2406.00023v2 [cs.CL] 30 Aug 2024

arxXiv

Expert-Token Resonance: Redefining MoE Routing through Affinity-Driven
Active Selection

Jing Li*, Zhijie Sun®, Dachao Lin*, Qigian Fu*, Xuan He, Binfan Zheng, Yi Lin, Li Zeng,
Ronggian Zhao, Xin Chen
Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd

Abstract

Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) architectures have emerged as
a paradigm-shifting approach for large language models
(LLMs), offering unprecedented computational efficiency.
However, these architectures grapple with challenges of to-
ken distribution imbalance and expert homogenization, im-
peding optimal semantic generalization. We introduce a novel
framework that redefines MoE routing through affinity-driven
active selection. The innovations for the framework encom-
pass: (1) A rigorous formulation of expert-token affinity met-
rics. (2) An adaptive bidirectional selection mechanism lever-
aging resonance between experts and tokens. (3) Theoreti-
cal derivation and experimental evidence of reduced expert
capacity bounds under dynamic token distribution evolution.
It is also integrated with orthogonal feature extraction mod-
ule and an optimized loss function for expert localization.
Our theoretical analysis demonstrates that this approach mit-
igates expert homogenization while enabling substantial ca-
pacity boundary reduction. Experimental validation corrob-
orates these findings: it achieves a 40% reduction in token
processed by each expert without compromising model con-
vergence or efficacy. When coupled with communication op-
timizations, the training efficiency improvements of 5.4% to
46.6% can be observed. After supervised fine-tuning, it ex-
hibits performance gains of 9.7% to 14.1% across GDAD,
C-Eval, and TeleQnA benchmarks.

Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) have shown exceptional
proficiency in understanding deep structures and complex
semantic relationships within language (Zhao et al. 2023).
As these models scale up, their capabilities in language
generation and logical comprehension are enhanced, but
this comes at the cost of significant computational, com-
munication, and storage demands (Jiang et al. 2024b). To
scale models efficiently without disproportionately increas-
ing computational costs, researchers have incorporated the
Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) architecture into LLMs (Lep-
ikhin et al. 2020). The MoE framework integrates multiple
experts within the model, each tasked with processing spe-
cific types of inputs (Fedus, Zoph, and Shazeer 2022). For
a given input, only a subset of experts is activated, allowing
for more efficient use of computational resources (Du et al.
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2022). Recently, several LLMs employing MoE structures,
such as DeepSeek-MoE (Dai et al. 2024) and Mixtral (Jiang
et al. 2024a), have demonstrated outstanding performance
on various leaderboards.

Despite the efficiency benefits of MoE in scaling model
sizes, it introduces several new challenges and drawbacks
(Shazeer et al. 2017). The conventional MoE model’s con-
vergence and the experts’ generalization capabilities are
heavily dependent on the design of the routing strategy,
which easily leads to an imbalanced “winner-takes-all” phe-
nomenon among experts. The imbalance between exces-
sively ”developed” experts and those lacking adequate train-
ing may compromise or even nullify the intended func-
tionality of routing strategies. Recent studies address these
challenges from multiple perspectives (Li et al. 2023).
DeepSeek-MoE (Dai et al. 2024) introduces the concept
of the vertical-class expert, which is created through fine-
grained partitioning, and the shared experts are always ac-
tivated. This approach minimizes the constraints on expert
specialization imposed by knowledge hybridity and knowl-
edge redundancy. StableMoE (Dai et al. 2022) proposes a
two-stage training approach to address the issue of routing
fluctuation. This method involves training the routing net-
work independently from the backbone model and utilizing
a frozen, distilled routing mechanism to allocate tokens. The
characteristics of classical gated routing lead to experts be-
ing unable to learn features mastered by other experts. To
address this, MoDE (Xie et al. 2024) proposes moderate dis-
tillation between experts to mitigate the generalization prob-
lems caused by narrow learning paths. DYNMOoE (Guo et al.
2024) introduces a unique gated routing mechanism capable
of adaptively determining the number of activated experts
through trainable expert thresholds, even allowing for the
addition or removal of experts.

In addition to the classical token choice scenario, pre-
vious researches also propose work utilizing expert choice
(EC). Google Brain introduces the EC routing algorithm
(Zhou et al. 2022), which assigns experts with predeter-
mined buffer capacities to the Top-k tokens to ensure load
balance. The Brainformer (Zhou et al. 2023) also adopts this
routing strategy, constructing a trainable gating matrix to
project the input feature space onto scores corresponding to
each expert. Then, each token is routed to the Top-k experts.
This strategy is proven highly effective in achieving expert



load balancing and enhancing expert learning outcomes.

