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Abstract

Linear attention is increasingly used in frontier language models for efficient long-context inference and
constant-memory decoding. Its fixed-size recurrent memory, however, requires an online decision at
each token: what to write and how strongly to overwrite existing associations before knowing which
information future queries will require. Delta-rule models learn this strength from the current token
embedding but do not track confidence in the memory estimate, preventing each write from adapting to
accumulated evidence. To represent this uncertainty explicitly, we reformulate recurrent associative
memory as a linear—-Gaussian state-space model, for which the Kalman filter is the optimal recursive
estimator, and introduce a new family of models, Kalman Delta Networks (KDNs). Within KDNs, the
transition propagates both the memory state and its uncertainty, allowing the Kalman gain to weight
each residual write by accumulated evidence and observation reliability. Under this formulation, Delta-
style updates emerge as a special case that substitutes a token-wise isotropic surrogate for predictive
covariance and omits covariance tracking. Exact tracking, however, entails a dense, state-dependent
Riccati recursion that is poorly suited to GPU-parallel linear-attention scans. To address this issue, we
introduce two scan-compatible KDN approximations. Diagonal KDN projects each one-step posterior
onto the diagonal Gaussian family through online mean-field variational inference, whereas Isotropic
KDN uses an isotropic approximation with a single uncertainty scalar per head. Their uncertainty
recurrences are Mobius maps, enabling associative scans with logarithmic parallel depth and O(dy) and
O(1) auxiliary state per head, respectively. Across controlled pretraining at 750M and 1.3B parameters,
KDN variants consistently improve perplexity and mean downstream accuracy over state-of-the-art
linear-attention models.

1. Introduction

Self-attention is the central content-based retrieval mechanism of modern sequence models, allowing
every query to retrieve the values associated with all preceding keys [Vaswani et al., 2017]. This
flexibility comes from retaining the token history itself. Consequently, the autoregressive key—value
cache grows with context length, and computing all query-key interactions remains quadratic in the
sequence length. Linear attention offers a different scaling regime. It compresses the prefix into a
fixed-size recurrent state that can be updated online and evaluated in parallel by a scan [Katharopoulos
et al., 2020]. This efficiency turns attention into an online memory-management problem. Each token
must edit a compressed summary of the past before the model knows which associations future queries
will need. An update that is too timid preserves stale information; one that is too aggressive destroys
useful memory.

Delta-rule mixers make these edits more selective. DeltaNet first reads what the memory predicts
for the current key and writes only the residual [Schlag et al., 2021; Yang et al., 2024b], an update
commonly interpreted as one online gradient step on the instantaneous squared prediction loss of a fast-
weight memory. Gated DeltaNet [Yang et al., 2024a] and KDA [Kimi Team, 2025] retain this residual
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write while adding Mamba-style state-space transitions [Gu and Dao, 2023; Dao and Gu, 2024] that
decay stored content at scalar or channel-wise rates. Their transition and write are therefore typically
understood through different lenses: state-space dynamics and online optimization, respectively. More
importantly, their write gain is predicted from the current token representation rather than derived from
explicit confidence in the stored association. Consequently, these models have no explicit mechanism
for deciding whether a large residual should revise a tentative association or be discounted because
the association has been repeatedly confirmed.

In this paper, we provide a unified view of the recurrent updates in delta-rule mixers through a linear—
Gaussian state-space formulation, under which uncertainty emerges as their missing state variable.
Specifically, we model the recurrent memory as an estimate of a latent, non-stationary key-value map.
Each token supplies a noisy observation of that map at one key, while the learned transition describes
how the map persists or drifts between observations. Under linear-Gaussian assumptions, the Kalman
filter [Kalman, 1960] is the optimal recursive estimator that propagates both the memory estimate and
its covariance, balancing memory uncertainty against observation noise to determine the correction
gain. The resulting update retains the residual delta-write form while assigning greater weight to new
evidence when the memory is uncertain and protecting associations supported by repeated observations.
This formulation leads to Kalman Associative Memory, which generalizes delta-rule mixers through
explicit covariance tracking. DeltaNet, Gated DeltaNet, and KDA thus emerge as covariance-free
approximations that retain different memory transitions while omitting this uncertainty recursion.

The exact Kalman update, however, is not a practical linear-attention layer. It carries a dense dj X dj
covariance per head, and its gain depends on a state-dependent Riccati recurrence that is poorly
suited to efficient parallel scans. To make uncertainty-aware filtering practical, we introduce Kalman
Delta Networks (KDNs), a family of scan-compatible approximations to Kalman Associative Memory.
We develop two special cases. Diagonal KDN imposes diagonal structure on the transition, process
noise, and predictive covariance. Because each exact update still yields a dense posterior covariance,
we derive an online mean-field variational update that projects the posterior back onto the diagonal
family by minimizing reverse KL. Conditional on the retained diagonal predictive prior, this projection
preserves the exact one-step posterior mean. To mitigate excessive overwrite under this approximation,
we introduce an information-scaling factor that calibrates the retained uncertainty. Diagonal KDN
maintains one uncertainty value per key channel and requires O(dy) auxiliary state per head, whereas
Isotropic KDN uses an isotropic covariance approximation, tying these values to a single uncertainty
scalar per head and requiring only O(1) auxiliary state.

Empirically, under parameter-matched recurrent-only pretraining on FineWeb-Edu [Penedo et al.,
2024], both KDN variants achieve lower WikiText and LAMBADA perplexity and higher mean six-
task zero-shot accuracy than every evaluated state-of-the-art linear-time recurrent mixer—including
Mamba-3 [Lahoti et al., 2026], KDA [Kimi Team, 2025], and GDN-2 [Hatamizadeh et al., 2026]—at
both 750M/50B and 1.3B/100B. Diagonal KDN also achieves the highest observed 14-cell RULER
aggregate [Hsieh et al., 2024] at both scales. Our contributions are:

* A principled state-space view of delta-based models. We cast the delta rule as an innovation
update in a linear—-Gaussian state-space model, connecting delta-based recurrent mixers to the
Mamba lineage [Gu and Dao, 2023]. DeltaNet, Gated DeltaNet, and KDA use identity, scalar, and
diagonal transitions, respectively; unlike Mamba’s control-driven additive input write, they correct
a predicted key—value map with a key-conditioned residual, while using a token-predicted rather
than covariance-derived gain.
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* A hardware-efficient algorithm for uncertainty-aware associative memory. We derive Diagonal
KDN through online variational inference and introduce Isotropic and Diagonal variants with O(1)
and O(dy) uncertainty state per head, respectively. Their uncertainty updates admit an associative
gain scan followed by the usual affine memory scan.

* Overwrite analysis and empirical evidence. We identify how the diagonal uncertainty approxima-
tion can underprotect stored key directions, introduce information scaling to control future overwrite,
and show improvements over the evaluated state-of-the-art delta-rule models and Mamba-3 variants
in both reported perplexities and mean six-task zero-shot accuracy.

2. Preliminaries

Self-attention. Causal softmax attention stores every preceding key-value pair and retrieves a query-
dependent weighted combination [Vaswani et al., 2017],

t
exp(q{ki//dx)
o= vi. 1)
t ;Z;’l exp(q]k;/\/dx)

Retaining the complete token history provides direct access to past content, but the autoregressive
cache grows linearly with ¢, and processing a full sequence requires quadratic query—key interactions.
This scaling cost motivates replacing the growing cache with a fixed-size recurrent memory.

Linear attention. Linear attention addresses this growth by compressing the token history into a
fixed-size recurrent state S; € R%*%_ In its unnormalized associative-memory form, each token writes
a key—value association to the state, and each query reads from it [Katharopoulos et al., 2020],

(write) S¢ = S;_1+ ko], (read) o; = S]q,. 2)

Here k; and g, denote feature-mapped keys and queries; when required, the usual linear-attention
normalizer can be tracked by a separate recurrent state. The recurrent state removes the growing
cache, but its additive update can only write. Old associations cannot be explicitly removed from the
fixed-size memory and may therefore interfere with new ones.

