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Abstract

Representation Engineering (RepE) has emerged
as a powerful paradigm for enhancing AI trans-
parency by focusing on high-level representations
rather than individual neurons or circuits. It has
proven effective in improving interpretability and
control, showing that representations can emerge,
propagate, and shape final model outputs in large
language models (LLMs). However, in Vision-
Language Models (VLMs), visual input can over-
ride factual linguistic knowledge, leading to hal-
lucinated responses that contradict reality. To ad-
dress this challenge, we make the first attempt
to extend RepE to VLMs, analyzing how multi-
modal representations are preserved and trans-
formed. Building on our findings and drawing in-
spiration from successful RepE applications, we
develop a theoretical framework that explains the
stability of neural activity across layers using the
principal eigenvector, uncovering the underlying
mechanism of RepE. We empirically validate these
instrinsic properties, demonstrating their broad ap-
plicability and significance. By bridging theoret-
ical insights with empirical validation, this work
transforms RepE from a descriptive tool into a
structured theoretical framework, opening new di-
rections for improving AI robustness, fairness, and
transparency.

1. Introduction

Deep learning has achieved remarkable success
across various domains, including computer vision
[14], natural language processing [7], and speech
recognition [12, 13]. However, the internal mech-
anisms of neural networks remain opaque. Despite
advances in visualization and interpretability tech-
niques, the transformation of inputs into high-level
representations and the interactions among neurons
are still not fully understood [9, 24, 32]. This lack
of transparency leads to the characterization of neu-
ral networks as “black boxes” [9, 24], raising con-
cerns about their reliability, particularly in high-
stakes applications such as healthcare [4], finance
[33], and legal decision-making [8].

To address this issue, Representation Engineer-
ing (RepE) [43] has emerged as a top-down ap-
proach to enhance the model transparency that fo-
cuses on representations rather than individual neu-
rons or circuits, providing a more structured un-
derstanding of AI transparency and control. Un-
like mechanistic interpretability, which analyzes
neuron-to-neuron interactions [2], RepE provides
a structured framework for understanding and con-
trolling high-level concepts such as honesty, power,
and factuality. Prior works have demonstrated the
potential of representations as a new perspective
on AI transparency. For example, neural networks
trained to play chess exhibit internal representa-
tions of board positions and strategies [25]. Sim-
ilarly, both generative and self-supervised models
have been shown to develop emergent representa-
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tions, such as semantic segmentation in vision tasks
[3, 29]. Zou et al. [43] further formalized RepE,
emphasizing its ability to extract meaningful con-
cepts from a model’s internal structure and control
model behavior.

However, these studies have primarily focused
on Large Language Models (LLMs) and over-
looked the modality misalignment challenge in
Vision-Language Models (VLMs), where visual
inputs can override linguistic knowledge, leading
to incorrect responses that contradict factual re-
ality. Despite the demonstrated effectiveness of
RepE in LLMs, it remains unclear how represen-
tations are transmitted across layers in VLMs and
whether they can resist multimodal misalignment.
Also, existing works lack a deeper understand-
ing of the theoretical foundations of RepE about
why these structural dynamics could provide model
transparency, robustness, and fairness.

In this work, we successfully extend RepE to
VLMs, addressing the challenge of multimodal
misalignment and hallucinations. Inspired by the
structural similarities between LLMs and VLMs,
we formalize the theoretical foundations that ex-
plain how neural activity propagate across layers
and maintain stability. We identify two key phe-
nomena: (1) the principal eigenvalue serves as
the “backbone” direction, ensuring the stability of
neural activity; and (2) the spectral gap gradu-
ally shrinks, enabling subdominant eigenvectors to
capture subtle distinctions between multiple con-
cepts. These eigenvector relationships explain why
certain high-level concepts remain stable despite
layer-wise transformations within the model. To
validate these findings, we visualize the neural ac-
tivity in VLM applications and analyze how it is
preserved and adapted. The deep understanding en-
ables a structured explanation for how neural activ-
ity stabilize across layers, enabling robust behav-
iors in the cross-modal environment.