The design of routing strategy is crucial to the MoE
structure, while not all tokens may be suitable for training
(Riquelme et al. 2021). In addition to data preprocessing
techniques such as dataset cleaning and deduplication, pre-
vious studies have also considered how to discard certain
tokens within the model. Early work introduced the concept
of expert capacity (Lepikhin et al.), which refers to the max-
imum number of tokens each expert can process at once. To-
kens exceeding this capacity are discarded. Expert capacity
helps to ensure load balance among experts while facilitat-
ing All-to-All communication implementation. However, in
situations where it is uncertain whether a token contributes
to training, there is a risk of discarding class-discriminative
samples, potentially compromising the model’s training out-
comes. XMoE (Yang et al. 2024) achieves more precise
router by implementing a threshold-based approach. If a to-
ken reaches the specified threshold, it is processed exclu-
sively by a single expert while being discarded by other
experts within the Top-k selection. This method allows for
more nuanced token selection and processing. LocMoE (Li
et al. 2024) leverages orthogonal routing weights to pre-
vent token homogenization across different expert networks
and introduces the Grouped Average Pooling (GrAP) layer
(Wang, Zhang, and Du 2023) for token feature extraction.
Under these conditions, LocMoE also provides the theoreti-
cal proof for the lower bound of expert capacity.

In this paper, we propose expert-token resonance, a mech-
anism consisting of an expert-token bidirectional selection
router and the adaptive expert capacity strategy. The primary
contributions of this paper are as follows:

1. A rigorous formulation of expert-token affinity met-
rics. Given that expert selection is related to the angle
between tokens and gating weights, the cosine similar-
ity between tokens and gating weights is used to define
the affinity score between tokens and experts. We pro-
vide theoretical analysis of utilizing the affinity score for
better guiding expert choice routers to focus on differ-
ent segmentations of tokens, thus mitigating the homoge-
nization tendency. Further, we incorporate affinity scores
into the design of our bidirectional selection router.

2. Expert-token bidirectional selection. By integrating
the concepts of expert choice router (ECR) and token
choice router (TCR), we propose the adaptive bidirec-
tional selection mechanism. Contrast to conventional
router, the bidirectional selection router allows MoE to
enhance the training success rate while considering ex-
pert capacity constraints. Its effectiveness has been theo-
retically validated.

3. The adaptive expert capacity bound. Setting an adap-
tive affinity threshold allows the lower bound of expert
capacity to be significantly reduced. As training itera-
tions increase, the information density of token features
grows, causing the expert capacity to initially decrease
and then stabilize. Ultimately, the training efficiency of
MoE can be greatly enhanced.

Expert-token resonance mechanism adopts the state-of-
the-art MoE model Mixtral 8 x7B as the backbone, and uti-

lizes AscendSpeed and ModelLink libraries for pre-training
on Ascend NPU clusters. Experiments conducted on clus-
ters with 32, 64, and 256 NPUs indicate that our approach
improves training efficiency by 5.4% to 46.6% compared
to the baseline, and by 2.9% to 13.3% compared to Loc-
MoE. Model performance is enhanced by 9.7% to 14.1%
compared to the baseline, and by 1.7% to 4.1% compared to
LocMOoE.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: Section Re-
lated Work introduces related work on LLMs, MoE, and the
Ascend architecture. Section Method reviews LocMoE and
presents the methods proposed in this paper, along with the-
oretical evidence. Section Experiments analyzes the exper-
imental results of our approach regarding training efficiency
and model performance. The final section summarizes the
content of this paper and offers an outlook on future im-
provements.

Related Work

LLMs. BERT (Kenton and Toutanova 2019) and GPT
(Radford et al.) in 2018 marked the emergence of the LLM
era. GPT-3 (Floridi and Chiriatti 2020), with 175 billion pa-
rameters, demonstrated impressive capabilities in language
understanding and generation in 2020. By 2023-2024, LLMs
expanded to hundreds of billions to trillions of parame-
ters: GPT-4 (Achiam et al. 2023) achieved breakthroughs in
zero-shot and few-shot learning; PaLM-2 (Anil et al. 2023)
enhanced knowledge acquisition and reasoning; Chinchilla
(Hoffmann et al. 2022) optimized computational resources
and model scale; and Claude-v1 (Wei, Haghtalab, and Stein-
hardt 2024) displayed a safer, human-aligned LLM. These
LLMs have made significant advancements across domains,
paving the way towards artificial general intelligence.

MOoE. Despite the outstanding performance of LLMs in
language understanding and generation, their high compu-
tational cost hinders further model scale expansion. To alle-
viate this issue, researchers have introduced the MoE archi-
tecture, which incorporates multiple expert modules and dy-
namically selects a subset of experts to process inputs, sig-
nificantly reducing computational overhead while maintain-
ing performance. GShard (Lepikhin et al. 2020) and Switch
Transformer (Fedus, Zoph, and Shazeer 2022) employ Top-2
and Top-1 routing strategies, respectively, to mitigate the ex-
pert load imbalance problem. Hash Layer (Roller et al. 2021)
adopt hashing techniques to simplify the gating mecha-
nism and improve model performance. METRO (Bajaj et al.
2022) introduces a metric learning-based routing mecha-
nism that guides expert selection by learning task-relevant
metric functions, enhancing the model’s generalization abil-
ity. DSelect-k (Hazimeh et al. 2021) proposes a dynamic
selection algorithm based on Markov chains, adaptively
choosing the number of experts to maintain performance
while reducing training costs. Furthermore, DeepSpeed-
MoE (Rajbhandari et al. 2022) optimizes expert parallelism
and pipeline parallelism in MoE, further boosting training
efficiency. These works lay the foundation for the subse-
quent application of MoE in LLMs.



