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ABSTRACT

Large language models (LLMs) have revolutionized Natural Language Processing (NLP), but their
size creates computational bottlenecks. We introduce a novel approach to create accurate, sparse
foundational versions of performant LLMs that achieve full accuracy recovery for fine-tuning tasks
at up to 70% sparsity. We achieve this for the LLaMA-2 7B model by combining the SparseGPT
one-shot pruning method and sparse pretraining of those models on a subset of the SlimPajama
dataset mixed with a Python subset of The Stack dataset. We exhibit training acceleration due to
sparsity on Cerebras CS-3 chips that closely matches theoretical scaling. In addition, we establish
inference acceleration of up to 3x on CPUs by utilizing Neural Magic’s DeepSparse engine and 1.7x
on GPUs through Neural Magic’s nm-vllm engine. The above gains are realized via sparsity alone,
thus enabling further gains through additional use of quantization. Specifically, we show a total
speedup on CPUs for sparse-quantized LLaMA models of up to 8.6x. We demonstrate these results
across diverse, challenging tasks, including chat, instruction following, code generation, arithmetic
reasoning, and summarization to prove their generality. This work paves the way for rapidly creating
smaller and faster LLMs without sacrificing accuracy.

The resulting models, code, and documentation are open sourced at the following links to promote
the reproducibility and expansion of our results:

• Code and Documentation
• HuggingFace Models Collection

*

*Equal contribution. Corresponding authors: abhinav@neuralmagic.com, abhay@cerebras.net, alexandre@neuralmagic.com,
shubhra@neuralmagic.com
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Figure 1: Sparse Llama-2 7B performance summaries showing sparsity vs. recovery level across chat, instruction
following, and code generation.

1 Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) have transformed the field of Natural Language Processing (NLP) [1]. Their ability to
generate text, translate languages, and answer questions in a near-human way has opened up unprecedented applications.
However, their massive size creates a significant bottleneck. The computation cost of training and running these models
is very high, has significant energy impact, and limits their accessibility [2, 3, 4]. Compression techniques such as
quantization have successfully reduced model size and improved inference speed [5, 6, 7]. However, quantization
past 4 bits per parameter while preserving accuracy is proving to be a limit that is hard to cross for full recoverability
compared to high-quality baseline models [8, 9, 10].

Weight pruning, that is, setting a fraction of the model parameters to zero, is another promising approach to reach
higher compression in the context of Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) [11, 12, 13, 14]. Specifically, sparsity reduces
the model’s storage footprint and can enable faster inference and training through reduced computation and memory
movement. However, existing pruning methods often struggle to maintain high accuracy, especially at high sparsity
levels and complex tasks [15]. These accuracy limitations reduce their potential for creating genuinely efficient and
generally usable sparse LLMs. To our knowledge, no techniques currently exist for accurately pruning foundational
models to non-trivial sparsities while preserving their abilities on downstream tasks.

To address this challenge, we consider a new approach that combines accurate pruning and fine-tuning of a foundational
model, which we illustrate on the Llama-2 7B architecture [16]. Specifically, we investigate the following steps:

• Sparse Pretraining: We introduce a new approach to creating sparse LLMs that achieves high accuracy
for fine-tuned models at up to 70% sparsity. Our approach expands on top of the popular SparseGPT [17]
post-training pruning algorithm with further pretraining of the sparse models on subsets of the popular
SlimPajama [18] and The Stack [19] datasets. We demonstrate that this combination enables higher recovery
levels after fine-tuning than the current state-of-the-art (SOTA) pruning during fine-tuning with distillation
[15]. The combination was particularly impactful for more challenging tasks such as chat, code generation,
and instruction following.

• Practical Speedups for Training and Inference: We demonstrate practical speedups for the entire LLM
lifecycle, including training and deployment. We show close to ideal speedups for sparse training utilizing
Cerebras’s CS-3 AI accelerator [20]. Further, we use Neural Magic’s software stack to deploy SOTA sparse
performance on CPUs and GPUs through DeepSparse [21] and nm-vllm [22], respectively.