DeltaNet. DeltaNet addresses this limitation by replacing the additive update with an error-correcting
delta rule [Schlag et al., 2021; Yang et al., 2024b]. It reads the value currently associated with k; and
writes only the residual,

St = Si—1+ Bikt (v — StT_lkt)T (canonical residual form)

= (I — Bikik]) Si—1 + Bikiv],
For a unit-norm repeated key, this moves the stored value toward v; by a fraction B; and exactly
overwrites it when B; = 1. The erase is local to the current key, however: associations stored elsewhere

receive no explicit decay. A stale association can therefore persist for many steps and interfere with a
later write when its key is non-orthogonal to the new key.

(3

Gated DeltaNet. Gated DeltaNet [Yang et al., 2024a] addresses this limitation by applying a data-
dependent decay a; € (0,1) to the entire state before the delta update, following the state-decay
mechanism of Mamba-2 [Dao and Gu, 2024]:

St = a¢St—1 + Brkt (0r — (04Si—1)Tky)T (canonical residual form)

4
= o (I — Bikek]) Si—1 + Bikio],



Kalman Delta Networks

The decay makes untouched associations fade geometrically, preventing stale content from persisting
indefinitely. However, the single scalar a; applies the same retention rate to every key channel in a
head. The model therefore cannot preserve long-lived information in some channels while rapidly
forgetting transient information in others.

KDA. KDA addresses this limitation by replacing the scalar decay with a diagonal transition D; =
diag(w;), giving each key channel its own decay rate [Kimi Team, 2025],

St = D4Si—1 + Biki (v — (D¢S—1) k)T (canonical residual form)

(5)
= (I — Bikik]) Dy St—1 + Biko],

A single head can thus combine short- and long-lived associations. This is the most expressive transition
in the family, but the erase/write strength is still controlled by a scalar gate ; predicted from the
current token. Because this gate does not depend on the evidence accumulated in memory, it cannot
distinguish a well-supported association from an uncertain one.

Mamba state-space models. The Mamba family uses the selective linear state-space recurrence
hi = Ath;_1 + Bixy, 0y = CtTht, (6)

where A;, B;, and C; control retention, writing, and reading. Mamba-1 makes these operations
input-dependent [Gu and Dao, 2023], while Mamba-2 connects the resulting selective recurrence
to structured masked attention through state-space duality [Dao and Gu, 2024]. Mamba-3 adds
exponential-trapezoidal discretization, complex-valued dynamics, and SISO and MIMO variants [Lahoti
et al., 2026]. Unlike the delta-rule mixers above, Mamba adds the control B;x; directly rather than
applying a key-conditioned residual correction.

Notation. In the following sections, §t denotes the latent random memory, S; and P; denote the
tracked mean and covariance; the same state convention applies columnwise to s;; and s; ; J- A hat

marks a one-step predictive quantity before conditioning on the current observation, such as S; or P;.
For matrices X = [x1,...,x,,] and M = [m3,...,m, |, we write

X ~ Neoi(M,P) <= xj~ N(m;, P)independently for j = 1,...,d,. (7

Equivalently, vec(X) ~ N (vec(M), I;, ® P). Thus P denotes the key-space covariance shared across
value coordinates.

3. Kalman Associative Memory

We revisit DeltaNet-style models through the lens of a linear—Gaussian state-space model, for which
the optimal recursive estimator is the Kalman filter [Kalman, 1960]. Under this view, DeltaNet, Gated
DeltaNet, and KDA emerge as fixed-gain special cases: they retain the Kalman residual correction but
omit covariance tracking and predict the write strength directly from the current input. Forgetting is
interpreted as the transition model’s prediction of how the latent memory state persists or changes
between observations. Tracking the covariance then quantifies confidence in the predicted memory
and yields a principled gain for incorporating new evidence.
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Figure 1: One step of Kalman Associative Memory update and the mean-field variational approximation
of Diagonal KDN. Prediction preserves diagonality; the exact update yields a dense posterior; reverse-KL
projection restores diagonality without changing its mean. The starred pair (S, P}) is the optimal
posterior of Proposition 3.1, while (S;, P;) is the variational approximation given in Proposition 4.1.

3.1. Associative Memory as a Linear-Gaussian State-Space Model

To make this filtering view precise, let the memory at time f be a matrix §; € R%*% defining the
associative map
M R% - R%,  M;(k) = STk. (8)

The query read is o; = M;(q,) = S]q,. The streaming token provides one supervised measurement
of this map: under key k;, the memory should return value v, i.e. M;(k;) ~ v;. This is the shape of
a state-space model [Gu and Dao, 2023], in which an unobserved state evolves over time, and each
token reveals a noisy linear projection of it.

Latent state. Let S; be the latent associative map the recurrent state is trying to track. The transition
describes how stored associations persist, decay, or drift before the next measurement arrives:

S, =D/S;_1+W,, Wy ~ Neor(0, Q). ©)

The operator D; is the process model: it is the formal object corresponding to forgetting under
information drift, topic drift, and other non-stationarity in the stream. For DeltaNet D; = I; for
Gated DeltaNet Dy = w;I; for KDA D; = diag(a;). The process noise W; represents memory drift not
captured by deterministic decay, while (); quantifies uncertainty about that drift. In a language model,
this accounts for changes in the latent discourse state that cannot be inferred from retention alone. If
an incoming sentence reveals that an entity has moved from Paris to Rome, D; can attenuate the stale
Paris binding, but only the observation can establish the new Rome binding. In the main development,
W; denotes the centered unpredictable component of this drift.

Observation. The current key reads one direction of the latent map. The observed value is
Uy = g;rkt + e, ey ~ N(O, rtIdv)- (10)

Thus k] is the observation map and v; is the measurement. The noise term e; captures the part of
the token value that should not be treated as a clean memory target. In language modeling, v; is a
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contextual feature produced from a noisy token embedding, local syntax, position, layer mixing, and
finite model capacity; not all of it is a stable fact that can be stored under key k;. The covariance r¢1;,
sets how reliable this value observation is: small 7; means trust the token and write strongly, while
large r; means treat much of v; as context-specific noise.

We assume go ~ N1(0, I). Conditioned on the input-dependent quantities {(Dy, Q, ki, 7¢) }1>1, the
noise pairs {(W;, e;) }+>1 are independent across time, W; and e; are independent at each step, and all
noises are independent of S.

Online filtering problem. Let F; = c{(k,v¢) : T < t} denote the observation history through step
t. At each step, we seek a point estimate of the current latent memory S;, rather than its full trajectory.
Under squared-error loss, the optimal estimate is the posterior mean:

S :argsminlﬁ[y|'§t—s||%) ]-"t} :E['S} | ft]. an

In this formulation, forgetting belongs to the prediction model for a non-stationary memory, rather
than acting as an auxiliary gate appended to attention.

3.2. Kalman Filtering

Equation (11) defines the target posterior mean of the current memory. Under the linear—-Gaussian
assumptions in (9) and (10), the Kalman filter computes this expectation exactly by first predicting the
latent memory and then conditioning that prediction on the current token. It carries the filtering law
St | Fi ~ Nooi(St, Py), where S; = E[S; | 73] and P; € R%*% is the common key-space covariance.

Tracking P; is necessary because each token observes the associative map only at one key direction
k:, and the value v; is noisy. After many tokens, some key directions are well supported by past
measurements, while others remain uncertain or have become stale because of drift. High uncertainty
means the current token should be allowed to edit the memory strongly; low uncertainty means the
prior memory should resist a noisy measurement.

Predict. At step f — 1, the filter has posterior mean S;_; and covariance P;_;. Applying the state
dynamics gives the predictive mean and covariance at step t,

Si = DiS; 1, P, = D:P;_1D] + Q. (12)

These quantities summarize the predictive distribution of gt before the current token mapping (k¢, v¢)
is observed. This is the formal role of forgetting: D; moves the associative memory forward in time,
while ); increases uncertainty for drift that the transition cannot capture.

The current token observes the predicted memory along k;. Its predicted value and innovation are
~ =T ~
0y = St kt, 51} = 0t — 0t. (13)

The vector J; is the innovation: the part of the observed value not explained by the predicted memory.

Update. For each value coordinate j, the predicted memory column s; ; and scalar observation v;

are jointly Gaussian. Conditioned on (F;_1, k),
gt,j ~ N gt,j I/S/t\ ﬁtki 14
[vt,j] ([ktT/S\t,J "\K[P: 1+ k[Piki| ) 1
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Applying the Gaussian conditioning formula to each pair and stacking the columnwise posteriors gives

gf | Fi~ ~/\/’col(sfz Pt)/ where St = §t + Kt(s;r, P, = (I — Ktk;r)l/st,
Pk (15)

Kt = ————.
1+ k;rptkt

Thus the posterior mean is a residual write: the filter adds only the part of the observed value that
the predicted memory failed to explain. The corresponding covariance update records the remaining
uncertainty after this observation. Finally, the layer reads from the filtered memory,

o = S1q,. (16)

The predict—update recursion therefore computes the conditional expectation in (11) at every step.
The following proposition summarizes this optimal recursion.