Ascend Architecture. The AI Core in the Ascend 910B
NPU adopts the DaVinci architecture (Tang and Wang
2023), which is responsible for executing computation-
intensive operators related to scalars, vectors, and 3D cubes,
and is widely used in LLM training. Huawei’s proprietary
cache coherence protocol interconnect, High Confidence
Computing Systems (HCCS) (Xia et al. 2021), enables high-
performance inter-device data communication in multi-card
scenarios. The Huawei Collective Communication Library
(HCCL) (Cao et al. 2024), designed for the Ascend pro-
cessor, offers high-performance primitives for single-node
multi-card and multi-node multi-card collective communi-
cation. It implements collective communication functions on
PCIe, HCCS, and RoCE high-speed links, facilitating dis-
tributed training. PyTorch (Paszke et al. 2019), a widely
adopted deep learning framework, is compatible with the
Ascend NPU through the Ascend extension for PyTorch
(Zhu et al. 2023). AscendSpeed, an acceleration library tai-
lored for Ascend devices, focuses on parallel strategy par-
titioning for LLMs and aggregates results through collec-
tive communication. ModelLink, a training framework de-
signed for LLMs, fully considers the characteristics of the
Ascend NPU and implements features such as memory op-
timization, multi-dimensional parallelism, and adaptive data
loading, further enhancing training performance.

Method

In this section, we present the definition of affinity score
with a rigorous formulation of expert-token affinity metrics
and the implementation of our affinity-driven active selec-
tion routing. To reduce the lower bound of expert capacity,
we introduce a training strategy for dynamic token distribu-
tion evolution under the guiding principle of affinity score.

Model Architecture.

Backbone. The MOoE architecture, based on the Trans-
former framework, efficiently scales up model size with low
computational overhead, benefiting from two primary struc-
tures: a sparse gating network for routing tokens and expert
networks for processing specific token categories.

We consider the supervised classification for brevity
where the training samples are {(z(",y;)}Y, ~ D. Each
training sample ' = (z{,...,z]) € R*! has s tokens
with token feature x; € R%,Vi € [s], and label y € N'F.
The objective is to learn the map of « to the corresponding

y. The general MoE structure are formulated as

MoE(x) = Y Y " Gila) - Ei(y), (D

t=1 i=1

where 7 is the number of experts, G(x;): R% — R™ is the
gating weight vector of experts which maps the tokens of x;
into the coresponding experts with weights, e.g., G;(x) =
Softmax (W x+ €) where the softmax is applied to each row,
and E;(x;): RY — R is the i-th expert network, see (Liu
et al. 2024) for current different router methods. Generally,
n < s, which saves much computation compared to the
dense structure.

Expert-Token Affinity. W,y denotes the expert-token
affinity matrix. With GrAP as the layer of feature extrac-
tion, the formulation of W is as followed:

w, 0 - 0
0 wy -~ 0
War = | . S : )
- d d
wi:n-1{2<j<(i+1)} 0<j<d ()
d n n

The expert-token affinity matrix is employed as the gating
weight to calculate the affinity score between each expert
and token. We define the affinity score of ¢-th token and i-th
expert as the cosine similarity between vectors x; and w;:
0i = cos (@, wi) == & wi/ (@] - wil) @
The affinity score intuitively reflect how closely the two
inputs are associated. From a perspective of semantic, the
affinity scores derived from affinity metrics consisting of or-
thogonal vectors represent the degree of association between
each token and various experts, as shown in Figure 1. There-
fore, we leverage the affinity score as the principle of our
affinity-driven active selection routing mechanism.
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Figure 1: The illustration of affinity score.

Routing Strategy. We consider our affinity-driven active
selection routing as a hybrid of TCR (Clark et al. 2022; Zhou
et al. 2022) and ECR. As the name suggested, TCR lets each
token choose its top-scored experts, and ECR lets each ex-
pert choose its top-scored tokens. Specifically, we use the re-
sult of the expert-token affinity metrics as the affinity score
between tokens and experts. In conventional TCR routing
strategy, the tokens are simply route to their Top-1 expert.
In our hybird TCR+ECR routing strategy, experts also se-
lect tokens for processing from assigned tokens according to
affinity scores:

(Eth ey Et[) = TOp-g ({6151, ey 5tn}) y

Iy € [n],Vt € [s], k € [4].
and then the expert to choose its Top-¢ tokens where / is
determined by a threshold of the sum of affinity scores:

(L, .., Ic:) = Bottom-C ({t els]:3jell, I, = z}) :
Ii; € [s] UNone, Vi € [n], k € [C].