Our main contributions are as follows:
• We provide the extension of RepE to VLMs,

demonstrating high-level representations can
overcome cross-modal misalignment and hallu-
cinations.

• We theoretically show that the principal eigen-

vector ensures the stability of neural activity,
while a shrinking spectral gap allows subdom-
inant eigenvectors to capture subtle distinctions
between concepts.

• We empirically validate the theoretical stabil-
ity of neural activity, establishing its foundation
for analyzing and controlling high-level concepts
within the model.

2. Related Works

2.1. Representations in Neural Networks
Early works on word embeddings demonstrate that
basic neural networks can develop distributed rep-
resentations that encode semantic relationships and
compositional structures [26]. Subsequent studies
[30, 34] reveal that learned text embeddings can
also group along dimensions tied to commonsense
morality—even though these models were never
explicitly instructed in such concepts. Radford et
al. [30] show that simply training a model to pre-
dict the next token in a set of reviews led to the
emergence of a neuron-tracking sentiment.

More recent research on representations has
shown that internal representations are not only
present in text models. For example, McGrath et
al. [25] discover that representations can be ex-
tracted within neural networks that are trained to
play chess; another line of works [3, 29] suggests
both generative and self-supervised training meth-
ods have yielded remarkable emergent represen-
tations, exemplified by semantic segmentation in
computer vision; Zou et al. [43] propose meth-
ods for reading and controlling representations, in-
cluding Linear Artificial Tomography (LAT) for ex-
tracting meaningful representations and techniques
for steering model behavior. The study demon-
strates that RepE methods can effectively detect
and manipulate emergent model behaviors, moti-
vating approaches that extract and quantify high-
level phenomena.

2.2. Approaches to Interpretability
Traditional interpretability techniques have focused
on methods like saliency maps [36, 37, 41, 42], fea-
ture visualization [38, 41] and mechanistic inter-
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pretability [20, 27, 28]. Saliency maps [36] high-
light important input regions by tracking gradi-
ents or activation values, yet they often suffer from
instability and offer limited insights into the dis-
tributed nature of representations. Similarly, fea-
ture visualizations [38, 41] optimize inputs to acti-
vate specific neurons, but they may overlook the
global structure of the emergent representations.
Mechanistic interpretability [43] seeks to fully re-
verse engineer neural networks into their “source
code”, but the considerable manual effort and the
unlikelihood that neural networks can be theoret-
ically explained in terms of circuits hinders their
explainability.

In contrast, recent advances in interpretability
have shifted the focus toward analyzing represen-
tation spaces. This top-down approach seeks to
uncover high-level semantic directions that corre-
spond to complex phenomena such as honesty, fair-
ness, or bias. By extracting and analyzing these
internal representations, researchers have opened
new avenues for understanding how large-scale AI
models encode and preserve crucial information
across layers, leading to more robust and inter-
pretable AI systems.

2.3. Vision Language Models

Vision-Language Models (VLMs) [18, 31, 39,
40] have made significant progress in multimodal
learning by integrating visual and textual informa-
tion to enhance reasoning and generation capabil-
ities. Models such as BLIP [18], Flamingo [1],
and IDEFICS2 [39] leverage large-scale pretrain-
ing on vision-text datasets to achieve state-of-the-
art performance in tasks like image captioning, vi-
sual question answering, and grounded reasoning.
Despite their success, these models do not explic-
itly model key attributes such as honesty, fairness,
or objectivity, which are crucial for reliable and in-
terpretable AI systems.

Understanding representations in multimodal
models such as VLMs is an essential but underex-
plored direction. Several studies [5, 17, 19] have
demonstrated the challenge of object hallucination
in VLMs. Li et al. [19] find that VLMs fre-
quently generate object descriptions that do not cor-

respond to the actual content of the image, indicat-
ing a higher tendency for hallucination compared
to pure language models. While existing work in
representation engineering has attempted to extract
and control latent representations for concepts in
language models [43], measuring and controlling
representations in vision-language models remains
a challenge. Our objective is to bridge this gap
by designing a novel framework that extracts and
quantifies the representation from VLMs and al-
lows demonstrations of the representations in gen-
erated responses.