Proposition 3.1: Kalman Associative Memory

Under the linear—Gaussian state-space model in (9)-(10), the solution to the online MMSE filtering

problem in (11) is the Kalman update below. Given the memory estimate S; ; and uncertainty

P;_; before token f, the filter first predicts how the memory drifts under the process model D;

and process noise ();. After observing the key—value pair (k;, v;), it writes only the value residual
=T o o g 9

v; — S; ks along the uncertainty-weighted direction ;.

predict: §t = D;S; 4, IA’t = DtPt,lDtT + Qy,
update: St = /S\t + Kt (Ut — /S\Ikt)T, Pt = (I — Ktk;r)f)t. (17)
Pk,

where k= ————.
Ty + k;rptkt

Proof. See Appendix A.1.

3.3. Delta-rule models as fixed-gain Kalman filters

The update above separates two modeling choices: the transition D;, which predicts how the memory
changes before the token is written, and the gain x;, which decides the key-space direction and strength
of the residual write. Delta-rule linear attention is the fixed-gain special case of this filter. If we discard
the covariance recursion and use an isotropic surrogate P; ~ b,I for the predicted uncertainty, then

f)tkt y Et

Ky = = ~ =
T’t+k;rptkt i’t—|—bt||kt

H2 kt = ‘Btkt. (18)
2

For normalized keys, the exact Kalman gain therefore collapses to the scalar write strength ; used
by the delta-rule family. Substituting x; = B:k; into the Kalman update gives the shared fixed-gain

residual form .
St = DiS;—1 + Bik: (Ut - (Dtst—l)Tkt)

(19)
= (I — ‘Btkfk;r)DtSt,1 + ﬁtktvtT.
DeltaNet, Gated DeltaNet, and KDA are obtained by choosing different process models:
DeltaNet: D; =1, GDN: D; = a1, KDA: D; = diag(a;). (20)
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Thus the three models share the same measurement model and residual write; they differ only in how
the memory is predicted before the write. Relative to the Kalman optimal update, they freeze the
uncertainty dynamics and replace the adaptive gain with the fixed first-order direction Bk;.

4. Kalman Delta Networks

The Kalman optimal update in (17) is the target, but the exact recursion is not directly compatible
with fully parallel linear attention. Parallel training relies on a scan form

S; = AsSi_1+ by, 21

where the per-token coefficients A; and b; are input-only, or are computable from associative prefix
statistics. Exact Kalman filtering breaks this structure because P; follows a Riccati recursion and the
gain x; depends on the accumulated posterior uncertainty. Tracking P; also requires a dense dj x dj
state per head, in addition to the associative memory itself. We therefore ask which parts of the optimal
update can be relaxed while preserving both its uncertainty-aware residual write and an associative
scan.

4.1. Diagonal Kalman Delta Network
We first restrict what the filter tracks. Let Di" , = {diag(p) : p € lR‘i" . } and require

P, e D%,  D;=diag(a;), Q= diag(w;) € D¥,. (22)
Write P;_; = diag(p,_,). The covariance prediction then stays in the diagonal family:
P = diag(p,), p,= "‘% Op_ twt (23)
Conditioned on this diagonal predictive covariance, the Kalman gain is still exact:
P O ki
ret ﬁt,ik%,i‘

Thus the process model and process noise that predict the memory also determine how strongly each
key channel is written. Although P; is diagonal, the exact posterior is

(1 Kk
Pt*:(I—KtktT)Pt:<Pt1+ ;f) .
t

(24)

Ky =

(25)
This rank-one correction is generally dense, thus immediately taking the exact posterior outside Dﬁ‘ .

Online variational inference. Under the diagonal predictive state, the one-step model remains
columnwise Gaussian:

Si| Fia~ Md(gt,f’t), v = gtTkt + ey, e ~ N(0,7¢1,). (26)

The exact one-step posterior is p(S; | vy, Fi_1, ki, 7t) = Neoi(S5, P}). Here S and P} are the exact
Bayes-optimal one-step posterior mean and covariance given by Proposition 3.1. Its columns remain
conditionally independent, but their shared key-space covariance is generally dense by (25). We instead
project this posterior after each token onto the diagonal mean-field family

Qco = {Newi($, diag(p)) : § € R%*%, p e RIL, | @27)

The following proposition gives the variational state retained by the filter.



Kalman Delta Networks

Proposition 4.1 (Online diagonal variational update). Under (26), treating k; and r; as known at step t,
the variational approximation

q: = argmin KL(q || Neot (S, PF)) (28)
qucol

has the unique solution

qt = Neol(St, diag(p,)) , (29)
where
. T N
St = S? = St + K¢ <Ut — St kt> ; Pti = (ﬁt,ll + ;'l> . (30)
t

Thus the projection preserves the exact one-step Kalman posterior mean conditional on the diagonal
predictive prior and replaces its shared dense key-space covariance with a diagonal state.

Proof. See Appendix A.2.

Using this variational solution as the next token’s prior gives an online mean-field filter. Crucially, the
posterior covariance remains in the diagonal family after every token: P; = diag(p,). Defining the
token’s diagonal precision increment u; = (k; ® k;) /¢, the covariance update is

-1 5
~ ~—1 p
Pr=0iOp_tw, p= (Pt + ut) = m' Po=1 G

where products, ratios, and inverses are coordinatewise. Figure 1 summarizes this online predict—
update—project cycle.

Associative covariance scan. Because the retained covariance is diagonal, each channel evolves
independently. Substituting (31) yields the Mobius recurrence

2
O iPr-1,i + Wi

5 .
Up ity i Pr—1,i + 1+ gy

Pii = (32)

Representing each Mobius update by a 2 x 2 matrix turns composition into matrix multiplication and
yields the associative scan

a2 Wi 1y ; My 14 1y oy 1
() Bt} vt [
b ut,i“%,i 1+ut,iwt,i] [dt,i Mldy PLi dy; do,i 1 (33)

’

Thus the approximation reduces the uncertainty state from a dense d; x d; matrix to d; scalars and
replaces the sequential Riccati recursion with an associative scan of logarithmic parallel depth.

Information scaling. Projecting each dense posterior to a product Gaussian discards cross-channel
correlations and inherits the coordinatewise overconfidence of reverse-KL mean field [Blei et al., 2017].
These correlations encode observed joint key directions; without them, the approximation can be
overconfident in individual channels yet too uncertain along those directions. Consequently, a repeated
key or a later key with energy on the same coordinates can trigger an excessively strong residual write
(see Figure 2, second column; y = 1). To mitigate this overwrite, we apply an information scale p > 0
only to the post-write precision increment:

Ps

_F _
ur = 7t thkt/ P: 1+ut®;7\tl

po=1 (34)
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Figure 2: Effective-write distributions at initialization (top) and after 50B training tokens (bottom) for
parameter-matched 750M KDA and Diagonal KDN models with u € {1, /dy, di}. For normalized KDA

keys, s = B; for Diagonal KDN, g5 = k] «;. Dashed lines mark pooled means.

Because the gain x; is computed before the post-write update, increasing y leaves the current write
unchanged while reducing later effective writes 8f = kTx. Setting u = 1 recovers the variational
update; for a normalized dense key, ;1 = dj compensates the 1/dj dilution of each channel’s information

increment. Refer to Appendix B for detailed discussion and empirical analyses.

Combining this calibrated covariance scan with the Kalman residual write yields the Diagonal Kalman

Delta Network, summarized in Proposition 4.2.

Proposition 4.2: Diagonal Kalman Delta Network

Let the predictive covariance be restricted to Di" . and let Dy, Q, and r; be parameterized by

ar = 0(Wuxs + by), w; = softplus(Wyx; + by), 7t = Fmin + softplus(w/x; + b,),

(35)
D; = diag(«;), Q; = diag(wy).