®)

(6)
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Figure 2: The architecture of the gate network along with the
hybrid TCR + ECR router.

Such bidirectional selection mechanism motivates each ex-
pert to receive a certain number of tokens with the highest
affinity score to itself, thereby achieving a resonance effect.
The resonance effect can help mitigate the homogenization
in MoE.

Locality Loss. Feed-forward network (FFN) layers are
commonly employed in expert networks, allowing each ex-
pert to learn independently as a separate neural network,
thus preventing interference between samples. This mech-
anism leads to a severe load imbalance, as experts fre-
quently selected in the early stages are more likely to be
chosen in later stages. To mitigate this skewness in token
allocation, the auxiliary loss (Shazeer et al. 2017) has been
proposed. Building upon the auxiliary loss, LocMoE intro-
duces a loss bias term based on data locality, represented as
Lioc = pKL(D||D1) = —p [ De(z) In [D (L)]das i.e., the
Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence of the current distribution
D, (z) and the fully localized distribution D;(z). This loss
term serves as a soft constraint, encouraging tokens to be
sent to experts residing on the same node, thereby mitigat-
ing the substantial overhead incurred by partial inter-node
communication.

Training Strategy

The Dynamic Token Distribution Evolution. Under the
premises of orthogonal gating weights and a data distribu-
tion approaching uniformity, LocMoE demonstrates that the
expert capacity is closely related to the angle between the
gating weights and tokens. For large scale of the activation,
the lower bound of expert capacity is proven to exist and is
represented as Cryin = + exp{dd2 ... /(2 — 02,5,) }-

The hybrid TCR+ECR bidirectional selection routing, in-
troduced in the model structure, is exemplified in the figure.
If the feature fragment corresponding to the k-th dimension

of the gating weight for a particular token is more prominent,
then that token will be routed to the k-th expert. If among all
tokens routed to the k-th expert, there is a certain probabil-
ity of the presence of class-discriminative tokens, then the
capacity C' must be set to a larger value to ensure the in-
clusion of sufficient class-discriminative tokens. The router
proposed in this paper is a hybrid of TCR and ECR modes.
After determining the expert to which a token will be routed,
scores are calculated for the tokens assigned to each expert,
and a Top-¢ selection is performed, where ¢* is determined
by a threshold of the sum of scores. Subsequent theoreti-
cal analysis will demonstrate the effectiveness of this hybrid
routing scheme.

Theoretical Explanation To explain the motivation of our
method, we show some theoretical insights in this section.
Our theoretical analyis is bulit on Chowdhury et al. (2023),
where they make the following data assumption:

Assumption 1 (data assumption). Each input x € R*% with
s tokens is comprised of one class-discriminative pattern
01,...,0, € R% with each decides the label in [n], and
s — 1 class-irrelevant patterns v ~ N for certain distri-
bution N. For example, © = (r1,72,01,73,...,7s_1) has

label 1, where r; "5 N Vi € [s —1].

Based on Assumption 1, Chowdhury et al. (2023) demon-
strated that the training of MoE go through two phases:

Phase 1: Router training (Chowdhury et al. 2023,
Lemma 4.1 and Assumption 4.4), which makes class-
discriminative patterns all to the corresponding expert. This
process ensures that each expert only receives the class-
discriminative tokens related to the specific class.

Phase 2: Expert training (Chowdhury et al. 2023, The-
orem 4.2 and Theorme 4.5), which makes each expert learn
to predict the label based on its class-discriminative inputs
from Phase 1. This process is designed to establish each ex-
pert’s ability to handle and solve problems.

Hence, the traning of an input in the current step is valid
if the class-discriminative patterns is correctly dispatched.
To quantitatively measure the difference between TCR and
ECR, we define training success rate of input motivated by
the training process of MoE.

Definition 2 (training success rate). We say the input
x € R with s tokens succeed in training if the class-
discriminative pattern in x, e.g., 0; is correctly dispatched
to i-th expert. We further define training success rate as the
probability that the input succeed in training.

Furthermore, to show the quantitative comparison of TCR
and ECR in training success rate, we need following ass-
sumptions and notations of token patterns.

Assumption 3 (class-discriminative). We assume the loca-
tion and feature of class-discriminative pattern is uniformly
distribute in [s] and [n], Le.,

it ~ Unif([s]), x; ~ Unif ({o1,...,0,}).

