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Abstract

The architectural design of Large Language Models (LLMSs) is shifting from traditional full-attention-
only models to hybrid models, which combine different attention modules to improve long-context
efficiency and performance in length extrapolation and context extension. To explain why hybrid
models work and how to design them better, we propose Mechanics of Long-Context Hybrid
Models. As Part 1.1 of this series, we begin with hybrids of full attention and either sliding-window
attention (SWA) or gated variants of linear attention (LA), represented by GLA and GDN. We first
observe a Seesaw Effect in Context Extension: LA hybrids benefit more from long-context continual
pretraining, whereas SWA hybrids perform better under length extrapolation. We attribute this
behavior to differences in the positional inductive biases induced by these attention mechanisms.
We find that SWA hybrids suffer from a Short-Context Learning Trap, Short-Window Weariness,
and Long-Window Laziness, and require extended windows to enhance performance in continual
long-context pretraining. For LA hybrids, we summarize the Matthew Effect of Hybrid Position
Extrapolation and propose Sliding-Window Linear Attention, achieving 16X training-free length
extrapolation while maintaining 100% accuracy on NIAH-SK1 in 64k context length.
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Takeaway List

T1 From Hybrid Attention to Hybrid Position. Hybrid models improve long-context performance
and length extrapolation through hybrid position, combining NoPE with other position biases.

T2 Seesaw Effect in Context Extension of SWA Hybrid. The advantage of SWA-NoPE hybrids over
LA-NoPE hybrids in long-context performance is reversed after long-context pretraining, especially
for layer-wise hybrids, due to their Short-Context Learning Trap in Context Extension.

T3 No-Free-Lunch Effect in Length Extrapolation of LA Hybrid. LA-NoPE hybrids are weaker than
SWA-NoPE hybrids in direct extrapolation, though stronger within the training context.

T4 Tidal Effect in Collaboration of Hybrid Position. Effective collaboration of hybrid position relies
on a minority of high-hit-rate NoPE attention with coarse aggregation and a majority of low-entropy
position-biased attention (i.e., RoPE attention and gated linear attention) for noise reduction.

T5 Short-Window Weariness and Long-Window Laziness of SWA Hybrid. In length extrapolation,
SWA hybrids with short window size perform better, but in context extension, SWA hybrids with
sliding window extended to a larger size overcome the short-context trap better.

T6 Matthew Effect of Hybrid Position Extrapolation. Applying a sliding window in position-biased
attention and enhanced global aggregation in NoPE attention leads to strong length extrapolation.
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1 Introduction

The architectural design of mainstream open-source Large Language Models (LLMs) [1-7] is shifting from
traditional full-softmax-attention-only models [8-11] to hybrid models [12-20], which combine different
attention modules across layers or heads and introduce different position embeddings to improve long-context
efficiency and performance [21-23]. To this end, we propose Mechanics of Long-Context Hybrid Models.
Through systematic training, evaluation, mechanism analysis, and closed-loop validation, we analyze how
different attention modules inside a hybrid model collaborate and how these collaborations affect length
extrapolation and long-context performance, aiming to answer "why hybrid models are effective” and "how
to design them more effectively" for long-context LLMs.

e Why Hybrid? Hybrid models have become an important paradigm in LLM design [13, 16, 17].
Compared with traditional RoPE-based full-attention-only models [24, 25], hybrid models not only
offer higher computational and memory efficiency [10, 11, 20], but also provide better performance in
retrieval, state tracking, language modeling, and length extrapolation [22, 23, 26-29].

* Why Long-Context? LLMs need to support longer context [15, 20, 30-32], and long context is one of the
most important application scenarios for current hybrid models [22, 23, 26]. At the same time, million-
token-level contexts in the agentic era impose strong constraints on model architectures [15, 16, 20].
Relying solely on full attention is prohibitively expensive, while any single efficient attention is
unreliable [22, 33, 34]. This makes hybrid models worth studying in long-context LLMs [21, 23, 35, 36].

e Why Mechanics? There has already been substantial work discussing hybrid models from the
perspectives of downstream task evaluation, scaling curves, or system efficiency [21, 23, 26, 35, 36], but
these results often remain at the level of comparing the phenomenon of "which model is better" [23, 35].
We instead focus on how different attention modules inside a hybrid model interact, collaborate, and
affect length extrapolation [37] during inference and context extension during training. This is why we
use Mechanics to summarize this series of works.

On account of this long journey involving comparisons across multiple hybrid modules, hybrid paradigms,
and training scenarios, we proceed step by step. This paper is Part 1.1 of the whole series.

¢ In Part 1, we first discuss the hybridization of memory-constant sliding-window attention (SWA) or
linear attention (LA) with full attention, which is also one of the most widely used classes of hybrid
models at present [13, 14, 16-18, 23]; in subsequent work, we will continue to explore hybrid models
such as sparse-attention hybrids [11, 28, 38-40] and compressed-attention hybrids [20, 41].

¢ In Part 1.1, we start from the perspective of hybrid position, focusing on the length extrapolation (i.e.
training-free generalization beyond the pretraining context length) and context extension (i.e. long-
context continual pretraining that expands context length) performance of RoPE-based full-attention
models, RoPE-NoPE hybrid-position full-attention models, SWA hybrid models, and LA hybrid
models represented by GLA/GDN [17, 33, 34]. In this paper, we focus on the long-context language
modeling [42, 43], retrieval [44, 45], and state-tracking abilities [46] in pretraining; in subsequent work,
we will continue to explore more advanced abilities in post-training and multi-modal training.

Regarding the results obtained in Part 1.1, we give a complete Takeaway List on the first page of the paper.
Specifically, the contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows:

* We compare RoPE-based full attention, RoPE-NoPE hybrid, SWA hybrid, and GLA/GDN hybrid,
both layer-wise and head-wise, across model scales of 376M, 776M, and 1B through long-context
retrieval, state-tracking, and language-modeling performance under length extrapolation in short-
context pretraining and context extension after long-context continual pretraining.

* On hybrid position, we find that hybrid models improve long-context performance and length
extrapolation by combining NoPE with other positional biases, i.e., RoPE attention and gated linear



attention (Takeaway 1). They occupy distinct functional regions in the entropy-hit-rate scatter diagram,
where the boundaries shift with the hybrid ratio (Takeaway 4, Tidal Effect).

* On SWA hybrids, we demonstrate that although SWA hybrids exhibit clear advantages in length
extrapolation, they suffer from the short-context learning trap in context extension (Takeaway 2, Seesaw
Effect). To address this, we improve SWA hybrids by enlarging the window size and applying the
LongCE loss, and further summarize the underlying short-window weariness (Takeaway 5).