3. Method
3.1. General Representation Engineering

Pipeline
We illustrate the general representation engineer-
ing pipeline in Fig. 1. Similar as presented in [43],
RepE in VLMs consists of three core steps: (1) De-
signing Stimulus and Task; (2) Collecting Neural
Activity; and (3) Constructing a Linear Model.
Designing Stimulus and Task To extract mean-
ingful representations, we design controlled input
stimuli and tasks. For VLMs, we use instruction-
based templates to probe the model’s procedural
knowledge, such as instruction-following and rea-
soning. A typical prompt format is:

USER: <image>
Pretend you are an
<experimental/reference
concept> person talking
about the image:
ASSISTANT: <output>

Here, <experimental/reference
concept> represents a concept of interest, such
as “honesty”, which can take values like honest
or dishonest. This controlled variation allows us
to analyze how specific concepts are encoded in
neural representations.
Collecting Neural Activity For each prompt-
response interaction, we collect neural activity
from the model’s hidden layers. Each interac-
tion consists of a USER prompt (instruction) and
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Figure 1. The overview of general representation engineering pipeline. Given an image, a model generates text condi-
tioned on prompts emphasizing contrast concepts, leading to distinct latent space representations. These activations are
projected onto a principal eigenvector and further decomposed using Principal Component Analysis (PCA) to extract
key concept directions. The resulting projections enable downstream monitoring and control, facilitating interpretability
in model behavior.

the corresponding ASSISTANT output. To extract
neural activity within VLMs, we collect represen-
tations from each token in the model’s response.
To compare representations across different tasks,
we introduce two controlled variations of the USER
prompt: the prompt with the experimental con-
cept T+

f and the prompt with the reference concept
T−
f . For each instruction-response pair (qi, ai) in

the dataset S, we extract neural activity at different
truncation positions k:

A±
f =

{
Rep(M,T±

f (qi, a
k
i )) | (qi, ai) ∈ S,

for 0 < k ≤ |ai|
}
, (1)

where Rep denotes a function that extracts hid-
den states from a VLM model M for a specific
prompt Tf . This allows us to extract samples of the
neural activations under distinct task conditions,
which will be accumulated into concept directions
through principal component analysis.

Representation Structure Analysis To analyze
representation structures, we use Principal Compo-
nent Analysis (PCA), where the input to PCA is
{(A+(i)

f − A
−(i)
f )} and i is the sample index. The

first principal component, denoted as v, serves as
the “concept directions”. After we get the direc-
tions, representations of input x are made using the
dot product between v and the neural activity, ex-
pressed as Rep(M,x)⊤v, which is the projection
igrom the neural activity to the concept directions.

In this manner, we establish a VLM-based rep-
resentation engineering pipeline, with experimen-
tal results in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 demonstrating that
RepE is highly effective in VLMs. Building on
this observation, we uncover a remarkable prop-
erty: RepE exhibits inherent stability across large-
scale models, including both large language models
and vision-language models. This naturally raises
a fundamental question: what underlying struc-
tural and functional characteristics of these mod-
els ensure such stability? In the following sections,
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Figure 2. The cosine similarity of neural activity between
adjacent layers. The results demonstrate that neural ac-
tivity is getting more similar.

we reveal that neural activities consistently align
along a common direction—the principal eigenvec-
tor—serving as a crucial factor in maintaining the
robustness and reliability of RepE.

3.2. Stability of Representation Engineering
Given that RepE exhibits inherent stability across
large-scale models, a crucial question arises: why
does neural activity remain stable across model
layers? To address this, we examine the self-
attention mechanism, a fundamental component in
both LLMs and VLMs.