Here x; is the token hidden state, and all weights W, and w,, together with their biases, are
learnable parameters. For an information scale y > 0, define

_ K ~ _ 9 _ P _
ur = rtkt @kt/ P = &; @Pt_l + wy, P: = 1+ut @ﬁt’ PO =1 (36)

The covariance states are computed by the per-channel Mobius scan

2
g Wi Ny ne_1,i N no,i 1

My = | b i, Al =My, | =4, =10 @37

K 7Y 1+”t,iwt,i] [dt,i] & [dt—m} Pi= 3, [do,i] M G7

The adaptive gain at token f uses the pre-write predictive covariance p,:

p. Ok
= P © k¢

= "t= " (38)
e+ pt,ik%,i

10
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With «; available before the memory scan, the memory update is an affine scan:

S; = (I = Ktk;r)DtSt—l +Kt712-, 0 — S;rqt (39)

Thus the diagonal approximation preserves the two ingredients missing from fixed-gain delta-rule
models while keeping the training primitive unchanged: the memory is predicted through D;, and the
residual write is weighted by a transition-aware uncertainty estimate.

Hardware-efficient chunkwise implementation. The diagonal approximation directly yields a
two-stage parallel implementation. Its per-channel covariance recurrence is a Mobius map, enabling
an associative chunkwise kernel that computes all Kalman gains; once those gains are available,
the memory update becomes an input-only asymmetric delta rule handled by a compact-WY kernel.
Appendix D provides the derivation and implementation details.

4.2. Isotropic Kalman Delta Network

Instead of tracking a separate uncertainty for every key channel, we can further restrict the covariance
to the isotropic family P; ~ b;I. Unlike the diagonal family, the isotropic family is not closed under a
channel-wise transition, so Isotropic KDN projects both the predicted covariance and the measurement
posterior back to this family. For D; = diag(«;) and Q; = w;I, the trace-projected prediction,
uncertainty-derived gain, and memory update are

dy

1 - b
=g d o, bi=abig+w, = t
i=1

e+ il ke 3 (40)
St = (I — ,Btktk;r)Dtstfl + ,Btkﬂ);r.

This retains the scalar-gated form used by DeltaNet, Gated DeltaNet, and KDA, but ; now depends
on the transition, process uncertainty, and evidence accumulated from previous tokens through /Et. It
therefore replaces the independent token gate U(ngt + bg) with an uncertainty-derived write strength.
Appendix C derives the two isotropic projections and the posterior update.

5. Experiments

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed KDN mixers, we use the 1.3B/100B training setup of
GDN-2 [Hatamizadeh et al., 2026] and extend the same controlled protocol to 750M. Within each
comparison, we hold the data, surrounding backbone, optimization recipe, and evaluation protocol
fixed while matching model capacity.

5.1. Experimental Setup

Pretraining and evaluation datasets. We pretrain all models from scratch on FineWeb-Edu [Penedo
et al., 2024] at two scales: 750M parameters on 50B tokens and 1.3B parameters on 100B tokens. We
evaluate language modeling with perplexity on WikiText [Merity et al., 2017] and LAMBADA [Paperno
et al., 2016], and zero-shot reasoning with LAMBADA [Paperno et al., 2016], PIQA [Bisk et al.,
2020], HellaSwag [Zellers et al., 2019], WinoGrande [Sakaguchi et al., 2020], and ARC-Easy and
ARC-Challenge [Clark et al., 2018]. We evaluate in-context retrieval on the single- and multi-key
needle-in-a-haystack tasks from RULER [Hsieh et al., 2024]. Following Just Read Twice (JRT) [Arora
et al., 2024], we additionally evaluate real-world retrieval on six cloze-formatted tasks: SWDE [Lockard
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Perplexity | Zero-shot accuracy (%) 1

Model Wiki. LMB. LMB. PIQA Hella. Wino. ARC-e ARC-c Avg.
Recurrent-only, 750M parameters, 50B tokens

DeltaNet [2024b] 19.78 20.17 38.77 69.10 48.04 51.93 65.49 33.28 51.10
Gated DeltaNet [2024a] 19.50 18.08 40.23 69.91 50.22 55.64 68.10 32.17 52.71
KDA [2025] 18.85 15.06 44.34 70.95 51.23 54.93 67.72 34.04 53.87
Mamba-3 (SISO) [2026] 19.68 17.61 40.33 70.57 50.87 53.83 67.51 34.47 5293
Mamba-3 (MIMO) [2026] 18.99 15.67 43.24 69.86 52.24 56.75 67.72 36.52 54.39
GDN-2 [2026] 21.20 17.88 41.18 70.08 46.90 54.54 64.27 31.74 51.45
Isotropic KDN 18.42 14.68 44.05 70.95 52.12 56.12 68.01 35.24 5441
Diagonal KDN 18.64 14.15 45.66 70.95 51.91 57.70 68.10 35.49 54.97
Recurrent-only, 1.3B parameters, 100B tokens

KDA [2025] 15.40 10.09 51.15 74.16 60.61 60.54 73.48 41.72 60.28
Mamba-3 (SISO) [2026] 15.94 11.98 47.45 73.61 59.39 57.77 72.64 38.31 58.20
Mamba-3 (MIMO) [2026] 15.63 10.49 50.20 73.94 60.79 59.19 7391 41.04 59.85
GDN-2 [2026] 16.15 11.29 49.45 72.63 57.80 59.19 72.73 39.25 58.51
Isotropic KDN 15.30 998 50.96 73.23 60.23 61.33 74.71 41.64 60.35
Diagonal KDN 15.04 9.75 51.87 74.21 60.68 60.62 73.70 41.64 60.45

Hybrid and attention-only, 1.3B parameters, 100B tokens

Transformer [2017] (2K SWA) 16.67 13.10 48.38 71.22 56.62 56.75 68.56 35.84 56.23
KDA [2025] + SWA 15.08 10.81 51.23 72.14 60.33 61.64 72.77 41.55 59.94
Mamba-3 (SISO) [2026] + SWA  15.87 11.38 50.46 72.80 59.59 59.27 72.73 40.10 59.16
Mamba-3 (MIMO) [2026] + SWA 15.33 10.96 50.44 72.69 60.00 5856 72.81 41.21 59.28

GDN-2 [2026] + SWA 16.06 11.12 49.54 71.82 58.44 57.77 71.42 37.63 57.77
Isotropic KDN + SWA 14.98 1090 50.49 72.85 60.31 59.12 72.64 40.87 59.38
Diagonal KDN + SWA 15.10 10.41 51.99 7296 60.57 60.38 72.98 41.81 60.11

Table 1: Language modeling and zero-shot commonsense reasoning. Best per column within each block
in bold, second best underlined; light-blue rows denote our KDN variants.

et al., 2019], SQuAD [Rajpurkar et al., 2018], FDA [Arora et al., 2023], TriviaQA [Joshi et al., 2017],
Natural Questions [Kwiatkowski et al., 2019], and DROP [Dua et al., 2019].

Model architectures. The KDN mixer builds
on KDA [Kimi Team, 2025], replacing its ¢
gate with process noise w; and observation
noise r;. To isolate the mixer, we adopt the
recurrent-only and hybrid layer and model
architectures of GDN-2 [Hatamizadeh et al.,
2026]. This controlled choice might not be
optimal; determining the best recurrent-to-
attention layer ratio requires a dedicated ab-
lation, as performed for KDA in Kimi Lin- Recurrent-ony Aritcture
ear [Kimi Team, 2025]. Figure 3 summarizes 2 &

the recurrent_only and hybrld designs_ All Figure 3: Kalman Delta Network architectures.
recurrent-only models use the same backbone, with feed-forward widths adjusted to match non-
embedding parameter counts within 0.03%. The 750M and 1.3B backbones use 16 and 18 layers with
dmodel = 2048 and 2304, respectively, corresponding to KDN mixers with 16 and 18 recurrent heads of
dimension 128. The Mamba-3 baselines are also configured to match the KDNs’ total recurrent-state

| Kalman Delta Network
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S-NIAH-1 S-NIAH-2 S-NIAH-3 MK-NIAH-1

Model 1K 2K 4K 8K 1K 2K 4K 8K 1K 2K 4K 1K 2K 4K
Recurrent-only, 750M parameters, 50B tokens