We also assume that ¥i € [n],0; should be sent to the i-
th expert, and define the true positive probability in token
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Figure 3: (a) The average composition of computation, communication, overlap, and idle with different schemes and cluster
sizes. (b) The perplexity during training iterations with different schemes.

choice setting is no worse than the uniform dispatch as be-
low

,P(ao,-,i Z 6:cj,i7vj € [5]) = Di Z l/n,VZ € [TL]

Assumption 4 (class-irrelevant). The distribution of class-
irrelevant patterns is isotropy, i.e.,

P(r ~N,0pi > 0e,4,Yj €[s]) =1/n,Vie[n]. (7)

And we define the false positive probability in expert choice
setting as

P(T ~ N7 51',71 Z 507-,,73) = (JHVZ € [TLL (8)

which measures the possibility that expert i chooses the
wrong token r instead of the correct token o;.

Assumption 3 assumes the valid token is uniformly dis-
tributed in training samples due to the massive amounts of
data nowadays. Assumption 4 assumes the invalid tokens
can be uniformly dispatched to experts since the invalid to-
kens do not provide supervised signal to router and experts
in training. We consider such uniform settings are common
assumptions in theoretical analyis. Now we compute the
training success rate of TCR and ECR.

Theorem 5. Under Assumptions 3 and 4, the training suc-
cess rate of TCR in each sample x is

P(TCR succeed) = ©(C Zpi/s), )
i=1

and the training success rate of ECR is Yi € [n],

_(s=1)gy

< 1 7.1_ e 8 )
P(ECR succeed) {; f_zez:gl,c/m

C<(s—1)aq/2,
C > 2sgq;.

(10)
Corollary 6. In practice, For constant number of experts
(Jiang et al. 2024a), i.e, n = O(1), and C < s to save
computation cost. We have the following lower bound for
capacity C' to ensure high training success rate:

1. Suppose q; = ©(1). Then TCR is much better than ECR,
and we only need C' = O(s).

2. Suppose Vi € [n], sq; < C* for some C* > 0. Then ECR
is much better than TCR, and we only need C > 2C*.

Remark 7. We explain the benefit of swicthing TCR to ECR
during training based on Theorem 5 and feature distrution
during training.

At the beginning of training, the model seldom learn the
task. Then the feature of class-irrelevant tokens is nearly
isotropy, e.g., uniformly distrbute around the sphere (see Ap-
pendix), leading to q; = O(1). The succed rate of TCR with
the form C/s is better than ECR with the form e~°. Thus
we should choose TCR with a large capacity C = ©(s) to
improve the success rate of training samples.

After training for some iterations, the experts can roughly
distinguish the class-irrelevant and discriminative patterns,
leading to q; < 1 or sq; < C* for some C* > 0 (see
Appendix). Then ECR with success rate nearly 1 is better
than TCR with the form C/s as long as C > 2C*. Thus
we should choose ECR with a small capacity C = ©(1) to
improve the success rate of training samples.

Indeed, we find that Chowdhury et al. (2023, the definition
of £*) consider the ECR setting and verify the benefit in sam-
ple complexity. They assume the maximum number of class-
irrelevant patches that are close to class-discriminative
patches are bounded, which has similar effect as C* in our
scene.

Communication Optimization

The training framework employs the Communication Over
Computation (CoC) optimization technique to address per-
formance bottlenecks in LLM training. During forward
propagation in LLMs, the ColumnParallelLinear and Row-
ParallelLinear components involve sequentially dependent
computation (matrix multiplication) and communication
(collective operations like AllReduce, AllGather, and Re-
duceScatter). These dependencies lead to inefficient se-
rial execution. CoC decomposes these tasks into finer-
grained subtasks and merges computation and communica-
tion into single kernels, such as MATMUL_ALL _REDUCE
and MATMUL_REDUCE_SCATTER, utilizing MTE’s re-
mote memory access capabilities. This approach allows for
pipeline-style parallel execution and overlapping of compu-
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tation and communication, significantly enhancing overall
efficiency.

Experiments
Experimental Setup

This study employs the Mixtral 8x7B model, incorporating
LocMoE and our proposed approach. The Mixtral model,
comprising 46.7 billion parameters and utilizing Group
Query Attention (GQA), features 32 sparse expert blocks
with 8 experts in the MoE Feedforward layer, where each
token engages the top 2 experts for processing. Given the
prevalence of long-text corpora in our application scenar-
ios, we extended the sequence length to 32,768 and imple-
mented tailored parallel strategies for cluster scales of 32N,
64N, and 256N, encompassing tensor, pipeline, data, and ex-
pert parallelism, with a consistent global batch size of 128.
Other details of experimental setup including datasets, en-
vironment, configuration, and metrics, can be seen in Ap-
pendix.

Efficiency Promotion and Memory Footprint
Reduction

As detailed in Section Method, we consistently use Top-1
routing to ensure the routing implementation aligns with our
theoretical framework. The Baseline model utilizes a limited
expert capacity mode instead of the groupedGEMM scheme,
which avoids token dropping, with the capacity factor set
to 1.1. LocMoE considers data distribution uniformity and
estimates expert capacity using a lower bound formula de-
rived from its theoretical conclusions in the first batch, main-
taining it as a constant during subsequent training. Our ap-
proach (abbreviate to "LocMoE+" in figures) fixes the range
of score sums, processes hidden states, and calculates cur-
rent expert capacity. The subsequent analysis addresses the
training time, convergence, and memory usage efficiency of
these schemes on multiple sizes of Ascend clusters.