• Compounding Gains with Quantization: We show that our sparse foundational models can be further
quantized while maintaining accuracy, enabling compounding performance gains. These results highlight the
synergistic potential of combining sparsity with quantization.

Figure 1 provides a high-level visualization of our results. Our sparse LLMs and efficient compute platforms offer
dramatic speedups while preserving accuracy and creating a valuable stepping stone toward widely accessible and
highly performant LLMs.
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2 Methodology

2.1 Sparse Pretraining

Input: Dataset D, sparse model θ, mask M, learning rate η, num_steps
Output: Converged sparse model θ
for step in range(num_steps) do

(x, y) = random_sample(D) ; /* Mini-batch sample */
ŷ = forward(x, θ) ; /* Calculate prediction */
L = loss(ŷ, y) ; /* Calculate loss */
∇θL = backward(L) ; /* Calculate gradients */
∇θ = ∇θ ⊙M ; /* Zero out gradients with mask */
θ = θ − η∇θ ; /* Weight update */
θ = θ ⊙M ; /* Zero out weights with mask */

end
Algorithm 1: Sparse Pretraining Algorithm to ensure sparsity masks are held constant.

In a post-training setting, we employed SparseGPT [17] to introduce sparsity into the Llama-2 7b model, targeting a
50% sparsity level with a uniform per-layer sparsity profile. To obtain the 70% sparsity level, we adopt an iterative
approach: we first train the 50% sparse model until convergence, and only then prune it additionally to obtain the
70% target. After the pruning step we freeze the pruned weights and enforce sparsity mask during training to preserve
sparsity. For completeness, we illustrate this process in Algorithm 1. In addition to the uniform sparsity profile we
experimented with the more recent Outlier Weighed Layerwise (OWL) sparsity profiles [23]. As shown in Appendix
Section A.1, based on our limited ablation study, the uniform sparsity profile performed slightly better in the pretraining
phase.

We selected the SlimPajama dataset [18] mixed with Python subset of The Stack [19] for sparse pretraining due to their
filtered nature, ensuring a high percentage of quality tokens. For more details on the pretraining dataset mixture, please
refer to the Appendix Section A.1. For the 50% sparse model, we utilized 45 billion tokens of pretraining data, while an
additional 100 billion tokens were used for the 70% model. This represents approximately 2% to 8% of the original 2
trillion tokens used to train the base Llama-2 model.

2.2 Sparse Fine-Tuning

Building on the SquareHead distillation approach [15], we integrated it with our pretrained sparse models to enable
sparse fine-tuning with per-layer distillation. This combination proved crucial in achieving high accuracy on complex
tasks at higher sparsities. Furthermore, at lower levels of sparsity in combination with distillation, we note that we
can recover higher than the baseline accuracy for simpler tasks, following along the lines of previous research that has
shown that moderate sparsity can act as a regularizer [24].

Fine-Tuning Experiment Types: We evaluated the following four sparse fine-tuning approaches:

• Dense Fine-Tuning with One-Shot Pruning: Fine-tuning a dense model followed by one-shot pruning on the
fine-tuning dataset.

• Pruning During Fine-Tuning: Additional sparse fine-tuning was applied to the models from the first approach.

• Sparse Fine-Tuning from One-Shot Pruned Models: Pruning the pretrained models followed by sparse
fine-tuning onto the target dataset.

• Sparse Fine-Tuning from Sparse Pretrained Models: Sparse fine-tuning on the fine-tuning dataset, starting
from our sparse pretrained models.

Task-Specific Recovery Trends: We observed distinct recovery patterns across different task categories, suggesting a
correlation between task complexity and effective fine-tuning strategies:

• Limited Context Tasks: Fine-tuning with pruning often achieves full recovery for limited-context tasks (e.g.,
arithmetic reasoning, summarization). This suggests the fine-tuning dataset largely contains the information
needed for model adaptation.

