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Abstract

Sparse Mixture of Experts (SMoE) enables effi-
cient training of large language models by rout-
ing input tokens to a select number of experts.
However, training SMoE remains challenging
due to the issue of representation collapse. Re-
cent studies have focused on improving the
router to mitigate this problem, but existing ap-
proaches face two key limitations: (1) expert
embeddings are significantly smaller than the
model’s dimension, contributing to representa-
tion collapse, and (2) routing each input to the
Top-K experts can cause them to learn overly
similar features. In this work, we propose a
novel approach called Robust Sparse Mixture
of Experts via Stochastic Learning (S2MoE),
which is a mixture of experts designed to learn
from both deterministic and non-deterministic
inputs via Learning under Uncertainty. Exten-
sive experiments across various tasks demon-
strate that S2MoE achieves performance com-
parable to other routing methods while reduc-
ing computational inference costs by 28%.

1 Introduction

Sparse Mixture of Experts (SMoE) models have
achieved notable success in natural language pro-
cessing (NLP) and visual representation learn-
ing tasks (Du et al., 2022; Fedus et al., 2022;
Riquelme et al., 2021a; Shen et al., 2023). These
advancements build on the Transformer architec-
ture (Vaswani et al., 2017) and its variants (Child
et al., 2019; Dai et al., 2019b), which leverage
large datasets and significant compute resources.
However, training large Transformer models can be
prohibitively expensive, requiring extensive com-
pute hours (Kaddour et al., 2023). To address this,
SMoE models activate only a subset of experts for
each input, reducing inference time compared to
dense models (Shazeer et al., 2017; Zoph et al.,
2022; Artetxe et al., 2022; Krajewski et al., 2024).

*Corresponding author

Figure 1: BPC (Bits-per-character) on the Text8
dataset with varying numbers of experts used for in-
ference. S2MoE requires the activation of only one
expert to achieve comparable performance with other
routing methods, resulting in a savings of 28% in com-
putational inference costs. All methods have the same
FLOPs.

Despite promising results, SMoE models face the
challenge of representation collapse, where ei-
ther a few experts dominate the routing or all
experts learn similar representations (Chi et al.,
2022a; Chen et al., 2022). To address this, research
has focused on improving router policies (Chi
et al., 2022b; Chen et al., 2023a; Do et al., 2023a).
One solution, SMoE-Dropout (Chen et al., 2023b),
freezes a randomly initialized router throughout
training and gradually increases the number of ac-
tive experts. However, these existing approaches
have two limitations: (1) the expert embeddings
are much smaller than the model dimension, lead-
ing to representation collapse, and (2) routing each
input to the Top-K experts can cause them to learn
similar features.
To address these limitations, this work proposes a
novel approach called Robust Sparse Mixture of
Experts via Stochastic Learning (S2MoE) to en-
hance expert knowledge and prevent overlap in
their learning. Instead of feeding the same input
to the Top-K experts, S2MoE utilizes a Gaussian
noise to enhance feature learning prior to expert
selection, a concept that has been validated in the
vision domain (Luisier et al., 2011; Russo, 2003;
Chen et al., 2024). By doing this, S2MoE can en-

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

23
00

7v
1 

 [
cs

.C
L

] 
 2

9 
M

ar
 2

02
5



hance expert learning efficiency during training and
reduce the representation collapse issue. To show-
case its effectiveness, we perform comprehensive
evaluations across various NLP tasks, comparing
S2MoE with several state-of-the-art SMoE rout-
ing strategies. Additionally, S2MoE reaches the
same performance levels with fewer experts during
inference, greatly improving the efficiency of de-
ploying LLMs in real-world applications. Figure
1 demonstrates that S2MoE requires the activation
of only one expert to achieve comparable perfor-
mance with other routing methods, resulting in a
savings of 28% in computational inference costs.

2 Related Work

Sparse Mixture of Experts (SMoE).
Sparse Mixure of Experts (SMoE) building on the
Mixture of Experts framework (Jacobs et al., 1991;
Jordan and Jacobs, 1994), gained traction with
large language models and has since been applied
in various fields, including computer vision and
speech recognition (Zhou et al., 2022; Riquelme
et al., 2021b). However, SMoE encounters the
challenge of representation collapse, where experts
produce similar outputs. To combat this, various
methods have emerged, such as XMoE, which uses
low-dimensional routing scores (Chi et al., 2022b),
and SMoE-dropout, which activates more experts
gradually (Chen et al., 2023a). Other strategies
include HyperRouter (Do et al., 2023a) and Stable-
MoE (Dai et al., 2022a), both aimed at improving
the stability and robustness of routers. Despite
these innovations, representation collapse remains
a persistent issue (Pham et al., 2024). Our approach
differs by emphasizing enhanced feature learning,
which helps expand experts’ knowledge and reduce
the collapse issue.