DeltaNet [2024b] 100.0 100.0 99.6 99.6 97.0 87.0 454 154 72.0 49.2 17.6 27.2 27.4 22.6
Gated DeltaNet [2024a] 100.0 99.8 99.2 87.8 932 562 27.2 13.8 71.8 23.8 6.6 29.8 25.4 20.2
KDA [2025] 100.0 99.8 99.2 82.6 964 89.8 63.2 26.0 68.8 43.6 13.6 32.6 29.8 24.2
Mamba-3 (SISO) [2026] 100.0 98.8 73.8 332 954 822 43.0 176 65.6 264 9.0 42.4 27.6 19.6
Mamba-3 (MIMO) [2026] 100.0 99.0 79.2 39.6 984 926 57.6 21.6 774 49.0 142 50.2 36.0 25.0
GDN-2 [2026] 100.0 99.8 90.2 47.2 95.0 74.6 36.0 12.6 64.6 31.0 9.2 27.8 25.6 22.0
Isotropic KDN 100.0 100.0 98.2 89.4 96.0 86.0 47.8 16.2 80.4 58.4 22.6 30.4 25.4 22.2
Diagonal KDN 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.6 91.4 71.2 29.0 84.2 71.0 32.2 41.0 36.4 29.6
Recurrent-only, 1.3B parameters, 100B tokens

KDA [2025] 99.8 99.2 66.6 30.2 98.0 950 622 23.6 92.6 77.2 43.2 47.4 38.8 26.6
Mamba-3 (SISO) [2026] 100.0 99.8 98.2 62.6 98.6 93.6 62.6 20.6 69.0 50.2 16.6 46.6 38.4 27.2
Mamba-3 (MIMO) [2026] 99.8 994 752 154 99.6 96.0 64.8 154 858 63.6 29.8 51.6 42.4 30.4
GDN-2 [2026] 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.8 98.6 924 67.4 28.0 88.0 64.4 29.4 50.6 44.0 31.4
Isotropic KDN 100.0 100.0 100.0 94.6 98.4 91.8 68.4 24.2 86.8 67.6 34.6 41.6 29.8 23.4
Diagonal KDN 100.0 100.0 99.8 99.8 98.6 95.6 74.6 25.8 96.4 88.6 48.6 62.2 47.4 33.8

Hybrid and attention-only, 1.3B parameters, 100B tokens

Transformer [2017] (2K SWA) 100.0 100.0 52.4 22.6 100.0 100.0 53.4 19.8 99.2 94.6 354 76.6 79.4 45.4
KDA [2025] + SWA 100.0 87.8 47.4 21.2 99.8 100.0 53.4 25.4 99.2 97.0 48.6 86.0 83.0 44.2
Mamba-3 (SISO) [2026] + SWA 994 73.8 294 150 99.6 99.2 52.2 21.8 96.4 86.2 43.4 748 76.0 39.0
Mamba-3 (MIMO) [2026] + SWA 100.0 99.8 52.0 27.2 99.8 99.8 53.2 25.6 97.8 95.8 50.8 92.8 89.6 45.8

GDN-2 [2026] 4+ SWA 100.0 100.0 52.4 28.4 100.0 99.8 53.4 27.6 83.0 67.8 25.2 84.0 76.8 45.6
Isotropic KDN + SWA 100.0 100.0 52.4 28.4 100.0 100.0 53.4 27.6 99.8 98.4 44.6 85.4 89.0 49.8
Diagonal KDN + SWA 100.0 98.6 51.6 28.0 100.0 98.4 53.4 26.0 99.8 99.2 53.0 95.6 90.0 47.8

Table 2: In-context retrieval accuracy (%) on RULER single- and multi-key needle-in-a-haystack
tasks [Hsieh et al., 2024]. We use 25-word context increments and deterministic random essay
windows rather than 500-word increments and fixed prefixes; every model receives the same 500
samples per cell, with matched keys, values, and needle depths. Best per column within each block in
bold, second best underlined.

size at both scales. At 1.3B/100B, the hybrid architecture alternates nine recurrent mixer layers with
nine sliding-window-attention (SWA) layers using a 2K window.

Baselines. We compare with DeltaNet [Yang et al., 2024b], Gated DeltaNet [Yang et al., 2024a],
KDA [Kimi Team, 2025], the SISO and MIMO variants of Mamba-3 [Lahoti et al., 2026], and GDN-
2 [Hatamizadeh et al., 2026]. Our models are the Isotropic and Diagonal KDN variants developed
above. The hybrid block also includes an attention-only Transformer with a 2K sliding window.

Implementation details. We use the same training recipe as GDN-2 [Hatamizadeh et al., 2026] for
all models: AdamW with a peak learning rate of 4 x 10~%, B = (0.9,0.95), weight decay 0.1, gradient
clipping at 1.0, and a cosine schedule with a 1% token-budget warm-up (0.5B/1B tokens at the two
scales). All runs use a global batch of 0.5M tokens, a sequence length of 4K, and the same data seed
within each comparison. We set 1,y = 0.01 and initialize the process noise isotropically by setting
W, = 0 when training Diagonal KDN. We also learn a scalar initial covariance ¢ > 0 for each head

~(h
h, so that S(() ) o 01(0,¢14,). Throughout the main experiments, both Isotropic and Diagonal KDN

use the fixed information scale y = d.
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Model SWDE SQuAD FDA TriviaQA NQ DROP Avg.
Recurrent 1.3B / 100B

KDA [2025] 28.77 38.70 27.97 61.97 24.11 21.03 33.76
Mamba-3 (SISO) [2026] 26.34 36.35 22.52 60.90 21.98 20.89 31.50
Mamba-3 (MIMO) [2026] 24.93 36.71 25.25 61.02 23.50 21.99 32.23
GDN-2 [2026] 2990 35.64 21.16 61.49 23.34 20.99 32.09
Isotropic KDN 33.08 36.71 2298 62.09 22.14 23.38 33.40
Diagonal KDN 30.18 38.09 30.61 62.56 23.63 24.10 34.86

Hybrid 1.3B / 100B

Transformer [2017] (2K SWA) 36.08 42.43 52.68 62.09 25.40 21.47 40.02
KDA [2025] 4+ SWA 51.08 43.10 57.86 65.17 28.22 25.11 45.09
Mamba-3 (SISO) [2026] + SWA 36.27 43.37 58.95 64.57 26.70 22.47 42.06
Mamba-3 (MIMO) [2026] + SWA 42.55 43.33 64.85 65.88 28.44 23.53 44.76

GDN-2 [2026] + SWA 47.80 42.73 63.22 62.38 26.10 23.19 44.24
Isotropic KDN + SWA 53.98 43.60 63.12 65.52 26.89 22.52 45.94
Diagonal KDN + SWA 48.08 43.50 66.58 64.93 27.72 22.52 45.55

Table 3: Zero-shot accuracy (%) on real-world retrieval tasks with inputs limited to 2K tokens. Avg. is
the unweighted six-task mean. Best per column within each block in bold, second best underlined.

5.2. Experimental Results

Language modeling and commonsense reasoning. Table 1 shows consistent gains from KDN across
both parameter scales. Among recurrent-only models, both Diagonal and Isotropic KDN outperform
KDA and Mamba-3 on the two perplexity benchmarks and in average accuracy at both scales, with
Diagonal KDN leading in average accuracy. In the hybrid setting, Diagonal KDN + SWA achieves the
highest average accuracy, followed by KDA + SWA, while every recurrent-attention hybrid outperforms
the attention-only Transformer.

In-context retrieval. Tables 2 and 3 evaluate synthetic needle-in-a-haystack and real-world retrieval,
respectively. On the synthetic tasks, Diagonal KDN achieves the highest aggregate among recurrent-only
models at both scales, with particularly strong S-NIAH-3 and multi-key retrieval. This is consistent
with channel-wise uncertainty protecting stored associations under interference. On the six real-world
tasks at 1.3B parameters, Diagonal KDN also achieves the best recurrent-only average and leads FDA,
TriviaQA, and DROP. In the hybrid block, Isotropic KDN + SWA has the best average, while Diagonal
KDN + SWA ranks second and leads FDA. Additionally, every hybrid model substantially outperforms
its recurrent-only counterpart on these tasks.

