{_J

like the common sense knowledge (Hendrycks et al., 2021; Talmor
et al., 2019) and the basic arithmetic problems (Cobbe et al., 2021).
From the above analysis and the procedures of the Algorithm 1, we
can see that there are some other crucial abilities that the lottery A“;’;‘:ta

LLM and other compression methods must take for considering. We

summarize the crucial abilities that the lottery LLM should have as  Figure 3: Simulating the Tur-
follows. ing machine with LLMs and
the external memory (Schuur-
mans, 2023).

type Tho B B2 [ 2[5 ]

Ability 1: Retrieval from prompts. Obviously, the useful informa-
tion in the prompts that related to address the problem q is crucial
for the lottery LLM. After collecting the required external results
into the prompt, the LLM g4 needs to be able to retrieve the required
information from the prompt and avoid the interruption of some irrelevant information. This is
related to the retrieval ability of the LLM and its measurement test is like the well-known needle-in-
the-haystack(NIAH) test (Kamradt, 2023). We show that there is a simple and interesting method
to endow the LLLM with advanced retrieval ability with preprocessing prompts, by applying a the
embedding to retrieve the related information about the question in problem ¢ and combine them
with the question to prompt the LLM g, rather let the LLM g to process the original long context
information of problem gq.

The figures illustrate that preprocessing prompts markedly enhances the performance of LLMs on the
NIAH test. Importantly, even when the input length surpasses the model’s context size (8K tokens for
LLaMA3-8B-Instruct), there is no observed degradation in performance. This indicates the potential
of utilizing preprocessed prompts to augment the retrieval capabilities of LLMs.
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Figure 5: NIAH results of LLaMA3-8B-Instruct with preprocessing prompts.

Ability 2: Identification of Required External Resources. To effectively determine which external
resources to utilize, such as knowledge databases or external tools, the LLM g, must possess the
capability to comprehend and correlate the problem ¢ and its associated sub-problems with the
relevant resources. Consequently, g4 should have foundational knowledge of the problem ¢ and
the external resources. Additionally, it must exhibit a strong ability to associate queries with the
available resources. When external tools are adeptly employed, the performance of smaller LLMs can
be significantly enhanced. The subsequent table presents the results of arithmetic problem-solving
using various LLMs and methodologies. The PAL (Gao et al., 2023a) approach, which employs
external arithmetic calculation functions, demonstrates a substantial improvement in the performance
of smaller LLMs.

GSMB8K | SVAMP | ASDIV | ADDSUB | MULTIARITH

DIRECT Codex 19.7 69.9 74.0 90.9 44.0
CoT UL2-20B 4.1 12.6 16.9 18.2 10.7
CoT LaMDA-137B 17.1 39.9 49.0 52.9 51.8
CoT Codex 65.6 74.8 76.9 86.0 95.9
CoT PaLM-540B 56.9 79.0 73.9 91.9 94.7
CoT Minerva 540B 58.8 - - - -

PAL (Gao et al., 2023a) 72.0 79.4 79.6 92.5 99.2

Table 1: Arithmetic problem-solving results using various LLMs and methodologies.

Besides, with provided the external documents, following results (Asai et al., 2024) show that
the small LLM (Llama-3-Ins8B) show the superb performance in many QA tasks (Mallen et al.,
2023b; Kwiatkowski et al., 2019; Stelmakh et al., 2022) than the large LLMs (Llama-3-Ins70B and
ChatGPT-40MINI).

Ability 3: Planning and Scheduling. To effectively decompose the problem ¢ into multiple sub-
problems and address them sequentially, the LLM g, must possess robust planning and scheduling
capabilities. This competency is essential for the lottery LLM to tackle complex problems efficiently.
Consequently, the LLM g4 should have a comprehensive understanding of both the primary problem
q and its constituent sub-problems. However, the intricate details of solving these sub-problems may
not be necessary for the LLM gy, as external resources can be leveraged to resolve them. Moreover,
proficient scheduling is crucial for the lottery LLLM to enhance reasoning efficiency.