¢ On LA hybrids, we find that LA hybrids perform better in long-context pretraining, but are weaker in
length extrapolation (Takeaway 3, No-Free-Lunch Effect). Through our extended attention-entropy
analysis, we observe that LA and RoPE attention exhibit similar patterns in the entropy-hit-rate diagram,
and both can be viewed as position-biased attention. Based on this, we propose Sliding-Window Linear
Attention, achieving 16x length extrapolation with 100% accuracy on NIAH-SK1, and summarize the
underlying Matthew Effect of Hybrid Position Extrapolation (Takeaway 6).

2 Related Work

2.1 The Rise of Hybrid Models

LLM architecture design has shifted from traditional full-attention-only models to hybrid models [12-20],
combining attention modules with different forms, complexities, and position embeddings to mix information
along the sequence dimension [21, 22]. For example, Qwen-3.5 [17, 47], Kimi-K3 [16, 22], and OLMo-
Hybrid [23] mix full softmax attention (e.g., GQA [9] and MLA [10]) or sparse attention (e.g., DSA [11])
with linear attention (e.g., GDN [34] and KDA [22]). Gemma4 [14], Inkling [48], and Mimo-v2 [18] mix
full softmax attention with sliding-window softmax attention. GLM-5.3 [19, 49] and MiniMax-M3 [38, 50]
adopt sparse-attention hybrids [11, 39, 40], while DeepSeek-v4 [20] uses compressed-attention hybrids [41]
with different compression intensity. Hybrid attention often comes with hybrid positional biases and
has position-embedding designs that differ from those in traditional models. For example, Jamba [12],
Kimi-K3 [16], SWAN-GPT [26], and RNoPE [29] also show that full-attention layers in hybrid models do not
necessarily require explicit position embeddings like RoPE [24].

These hybrid models can be more computationally and memory efficient than traditional models, while
achieving downstream performance close to or even better than traditional full-attention models. As a result,
hybrid models have received increasing attention [16, 21, 23, 35]. Among them, hybrids with fixed memory
complexity, especially linear attention (LA) and sliding-window attention (SWA) hybrids, after the early
exploration [51-53], have since been adopted by LLMs including Jamba [12], GPT-OSS [13], MiniMax-01 [15],
Qwen [17, 47], Kimi [16, 22], Nemotron-H [54], and MiniCPM-SALA [55]. They have also inspired fine-tuning
attempts [56-59], and refined efficiency optimizations [27, 60]. Therefore, we start from this class of hybrids
to study why hybrid models are effective and how to design them more effectively.

2.2 Long-Context Performance of Hybrid Models

Beyond efficiency, previous work also suggests that hybrid models can bring performance gains within
the training context length [16, 23, 29]. Early works [61, 62] show that hybrid models can combine the
advantages of traditional softmax attention in retrieval with the advantages of linear attention in state
tracing. Kimi-K3 [16] and OLMo Hybrid [23] further verify at larger scales that LA hybrids can improve
model expressivity and pretraining scaling efficiency. In addition to layer-wise hybrids, Hymba [63] and
HydraHead [36] also verify the effectiveness of head-wise hybrids.

Beyond empirical validation, some works have begun to analyze SWA and LA hybrids theoretically. For
example, Wang et al. [21] suggests that a ratio around 3:1 suits hybrid models, while Wu et al. [64] points out
that retrieval is mainly handled by full attention, whereas SWA or LA affects the training trajectory. Although
these works explain the benefits of hybrid models, there is still a lack of mechanistic analysis of how attention
modules cooperate based on their different positional inductive biases in length extrapolation and context



extension. Based on this, can we combine the strengths and weaknesses of different attention modules in
their positional-bias designs and derive new hybrid strategies that advance length extrapolation and context
extension? These are the questions we study in this paper.

2.3 Extrapolation based on Hybrid Models

Besides improving long-context performance within the training length, hybrid models have also been shown
to improve length extrapolation, or length generalization [37]. For example, iRoPE [65], RNoPE [29], and
SWAN-GPT [26] use RoPE only in some layers and restrict the attention window of these layers during
extrapolation, while retaining access to full context only in NoPE layers, achieving strong extrapolation
performance. This hybrid position design has also proven to improve retrieval performance within the
training length [29]. Similarly, in LA hybrids, Jamba [12], Kimi-K3 [16], and HypeNet [57] find that RoPE can
also be removed from full-attention layers, which also helps direct length generalization [37].

Although LA hybrids do not use explicit position embeddings, this does not mean there is no positional bias.
Linear attention also contains various position designs, some of which have already been used to improve
traditional softmax attention and build stronger position embeddings or attentions [66], such as FoX [67],
DeltaFormer [68], and PaTH [69]. Accordingly, we can extrapolate LA hybrids in the same way as RoPE-NoPE
hybrids by limiting position-biased attention to local windows while strengthening global perception in
NoPE attention, which is also one of the contributions in this paper.

3 Observation

3.1 Setup

We conduct 4k short-context pretraining with 50B tokens and 32k long-context continual pretraining with 5B
tokens at 376M, 776M, and 1B model sizes, and we also verify key conclusions by pretraining a 3B model with
the configuration detailed in Table 2 in Appendix A. By default, we use length extrapolation performance
to refer to long-context performance after 4k short-context pretraining and context extension performance
to refer to that after 32k long-context continual pretraining. We abbreviate layer-wise hybrid as LH and
head-wise hybrid as HH, and use RoPE and NoPE to denote full attention with and without RoPE, respectively.
For example, SWA-NoPE-LH denotes a model where SWA and NoPE full attention are mixed by layer with
a ratio of 3:1 [17, 21, 26] by default. We set the window size of SWA to 128, following GPT-OSS [13] and
Mimo-v2.5 [18], and set the rotary base of SWA and RoPE full attention to 10000 [24], while GLA and GDN
follow their original papers [33, 34, 70]. We only use MHA, since GDN does not support GQA.

We use the PG19 dataset [42] for perplexity (PPL) and LongPPL [43] evaluation, and use RULER [45] and
BABILong [46] to evaluate retrieval and state-tracking abilities, respectively. In addition, we also report the
average scores within 4k and beyond 4k as references for in-domain and out-of-domain performance.

3.2 Short-Context Training

Figure 1 and Figure 2 show the results of layer-wise hybrids, while Figure 3 and Figure 4 show those of
head-wise hybrids. Compared with the RoPE-only full attention model, the hybrid models exhibit lower
training loss and perplexity within the training length, even for RoPE-NoPE hybrid full attention models [29].
In SWA hybrids and LA hybrids, removing the position embedding in the full attention layer still enhances
long-context performance and length extrapolation [12, 26], in both layer-wise and head-wise hybrids.