Figure 3a illustrates the time consumption of these meth-
ods during the first 1000 iterations of training. Due to ini-
tialization and some unstable factors, time consumption
is recorded starting from the Sth iteration. The Baseline
model’s time consumption is relatively stable. As iterations
increase, LocMoE’s time consumption slightly decreases,
particularly in 32N and 64N, consistent with the conclusion
that locality loss is effective only when the number of ex-
perts is greater than or equal to the number of nodes. Our
approach incurs slightly higher time consumption than Loc-
MOoE due to the computational overhead of token rearrange-
ment. However, as token features converge, the required to-
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kens gradually decrease and stabilize, leading to a decline in
time consumption, which remains stable in subsequent train-
ing processes. Overall, our approach reduces training time
by 2.9% to 13.3% compared to LocMoE, and by 5.4% to
46.6% compared to the Baseline.

We select 10 iterations at equal intervals from the training
iterations to collect data on the time consumption of compu-
tation, communication, overlap, and idle periods, as shown
in Figure 3a. It is important to note that the data collection
operation also introduces some overhead. After integrating
LocMOoE and our approach, the time consumption of each
component decreases, with a significantly greater reduction
in computation overhead compared to communication over-
head. Additionally, as the cluster size increases, the propor-
tion of computation/communication overlap decreases, and
the magnitude of the reduction in computation overhead di-
minishes. Figure 3b illustrates perplexity as a measure of
convergence. The convergence curves of these approaches
indicate normal loss convergence, with our approach not ad-
versely impacting convergence.

The proportional time consumption at the operator level is
depicted in Figure 6. Among the components, Al CORE ef-
ficiently executes matrix multiplications and convolutions in
Al algorithms; AI VECTOR CORE accelerates vector oper-
ations through parallel processing; MIX AIC integrates dif-
ferent types of operators and optimizes for multiple tasks;
AI CPU is optimized in hardware and instruction sets to bet-
ter support Al algorithms. Our approach selects fewer to-
kens, resulting in a 17x performance improvement in the
FFN MatMul operator compared to the Baseline and a 2.6 x
improvement compared to LocMoE. This leads to an overall
2.8x reduction in the cumulative time consumption of the
MatMul operator and a 2.6x decrease in Cube computing
load. However, the proportions of TopK and IndexPutV2, re-
lated to rearrangement, show a slight increase.

We select a single iteration during the stable training pe-
riod and describe the per-device memory usage (Allocated)
using the first 100,000 samples from its memory monitor-
ing, as shown in Figure 5. Overall, our approach achieves
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Figure 7: The performance on three categories of GDAD.

memory usage reduction of 4.57% to 16.27% compared to
the Baseline and 2.86% to 10.5% compared to LocMoE. As
cluster size increases, the proportion of computational over-
head decreases, and the gap in memory usage narrows. Ad-
ditionally, instantaneous memory peaks gradually disappear,
and the fluctuation amplitude of short-term memory also di-
minishes.

The Performance of Downstream Tasks

To enhance the model’s conversational capabilities and
adaptability to downstream task, we fine-tuned the pre-
trained models. As shown in Figure 7, with sufficient super-
vised fine-tuning (SFT), our approach achieves an average
improvement of approximately 20.1% in 16 sub-capabilities
of Domain Task Capability, which is a portion of General
and Domain-specific Assessment Dataset (GDAD), com-
pared to the Baseline, and an increase of about 3.5% com-
pared to LocMoE. The Rewriting and Summary capabili-
ties show the highest improvement, with a 28.2% increase
compared to the Baseline and a 6.7% increase compared
to LocMoE. In the 13 tests of Domain Competency Exam,
our approach demonstrates an average improvement of 16%
relative to the Baseline and an average increase of approxi-
mately 4.8% compared to LocMoE. The IP Training in the
digital communications domain shows the most significant
improvement, with a 27.3% increase compared to the Base-
line and a 3.0% increase compared to LocMoE. Among the
18 sub-capabilities of General Ability, our approach exhibits
an improvement of about 13.9% relative to the Baseline and
an average increase of 4.8% compared to LocMoE. The ca-
pability of Planning demonstrates the highest improvement,
with a 26.8% increase compared to the Baseline and a 2.92%
increase compared to LocMoE.

Table 1 presents the holistic evaluation results for multiple
datasets, where GDAD-1 represents Domain Task Capabil-
ity, and the other metrics follow accordingly. Notably, due
to the 6:4 ratio of Chinese to English data in our incremental
pre-training domain data and the 7:3 ratio in the fine-tuning
data, our approach achieves an improvement of approxi-
mately 10.7% compared to the Baseline and 1.2% compared
to LocMoE in the C-Eval (Huang et al. 2024) evaluation,
despite the limited data available for training. During in-
cremental training and fine-tuning, we incorporated substan-
tial telecommunications domain knowledge, questions, and

Table 1: Performance promotion obtained by our approach
on different datasets.