• Large Context Tasks: Recovery is significantly more challenging for large context tasks (e.g., chat, code
generation, instruction following) using standard pruning during fine-tuning, indicating a greater reliance on
broader knowledge from the pretraining dataset.
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Advantages of Sparse Pretraining: Our experiments highlighted the advantages of our sparse pretraining and
subsequent sparse fine-tuning methodology compared to the standard "pruning during fine-tuning" approach:

• Higher Recovery at High Sparsities: Particularly for complex tasks with large context windows (chat, code
generation, instruction following), our sparse pretraining approach consistently demonstrated superior accuracy
recovery at up to 70% sparsity levels.

• Simplified Hyperparameter Search: Sparse pretraining creates a more robust foundation, often reducing the
need for extensive hyperparameter tuning typical of pruning during fine-tuning.

• Reduced Computation: Utilizing sparse pretrained models often allows for a single fine-tuning run to achieve
convergence. This result contrasts with the "pruning during fine-tuning" pathway, which typically involves
converging a dense model, followed by pruning and subsequent additional fine-tuning.

2.3 Sparse Pretraining Acceleration on Cerebras CS-3

The Cerebras CS-3 AI accelerator [20] is uniquely designed to accelerate sparse training with native support for
unstructured sparsity. Its foundation is a fully programmable processor supporting general-purpose and specialized
tensor instructions, enabling flexibility and performance for diverse workloads. Sparse general matrix multiply (GEMM)
operations, at the heart of LLM training, benefit from the CS-3’s unique on-chip memory architecture. This architecture
delivers the high memory bandwidth essential for sparse operations, overcoming the limitations of traditional GPUs
reliant on off-chip DRAM, as shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Sparse GEMM, essential for sparse LLM training, has particularly high bandwidth demands. The Cerebras
CS-3 architecture outperforms traditional systems with its unique on-chip memory to address this bottleneck.

Fine-grained dataflow execution further empowers the CS-3 for sparse acceleration. In this paradigm, data itself
triggers computation. With zero values filtered out, only non-zero data is processed, leading to power savings and
accelerated performance. This dataflow mechanism seamlessly supports unstructured sparsity, as found through our
sparse pretraining methodology.

The result is a significant reduction in theoretical FLOPs and a tangible increase in LLM training performance on our
systems. The seamless integration with PyTorch ensures accessibility, allowing developers to leverage the hardware’s
capabilities without extensive code modifications. Our implementation closely mirrors the expected theoretical scaling,
as Figure 3 demonstrates, showcasing an example matrix multiplication from the Llama-2 architecture. For a more
in-depth technical exploration please refer to Cerebras architecture paper [25].
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Figure 3: Compute performance for a 12K x 12K Matrix Multiply on Cerebras CS-3 AI accelerator comparing
theoretical vs. realized performance in relation to sparsity.

2.4 Sparse Inference Acceleration

Achieving performant sparse inference on CPUs and GPUs poses a unique challenge, particularly with unstructured
sparsity. Below, we summarize our approaches and optimizations for each architecture.

2.4.1 CPU Implementation

Efficient sparse inference on CPUs necessitates specialized techniques to address the challenges of unstructured sparsity.
Neural Magic’s DeepSparse Engine [21] employs bitmask expansion to optimize sparse weight representation and
achieve inference speedups. This technique compresses memory usage and enhances decoding performance.

In bitmask expansion, we operate on a per-SIMD-block basis, where SIMD stands for "Single Instruction Multiple
Data", leveraging the parallel processing capabilities of modern CPUs. Popular SIMD instruction sets include AVX-512
and VNNI, which DeepSparse actively utilizes for implementation. Non-zero values within each block are stored
densely, and a bitmask indicates the sparsity pattern. This format enables efficient storage and retrieval of sparse
weights, fully utilizing the CPU’s SIMD resources.