First, we demonstrate that the attention matrix is
given by:

A = softmax
(
QKT

√
d

)
, (2)

where Q,K ∈ Rn×d represent the query and key
vectors. After the softmax operation, A is a non-
negative row-stochastic matrix, which satisfies:

Aij ≥ 0,
∑
j

Aij = 1. (3)

According to Gershgorin’s theorem [11], any
eigenvalue λ of A satisfies:

|λ−Aii| ≤
∑
j ̸=i

|Aij |. (4)

Since the sum of each row is 1, we obtain:∑
j ̸=i

Aij = 1−Aii. (5)

Thus, the upper bound of all the eigenvalues is
1 − Aii + Aii = 1. Also, according to the Per-
ron–Frobenius theorem [35], for non-negative row-
stochastic matrices, 1 is an eigenvalue, therefore 1
is the largest eigenvalue, corresponding to the prin-
cipal eigenvector.
Neural Activity Stability and the Backbone Role
of the Principal Eigenvector

Fig. 2 illustrates that neural activity becomes
increasingly similar in deeper layers. To explain
this phenomenon, we decompose attention matrix
A as:

A = λ1 u1 u
T
1 +

n∑
i=2

λi ui u
T
i , (6)

where λ1 = 1 and the remaining eigenvalues sat-
isfy |λi| < 1. The set {u1,u2, . . . ,un} represents
the corresponding orthogonal eigenvectors.

Now, we analyze the effect of this decomposi-
tion on the output representation O. According to
the definition of the Rep function in Eq. 1, the at-
tention output can be viewed as the hidden state of
its layer. Therefore, it has the same mapping as the
neural activity of the same layer. When applying A
to value V:

O = AV =
(
u1u

T
1 +

n∑
i=2

λi ui u
T
i

)
V, (7)

where we define the projection coefficient of V
onto ui:

αi = uT
i V, (8)

we can obtain:

O = u1

(
uT
1 V

)
+

n∑
i=2

λi ui

(
uT
i V

)
= u1 α1 +

n∑
i=2

λi ui αi. (9)

Because subdominant eigenvalues are less than
1, the application of A will cause the subdominant
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Figure 3. The eigenvalue magnitude across layers. The
results demonstrate the spectral gap is getting smaller.

terms λl
iαi to decay, making α1 u1 the dominant

component. Consequently, the iteration will make
the output O converge to:

O ≈ u1 α1. (10)

This implies that α1 = uT
1 V, that is, the coef-

ficient along the principal eigenvector) ultimately
governs the neural activity. In other words, the
principal eigenvector u1 serves as the “backbone”
of neural activity propagation, while other direc-
tions ui are gradually suppressed. This guarantees
that neural activity remains structured, rather than
randomly drifting in the latent space, ensuring its
stability. Experimentally, Fig. 4 demonstrates that
the principal eigenvector exhibits high cosine simi-
larity with the attention output, supporting our the-
oretical analysis.
Decreasing Spectral Gap and the Contribution
of Other Eigenvectors

Although the principal eigenvector ensures the
stability of neural activity, why the representa-
tions are generated by differentials of two con-
trasting neural activity, remains unresolved. To
answer this question, we further explore how the
representations work in the latent layers. Specif-
ically, we define spectral gap as λ1 − λ2, where
λ1 and λ2 are the largest and second-largest eigen-
values of the attention matrix A, respectively. In
Fig. 3, the experiment shows that while the largest
eigenvalue remains unitary, the spectral gap de-
creases as the network deepens. Such a reduc-

tion indicates that the subdominant eigenvectors,
those associated with λ2, λ3, . . ., begin to con-
tribute more significantly to the output. This find-
ing is in line with the claims presented by Zou et al.
[43], which suggest that representations of different
concepts become more pronounced in the middle
and deeper layers of the network. Also, this dis-
covery aligns with the LAT scan experiment in Fig.
7, where the deeper layers tend to exhibit more dis-
tinct representations.