The table below illustrates the performance of LLMs using simple inference compared to those
employing a strategy of decomposing the problem into sub-problems and utilizing external logic
solvers, such as Logic-LM (Pan et al., 2023). The used five datasets are commonly used in the
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Method LLM PopQA (acc) | NQ (acc) | ASQA (str-em) | ASQA (hit)
CoT without RAG | Llama-3-Ins§B 24.8 44.0 28.8 7.8
CoT without RAG | Llama-3-Ins70B 31.6 54.4 36.4 11.2
CoT without RAG | ChatGPT-40MINI 324 532 324 8.0
With RAG Llama-3-Ins8B 59.8 54.0 38.8 14.0

Table 2: QA task performance with and without RAG.

logical reasoning tasks. Notably, we emphasize the results (Pan et al., 2023) (simple inference/with
Logic-LM) of GPT-3.5, which, despite being less advanced than GPT-4, demonstrates comparable
performance to GPT-4 (GPT-3.5 with Logic-LM compared with GPT-4 with simple inference).
Thus, with advanced reasoning algorithms, the weaker LLMs can outperform the stronger LLMs in
advanced tasks.

Dataset ChatGPT (gpt-3.5-turbo) | GPT-3.5 (text-davinci-003) | GPT-4 (gpt-4)
PrOntoQA 47.40/61.00 51.80/85.00 77.40/ 83.20
ProofWriter 35.50/58.33 36.16/71.45 52.67/79.66
FOLIO 45.09/ 62.74 54.60/61.27 69.11/78.92
LogicalDeduction 40.00 / 65.67 41.33/62.00 71.33/87.63
AR-LSAT 20.34/26.41 22.51/25.54 33.33/43.04

Table 3: Performance of LLMs using simple inference and Logic-LM (Pan et al., 2023).

Ability 4: Precise Approximation of Fundamental Operations. As discussed in the section on
the computational expressivity of LLMs, achieving (approximate) Turing completeness necessitates
that the LLM g precisely approximates fundamental operations such as MOV, COPY, JUMP, and
WRITE and READ from external memory (Schuurmans et al., 2024; Schuurmans, 2023). Although
these operations may not be directly employed in problem-solving, they are essential for the lottery
LLM to function as a potential meta-agent (Hong et al., 2024).

Ability 5: Long-Context Reasoning. In single-step reasoning, an extended context length allows
the LLM g4 to access and utilize more information for problem-solving. In multi-step reasoning,
the prompt serves as a form of working memory for the meta-agent, or planner (controller). Each
result from solved sub-problems should be incorporated into the prompt for subsequent steps. As
problem complexity increases, so does the depth of the sub-problem tree. Therefore, the LLM g,
must possess the ability for extended contextual reasoning to support deep tree reasoning (Merrill &
Sabharwal; Feng et al., 2023).

7 CONCLUSION

This blog aims to elucidate the potential of the lottery LLM and to summarize the essential capabilities
that the lottery LLM should possess, which are currently lacking in existing methods of LLM and
KV cache compression. The discussion on redundant knowledge within LL.Ms also highlights the
trade-off between knowledge storage and reasoning capabilities. With the development of the lottery
LLM, alongside external tools, knowledge bases, and a robust algorithm 4, there is potential for
the lottery LLM to function as a meta-agent akin to human cognition. Its external memory could
serve as long-term memory, the prompt as short-term memory, and the LLM inference process g
as the fundamental cognitive process. External tools and knowledge bases can be considered as
supplementary tools commonly used in daily life. Deploying the lottery LLM could significantly
reduce energy and resource consumption in large-scale LLM-driven applications. Future research on
LLM compression, KV cache compression, and other efficient LLM methodologies should address
both efficiency and the essential capabilities of LLMs.
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