Example:
Consider the following 2x8 matrix of 16-bit integers:
+----+-----+----+----+----+----+----+----+
| 0 | A2 | 0 | A4 | A5 | 0 | 0 | A8 |
+----+-----+----+----+----+----+----+----+
| B1 | B2 | 0 | 0 | 0 | B6 | B7 | B8 |
+----+-----+----+----+----+----+----+----+

Corresponds to the following register layout for matrix-vector multiplication on VNNI:
[ 0, B1, A2, B2, 0, 0, A4, 0, A5, 0, 0, B6, 0, B7, A8, B8 ]

Resulting in the following sparse representation utilizing bitmasking:
values: [ B1, A2, B2, A4, A5, B6, B7, A8, B8 ]
bitmask: 0b0111001010010111

Benefits: Bitmask expansion in DeepSparse reduces memory footprint, even at moderate sparsity levels (e.g., 50%),
which is crucial for large language models. Additionally, it facilitates efficient memory access patterns, maximizing
CPU performance.
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Figure 4: Decode inference performance for varying sparsity levels with Llama 7B utilizing DeepSparse on an 8-core
AMD CPU (AWS c7a.4xlarge).

2.4.2 GPU Implementation

Achieving high-performance sparse inference on GPUs requires exploiting their inherent parallelism and specialized
matrix multiplication hardware. Neural Magic’s nm-vllm [22] extends the bitmask expansion concept to matrices,
optimizing for tensor core utilization. Like the CPU approach, sparse weight matrices are compressed using dense
values and bitmasks. However, the focus is on efficiently using GPU register files and tensor cores as the target.

Compressed sparse matrices reside in GPU global memory. They are subdivided into smaller submatrices tailored to fit
into register files. Dense non-zero values within each submatrix are stored with an accompanying sparsity-encoding
bitmask. During inference, compressed submatrices are transferred from global memory to register files. The bitmask
guides efficient decompression of the dense values, reconstructing the original sparse submatrix within the register files.
This process effectively leverages GPU parallelism and bitwise operations.

Once decompressed, the tensor cores directly process the sparse submatrices from the register files. These specialized
hardware units excel at matrix multiplication and accumulation, enabling compute performance equivalent to dense
matrix operations while significantly reducing global memory bandwidth demands.

Figure 5: Decode inference performance for varying sparsity levels with Llama 7B utilizing nm-vllm on an A10 GPU
(AWS g5.xlarge).
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3 Experimental Validation

3.1 Sparse Pretraining

Table 1: Pretrained Llama-2 7B evaluation metrics compared to varying sparsity levels and approaches. The best results
at each sparsity level are highlighted in bold.

Experimental Setup: As noted earlier, our sparse pretraining experiments employed SparseGPT with uniform sparsity
profiles. The number of calibration and training tokens was varied to test the effectiveness of further pretraining after
pruning. For simplicity, we settled on 1K calibration samples at 4096 sequence length for creating the bases for the
sparse pretrained models.

All pretraining experiments were performed on an 8x Cerebras CS-3 Wafer-Scale Cluster, leveraging standard PyTorch
and native data parallel support for distributed training.

Sparse Llama-2 7B Performance: Our results demonstrate the effectiveness of sparse pretraining in enabling accuracy
recovery. Table 1 compares the SparseGPT post-training pruning-only approach to our sparse pretraining methodology.
Post-training pruning alone plateaus around 1000 calibration samples and becomes unstable at 70% sparsity. In contrast,
our sparse pretraining approach achieves significantly higher accuracy recovery:

• 50% Sparsity: We achieve 96.1% recovery of Llama Evaluation metrics with sparse pretraining. This surpasses
post-training techniques alone by 19 percentage points, demonstrating the effectiveness of our approach in
creating robust, sparse models.

• 70% Sparsity: Our sparse pretraining methodology enables a notable 91.8% recovery of Llama Evaluation
metrics. This represents a significant 57.3 percentage points higher recovery over post-training techniques,
highlighting the power of sparse pretraining for challenging high-sparsity regimes.

3.2 Sparse Fine-Tuning for Limited Context Tasks

Experimental Setup: To assess the effectiveness of different sparse fine-tuning approaches on limited context tasks,
we conducted ablations on GSM8K [26] (arithmetic reasoning) and CNN Daily Mail [27] (summarization). These
datasets were selected to represent task categories where pruning during fine-tuning often yields successful accuracy
recovery. The resulting models were evaluated according to their specific tasks. In this case, GSM8K was evaluated
based on the zero-shot accuracy on the test set. CNN Daily Mail was evaluated on the validation set utilizing a range of
Rouge scores [28], including Rouge 1, Rouge 2, and Rouge L. All Rouge scores followed the same trend, and we report
Rouge 1 in the table for brevity.