Learning under Uncertainty. Learning under
Uncertainty have a long history that consists well-
known research topic in Machine Learning such as
Dropout (Srivastava et al., 2014), Bayesian neural
networks (Friedman et al., 1997) and noise regu-
larized learning (Noh et al., 2017). Some studies
(Moreno-Barea et al., 2018; Maharana et al., 2022;
Hu et al., 2018) have applied learning under uncer-
tainty in data augmentation, a common technique
in the vision domain that helps models improve
robustness and reduce overfitting. Additionally,
(Chen et al., 2024) enhanced feature learning for
vision models by incorporating Gaussian noise gen-
eration.

3 Methodology

We propose a novel model, the Stochastic Sparse
Mixture of Experts (S2MoE), which is a mixture
of experts designed to learn from both determin-
istic and non-deterministic inputs. As illustrated
in Figure 2, our method consists of two parts: (1)
learning with the original input and (2) learning
with noise-added input. To regulate the quality of
the noise generation process, we introduce uncer-
tainty loss, as shown in the Equation 4.
3.1 Preliminaries
Sparse Mixture of Experts. The Sparse Mixture
of Experts (SMoE) is typically a transformer ar-
chitecture that replaces the multi-layer perceptron
(MLP) layers in standard transformers with Mix-
ture of Experts (MoE) layers, inspired by (Shazeer
et al., 2017). Given x ∈ Rn×d as the output of
the multi-head attention (MHA) layer, the result
of the SMoE with N experts is a weighted sum of
each expert’s computation, Ei(x), weighted by the
router function S(x):

fSMoE(x) =
N∑
i=1

S(x)i · Ei(x) (1)

Where S(x) is computed by TopK function as be-
low the Equation 2, and We is a learnable experts
embeddings.

S(x) = TopK(softmax(We · x), k) (2)

TopK(v, k) =

{
vi if vi is in the top k largest of v,
−∞ otherwise.

3.2 Robust Sparse Mixture of Experts via
Stochastic Learning (S2MoE)

Uncertainty Modeling. Inspired by (Chen et al.,
2024), we introduce the Gaussian Noise Module
as Figure 2, which directly applies to the repre-
sentation space to enhance model feature learning.
Given a representation x ∈ Rn×d and µx, σx rep-
resenting the mean and standard deviation of the
Gaussian noise calculated per batch from the fea-
ture x, the noise-augmented input x̂ is defined by
the following formula: x̂ = N1 · x + N2, where
N1, N2 are two noise vectors that are sampled
from two Gaussian distribution (N1 ∼ N (1, σ2

x),
N2 ∼ N (µx, σ

2
x)).

Existing Sparse Mixture of Experts (SMoE) mod-
els provide the same input to the top K-Experts
in a TopK setting. In this paper, we propose a
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Figure 2: An illustration of our S2MoE that enhances
model knowledge through Gaussian noise generation.
The method involves two components: learning from
the original input and the noise-augmented input concur-
rently through SMoE, with their outputs combined by
a gating network implemented as a 1-layer MLP. Best
viewed in colors.

novel architecture that enhances model knowledge
through Gaussian noise generation, as illustrated in
Figure 2. The output of the S2MoE layer is defined
by the following equation:

fS2MoE(x) = g (x) fSMoE(x) + (1− g (x))fSMoE(x̂),

(3)
Here, g(x) represents a gating network that com-
bines the SMoE outputs from the original input and
the feature-augmented input. The term 1 − g(x)
reflects the model’s trade-off between focusing on
learning the original features and exploring new
ones
Learning. Same as (Fedus et al., 2022), (Chi
et al., 2022a), we propose the training objective
with jointly minimizing the loss of the target task,
an auxiliary balancing loss (Lb ) and a below un-
certainty loss (Lu ). For learning under uncer-
tainty, following previous works (Vo et al., 2018;
Lee et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2024), we adopt In-
foNCE (van den Oord et al., 2019) loss to control
the similar between the original input and the noise-
augmented input. Given x, x̂ of a mini-batch with
B sample as the hidden representations and the
noise-augmented one respectively, the uncertainty
loss is calculated as follows:

Lu (x, x̂) =
1

B

B∑
i=1

− log
exp

(
κ
(
xi, x̂i

))∑B
j=1 exp (κ (x

i, x̂j))
(4)

The overall training objective is to minimize:
L = Ltask + α · Lb + β · Lu

where α, β are coefficients for the balancing loss
and uncertainty loss, respectively. The term Ltask
is defined by the specific task being learned by the
Large Language Models (LLMs), while α, β are
hyperparameters that can be chosen on a case-by-
case basis. In practice, we find that α ≈ 0.01 is an
appropriate choice.

3.3 S2MoE solves Representation Collapse by
Design

The Jacobian matrix of S2MoE with respect to
x ∈ Rn×d is given by:

JS2MoE = g (x) JSMoE + Jg(x)fSMoE(x)+

g (x)dN
T
1 JSMoE + (1− Jg(x)d)N

T
1 fSMoE(x)

=⇒ JS2MoE = J1 +
N∑
j=1

cje
⊤
j +

N∑
l=1

dle
⊤
l (5)

where J1 = (Jg(x)d + (1− Jg(x)d)N
T
1 )fSMoE(x) ;

cj = S(x)k (δkj − Sj)E(x)i ; dl = N1cj .
Similar to the Jacobian matrix of SMoE as Sec-
tion A.5, the Jacobian matrix of S2MoE also con-
sists two terms: (1) J1, which depends on the in-
put token and experts for the final output; and (2)∑N+N

j=1 oje
⊤
j indicates to learn better gating func-

tion to minimize the task loss. Since N+N >> N ,
this suggests that S2MoE is more effective than
SMoE in addressing the representation collapse
issue.

4 Experiments

We conduct experiments on language model pre-
training using various datasets, including Enwik8,
Text8 (Mahoney, 2011), Wikitext-103 (Merity
et al., 2017), and One Billion Words (Chelba et al.,
2014). To evaluate performance, we fine-tune
the pre-trained models on a range of downstream
benchmarks. Additionally, we apply our method to
the existing pre-trained language model BERT (De-
vlin et al., 2019) to demonstrate its effectiveness
compared to other SMoE routing methods.

4.1 Experiment Setting
Most of our experiments follow the approach of
Chen et al. (2023b) and use a base Transformer-XL
(Dai et al., 2019a) with four decoder layers.
We compare our S2MoE method with several state-
of-the-art routing strategies: (i) SMoE (Fedus et al.,
2022); (ii) SMoE-Dropout (Chen et al., 2023b); (iii)
XMoE (Chi et al., 2022a); and (iv) StableMoE (Dai
et al., 2022b).
Pre-training. We train both base and large-scale
versions of Transformer-XL on four datasets (En-
wik8, Text8, Wikitext-103, and One Billion Words)
for 100k iterations, following the implementation
in (Chen et al., 2023b).
Fine-tuning. We fine-tune the pre-trained
weights for text classification tasks, including
SST-2 (Socher et al., 2013), SST-5 (Socher et al.,
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Table 1: Bit-per-character on the enwik8, text8, and
Perplexity on the WikiText-103, One Billion Words
test sets, where lower values indicate better performance.
Here, k represents the number of experts selected during
inference. The best results are highlighted in bold.

Enwik8

k SMoE SMoE-Dropout StableMoE XMoE S2MoE

1 1.22 2.47 1.22 1.23 1.21
2 1.20 1.56 1.20 1.21 1.19
4 1.21 1.34 1.20 1.21 1.19
8 1.21 1.27 1.21 1.21 1.20
16 1.21 1.26 1.22 1.21 1.21

Text8

1 1.30 2.33 1.30 1.30 1.29
2 1.29 1.56 1.28 1.28 1.27
4 1.29 1.40 1.29 1.28 1.28
8 1.29 1.34 1.29 1.29 1.28
16 1.29 1.33 1.30 1.29 1.29

WikiText-103

1 32.38 130.11 31.88 32.83 31.31
2 30.16 58.37 29.97 30.34 29.63
4 30.34 41.88 30.34 30.71 29.97
8 30.94 36.93 31.12 31.21 30.59
16 31.31 37.82 31.81 31.48 31.09

One Billion Word

1 61.82 197.56 61.89 62.04 60.79
2 58.00 93.19 58.25 58.33 57.44
4 58.68 69.90 58.77 58.99 57.94
8 59.79 62.26 59.77 59.88 58.81
16 60.38 61.67 60.44 60.29 59.39

2013), IMDB (Maas et al., 2011), and BANKING77
(Casanueva et al., 2020). Furthermore, we compare
our method with the SMoE baseline using the ex-
isting pre-trained language model BERT (Devlin
et al., 2019), following the experimental settings of
(He et al., 2023). More implementation details and
additional results are provided in the Appendix A.