5.3. Ablation and Runtime
Information scale. Table 4 ablates the information

scale using fixed values u € {1,/dy, d,4d;} and a ! Wid. PPL ¢ LMB. PPLy Ave |
learned scale initialized at dy. Increasing the fixed scale 1 18.69 15.51 >4.12
steadily improves LAMBADA perplexity, with 4d; per- ;i{lTk 1222 i}g gjgg
forming best, whereas WikiText perplexity and average 4d, 18.97 13.91 54.92
accuracy peak at di. The learned scale performs best Learned 18.51 14.68 54.62

on WikiText but trails the fixed d} setting on LAMBADA
and average accuracy, indicating that the overall effect is
small and metric-dependent.

Table 4: Information-scale ablation.

14



Kalman Delta Networks

Observation and process noise. Table 5 ab-

lates the observation and process noise at u = 1

b ing learned r; and w; with variants that Learnable ri, oy 18.69 1551 54.12
y comparing t and w; Fixry = 1 18.46 1572 53.77

first fix r, = 1 and then fix both terms to one. Fix- Fix both at 1 18.64 15.84  53.87

ing r; improves WikiText perplexity but slightly

degrades LAMBADA perplexity and average ac- Table 5: Observation- and process-noise ablation.

curacy; fixing both terms yields similarly mixed

results. Overall, neither constraint consistently improves short-context quality.

Setting (x = 1) Wiki. PPL | LMB. PPL | Avg. 1

Throughput. Figure 4 benchmarks the mixer
layers rather than end-to-end models, us-
ing the state-matched 750M configuration on
one H200 (B = 4, dynodel = 2048, BF16;

¢ |~® Transformer Mamba-3 SISO == Isotropic KDN
4x10° 1-m- kDA ~#- Mamba-3 MIMO == Diagonal KDN
DN-2

3)(106. ‘G\.\

=)

[a

Q

4

9]

3
median over 30 runs). Diagonal KDN uses ié 2 x 106 | .
FP32/TF32x3, the Transformer uses full causal g / ——
attention, and lengths beyond the 4K train- £ .Zf/‘: — —%
ing context are scaling probes. Isotropic KDN g’ M7 i H
closely tracks KDA across sequence lengths. E ]
Diagonal KDN incurs additional cost from the 6x10° oK K oK oK 35K

channel-wise uncertainty scan but remains Sequence length
close to GDN-2 and retains linear scaling.
Mamba-3 SISO leads at long contexts, whereas
full attention degrades sharply as sequence length grows.

Figure 4: Mixer-layer throughput scaling.

6. Related Work

Fixed-memory attention. Standard self-attention [Vaswani et al., 2017], including its RoPE-based
variants [Su et al., 2024], retains token-level history and computes quadratic pairwise interactions.
Practical systems reduce these costs through sparse attention [Liu et al., 2025] or bounded KV-cache
retention at inference time [Xiao et al., 2024; Bui et al., 2026b,a]. Efficient native alternatives
include low-rank projection in Linformer [Wang et al., 2020] and recurrent linear attention, which
compresses history into a fixed-size fast-weight state for constant-memory decoding and scan-parallel
training [Katharopoulos et al., 2020]. Gated and corrective recurrent designs include GLA, DeltaNet,
Gated DeltaNet, Comba, RWKV-7, and KDA [Yang et al., 2023; Schlag et al., 2021; Yang et al.,
2024a; Hu et al., 2025; Peng et al., 2025; Kimi Team, 2025]; FoX, DeltaFormer, and PaTH-FoX carry
related forgetting, associative correction, and multiplicative positional encoding to exponential-kernel
attention [Lin et al., 2025; Zhong et al., 2025; Yang et al., 2025]. GDN-2 further decouples erase and
write [Hatamizadeh et al., 2026]. Preconditioned DeltaNet shows that inverse-Gram preconditioning
turns DeltaNet into an exact online least-squares solver and develops scan-compatible diagonal variants
for DeltaNet, GDN, and KDA [Tumma et al., 2026]. This exact update is the static, fixed-noise limit of
Kalman Associative Memory. Its practical model uses bounded diagonal curvature with a separate token-
predicted gain, whereas KDN propagates predictive covariance through learned stochastic dynamics
and derives the innovation gain jointly from uncertainty and observation noise.

State-space sequence mixers and Bayesian memory. Structured SSMs provide a complementary
approach to fixed-memory sequence mixing: S4 makes long-range continuous-time dynamics tractable
via structured convolutions, while S5 recasts them as a scan-parallel MIMO recurrence [Gu et al.,
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2022; Smith et al., 2023], Mamba adds input selectivity [Gu and Dao, 2023], Mamba-2 derives
attention—SSM duality and SSD [Dao and Gu, 2024], and Mamba-3 introduces exponential-trapezoidal
discretization, complex dynamics, and SISO/MIMO variants [Lahoti et al., 2026]. Unlike Mamba’s
deterministic, control-driven additive updates, KDN treats token values as noisy observations of a
stochastic key—value map and weights each innovation by propagated covariance. Kalman Linear
Attention also tracks uncertainty with a scan-parallel information-form filter, but factorizes its belief
over feature/state-expansion coordinates under time-invariant OU dynamics [Shaj et al., 2026]. KDN
instead observes an associative matrix through vector-valued, key-conditioned measurements; its exact
posterior covariance is dense in key space and shared across value channels, with isotropic and diagonal
KDNs as scan-compatible approximations.

7. Conclusion and Future Work

In this work, we bridge delta-rule recurrent mixers and state-space models by reformulating recurrent
key—value memory as a linear—-Gaussian dynamical system over a latent, non-stationary key—value map.
This view gives the delta-rule residual write a principled interpretation as the Kalman innovation: the
part of the observed value not explained by the predicted memory. Unlike the Mamba lineage [Gu and
Dao, 2023], whose state update uses a control-driven additive input, these models correct a predicted
key-value map with a key-conditioned residual but use a token-predicted rather than covariance-derived
gain. Building on this view, KDN derives the gain from propagated uncertainty and observation noise.

To make uncertainty-aware filtering practical, we derive scan-compatible Isotropic and Diagonal KDNs
and introduce information scaling to limit future overwrite of stored associations. In parameter-matched
recurrent-only pretraining at 750M and 1.3B parameters, both variants achieve lower WikiText and
LAMBADA perplexity and higher mean six-task zero-shot accuracy than every evaluated recurrent
baseline. Diagonal KDN also attains the highest aggregate RULER score at both scales.

These models are steps toward, rather than full realizations of, Kalman Associative Memory. Exact
filtering maintains a dense key-space covariance and a state-dependent Riccati update, whereas the
isotropic and diagonal approximations compress this covariance to preserve parallel training. A future
direction is to extend diagonal decay with the damped rotations used by Mamba-3 [Lahoti et al., 2026],
allowing stored associations to rotate as well as decay. Making this richer transition and covariance
update scan-efficient remains open.
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A. Theoretical Proofs

A.1. Proof of the Kalman optimal update
Proof of Proposition 3.1 (Kalman Associative Memory). Let the latent associative-memory state be

S e R M, (k) = Sk
The linear-Gaussian state-space model is
St =DiSi 1+ Wy, Wi~ Neot (0, ), (41)
v = g:kt + ey, ey ~ N(O, T’tldv)- 42)

The current model quantities Dy, ), 1+, and k; are treated as known when the gain is selected. Under
these Gaussian assumptions, the filtering posterior at step t — 1 is

P(gtfl | Fi—1) = Neol(Se—1, Pi—1), (43)

where S;_1 is the posterior mean, i.e. the point estimate of the memory after processing the first + — 1
key—value pairs, and P;_1 is its key-space uncertainty.

Before observing token ¢, the filter first predicts the next latent memory by marginalizing over the
previous posterior:

p(Si | Fiy) = / (51 | S)p (it | Fiot) dSir. (44)
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Because both factors are linear—Gaussian, the predicted distribution is Gaussian,

p(St | Fi1) = Neai (St Py). (45)
Evaluating this Gaussian integral gives the exact Kalman prediction step:
S, =DS,_1, P,=DP, D] +Q,. (46)

At step t, we observe the key-value pair (k;, v¢), where k] is the known observation map. Reading the

current predicted memory at k; gives the expected value v; = §tTkt. Since the actual observation is v;,
the innovation is its difference from this memory prediction:

(St = 0Ot — %J\t. (47)

The columnwise predictive state and isotropic observation noise make the pairs (s, ;, v; ;) conditionally
independent across j. Conditioned on (F;_1, k), each pair has joint distribution

[sm’] ~ N [ _SrfAJ }/
Ut,]‘ kt St/]'

Applying the Gaussian conditioning formula gives
Spj | Fi ~ N (sj+ 5161, Py),
Pik = DPikkP (49)
_ Tk p, = P, — ek
Tt Tt
The posterior remains factorized, with a common gain and covariance across value coordinates. Stacking
the columnwise posteriors therefore yields

1/51} ﬁtkt
kIP; 7y

) , Yt =Tt + k;rl/stkt (48)

Kt

S, | Fi ~ Neol <§t + Kt5tT,Pt> , Py = (I—- KtktT)lA)t- (50)
This directly establishes the posterior mean and covariance.