All experiments and evaluations were performed on single-node systems with 8x A100 80GB GPUs, leveraging standard
PyTorch, Transformers, and the built-in Fully Sharded Data Parallel (FSDP) support for distributed training.
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Table 2: Fine-tuned Llama-2 7B evaluation metrics across limited context tasks (arithmetic reasoning and summarization)
compared to varying sparsity levels and approaches. The best results at each sparsity level are highlighted in bold.

Sparse Llama-2 7B Performance: Our results, as detailed in Table 2, demonstrate that sparse pretrained models
achieve comparable or superior performance to the current SOTA for pruning during fine-tuning, and they excel at high
sparsity levels:

• Robust Recovery: Sparse pretrained models consistently achieved close to full recovery at both 50% and
70% sparsity across tasks. This matches or surpasses the accuracy of models created through pruning during
fine-tuning.

• Simplified Workflow: Sparse pretraining yields highly accurate sparse models directly from fine-tuning
without requiring iterative pruning and fine-tuning cycles. This reduces computational overhead and simplifies
the process of creating efficient models.

3.3 Sparse Fine-Tuning for Large Context Tasks

Table 3: Fine-tuned Llama 2 7B evaluation metrics across large context tasks (chat, instruction following, and code
generation) compared to varying sparsity levels and approaches. The best results at each sparsity level are highlighted
in bold.

Experimental Setup: We conducted ablations on datasets representing large context tasks: UltraChat200k [29, 30]
(chat), Dolphin [31] + Open Platypus [32] (instruction following), and Evol Code Alpaca [33] (code generation).
These tasks were chosen to assess the effectiveness of different sparse fine-tuning techniques when recovery is
more challenging. Following both the open-source and research communities’ standards, we evaluate chat utilizing
AlapacaEval [34] (Llama-2 70B chat evaluator for ease of replication), instruction tuning with OpenLLM benchmarks
[35], and code generation utilizing HumanEval [36].
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All experiments and evaluations were performed on single-node systems with 8x A100 80GB GPUs, leveraging standard
PyTorch, Transformers, and the built-in Fully Sharded Data Parallel (FSDP) support for distributed training.

Sparse Llama-2 7B Performance: Our results demonstrate the significant advantage of sparse pretrained models for
large context tasks, especially at high sparsity levels:

• Superior Recovery: Sparse pretrained models consistently outperformed all other techniques. At both
50% and 70% sparsity, we achieved full recovery on average, with only instruction tuning falling below our
threshold at 70%. This represents a substantial improvement of 21.6 percentage points compared to baseline
"pruning during fine-tuning" approaches.

• Robustness at High Sparsity: While "pruning during fine-tuning" exhibited significant accuracy degradation
at 70% sparsity, the sparse pretraining methodology proved remarkably resilient.

Table 3 provides a detailed breakdown of accuracy metrics across compression levels and techniques, further validating
these findings. The higher recovery we see for code generation tasks was thoroughly explored and is attributed to the
higher performance of the sparse pretrained models on coding tasks.

3.4 Sparse Quantized Inference Performance

Adding Post-Training Quantization To further compress our models, we applied post-training quantization following
our sparse fine-tuning workflow. We employed a combination of SmoothQuant [37] and GPTQ [7] algorithms alongside
layer skipping on a model-by-model basis for the top 5 layers (based on kurtosis measurements) to minimize accuracy
impact. We emphasized INT8 weight and activation quantization to optimize compatibility with the Neural Magic
DeepSparse engine and maximize inference performance gains. However, our results were similar in performance to
dense quantization, indicating further quantization schemes would also work.

Impact of Quantization Notably, our quantization methodology resulted in negligible accuracy degradation across
tasks (see the appendix for comprehensive results). The INT8 format for weights and activations is crucial for achieving
maximal speedups with the DeepSparse engine, both for time-to-first token and time-per-output token.