We also verify the effectiveness of RoPE-NoPE extrapolation in an SWA-NoPE hybrid manner [26, 29] rather
than positional interpolation [71-74]. For RoPE attention, we retain only the attention window of the nearest
pretraining context length, 4k. For NoPE attention, we use a log-scaled attention extrapolation, increasing the
attention-logit scale to prevent attention entropy from increasing as the context grows, with the log base
equal to the pretraining context length [75, 76]. As shown in Figure 5, this hybrid extrapolation method
significantly outperforms RoPE or RoPE-NoPE hybrids using Dynamic NTK interpolation [72, 76].
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Figure 1 Comparison of training loss, perplexity (PPL), and LongPPL among different layer-wise hybrid models after 4k
context length pretraining. SWA /GLA/GDN-NOoPE hybrids achieve stronger long-context language modeling.
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Figure 2 Comparison of long-context performance under RULER and BABILong benchmarks among different layer-wise
hybrid models after 4k context length pretraining. SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE hybrids achieve both stronger long-context
downstream performance within and beyond the training context length.
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Figure 3 Comparison of training loss, perplexity (PPL), and LongPPL among different head-wise hybrid models after 4k
context length pretraining. SWA /GLA/GDN-NOoPE hybrids achieve stronger long-context language modeling.
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Figure 4 Comparison of long-context performance under RULER and BABILong benchmarks among different head-wise
hybrid models after 4k context length pretraining. SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE hybrids achieve both stronger long-context
downstream performance within and beyond the training context length.
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Figure 5 Comparison of long-context performance between RoPE-only and RoPE-NoPE hybrid full-attention models.
Both layer-wise and head-wise RoPE-NoPE hybrids have better long-context performance and can achieve effective length
extrapolation directly or under log-scaled NoPE extrapolation.

This observation motivates Takeaway 1 in this paper, From Hybrid Attention to Hybrid Position, because
the gate mechanism in linear attention can be viewed as inducing a data-dependent position bias [67-69].
In hybrid models, the hybrid position between NoPE and other position biases plays an important role in
long-context performance, and we will provide a detailed analysis in Section 4 and Section 6.

Takeaway 1: From Hybrid Attention to Hybrid Position

Hybrid models improve long-context performance and length extrapolation through a hybrid position
of NoPE and other position biases. Even in RoPE-NoPE hybrid models, training-free effective length
extrapolation is achieved for LLMs pretrained with full attention.

3.3 Long-Context Training

We further conduct long-context continual pretraining. Figure 6 shows results on layer-wise hybrids, while
Figure 7 shows those on head-wise hybrids. Notably, there exists a very interesting phenomenon. SWA
hybrids, which perform best in length extrapolation, underperform the LA hybrids after context extension,
as shown in Figure 8 and Figure 9, and may even fail to surpass their performance under log-scaled NoPE
extrapolation, which is more remarkable in layer-wise hybrids. We call this phenomenon of SWA hybrids
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(b) Results on Full Attention and GLA /GDN Hybrid.

Figure 6 Comparison of long-context performance under RULER and BABILong benchmarks among different layer-wise

hybrid models after 32k context length continual pretraining.
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Figure 7 Comparison of long-context performance under RULER and BABILong benchmarks among different head-wise

hybrid models after 32k context length continual pretraining.
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Figure 8 Comparison of the long-context performance of the SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE layer-wise hybrid models under
log-scale NoPE extrapolation after short-context pretraining (left) and after long-context continual pretraining (right).
The results of SWA hybrids exhibit a remarkable seesaw effect, as detailed in Takeaway 2.

being outperformed by LA hybrids in long-context pretraining the Seesaw Effect of Context Extension in
SWA Hybrid, which is Takeaway 2 in this paper. In Section 5, we will try to find the cause of this phenomenon
and enhance the context extension of SWA hybrids through a deeper analysis.

Takeaway 2: Seesaw Effect in Context Extension of SWA Hybrid

For the SWA-NoPE hybrid model, the advantage in long-context performance over the LA-NoPE
hybrid is inverted after long-context continual pretraining. Moreover, this phenomenon is more
remarkable in the SWA-NoPE layer-wise hybrid model.

In contrast, LA hybrids benefit more from context extension during long-context continual pretraining, but
lag behind SWA hybrids in length extrapolation. In other words, compared with SWA hybrids, LA hybrids
exhibit stronger fitting capability within the training context length, yet weaker generalization beyond it.
This phenomenon is consistent with the No-Free-Lunch principle in machine learning and neural network
design, leading to Takeaway 3 in this paper, No-Free-Lunch Effect in LA Hybrids. In section 6, we will try to
figure out the position bias in LA hybrids and enhance their length extrapolation.
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Figure 9 Comparison of the long-context performance of the SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE head-wise hybrid models under
log-scale NoPE extrapolation after short-context pretraining (left) and after long-context continual pretraining (right).
The results of SWA hybrids exhibit a remarkable seesaw effect, as detailed in Takeaway 2.

Takeaway 3: No-Free-Lunch Effect in Length Extrapolation of LA Hybrid

The GLA /GDN-NoPE hybrid model shows its disadvantages in extrapolation (OOD) compared to the
SWA-NOPE hybrid model and advantages within the training context (in-domain). Particularly,
* GLA/GDN-NoPE underperforms SWA-NoPE under direct extrapolation and log-scaled NoPE
extrapolation after short-context pretraining, while
¢ GLA/GDN-NoPE outperforms SWA-NoPE within the training context length in both short- and
long-context pretraining.

4 Discussion on Hybrid Position

The effectiveness of hybrid models raises thought-provoking questions: why do RoPE/NoPE full attention,
sliding-window attention, and linear attention each have shortcomings, but hybrid models can achieve better
long-context performance within and beyond the training context length? What specific roles do NoPE and
other position-biased attention play in the same model?

4.1 Ratio Ablation and Noise Analysis

To answer these questions, we first analyze NoPE head-wise hybrid models with different NoPE ratios. We
choose head-wise hybrids because they let NoPE and other attention types collaborate in parallel within the
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same layer, making them better suited for role attribution than layer-wise hybrids, and avoiding the impact of
layer order and functional differences at different depths.

We compare RoPE-NoPE-HH, SWA-NoPE-HH, GLA-NoPE-HH, and GDN-NoPE-HH with different hybrid
ratios, 3:1, 1:1, and 1:3, using the same setup for pretraining on model sizes of 376M and 776M. We only
conduct the first stage of pretraining with a context length of 4k, and apply a sliding window with a window
size of 4k for RoPE attention in RoPE-NoPE-HH [26, 29], as well as log attention scaling for NoPE attention in
all hybrids to achieve better length extrapolation [75, 76]. The results are shown in Figure 10. The results
indicate that a 3:1 RoPE-NoPE ratio performs best within and beyond the training length in most cases. While
NoPE attention plays an important role in long-context performance and extrapolation capability, more NoPE
attention actually weakens the extrapolation effect.