Although the principal eigenvector (correspond-
ing to λ1 = 1) serves as the backbone of the latent
space, we demonstrate that the eigenvector limits
itself by remaining static across layers:

(A1)i =
∑
j

Aij ·1 =
∑
j

Aij = 1 =⇒ A1 = 1,

(11)
where 1 = (1, 1, . . . , 1)⊤, and i, j denote row and
column indices respectively. Therefore, it alone
cannot capture the subtle distinctions between mul-
tiple complex concepts such as honesty and fair-
ness. Nevertheless, as indicated in Eq. 9, be-
sides the principal eigenvector providing an over-
all backbone for stability, the diminishing spectral
gap enables the subdominant eigenvectors to en-
code critical comparative information. To gauge
how much these subdominant components encode
particular concepts, we compute the difference be-
tween neural activity under contrasting prompts,
i.e., {(A+(i)

f −A
−(i)
f )}. Subtracting these two neu-

ral activity sets effectively extracts the component
along the subdominant eigenvectors, thereby high-
lighting the directions that capture the key differ-
ences between concepts.

In conclusion, while the principal eigenvector
remains the dominant force that stabilizes the neu-
ral activity, we observe that multiple subdominant
eigenvectors contribute increasingly in deep lay-
ers (as evidenced by the shrinking spectral gap).
These increased contributions from other eigenvec-
tors form the basis of the representation by allow-
ing differentiation between neural activity pairs.
Equipped with these insights, we can utilize RepE
for concept reading such as honesty detection; and
interventions such as honesty enhancement, bias
reduction, and other safety-relevant tasks.
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4. Experiments
4.1. Experiment Setup
Dataset: We conduct our experiments on the
Microsoft COCO (Common Objects in Context)
dataset [23], a large-scale benchmark for vision-
language tasks. COCO contains over 330K images,
each with five human-annotated captions, covering
diverse real-world scenes.
VLM: We employ Idefics2-8B [15, 16], a state-of-
the-art VLM that extends the LLaMA architecture
with a vision encoder, enabling multimodal rea-
soning over images and text. Idefics2-8B is de-
signed for instruction-following, multimodal dia-
logue, and grounded language generation, making
it an ideal candidate for studying conceptual repre-
sentations in VLMs.

4.2. The Significant Alignment between
Principal Eigenvector and Attention
Output

Building on the theoretical findings in Section 3.2,
which highlight the role of the principal eigenvec-
tor in neural activity stability, we present the exper-
imental validation. Fig. 4 visualizes the connec-
tions between the principal eigenvector and atten-
tion output. The results reveal a significant align-
ment between the principal eigenvector and the
attention output, with their cosine similarity over
0.98 across all layers and above 0.99 in the deeper
layers. This experimental validation supports our
theoretical claim that attention outputs, where neu-
ral activity is extracted, are highly aligned with
the principal eigenvector, reinforcing the stability
of neural activity in RepE.

4.3. Representation Engineering in VLMs
Having established that the principal eigenvec-
tor governs representation stability, we now ex-
plore how this stability affects high-level concep-
tual representations in VLMs. Specifically, we an-
alyze how VLMs encode fairness and honesty and
whether RepE can be leveraged to improve their
ethical alignment. Through comprehensive visual-
izations, we illustrate how VLMs represent these
concepts when processing multimodal knowledge.

This enables a deeper understanding of how RepE
enhances the interpretability and concept alignment
with ethical principles.

4.3.1. Evaluating Honesty and Fairness in VLMs
We investigate how VLMs encode and express the
concepts of honesty and fairness during multimodal
reasoning. Ensuring that VLMs adhere to these
principles is crucial, especially for mitigating mis-
information and bias in real-world applications.
Specifically, we design controlled prompts that
elicit responses reflecting both honest and dishon-
est perspectives, as well as fair and unfair perspec-
tives. This setup allows us to examine the model’s
internal representations and track how these con-
cepts are processed across different layers. We
analyze their internal neural activations during re-
sponse generation to systematically assess how
VLMs represent these high-level concepts. Specif-
ically, we compute token-wise honesty and fairness
scores to quantify how well the model aligns with
these principles at different layers and token posi-
tions.