GDAD
GDAD-1 GDAD-2 GDAD-3 Avg C-Eval TeleQnA
Baseline 47.8 43.0 654 528 38.5 62.1
LocMoE 55.5 47.6 71.1  59.0 42.6 67.6
LocMoE+ 57.4 49.9 745 61.5 43.1 68.8

case studies. TeleQnA (Maatouk et al. 2023), the first bench-
mark dataset designed to evaluate the knowledge of LLMs in
telecommunications, effectively measures the model’s capa-
bilities in this domain. Consequently, our approach compre-
hensively surpasses both the Baseline and LocMoE on this
specific dataset.

Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a novel MoE structure incorporat-
ing token feature awareness mechanism to enhance the train-
ing efficiency and performance of LLMs. Building upon the
feature extraction component and locality loss of LocMoE,
our approach introduces a routing strategy that combines
TCR and ECR, theoretically demonstrating improved train-
ing success rates. By defining the affinity between tokens
and experts, expert capacity can be dynamically reduced
and further minimized. Model training experiments are con-
ducted on Ascend clusters, leveraging the communication
optimization characteristics of CoC. Our approach achieves
performance improvements up to 46.6% (32N) compared to
the Baseline and 13.3% (32N) compared to LocMoE, while
reducing memory usage by up to 16.27% and 10.5%, respec-
tively. To evaluate model performance, all pre-trained mod-
els are fine-tuned using a mixture of domain-specific and
general data, and assessed with the open-source datasets C-
Eval and TeleQnA, and closed domain benchmark GDAD.
In downstream tasks, our approach outperforms the Baseline
by 14.1%, 10.7%, and 9.7% on GDAD, C-Eval, and Tele-
QnA, respectively; it exceeds LocMoE by 4.1%, 1.2%, and
1.7% on these datasets, respectively. Both theoretical proofs
and experimental results demonstrate the benefits of the pro-
posed routing strategy for LLM training efficiency. Future
work may explore methods to compress communication data
to further reduce communication overhead.
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Appendix
Missing Proof
Auxiurary Results
Lemma 8 (Theorem 4 in (Chung and Lu 2006)). Let

X1,..., X, ben independent random variables with
P(XZ = 1) :pi,P(Xi = 0) = 1 — Pi-
We consider the sum X = Z?:l X;, with expectation

E(X) =", pi. Then we have
(Lower tail) P(X <&EX —\) <e~ 2%

2 (11)

e 2(EXFXN/3)

(Upper tail) P(X >EX + ) <

Proof of Theorem 5
Proof. 1) For the TCR, denote

= |{t < k : x; sent to expert i, ) = 0;}|,Vi € [n]
as the top class-irrelevant token number candidated to the ¢-
th expert before the valid token. Then by Assumption 4, each
class-irrelevant token uniformly gives to any expert, leading
to s;|(xx = 0;) ~ B(k —1,1/n) (Binomial distribution),
ie,Vte[k—1],
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Note that £s; = (k — 1)/n. When k > 2nC, by lower tail
bound in Lemma 8, we get
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where (i) uses the inequality thate~* < 1 / (1+1¢),vt>0.
Moreover, for 1 + "C <k<1l4+2Z 2 ,ie, 2(k—1) <
nC < 4(k —1), by upper tail bound in Lemma 8, we get
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where (i) uses the inequality that e~ < 1/(1 + ¢),Vt >
0, and the final inequality needs C' > 48, which can be
satisified in common experiments. Combining the upper and
lower bounds, we obtain the desired result.

2) For the ECR, denote s; as the class-irrelevant token
number with the score larger than o; for i-th expert. By As-
sumption 4, we derive that s; ~ B(s — 1,¢;), Vi € [n].

P (x succeed in training)

n
= Z ‘P(expert i choose 0;|0; is in )P (0; is in x)
i=1

1 n
== > P(si<C—1,5 ~B(s—1,q))
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If C —1 < (s—1)¢;/2, by lower tail bound in Lemma 8
with A = (s — 1)g; — (C' — 1) < Es;, we obtain that

(s—1)g; 2 s—1)q;
Psi<C—-1)<e 2 ) (1_<S 1)%) < e*%.

If C > 2(s — 1)g;, by upper tail bound in Lemma 8 with
A=C —(s—1)g > 0, we obtain that

P(SZSC—I):l—P(STZC)

__[o—(s=1)q;]? e
>1—¢ 200261413 > 1 —¢e 16

Hence, we conclude Eq. (10). ]

Token Feature Distribution

We also validate the feature distribution before and after
MOoE training shown in Figure 8. We can see before training,



Figure 8: The correlation matrix of one training sample fea-
ture before (left) and after (right) training.

all 8192 tokens in one training sample are nearly orthogo-
nal with correlation coefficient near zero, which verifies the
isotropy distribution assumption in the first bullet of Remark
7. After training, the token features are nearly aligned with
correlation coefficien large than 0.8. We can also observe
that neighbouring tokens share similar features, and clear
block feature behavior, meaning that the token features are
relatively separated and the number of tokens in each clus-
ter is bounded, which somehow matches the distribution as-
sumption in the second bullet of Remark 7.