Particularly, we conduct noise experiments on the 1:1 NoPE head hybrids. We add Gaussian noise to NoPE
heads or other position-biased heads and observe which part of the noise has a greater impact on downstream
tasks such as RULER and BABILong in 4k context length as the variance increases. Surprisingly, as shown in
Figure 11, adding noise to the position-biased heads, including RoPE/SWA /GLA /GDN heads, has a greater
impact on downstream long-context tasks. This contradicts the intuition that NoPE is more responsible for
global information retrieval, tending to dominate long-context performance, prompting us to investigate
further: what role does NoPE full attention play in the hybrid models, and why could adding only a small
amount of NoPE attention improve the performance of the original RoPE model?

4.2 Attention Analysis of Hybrid Position

To analyze the role of NoPE full attention in the hybrid models more clearly, we carry out three more in-depth
experiments on attention distribution for the RoPE-NoPE hybrids.
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Figure 10 Comparison of training loss, RULER, and BABILong among different hybrid ratios in head-wise hybrid models.
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Figure 11 Results of noise experiments on RULER and BABILong benchmark. Adding Gaussian noise to RoPE full
attention or SWA/GLA /GDN degrades long-context performance more severely than the same perturbation applied to
NOoPE full attention in the corresponding hybrid models.

1. Hit Rate Experiment. Input the prompt of the 4k SK1 task in RULER [45], and calculate the probability
that the top-k attention score in RoPE or NoPE attention hits the position to be retrieved for the query
tokens at the end of the input. This experiment determines whether RoPE or NoPE is more responsible
for direct information localization.

2. Retrieval Head Experiment. Follow the definition of the retrieval head and streaming head in
DuoAttention [77] and compare the retrieval scores in RoPE and NoPE attention. According to Xiao
et al. [77], a retrieval head is an attention head that preserves distant tokens in addition to the initial sink
and the recent local tokens, whereas a streaming head primarily preserves the sink and local tokens.
This experiment determines whether RoPE or NoPE reads distant content more frequently.

3. Attention Entropy Experiment: Count the attention entropy of RoPE and NoPE attention on the PG19
dataset [42]. We normalize the entropy between 0 and 1 by dividing by the maximum possible entropy
value, the logarithm of the context length. This experiment determines whether RoPE or NoPE attention
has a broader attention range.

Since retrieval scores are concentrated near 0 within (0, 1), we divide them into three bins: high [1073,1),
medium [10~>,107%), and low (0, 10~°), and report each proportion. The results are shown in Figure 12, where
NoPE and RoPE show the biggest gap in the hit-rate plot when k = 64. To better reflect the distinct roles of
RoPE and NoPE attentions, we add a scatter plot where each point represents an attention head, using its
attention entropy at 4k and its top-64 hit rate as its coordinates. In this entropy-hit-rate diagram, we also use
different colors to distinguish the retrieval head and streaming head in RoPE and NoPE attention.

We first compare the RoPE-NoPE head-wise hybrid models with a 1:1 head mix. We find that NoPE attention
has a higher hit rate, a higher retrieval-head proportion, and a higher attention entropy, mainly occupying
the strip area from the upper middle to the lower right in the entropy-hit-rate diagram. In contrast, RoPE
attention has a lower hit rate, a higher streaming-head proportion, and a lower attention entropy, mainly
occupying the sector area extending outward from the lower-left corner in the entropy-hit-rate diagram.
This indicates that NoPE mainly supports coarse global localization in the hybrid models, since it dominates
the high-entropy region. However, the negative correlation between entropy and hit rate indicates that when
NoPE achieves a medium or lower hit rate, its higher attention entropy may introduce more noise. That is
why localization relying solely on NoPE is unreliable, and a higher NoPE ratio may imply worse performance.

This is even more evident in comparing RoPE-NoPE hybrids with different RoPE-NoPE ratios. As the
NOoPE ratio increases, the distribution of RoPE attentions in the entropy-hit-rate diagram gradually shrinks
towards the lower-left corner. In contrast, NoPE attentions occupy the high-hit-rate region and extend to
the low-hit-rate and high-entropy region simultaneously. This is just like a tidal lane, where traffic may
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Figure 12 The results of attention analysis within 1:1 RoPE-NoPE-HH and among RoPE-NoPE-HH with different hybrid
ratio. NoPE full attention shows a stronger tendency for coarse global information localization, given the higher attention
score hit rate and larger attention entropy, compared with RoPE full attention in RoPE-NoPE hybrids.
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Figure 13 The results of attention analysis within 1:1 RoPE-NoPE-LH and among RoPE-NoPE-LH with different hybrid
ratios. The tidal effect of hybrid position is still applicable in RoPE-NoPE layer-wise hybrid models.

travel in either direction, depending on certain conditions. Therefore, we name this redistribution, under the
collaboration between position-biased attention and NoPE attention, the Tidal Effect of Hybrid Position,
which is Takeaway 4 in this paper: position-biased and NoPE attention heads occupy distinct regions in the
entropy-hit-rate diagram, and their functional boundaries shift with the hybrid ratio.

Takeaway 4: Tidal Effect in Collaboration of Hybrid Position

Effective collaboration of hybrid position relies on a minority of high-hit-rate NoPE attention with
coarse aggregation and a majority of low-entropy position-biased attention (i.e., RoPE attention and
gated linear attention) for noise reduction. In the entropy-hit-rate diagram, position-biased attention
occupies a sector region extending from the lower-left corner, while NoPE attention occupies a strip
region from the upper middle to the lower right, and their boundaries shift with the hybrid ratio.

\

Notably, here we extend this effect from RoPE-NoPE hybrid modes to other hybrid models, including
GLA-NoPE and GDN-NoPE hybrids. We will verify such an extension in Section 6. Here, we first verify the
Tidal Effect in RoPE-NoPE layer-wise hybrid models. Considering the impact of layer order and functional
differences at different depths, we conduct the validation experiment on 3:1 RoPE-NoPE, 1 NoPE layer
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after 3 RoPE layers, 1:1 RoPE-NoPE, 1 NoPE after 1 RoPE layer, 1:3 NoPE-RoPE, 3 RoPE layers after 1
NoPE layer, and 1:1 NoPE-RoPE, 1 RoPE after 1 NoPE layer. We compare the hit-rate curve, retrieval score
distribution, and attention entropy curve in both 1:1 RoPE-NoPE (NR) and 1:1 NoPE-RoPE (RN), and present
the entropy-hit-rate diagram for 4 hybrids in 376M and 776M model sizes in Figure 13. The relative rankings
of hit rate, retrieval score, and attention entropy, and the distribution pattern between RoPE and NoPE
attention are consistent with those in head-wise hybrid models. In addition, we find that attentions in upper
layers tend to have higher hit rates and larger entropy for both NoPE and RoPE attentions.