4.2 Pre-training Result

Base training. Table 1 presents the pre-training
results for four datasets (enwik8, text8,
WikiText-103, and One Billion Words). We
observe that S2MoE significantly outperforms
the baseline SMoE, as well as advanced routing
methods such as XMoE (Chi et al., 2022a) and
StableMoE (Dai et al., 2022b) on the four all
pre-training datasets. The advantage of S2MoE
training lies in its inference efficiency by using
fewer experts. Notably, S2MoE significantly
outperforms SMoE on text8 when using only
one expert. It also surpasses SMoE-Dropout (two
experts) on WikiText-103, reducing perplexity
from 93.19 to 60.79 with just one expert. When
S2MoE uses only one expert, it reduces FLOPs
by 28% compared to methods like SMoE and
SMoE-Dropout, which use two experts, while
maintaining competitive performance.

Model Transformer-XL BERT

Method SST-2 SST-5 IMDB BANKING77 MRPC QNLI SST-2

S2MoE 83.6 41.4 89.5 87.2 78.7 90.6 92.8
SMoE 80.8 40.4 88.6 80.2 74.5 90.0 92.2
SMoE-Dropout 81.8 40.0 89.1 77.3 - - -
XMoE 81.3 40.3 88.7 82.7 - -
StableMoE 82.5 41.1 88.5 78.6 - - -
MEO (He et al., 2023) - - - - 76.2 90.4 92.3

Table 2: Accuracy of the model after fine-tuned on
various datasets. Higher is better, best results are in
bold.

Large training. . Table 5 reports the BPC on the
enwik8 dataset using large Transformer-XL. We ob-
serve the gap between our S2MoE and the baselines
becomes more significant, indicating our S2MoE
enjoys good scalability with the model complexity.
S2MoE consistently outperforms both baselines,
regardless of backbone size or the number of ex-
perts activated, demonstrating its potential to scale
up effectively in large language models.

4.3 Fine-tuning Result
Pre-training weights. We report the results of
the fine-tuning experiment on the SST-2, SST-5,
IMDB, and BANKING77 datasets in Table 2, using
Transformer-XL pre-trained on enwik8. Overall,
S2MoE consistently achieves higher accuracy com-
pared to other baselines across all datasets.
BERT. We implement Sparse Mixture of Experts
for BERT (Devlin et al., 2019), following the
MEO approach (He et al., 2023). We present the
fine-tuning results on the MRPC (Dolan and Brock-
ett, 2005), QNLI (Wang et al., 2018), and SST-2
datasets using S2MoE, comparing it with SMoE
and the MEO baseline in Table 2 . The results
demonstrate that our method is not only effective
for pre-training tasks but also performs effectively
on existing pre-trained models, such as those in the
BERT family.

5 Conclusion
In this research, we explored the potentials and lim-
itations of SMoE for training large language mod-
els (LLMs) and introduced Uncertain Sparse Mix-
ture of Experts (S2MoE) to enhance expert learn-
ing capacity while mitigating the collapse issue
among experts. As a result, S2MoE is able to learn
more robust expert representations while address-
ing the representation collapse commonly seen in
conventional SMoE training.Experiments on both
pre-training and fine-tuning tasks demonstrated that
S2MoE enables more efficient and effective train-
ing and inference compared to advanced routing
strategies.
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Limitations

Our study centers on improving the efficiency and
effectiveness of training large language models
(LLMs) using SMoE. While the results are promis-
ing, our experiments were limited to medium-scale
datasets and a base Transformer-XL model due
to computational constraints. Therefore, further
empirical evaluations are necessary to validate the
scalability of S2MoE and other SMoE strategies
on modern LLMs and larger datasets.