Experimental Setup
Datasets for Training and Fine-Tuning

The dataset used in this paper is a self-constructed dataset
that integrates knowledge from multiple domains, includ-
ing wireless, data communication, and cloud-core technolo-
gies. It comprises Chinese, English, and bilingual corpora.
The corpora are parsed from various internal technical doc-
uments, such as iCase, blogs, Wiki, and feature documents.
Taking iCase as an example, iCase is a case record of prob-
lem localization and handling processes, containing code,
instructions, and corresponding logs. In addition, the above-
mentioned domain-specific knowledge corpora are mixed
with general corpora in a ratio of 1:5. The general cor-
pora are collected from hundreds of websites, including on-
line novels, cooking guides, movie reviews, and more. After
cleaning, deduplication, and review operations, the dataset
is thoroughly shuffled. A total of 4.19 billion tokens is
sampled as the experimental pre-training dataset. To eval-
uate downstream tasks, this paper also adopt hybrid sft data
items to fine-tune the pre-trained model. The dataset com-
prises 762,321 general question-answer pairs and 11,048
domain-specific question-answer pairs, with a general-to-
domain ratio of 68:1. The general characteristics encompass
multi-tasking, mathematical ability, coding ability, logical
reasoning, multi-turn dialogue, knowledge reasoning, lan-
guage understanding, text generation, multi-tasking, Func-
tionCall, CoT, MRC summarization, refusal to answer, Chi-
nese, and English. The domain-specific characteristics in-
clude domain knowledge understanding, RAG, Function-
Call, information extraction, multi-turn dialogue, reading
comprehension, paraphrasing, and intent recognition.

Experimental Environment

The experiments are conducted on a cluster composed of
Ascend 910B3 NPUs, divided into three groups: 32 NPUs
(hereinafter referred to as 32N, and so on), 64N, and 256N.
The 910B3 series NPU contains 20 Al cores with a main
frequency of 1.8GHz and a theoretical computing power
of 313T under fpl16 precision. The physical High Band-
width Memory (HBM) of the 910B3 NPU is 64G, with
an HBM frequency of 1.6GHz and an HBM bandwidth of
1.6T. Every 8 NPUs are mounted on the same Atlas 800T
A2 server, which internally adopts a fullmesh networking
scheme, meaning that any two NPUs are interconnected. The
version of the Ascend Hardware Development Kit (HDK) is
23.0.2.1, and the version of the Compute Architecture for
Neural Networks (CANN) suite is 7.0.0, which is the com-
mercial release version for Q4 2023. The models in this pa-
per use ModelLink, an LLM training framework based on
the Ascend architecture, and run in the torch_npu 5.0.0 envi-
ronment.

Model Configuration

This paper adopts the Mixtral 8 x7B model with an MoE
structure, released in December 2023, as the backbone and
embeds LocMoE and our approach. Mixtral has 46.7B pa-
rameters and uses the Group Query Attention (GQA) mech-
anism to compute attention. It contains 32 sparse expert
blocks, with the MoE Feedforward layer comprising 8 ex-
perts, and each token selects the top 2 experts for process-
ing. In the application scenarios of this paper, the corpora are
generally long texts; thus, the sequence length is adjusted to
32768. For the three cluster scales of 32N, 64N, and 256N,
the parallel strategies are set as follows: 32N - tensor paral-
lel (TP=4) / pipeline parallel (PP=4) / data parallel (DP=2) /
expert parallel (EP=2), 64N - TP=8 / PP=4 / DP=2 / EP=2,
and 256N - TP=8 / PP=8 / DP=4 / EP=2. The batch size is
set to 128.

Evaluation Metrics and Datasets

To evaluate model performance, this paper designs a com-
prehensive metric called the General and Domain-specific
Assessment Dataset (GDAD), which consists of three eval-
uation systems: domain task capability, domain capability
certification exam, and general capability. Among them, the
domain task capability includes a total of 16 categories and
2,657 questions, such as domain logical reasoning; the do-
main capability certification exam includes a total of 13 cat-
egories and 13,968 questions, such as data communication;
and the general capability includes a total of 18 categories
and 1,435 questions, such as programming ability. The ques-
tions include objective and subjective questions in Chinese,
English, and bilingual formats. For subjective questions, the
cosine similarity between the model output and the standard
answer is used as the score. In addition, this paper also em-
ploys C-Eval (Huang et al. 2024) and TeleQnA (Maatouk
et al. 2023) to evaluate the model’s Chinese language capa-
bility.