To sum up, we clarify how RoPE and NoPE attention collaborate, extending Takeaway 1 to a more fine-grained
level. Although NoPE attention enables training-free effective length extrapolation and a higher attention
hit rate, its coarse global localization still requires collaboration with position-biased attention to maintain
performance in long-context tasks as the distribution shifts with the hybrid ratio.

Takeaway 1: From Hybrid Attention to Hybrid Position (Complete Version)

Hybrid models improve long-context performance and length extrapolation through a hybrid position
of NoPE and other position biases. Particularly,
® On one hand, training-free effective length extrapolation can be achieved even for LLMs
pretrained with full attention by limiting the attention scope of position bias.
¢ On the other hand, although NoPE attention consistently aggregates global information, down-
stream performance still relies on collaboration with other modules.

. J

5 Discussion on SWA Hybrid

For SWA hybrids, we focus on why the seesaw effect appears during context extension, and why a model that
extrapolates well from short-context pretraining can become less competitive after long-context continual
pretraining. We first use perplexity curves and parameter change ratios to analyze the source of the problem.
Then, we improve context-extension performance by enlarging the window size in long-context continual
pretraining and strengthening long-context dependency learning with LongCE [43].

5.1 Short-Context Learning Trap of SWA Hybrids

We start the discussion by observing the perplexity curves, and this reveals a potential reason behind the
reversal in downstream task ranking. Figure 14 compares the perplexity curves of SWA-NoPE, RoPE-NoPE,
GLA-NOPE, and GDN-NoPE hybrids before and after long-context continual pretraining. For most models,
the perplexity curve before long-context training rises clearly beyond the pretraining context length. After
long-context continual pretraining, the curve becomes much flatter or steadily decreases, indicating that the
model can support longer contexts and use context to predict the next token better.

However, SWA-NOPE hybrids show the opposite behavior. Because they already have strong extrapolation
ability, their perplexity curves keep decreasing within 32k before long-context continual pretraining. After
long-context continual pretraining, especially for layer-wise SWA-NoPE hybrids, the perplexity curve instead
shows an upward trend: the loss on long-context positions decreases only slightly, while the loss on
short-context positions drops abnormally strongly, and this phenomenon becomes more obvious as the
model size increases. This means that long-context dependencies do not help SWA-NoPE hybrids make better
predictions. Long-context continual pretraining of SWA-NoPE hybrids focuses too much on short contexts,
and as a result, LA-NoPE hybrids surpass SWA-NoPE hybrids after long-context continual pretraining. We
refer to this phenomenon as the Short-Context Learning Trap in Context Extension of SWA Hybrid. This
explains why the seesaw effect emerges during context extension of SWA hybrids and refines Takeaway 2.

To further verify the existence of the short-context learning trap, we plot the parameter change ratios in
Figure 15, comparing SWA-NoPE, RoPE-NoPE, GLA-NoPE, and GDN-NoPE hybrids. The x-axis represents
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Takeaway 2: Seesaw Effect in Context Extension of SWA Hybrid (Complete Version).

For the SWA-NoPE hybrid model, the advantage in long-context performance over the LA-NoPE
hybrid is inverted after long-context continual pretraining, which is more remarkable in SWA-NoPE
layer-wise hybrids, due to the Short-Context Learning Trap in Context Extension of SWA Hybrid.

different layers, and the y-axis represents the parameter change ratios of the W5 and Wx matrices. Taking
Wg as an example, let W and Wé denote its values before and after long-context continual pretraining.
We define the change ratio as ||W(’3 — Woll/I[Woll2. We first compute this ratio for each head within the
same layer, and then average over heads. For head-wise hybrids, we separately aggregate NoPE heads and
non-NoPE heads in each layer. For layer-wise hybrids, we do not make an additional distinction within each
layer, and the non-NoPE layers and NoPE layers are interleaved at a 3:1 ratio.

We find that for GLA-NoPE and GDN-NoPE hybrids, the parameter change ratios of GLA/GDN and NoPE
attention are close. In contrast, for SWA and RoPE attention, especially SWA, the parameter change ratio is
significantly larger than that of NoPE attention in both layer-wise and head-wise hybrids. This suggests that
during long-context continual pretraining, SWA and RoPE attention receive much more optimization in
SWA-NOPE and RoPE-NoPE hybrids. For SWA, however, the window size remains fixed, so the range of
context dependencies that it can model is still limited. Therefore, its abnormal focus on this bounded local
branch is what drives SWA-NoPE hybrids into the short-context learning trap during context extension.

5.2 Short-Window Weariness and Long-Window Laziness

Motivated by Figure 15, we enlarge the SWA window size during long-context continual pretraining of
layer-wise SWA-NoOPE hybrids. The idea is to use the abnormal focus on the SWA branch to capture longer
context dependencies. Specifically, we increase the window size from 128 to 256, 512, 1024, 2048, and 4096.
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Figure 14 Perplexity curves of different hybrid models under direct extrapolation, log-scale NoPE extrapolation (Log),
and long-context continual pretraining (LC-CPT). The perplexity curves of SWA-NoPE-LH show a remarkable increasing
trend as the context length grows, different from other hybrid models.
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Figure 15 Comparison of the change rates of the W5 and W matrices in attention modules across different hybrid models
before and after long-context training. In layer-wise hybrids, 1 NoPE layer is inserted every 3 RoPE/SWA /GLA/GDN
layers. In head-wise hybrids, each layer contains the W and Wy matrices of NoPE as well as those of the other
RoPE/SWA/GLA/GDN modules. Remarkably, in SWA-NoPE hybrids, the SWA modules receive anomalous emphasis
during long-context training. However, their limited window size cannot support modeling longer contexts.

Following the scaling law of RoPE-based extrapolation [76], we also compute the rotary base corresponding
to each enlarged window size when the initial window size is 128, and the original rotary base is 10000.
Figure 16 and Figure 18 compare the PG19 perplexity, RULER, and BABILong performance of SWA hybrids
after enlarging the window. The results show that increasing the window size indeed improves downstream
long-context performance, and a window size of 2048 gives the best results at both 376M and 776M scales.