Ethics Statement

Despite promising results, training large-scale
LLMs remains inherently costly and demands sig-
nificant computational resources, which must be
carefully managed. Additionally, our paper utilized
web-sourced data, which is known to contain gen-
der and racial biases, necessitating further efforts
to mitigate these negative impacts. Lastly, while
our study marks a promising step toward advancing
the development of new LLMs, it underscores the
need for careful regularization to prevent potential
misuse in harmful applications.
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A Appendix

A.1 Implementation Details

The base Transformer-XL variant (Chen et al.,
2023b) comprises four Transformer decoder layers,
each with an input dimension of 256. Each layer
includes a self-attention mechanism with eight at-
tention heads, followed by a feedforward neural
network (FFN) that has an inner dimension of 512.
The dropout ratio is set at 0.1. We divide the FFN
into 16 experts, each with the same dimensions.
For the larger variants, we scale the model up to
twelve layers.
Our experiments are based on the publicly avail-
able SMoE-Dropout implementation (Chen et al.,
2023b)1. The pre-training experiments were con-
ducted using a single H100 GPU, while the fine-
tuning experiments were performed on a single
A100 GPU. It is important to note that parallel
training on multiple GPUs may produce different
results.

A.2 Pre-training Experiments

We provide the S2MoE implementation details for
pre-training our Transformer-XL base and large on
enwik8, text8, WikiText-103, and One Billion
Word in Table 3.

Table 3: Implementation details for pre-training ex-
perimentson enwik8, text8, WikiText-103, and One
Billion Word datasets.

Dataset Input length Batch size Optimizer Lr # Iterations

enwik8 512 48 Adam 2.5e-4 100k
text8 512 48 Adam 2.5e-4 100k
WikiText-103 512 22 Adam 2.5e-4 100k
One Billion Word 512 11 Adam 2.5e-4 100k

A.3 Fine-tuning Experiments

To perform the fine-tuning experiments, we utilize
the same model architecture as in the pre-training
phase. Table 4 presents the implementation details
for the fine-tuning experiments conducted across
four different datasets.

1https://github.com/VITA-Group/
Random-MoE-as-Dropout
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Table 4: Implementation for fine-tuning experiments on
downstream tasks.

Dataset Input length Batch size Optimizer Lr # Epochs

SST-2 512 16 Adam 1e-4 15
SST-5 512 16 Adam 1e-4 15
IMDB 512 4 Adam 1e-4 15
BANKING77 512 16 Adam 1e-4 15

Table 5: Perplexity on the Wikitext-103 test set using
the Transformer-XL large models. Lower is better. The
best results are highlighted in bold.

Large Transformer-XL

k SMoE-Dropout StableMoE XMoE S2MoE

1 84.86 26.80 27.26 26.20
2 40.02 24.24 24.28 24.12
4 31.41 24.56 24.54 24.24
8 28.64 25.67 25.05 24.90
16 28.30 26.85 25.54 26.00

A.4 Additional Results

We trained a large Transformer-XL model with
12 decoder layers and 64 experts. The results are
reported as Table 5.
One of the key hyperparameters of the S2MoE
method is β, which determines the quality of fea-
ture generation from Gaussian noise. The hyper-
parameter β can be learned from data. In practice,
we have found that values of β in the range of
(0.1, 0.01) are effective as Table 6.

Table 6: Tuning β on enwik8 dataset.

β Transformer-XL

1.0 1.202
0.5 1.186
0.1 1.159
0.01 1.163

A.5 Representation Collapse in SMoE

Following (Chi et al., 2022a) and (Do et al.,
2023b), we illustrate the representation collapse
issue using the Jacobian matrix approach. Specifi-
cally, the Jacobian matrix of the SMoE with respect
to x ∈ Rn×d is given as:

JSMoE = S(x)kJFFN +
∑N

j=1 S(x)k (δkj − Sj)E(x)ie
⊤
j

=⇒ JSMoE = S(x)kJFFN +

N∑
j=1

cje
⊤
j , (6)

where cj = S(x)k (δkj − Sj)E(x)i. The fist part
of Equation 6, S(x)kJFFN, represents the con-
tribution from the input token and experts to the
final output. The second part, (2)

∑N
j=1 cje

⊤
j re-

lates to learning an improved gating function to

minimize task loss. Furthermore, Equation 6 is
recommended to be updated as a linear combina-
tion of expert embeddings. Due to N << d in
practice, the above equation illustrates representa-
tion collapse from Rd to RN .
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