It remains to verify the equivalent minimum-MSE characterization. For any candidate gain g € R%,
define S;(g) = S; + g4} and

J(8) = E[ IS = Su(9) I} | Fir k] (51)

Using the predictive covariance and independence of the observation noise, direct expansion and
completion of the square give

Ji(g) = do| Te(Py) — 28" Piki + 71873
= do| Te(Py) + millg — 3]

Since ; > 0, this objective has the unique minimizer g = «;, establishing the minimum-MSE charac-
terization. Therefore the exact Kalman Associative Memory update is
gt = D;S; 1, IA)t = D{P;,_1D] + Q),
Piki A AT NT
Kt = ——m——=——, St:St+Kt Ut—S kt P (53)
1+ ktTPtkt ( ! )
Pt = <I - Ktkz—)ﬁt-

(52)
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A.2. Proof of the online diagonal variational update

Proof of Proposition 4.1 (Online Diagonal Variational Update). Let A} = (P})~!. Forg = N(S,diag(p)),
the columnwise factorization and the Gaussian KL formula give

KL(q || Neor (S7, PF))

1 * * * dU * 54
— S THl(S — S1ITAT(S = S1)] + 5 ST [(ADups — log pi] + oY

where C = %(log det P} — dy) is independent of S and p. Since A} > 0, the mean term is uniquely

minimized at S = S}. For each p; > 0,

oKL d, N 1 BZKL_ dy
ap; 7 <(At)11 - Pz‘) , 73;712 = @ > 0. (55)

Thus the unique minimizing variance is p; = 1/(Ay);;. Finally, the exact posterior precision satisfies

~— 1
A =P, '+ ~kik]. (56)

t

Because P; = diag(p,),
R AN
(A7) = P + 7, Pu:GJ+M>' 7
’ Tt ’ Tt

Together with the exact Kalman posterior mean S} from Proposition 3.1, this proves (30). O

B. Overwrite and Protection-Write Decoupling

Empirical symptom. For any delta-style residual update, define the effective write strength
B = K. (58)
Reading the updated memory at the same key shows its operational meaning:
o — STk = (1 B) (o1 — 8Tke) (59)

Thus B is the fraction of the current residual removed at its own key; values near one correspond to
an almost complete same-key rewrite. We call an update an overwrite when [5‘;’& remains large despite
strong prior evidence along k;, causing a new observation to replace rather than cautiously revise the
stored association.

To analyze the write strength induced by KDN, we record S5 across layers, heads, and tokens on
a fixed FineWeb-Edu stream for parameter-matched 750M KDA and Diagonal KDN models, both at
initialization and after 50B training tokens. The resulting distributions are shown in Figure 2. At y =1,
Diagonal KDN concentrates its effective writes near one, indicating frequent overwrite. Increasing y
progressively reduces the effective write strength.
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Information scale as future protection. To understand overwrite, consider a normalized key with
equal energy on m active channels and isotropic predictive variance on that support: kf =1/m and
p; = p. Along this key, the exact posterior and its unscaled diagonal projection retain variances

mrp

* rp .
Vexact 1= kTP*k = rt p/ VPrOj = kT dlag(p)k = m (60)

For m > 1, Vproj > Vexact- Consider an immediate repeat of the same key with no intervening covariance
evolution, so that the retained variance V becomes the predictive variance for the next write. Its effective

strength is
1%
eff
V)= ——.
t-‘rl( ) rt+] _|_ V

Because this fraction increases with V, the diagonal projection assigns a stronger correction to the
repeated key than the exact posterior.

(61)

We introduce an information scale y to reduce this retained uncertainty. For the causal analysis, let it
vary by token as j;; the model uses a single constant y:

2\
~—1 ti
pei(pe) = <Pt,i +Vt> : (62)

1t

For the balanced key above, the scaled projection retains

mrp

=7 63
mr+ up (63)

Vroj (1)

Thus = m matches the exact one-step directional variance; for an equal-energy key with full support,
this gives y = dy.

The gain «; is computed from the predictive state p, before the scaled uncertainty update, so y; does
not change the current gain or memory estimate:

oK dS; opy i k%i »
— — r— . < 0.
ot 0, ot 0, ot T pii =0 (64)

Its first effect is on future gains. Holding the next token’s parameters fixed and defining z;,1 =
Zi f)\t+1'ik%+l,i’ we Obtain

0Z¢41 1 2 2Kz ik
o zi:“tﬂ,ipt,ikt,ikﬂrl/i =0, (65)
B [+ et

<.

ot B (re1 + ze41)? Oy

Thus p is a protection scale: it leaves the current write unchanged while weakening future writes along
channels shared with the current key.

The matched 750M sweep exhibits the predicted reduction in write strength. At both initialization and
after training, the pooled mean B¢ decreases monotonically as y increases:
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Information scale ¢~ Random init. =~ Trained at 4  Fixed-weight intervention

1 0.842 0.943 0.886
Vi 0.743 0.891 0.873
dy 0.630 0.826 0.862
4d, 0.580 0.805 0.857

Table 6: Mean effective write for the 750M Diagonal KDN (d; = 128). The first two columns use
the matched random-initialization controls and checkpoints trained at each scale, evaluated on eight
2048-token sequences. The final column uses a separate 4096-token trajectory, changes only the
runtime information scale of each trained checkpoint, and averages the resulting layer—-head-token
means across the four checkpoints; model weights are fixed, while downstream hidden states respond to
the changed recurrence. Absolute levels should therefore be compared within, not across, these probe
protocols. The intervention isolates the monotone protection effect from retraining compensation.

The intervention reduces the mean from 0.886 at = 1 to 0.857 at 4dj, while the matched trained
models decrease from 0.943 to 0.805. Together with Equation (65), this supports the interpretation of
yu as a future-write control rather than an increase in current observation strength.

C. Isotropic Kalman Delta Network

Retained isotropic state. Following the notation of Section 2, S, is the latent random memory, while
S: and P; are the retained filtering mean and covariance. Isotropic KDN replaces the d; diagonal
uncertainty values of Diagonal KDN by one scalar per head:

P; = b, by > 0. (66)

Two isotropic projections. The isotropic family is not closed under either stage of the Kalman
recursion. Starting from P;_; = b;_11, a channel-wise transition D; = diag(a;) generally produces an
anisotropic predictive covariance. Even after projecting that prediction back to an isotropic covariance,
conditioning on a key k; produces a dense posterior. Isotropic KDN therefore projects once after
prediction and once after conditioning.

For any X € g% -, , the Frobenius-nearest isotropic matrix is

Mo (X) = argmin 2 X — bI[}} = - Te(X)1. 67)
k

bI:b>0 d
Indeed, ||X — bI||2 = || X||% — 2b Tr(X) + dib?, so the projection preserves the average eigenvalue. We
apply this covariance projection after prediction, where the process update is affine. After conditioning,
we instead minimize reverse KL over isotropic Gaussians, which preserves the exact posterior mean
and retains the harmonic mean of the posterior covariance eigenvalues.

Predictive covariance. The memory mean follows the full channel-wise prediction S; = D;S; ;.
With isotropic process noise ); = w;I, the retained predictive covariance is

1 —~
ay = d7k Tr 1)2 Z “t ir bt = Cltbtfl + wy, (68)

P; = Iljso(D:P, D] + Qt) = b1
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Thus b; is the average predictive marginal variance. The projection is inactive when «; is constant
across channels, as in the scalar decay of Gated DeltaNet [Yang et al., 2024a]. For channel-wise decay
as in KDA, the memory retains the full transition while the uncertainty tracker keeps only its isotropic
projection.