• Honesty: Honesty refers to the model’s ability to
generate factually accurate and truthful responses
without distortion or fabrication [22]. Fig. 5
presents the token-wise honesty representation
score of a VLM when prompted to describe an
image of the Golden Gate Bridge under two con-
ditions: honest (left) and untruthful (right). In the
honest setting, the model produces factually ac-
curate descriptions, resulting in consistently high
honesty scores (green regions) across layers and
tokens. Conversely, in the untruthful setting,
the model introduces factual distortions, leading
to localized decreases in honesty scores (red re-
gions), particularly at tokens associated with mis-
information (e.g., exaggerated bridge length or
incorrect material composition).

• Fairness: Fairness refers to the model’s ability to
generate unbiased responses that do not favor or
disadvantage specific groups or perspectives [6].
Fig. 6 examines fairness through a similar ex-
perimental setup, using an image of a man and a
woman working together. The fair response (left)
provides a neutral, balanced description, while
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Figure 4. The polar plot demonstrates normalized connections between principal eigenvector and attention output, where
the number indicates their cosine similarity. The results showcase that the attention output, especially in later layers is
very similar to the attention matrix’s principal eigenvector of that layer.

Figure 5. VLM response to an image of the Golden Gate Bridge with a prompt related to the concept of honesty, along
with token-wise honesty scores. Green indicates high honesty, while red represents low honesty.

the unfair response (right) exhibits implicit bias,
portraying the man as dominant and the woman
as passive. The token-wise fairness score visual-
ization reveals that biased descriptions correlate
with reduced fairness scores (red regions), indi-
cating that fairness violations manifest as mea-
surable shifts in VLM activations. This suggests
that fairness is encoded within the model’s in-
ternal representation, and interventions targeting

these activations could enhance fairness-aware
multimodal reasoning.

4.3.2. LAT Scans for High-level Representations
While cosine similarity and token-wise scores pro-
vide insight into concept alignment at individual to-
ken positions, they do not capture how these repre-
sentations evolve across layers. To address this, we
use LAT to visualize the propagation of conceptual
attributes throughout the model’s depth, enabling
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Figure 6. VLM response to an image of a man and a woman working together with a prompt related to the concept of
fairness, along with token-wise fairness scores. Green indicates high fairness, while red represents low fairness.

Figure 7. Temporal LAT Scans for Honesty, Power, Fearlessness, and Fairness. The left heatmap represents the LAT
Scan when the VLM aligns with the concept, while the right heatmap corresponds to the opposing concept. The hori-
zontal axis denotes token position, and the vertical axis represents VLM layers. Blue indicates high alignment, whereas
red represents low alignment.
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a deeper understanding of how fairness, honesty,
and other high-level attributes are structured within
VLMs. To achieve this, we employ LAT [43] to
analyze the internal activations of models. LAT
functions by linearly projecting latent neuron acti-
vations onto a predefined subspace, effectively en-
abling a structured visualization of token-wise rep-
resentations across model layers. We use LAT to
track the transformation of conceptual information
as it propagates through the network, offering an
interpretable view of how VLMs process abstract
concepts.

Fig. 7 presents the LAT Scan results for four
key concepts: Honesty, Power, Fearlessness, and
Fairness. Each concept is analyzed under two con-
ditions: the positive condition, where the model is
prompted to generate responses aligned with the
concept (e.g., honest, humble, fearless, and fair),
and the negative condition, where the model is
guided in the opposite direction (e.g., dishonest,
powerful, fearful, and unfair). The LAT Scans visu-
alize token-wise activations across layers, with blue
regions indicating strong alignment with the given
concept and red regions representing the opposite
case.

From the results, we observe distinct activation
trajectories across layers for different conceptual
attributes. Honesty and Fairness exhibit relatively
stable activations in their positive conditions, while
their negative counterparts show intensified activa-
tions in deeper layers, suggesting an increased rep-
resentational complexity in handling dishonesty or
unfairness. Power is primarily encoded in upper-
layer activations, with a stark contrast between
powerful and powerless conditions, whereas Fear-
lessness shows notable activation shifts in lower
layers, potentially reflecting uncertainty processing
in fearful contexts. The distinct activation patterns
highlight the potential of RepE to further refine and
align VLMs with high-level concepts.