In addition, enlarging the window only exploits the short-context learning trap rather than emphasizing
long-context dependencies directly. Therefore, we also use LongCE [43] as the training objective for layer-wise
SWA-NOPE hybrids in long-context continual pretraining. As shown in Figure 20, both enlarging the
window to 2048 and using LongCE improve the long-context performance of SWA-NoPE layer-wise hybrids,
and the two methods can be combined. With both methods, SWA-NoPE-LH becomes competitive with
GDN-NoPE-LH across different model sizes. Since the short-context trap in SWA hybrid long-context
continual pretraining may not be limited to SWA-NoPE layer-wise hybrids, we further apply the same two
strategies to SWA-ROPE layer-wise hybrids. Enlarging the window and using LongCE also improves the
long-context training performance of SWA-RoPE-LH at different scales, making it close to GDN-RoPE-LH.

These results show that keeping a small SWA window during long-context continual pretraining harms
context extension. SWA hybrids suffer from the short-context learning trap and require enlarged windows
as well as training strategies that emphasize long-context learning. We call this phenomenon Short-Window
Weariness of SWA Hybrid. At the same time, some previous works have reported that for SWA hybrids,
shorter windows can be more advantageous than longer windows during the initial training stage, because
they better activate the potential of NoPE full-attention layers [28, 35]; this phenomenon is sometimes called
Long-Window Laziness. We argue that the two observations are not contradictory. In fact, we can also
verify this tendency as shown in Figure 17 and Figure 19. The coexistence of short-window weariness
and long-window laziness indicates that SWA hybrids may require fine-grained adjustment of positional
bias across short-context and long-context training stages, just as RoPE full-attention models need to tune
the rotary base and scaling factor in context extension [73, 74, 76, 78]. We summarize the coexistence of
short-window weariness and long-window laziness as Takeaway 5 in this paper.

Takeaway 5: Short-Window Weariness and Long-Window Laziness of SWA Hybrid

¢ Inshort-context pretraining, SWA hybrids with shorter window size show better length extrapolation.
¢ In long-context pretraining, SWA hybrids with larger window size show better context extension.
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Figure 16 Comparison of long-context perplexity and
performance of SWA-NoPE-LH with different window
sizes (wsz) in long-context continual pretraining (CPT).
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Figure 17 Comparison of long-context perplexity and
performance of SWA-NoPE-LH with different window
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Figure 18 Tendency of long-context perplexity and performance as the window size of SWA-NoPE-LH increases in
long-context pretraining. Larger window sizes show better context extension, implying short-window weariness.
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Figure 19 Tendency of long-context perplexity and performance as the window size of SWA-NoPE-LH increases in
short-context pretraining. Shorter window sizes show better length extrapolation, implying long-window laziness.

6 Discussion on LA Hybrid

For LA hybrids, we first ask how to present the collaboration of LA variants with NoPE attention, and whether
this collaboration differs from that between RoPE attention and NoPE attention. Moreover, since GLA /GDN-
NoPE hybrids still underperform SWA hybrids in length extrapolation, revealing the No-Free-Lunch Effect in
Takeaway 3, we therefore need to consider how to improve their extrapolation performance.

6.1 Extended Hybrid Position Analysis

The biggest difference between linear attention and softmax attention is that linear attention does not have
a standard attention distribution, and its attention scores are not necessarily non-negative. Therefore, we
cannot compute the attention entropy directly. Of course, one could apply softmax to the attention scores
of linear attention and obtain a distribution, but this is inconsistent with the original computation of linear
attention. Before analyzing linear attention, we therefore need a method that extends concepts such as
attention distribution and attention entropy to arbitrary attention mechanisms, compatible with softmax
attention and without extra operations on other attention algorithms.
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Figure 20 Comparison of long-context performance of SWA-NoPE-LH after long-context continual pretraining enhanced
by LongCE and extended window size. Both clearly weaken the seesaw effect and also contribute to SWA-RoPE-LH.

We note that the original attention distribution a; s is not only the softmax of the scaled inner product between
g: and k;, but also the combination weight of v; when forming o;. From this perspective, a; s depends on
the internal attention computation only in the forward pass. In the backward view, it corresponds to the
derivative of o; with respect to vs, more precisely, the norm of the Jacobian matrix as shown in Equation 1.

kI ! do do
At,s = SOftmaX(qt - )/ O = Z Qt,sVs, — = apsl, I = At s- 1)
Vi 5=0 dvs dus 2

Since a matrix norm is non-negative, after normalization it yields a value in [0, 1] and can be used as a
distribution to compute attention entropy. For softmax attention, because a; s is already normalized, this
extension does not change the original result. For linear attention, this extension does not modify the original
attention computation. We call the resulting distribution the extended attention distribution, and call its
entropy the extended attention entropy. By default, we also normalize this entropy by dividing by the
logarithm of the context length. We use the induced matrix 2-norm (spectral norm) for the Jacobian, compute
extended attention entropy and top-k hit rate, and use them to discuss the characteristics of SWA, GLA, and
GDN beyond RoPE attention. The results are shown in Figure 21 and Figure 22.

Figure 21 first compares the characteristics of different attention modules in 3:1 layer-wise SWA-NoPE,
RoPE-NoPE, GLA-NoPE, and GDN-NoPE hybrids. Because SWA always keeps a fixed attention range, its
attention entropy changes only slightly as the context length increases. Correspondingly, SWA also struggles
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Figure 21 Attention analysis results among 3:1 RoPE-NoPE, SWA-NoPE, GLA-NoPE, and GDN-NoPE hybrid models,
with extended attention entropy and hit rate. In the entropy-hit-rate diagram, NoPE attention still shows a stronger
tendency to aggregate global information coarsely, with a higher attention hit rate and larger attention entropy. In
contrast, SWA, GLA, and GDN show a similar distribution pattern to RoPE attention.

to hit key information in the previous context, and its points stay close to the x-axis in the entropy-hit-rate
diagram. NoPE attention behaves similarly to Figure 12: its entropy still increases with context length,
indicating a more uniform distribution and a coarser aggregation. In the entropy-hit-rate diagram, NoPE
attention again occupies the strip region from the upper middle to the lower right. In contrast, GLA and GDN
behave more like the RoPE attention in Figure 12: their entropy decreases as the context length increases,
suggesting that they perceive only a limited amount of information and become more concentrated at longer
lengths. The difference is that GLA and GDN start in a medium-entropy region compared with RoPE, which
may be related to the absence of softmax in GLA and GDN: high-score positions are not explicitly amplified
by softmax. Therefore, in the entropy-hit-rate diagram, GLA and GDN still occupy regions close to the
lower-left area like RoPE attention, but overall shift toward the right, higher-entropy side.