Performance Improvements

Figure 6 visually demonstrates the significant performance gains achieved through our combination of sparsity and
quantization. Compared to baseline FP32 models, we observed the following improvements on CPUs:

• Prefill Performance Increase: The reduction in compute through INT8 kernels and sparsity decreased
time-to-first token by 3.86x for a standard 512 token prefill target.

• Decode Performance Increase: Reduced memory size through quantization and sparsity enabled an increase
of 8.6x in decode tokens per second.

Figure 6: Inference performance for both prefill and decode at varying sparsity and quantization levels with Llama 7B
utilizing DeepSparse on an 8-core AMD CPU (AWS c7a.4xlarge).
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4 Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we have presented a novel approach for creating sparse foundational LLMs. Our sparse pretraining
methodology, pretraining acceleration through Cerebras’s CS-3 system, and efficient sparse inference techniques for
CPUs and GPUs through Neural Magic’s software stack enable significant and holistic performance gains. Notably, we
achieve exceptional accuracy recovery even at high sparsity levels (up to 70%), surpassing traditional pruning during
fine-tuning and offering a path toward smaller, faster, and more accessible LLMs.

Our work opens exciting avenues for future research. These include scaling studies with larger models, adaptations
to novel LLM architectures, refined quantization techniques (such as INT4), and investigations into the optimal
composition and size of pretraining datasets. Ultimately, our contributions aim to advance the SOTA of sparse LLM
development, enabling the creation of highly efficient models that maintain accuracy, leading to wider accessibility and
the expansion of LLM applications.
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Enabling High-Sparsity Foundational Llama Models with Efficient Pretraining and Deployment

A Appendix

A.1 Sparse Pre-training Ablations

Uniform vs. Outlier Weighed Layerwise (OWL) Sparsity Profiles Outlier Weighed Layerwise [23] sparsity profile
proposed non-uniform layerwise sparsity levels to account for activation outliers in recent, performant LLMs. This
allows them to push to non-trivial sparsities (70%) without re-training at larger model sizes. Following this, we ran an
ablation to compare the uniform and OWL profiles for one-shot pruning, followed by re-training. Table 4 compares
the results of Llama Evaluation metrics, both post-pruning and after retraining for 80B tokens at 40% pruning. OWL
profiles lead to higher recovery post-pruning; however, further re-training degrades the model quality.

Table 4: Pretrained Llama-2 7B evaluation metrics comparing uniform vs. OWL sparsity profiles at 40% pruning. Best
results are highlighted in bold.

Sparsity Level Tokens (Type) Llama Evaluation Metrics
Average Code CommonSense Reasoning World Knowledge

Baseline
0% 2T (Training) 42.1 16.4 63.5 46.5

Post-Training Pruning
50% (Uniform) 4M (Calibration) 31.1 2.6 60.7 30.1

50% (OWL) 4M (Calibration) 32.1 5.1 60.7 30.4
Sparse Pretraining (Our Approach)
50% (Uniform) 80B (Sparse Training) 39.8 13.9 62.2 43.2

50% (OWL) 80B (Sparse Training) 39.0 12.4 62.2 42.4

Dataset mix We augmented the existing SlimPajama [18] dataset with the The Stack [19] dataset, which is a
compilation of permissively licensed source code from GitHub. We specifically use the Python split of the data for our
sparse pre-training runs from the de-duplicated dataset. We re-balance the data source proportions based on the number
of new tokens from the Python split, using the Llama-2 [16] tokenizer. Table 5 shows the data source proportions.

Table 5: Data source proportions for SlimPajama and the augmented version with the Python split from The Stack.

Data Source SlimPajama Slimpajama + The Stack (Python)
ArXiv 4.6% 4.2%
Books 4.2% 4%

C4 26.7% 25.8%
Commoncrawl 52.2% 51.7%

Github 5.2% 4.8%
StackExchange 3.3% 3.1%

Wikipedia 3.8% 3.3%
The Stack (Python) - 3.1%
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