5. Conclusion
In this work, we extended RepE to VLMs and in-
troduced a theoretical framework that explains the
stability of neural activity through the principal
eigenvector. Our key insight is that self-attention

matrices, being row-stochastic, consistently retain
an eigenvalue of 1 whose corresponding eigen-
vector consistently aligns with the model’s out-
puts in deeper layers, providing a stable “back-
bone” for representation propagation. Meanwhile,
the shrinking spectral gap highlights the growing
importance of other eigenvectors, enabling the la-
tent space to differentiate concepts such as honesty
versus dishonesty. We empirically validated these
findings, demonstrating that RepE enhances inter-
pretability and provides a structured means of rep-
resentation in multimodal settings. By integrating
theoretical analysis with empirical validation, this
work opens new avenues for improving AI robust-
ness, interpretability, and transparency, and lays the
groundwork for future research in representation-
based techniques, paving the way for more effec-
tive methods in large-scale multimodal architec-
tures.

Future work could extend RepE to broader
multimodal settings, exploring its potential
for bias mitigation, honest detection, and
countless concept applications. By refining
the foundation of RepE, this line of research
paves the way for more reliable, scalable
and ethically aligned multimodal AI sys-
tems.
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Appendix

A. Evaluating Fearlessness and Power in
VLMs

To further analyze how the model’s responses align
with different high-level concepts, we extend our
experiments to Fearlessness and Power. Similar to
our analysis of Honesty and Fairness, we prompt
the model to describe images from different per-
spectives and visualize the differences in generated
text.
• Fearlessness: Fearlessness is characterized by

confidence, courage, and a lack of concern for
potential risks [21]. As shown in Fig. 9, when
the model is prompted to describe an ocean
scene from a fearless perspective, it highlights
the ocean’s beauty, vastness, and environmen-
tal significance, using an optimistic and proac-
tive tone. The green-highlighted sections em-
phasize a sense of admiration and responsibil-
ity, suggesting a positive and empowered view of
nature. In contrast, when prompted to describe
the same image from a fearful perspective, the
model’s language shifts dramatically. The red-
highlighted sections reveal how the description
introduces elements of uncertainty, danger, and
personal discomfort, portraying the ocean as a
vast and ominous entity.

• Power: Power is associated with authority, con-
trol, and influence [10]. Fig. 10 presents two
different descriptions of the U.S. Capitol Build-
ing, one from the perspective of a humble and
moral individual and the other from a power-
seeking and immoral viewpoint. In the for-
mer, the model emphasizes the Capitol’s role in
democracy, governance, and justice. The green-
highlighted sections reflect a respectful and in-
stitutional perspective, focusing on stability and
public service. Conversely, when adopting a
power-seeking and immoral persona, the model’s
description shifts towards a more cynical and ma-
nipulative framing. The red-highlighted portions
illustrate how the focus changes from democratic
ideals to political dominance and control, por-
traying the Capitol as a symbol of power strug-
gles and self-interest. This transformation in

Figure 8. Attention matrix visualization across different
layers.

narrative structure further demonstrates how the
model internalizes different perspectives and ex-
presses them through its generated text.

B. Attention Matrix Visualization
Fig. 8 visualizes the attention matrices at vari-
ous layers, illustrating that the matrices become
increasingly sparse in deeper layers. This spar-
sity likely arises as the model learns to focus on
a smaller subset of crucial tokens, thereby reducing
the spectral gap and clarifying the direction of the
neural activation.

13



Figure 9. The response of a VLM when provided with an image of the ocean and a prompt related to the concept of
fearlessness, along with a token-wise fearlessness score. Green indicates a high fearlessness score, while red represents
a low fearlessness score.

Figure 10. The response of a VLM when provided with an image of the United States Capitol Building and a prompt
related to the concept of power, along with a token-wise morality score. Red indicates a high power score, while green
represents a low power score.
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