We further compare head-wise GLA-NoPE and GDN-NoPE hybrids with different hybrid ratios in Figure 22.
Similar to Figure 12, as the NoPE ratio increases, the distribution of GLA or GDN in the entropy-hit-rate
diagram gradually shrinks toward the lower-left region, while NoPE attention simultaneously occupies the
high-hit-rate region. A difference from RoPE attention is that because the distributions of GLA and GDN are
overall compressed toward the right, they also have points in the lower-right region with low hit rate and
high entropy. This corresponds to the observation in Figure 10 that RoPE-NoPE hybrids are more sensitive to
the increase of the NoPE ratio than LA-NoPE hybrids. Therefore, we answer the hypothesis left in Section 4,
and extend the Tidal Effect of Hybrid Position from RoPE-NoPE hybrids to mixtures of NoPE attention
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Figure 22 Attention analysis results among GLA-NoPE-HH and GDN-NoPE-HH with different hybrid ratios. The tidal
effect of hybrid position is still applicable in GLA-NoPE and GDN-NoPE head-wise hybrid models.

and position-biased attention, including RoPE attention as well as gated linear attention such as GLA and
GDN. This naturally leads to the next question: can we also use the extrapolation strategy of RoPE-NoPE
hybrids [26, 29] to enhance the length extrapolation of GLA-NoPE and GDN-NoPE hybrids?

6.2 Length Extrapolation of LA Hybrid

In RoPE-NoPE hybrids, we achieve length extrapolation beyond traditional NTK interpolation by treating
RoPE attention as a sliding-window attention module with a 4k window, while keeping NoPE attention
globally aware and strengthening it in a log-scale correction [26, 29]. For LA-NoPE hybrids, we analogously
propose Sliding-Window Linear Attention, which applies a sliding window to linear attention with gates.
This may sound counterintuitive, because it appears to conflict with the recurrent nature of linear attention,
but it can still be implemented. Without modifying FLA kernels [70], we use an approximation similar to
sliding-window perplexity evaluation [37]. Suppose the window size is 4096 and the stride is 1024. We can
use the original GLA or GDN operator to compute attention on chunks [0, 4095], [1024, 5119], [2048, 6143], - - -

in parallel, and then extract the outputs at [0, 4095], [4096, 5119], [5120, 6143], - - - before stacking them back
together. This implementation is independent of the internal details of a specific LA variant.

From the internal logic of linear attention, using GLA as an example, the original interaction between g; and
k, is multiplied by [}_.,, Diag(cv;). After applying Sliding-Window Linear Attention, the number of factors
accumulated in this product is bounded by the window size, implying that the relative-position signal is also
restricted to the training length. As shown in Figures 23 and 24, GLA-NoPE and GDN-NoPE hybrids with
Sliding-Window Linear Attention achieve clear improvements in length extrapolation. Moreover, directly
adding log-scale correction to the NoPE attention in LA-NoPE hybrids brings only limited improvement, but
after applying SWLA, log-scale correction becomes much more effective. This strategy effectively relieves the
no-free-lunch effect in length extrapolation of LA hybrids and also implies that even for linear attention with
implicit positional bias, extrapolation should still restrict the relative-position range. This gives Takeaway
6 of this paper: in length extrapolation of hybrid-position models, position-biased attention should use a
sliding window to restrict its relative-position information, while NoPE attention should strengthen its global
perception. We call this phenomenon the Matthew Effect of Hybrid Position Extrapolation, and abbreviate

Takeaway 6: Matthew Effect of Hybrid Position Extrapolation

Applying a sliding window in position-biased attention (i.e., SWA for RoPE attention and SWLA for
linear attention with gates) and enhanced global aggregation in NoPE attention by increasing the
attention-logit scale can lead to strong length extrapolation for hybrid models.
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Figure 23 Comparison of length extrapolation in GLA-NoPE hybrid models. Applying a sliding window for GLA and a
log scale for NoPE attention achieves the best length extrapolation performance.

the Extrapolation based on Matthew effect as EME. This gives a simple yet effective extrapolation strategy,
and on RoPE-NoPE hybrids it outperforms classical interpolation methods.

In this paper, we verify the effectiveness of EME on RoPE-NoPE, GLA-NoPE, and GDN-NoPE hybrids, and
further show that, for RoPE-NoPE hybrids, EME outperforms traditional interpolation methods. Figure 25
summarizes the comparison among three hybrid models extrapolated with EME and SWA-NoPE extrapolation.
The four models show roughly comparable performance. We also highlight the results on the NIAH-SK1, SK2,
and SK3 tasks in RULER, which are the most frequently reported tasks in hybrid model research. GLA-NoPE
and GDN-NoPE with EME achieve 16X training-free length extrapolation from a 4k training length to 64k
inference length, while maintaining 100% accuracy on SK1. The results at the 776M scale are shown in Table 1,
with more reported in Table 16. In fact, our finding is also consistent with reports from other work. For
example, in Figure 5 of Chen et al. [57], the best extrapolating linear-attention hybrid is HypeNet-Lightning,
and long-range decay is a key feature of Lightning Attention [79]. Our approach based on SWLA further
amplifies this property through the sliding window, breaks the traditional boundaries between SWA and
LA, and is potentially compatible with arbitrary LA variants.

In addition to the aforementioned discussion of length extrapolation and context extension phenomena in
hybrid models, we also include further validation experiments and open discussions in Appendix A.

* In Appendix A.1, we also add evaluation results on LongBench [80], a more realistic and comprehensive
benchmark for long-context tasks. Although small-scale pre-trained models perform relatively poorly,
the results on In-Context Learning (ICL) tasks [1] still validate these takeaways.
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(a) Results on Layer-wise Hybrid Model (LH). (b) Results on Head-wise Hybrid Model (HH).

Figure 24 Comparison of length extrapolation in GDN-NoPE hybrid models. Still, applying a sliding window for GDN
and a log scale for NoPE attention achieves the best length extrapolation performance in most cases.

* In Appendix A.2, we first demonstrate that the Seesaw Effect persists under different long-context
learning rates and YOCO-style layer-wise hybrid [60]. Then, we also validate the effectiveness of the
enhanced recipe for context extension in SWA hybrids under different layer-wise hybrid layouts.

* In Appendix A.3, we also include discussions on topics where conclusions are not yet definitive, such as
the selection of the rotary base for SWA in SWA hybrids, performance differences within LA-based
hybrids, transfer training experiments and more analysis of hybrid position.

Furthermore, Appendix B provides detailed evaluation scores, along with results from additional standard
short-context tasks [81]. We believe our work contributes to a better understanding of long-context phenomena
in hybrid models and fosters the development of the hybrid model research community.