Posterior covariance. By the columnwise factorization, it suffices to consider value coordinate j. Let
§t,]- and s; ; denote column j of the predicted memory S; and filtered memory S, respectively. Under
the retained predictive state, the one-step model is

Fioqg ~ N(gt,]'r T)t), Otj = k;rgt,j + €t,is €j ~ N(O, T’t). (69)

St,]‘

The exact one-step filtering posterior under (69), treating k; and r; as known at step ¢, has the Kalman
residual-update mean and a generally dense covariance:

by
Kt = ,Btkt/ ,Bt = m/
stj =St +x¢ (vpj — k[Stj),
© = (I — x:k]) Py
DPhk]
e+ bil| ki3

(70)

The star distinguishes this exact posterior covariance from the retained isotropic covariance P;. Because
P; is generally dense, we approximate the exact one-step posterior within the isotropic family

Qiso = {N(s,bI) : s € R%, b > 0}.

Proposition C.1 (Online isotropic variational update). Let 71;; = p(s;; | vy, Ft—1, ki, 1t) denote the
exact one-step filtering posterior under (69). The variational approximation is

qj = arg min KL(q || nt,j) ) (71)

qGQiso
Its unique solution is
qrj = N (stj, biI),
St,]' = gt,j =+ K (vt,j — k;r/s\t’]) ,

1 Ik 2\ D,
bt - <A + Hdt||2> — = tz 7 Ky = ﬁtkt-
by kTt 1+ by |kt |5/ (dire)

(72)

Thus the retained mean s, ; is the exact one-step posterior mean, while b1 is the isotropic approximation
to its covariance.

Proof. The exact posterior is Gaussian with mean Stj and covariance P} from (70). Its covariance
eigenvalue along k; and its eigenvalue on the orthogonal complement are, respectively,

Eﬂ’t
A=

- N — /\L :i)\t. (73)
re+ byl [kt |3
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For g = N (s, bI), minimizing the Gaussian KL first sets s = s; ;. Up to constants independent of b, the
remaining objective is

1 —1 -1
= [b (AH +(de—1)A] ) —d 1ogb} . (74)
Its unique minimizer is the harmonic mean of these covariance eigenvalues,
d 1 (k37
e B (1 i) 75
AT+ (de = 1)A7 by it
which is (72). O

Starting from the isotropic variational update above, we introduce an information scale p > 0 by setting
by — bt = u|k¢l|3/ (diri); 4 = 1 recovers the variational update. Like the per-channel diagonal
recurrence, the resulting scalar recurrence is a Mobius map and therefore admits an associative prefix
scan. Isotropic KDN is summarized below.

Proposition C.2: Isotropic Kalman Delta Network

Let the predictive covariance be restricted to the isotropic family {bI : b > 0} and let Dy, Q), and
r+ be parameterized by

ar = 0(Wuxt + by), wr = softplus(wl,xt + by), 7t = rmin + softplus(w/x; + b;),

. (76)
D; = diag(«;), Q; = wl.

Here x; is the token hidden state, and all weights W and w., together with their biases, are learnable
parameters. Define the trace-averaged transition factor a; = d,_ s, a?,. For an information scale
i > 0, define

~

~ b
p by = aby_q1 + wy, by = . o
1+ utbt

:katH%

223
dyr

by =1. (77)
The covariance states are computed by the scalar Mobius scan
a Wi ny np_1 1y ng 1
M = 4 = M 7 b = 5 = . 8
t |:1/ltﬂlt 1 +Mt60t:| |:dt:| f |:dt1:| f dt |:d():| |:1:| (7 )
The adaptive gain at token t uses the pre-write predictive covariance E:

Kt = ———— = ,Btkt- (79)
7t + bkt |3

With B; available before the memory scan, the memory update has the same affine form as KDA:

Si = (I — Bikik])DySi—1 + Bikiv], or = S]q,. (80)

At each step, the gain is formed from b; before b; is updated, so the token-t information increment
does not affect the token-t write; it affects only subsequent gains. In all reported Isotropic KDN runs,
we fix the information scale to y = dj.
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Isotropic KDN therefore preserves the predict—-update decomposition and Kalman residual write, but
compresses the uncertainty state to one scalar per head. Its gain is constrained to x; = B;k;; Diagonal
KDN replaces b; by the vector p, and permits an anisotropic gain direction.

D. Hardware-Efficient Chunkwise Algorithm

Diagonal KDN is evaluated in two stages. A chunked Mébius scan first computes every adaptive gain «;
from the diagonal covariance recurrence. Once these gains are available, the memory recurrence is
an input-only asymmetric delta rule and can be evaluated with a compact WY transform, following
the chunkwise algorithms developed for DeltaNet, KDA, and GDN-2 [Yang et al., 2024b; Kimi Team,
2025; Hatamizadeh et al., 2026]. The two stages therefore use a Mobius scan and a WY memory scan,
respectively; both expose parallel chunk-local work and retain only a short recurrence across chunks.

D.1. Chunkwise Gain Computation

Let z;; = [n;;,d; ;|7 be the homogeneous covariance state for channel 7, so that p;; = n;;/d;;. With

Upj = ykf{i/ 7+, the covariance update is represented by
2

lxt,i Wi

Mti -
’ “t,i“%i 1+ upjwe|’

zii = Mz . (81)

This is (37) with the information scale made explicit. Partition the sequence into gain chunks 7,, =
{lm, ..., rm} of length at most C,. Within each chunk, the token-local M6bius matrices are reduced in
temporal order to

M,,=M, M, 1;--Mg,,. (82)

mr

An exclusive prefix scan over these summaries gives the state entering every chunk,

Z0 =M, 1, Moy,zo, 20 = [Po,i] , (83)

m,i 1

where the product is the identity for the first chunk. Starting from this exclusive carry, all chunks are
replayed in parallel. For t € Z,,, the state immediately before token f is

zi ;=M 1, M, ;z" (84)

i m,i/
with an empty product at t = /,,. The gain is emitted from this exclusive state before M, ; is applied:

N1, P © ke
7 +wi, K= =, Zti = Mzt (85)
t—1,i 1+ 2 Priky,

~ 9
Pti = &

This gives a three-pass implementation: compute one 2 x 2 summary per chunk and channel, scan the
summaries to obtain exclusive chunk carries, and replay the chunks in parallel to emit «;. The ratio
n/d is invariant to a common rescaling, so after each multiplication we divide every homogeneous
vector or matrix by its largest-magnitude entry. This fp32 renormalization prevents overflow when w; ;
is very small. Our gain kernel uses C, = 256; the short carry pass is serial over the number of chunks,
although the summaries also admit a fully associative prefix scan.
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D.2. Chunkwise Memory Scan

With «; fixed, partition the sequence independently into memory chunks of length C,,. Consider one
chunk, suppress its global index, and let ™" be its incoming memory. For local position r, define the
coordinatewise cumulative decay

v =]]e, =1 S =diag(y,)R, (86)

The normalized state obeys an ordinary two-key delta rule,
Rr — (I - fr%l‘) erl + fﬂ);r, EV - ,Yi’ @ kr, Er = Ky @ 'Yr. (87)

Let K, K®), Q, V, and T stack the chunk’s rows kT, «], q7, v}, and -/, respectively. Let T denote the
query scale, with T = dk_l/ 2 in our implementation and T = 1 when it is absorbed into q,- Define

K=ToK, KY=kWor, Q=1ToQ. (88)
The compact WY factors are

T = trﬂ(R(K("))T, 1), A=(Ig, +T)7,
W = AK, u=Av, R=U—-WS".

(89)

Here T is strictly lower triangular. The implementation computes and stores A with a tiled unit-lower-
triangular solve, then forms W and U. Define the final-decay-adjusted write matrix and the inclusive
causal query-write matrix by

[Kg;cl)l] L = [('ch @ 'Yr) © Kr] T ’ AqK = tril (Q(K(K))T> . (90)
The outputs for the whole chunk and its outgoing memory are then

0 =QS™ + AuR, S = diag(yc,)S" + (K

tail

)'R. (oD

The diagonal of Ay is included because o; reads the state after the current write. These equations
are exact for the Diagonal KDN recurrence. They reduce to KDA when «; = B:k; and otherwise use
the same two-key WY structure as GDN-2, with «; as the write direction and k; as the erase direction.
All chunk-local factors are computed in parallel; only S™ is carried across memory chunks. The
implementation forms decay ratios from cumulative log-decay differences for numerical stability and
uses C,, € {32,64}, independently of the gain-chunk length.
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