6.3 Efficiency Comparison

Additionally, we include a brief comparison of inference and training efficiency, as shown in Figure 26 and
27. Regarding inference efficiency, we compare traditional full-attention-only models with 3:1 layer-wise or
head-wise hybrid models that combine SWA, GLA, or GDN with NoPE full attention, across model sizes of
376M, 776M, 1B, and 3B. We measure prefilling efficiency with Time to First Token (TTFT) and decoding
efficiency with Time per Output Token (TPOT), both in microseconds. We evaluate memory efficiency
based on peak allocated GPU memory and cache size, both measured in GB. As shown in Figure 26, hybrid
models offer clear advantages as the model size and context length increase. Notably, although head-wise
hybrids compute attention twice in every layer, the advantage in larger model sizes and longer context
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Figure 25 Comparison of EME in RoPE-NoPE, GLA-NoPE, and GDN-NoPE hybrids as well as SWA-NoPE hybrids.

NIAH-SK1 NIAH-SK2 NIAH-SK3

4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k
776M Short
GLA-NoPE-LH 99.0 950 80.0 0.0 00 990 690 00 0.0 0.0 9.0 8.0 00 0.0 0.0
+ Log 99.0 990 980 00 00 990 680 1.0 00 00 900 910 0.0 0.0 0.0
+SWLA 99.0 100.0 100.0 97.0 970 990 740 50 00 0.0 90.0 56.0 21.0 80 3.0
+SWLA & Log (EME) 99.0 100.0 100.0 96.0 100.0 99.0 92.0 87.0 72.0 59.0 90.0 79.0 75.0 76.0 64.0
"GLA-NoPE-HH ~ 100.0 100.0 680 820 0.0 1000 710 00 00 00 650 450 00 00 0.0
+ Log 100.0 100.0 98.0 950 72.0 100.0 680 0.0 0.0 0.0 650 49.0 00 00 00
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 92.0 75.0 100.0 100.0 82.0 32.0 1.0 65.0 62.0 440 90 1.0
+ SWLA & Log (EME) 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 97.0 66.0 31.0 65.0 68.0 65.0 62.0 34.0
"GDN-NoPE-LH ~ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 99.0 980 20 00 00 620 71.0 50 00 0.0
+ Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 980 90 1.0 0.0 620 700 9.0 0.0 0.0
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 99.0 97.0 96.0 92.0 53.0 62.0 64.0 61.0 56.0 31.0
+ SWLA & Log (EME) 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 97.0 99.0 99.0 90.0 62.0 67.0 64.0 66.0 53.0
"GDN-NoPE-HH ~ 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 920 100.0 950 20 00 00 940 380 00 00 0.0
+ Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 93.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 94.0 43.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
+SWLA 100.0 99.0 100.0 95.0 92.0 100.0 99.0 64.0 4.0 0.0 94.0 680 31.0 50 2.0
+SWLA & Log (EME) 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 97.0 72.0 35.0 94.0 71.0 65.0 47.0 16.0

Table 1 Extrapolation comparison of the 776M GLA /GDN-NoPE hybrid model on the NIAH-SK1, SK2, and SK3 tasks.
Applying a sliding-window linear attention and a log scale for NoPE attention achieves the best length extrapolation.
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(a) Results on Layer-wise Hybrid Model (LH). (b) Results on Head-wise Hybrid Model (HH).

Figure 26 A brief comparison between the traditional full attention model and hybrid models on inference efficiency.
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Figure 27 A brief comparison between the traditional full attention model and hybrid models on training efficiency.

lengths is still remarkable. Similarly, regarding training efficiency, we compare training throughput on 8
H200 GPUs, measured by TGS (tokens per GPU per second) in 4k and 32k context lengths. We still compare
full-attention-only models with 3:1 layer-wise or head-wise hybrid models on 376M, 776M, and 1B, without
3B, since training 3B models requires 16 H200 GPUs. As shown in Figure 27, hybrid models still offer a larger
throughput, especially for the 1B model size and 32k context length.

Moreover, because the GLA and GDN variants store their recurrent states in higher FP32 precision, their
resulting cache sizes are comparable to the cache overhead of the SWA hybrid with a window size of 128
and FP16 precision, so the corresponding curves overlap in the memory-efficiency comparison. In addition,
because the QKV matrices of head-wise SWA hybrids are concatenated rather than split, as in head-wise
LA hybrids, the intermediate memory footprint is larger, so head-wise SWA hybrids share the same peak
inference memory as full attention and offer lower training throughput than LA hybrids.
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7 Conclusion

In this paper, we conduct extensive experiments to validate the effectiveness of the hybrid model in length
extrapolation and context extension. Regarding hybrid position in NoPE attention versus other position-biased
attention, we propose the Tidal Effect in collaboration and the Matthew Effect in extrapolation. We also
discover the Seesaw Effect in context extension of the sliding-window attention hybrid models and the
No-Free-Lunch Effect in length extrapolation of linear attention hybrid models. For SWA hybrids, we identify
short-window weariness as well as long-window laziness and enlarge the window during extended training
to overcome its Short-Context Learning Trap. For LA hybrids, we propose the Sliding-Window Linear
Attention, achieving 16X training-free extrapolation with 100% accuracy on NIAH-SK1 in 64k context length.

Limitations

This paper provides a mechanistic analysis of long-context hybrid models, with a broad training-validation-
observation-induction loop. Even so, several directions remain open.

¢ Validation scope. Our current validation pipeline is focused on context extension and length extrapolation
in the pretraining stage. We still need to extend it to post-training [4, 32] and multimodal, especially
vision-language [7, 82, 83] models. On that basis, we should also extend our evaluation to complex
reasoning, agentic tasks, multimodal retrieval, and multimodal understanding.

* Architecture scope. Our analysis focuses on RoPE/NoPE hybrids, SWA hybrids, and LA hybrids. We still
need to apply the same mechanistic lens to other efficient hybrid families, such as sparse-attention [10, 38, 47]
and compressed-attention [20, 41] models. We leave this broader comparison for future work.

* Mechanism scope. Even within the hybrid families studied here, we only probe a subset of position and
attention design choices. We will also further our study by analyzing techniques such as sink bias [13, 18, 84],
partial RoPE [17, 19], gated attention variants [17, 85], and ablation of short convolution [34, 48, 69].
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376M 776M 1B 3B

Hidden Size 1024 1536 2048 3072
Intermediate Size 3584 5376 7168 10752
Num Layer 8 12 16 24
Num Attn Head 8 12 16 24
Num KV Head 8 12 16 24
Vocab Size 128256 128256 128256 128256

Table 2 The hyperparameters of different model sizes.
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Appendix

A Extended Verification

We conduct experiments at 376M, 776M, 1B, and 3B model sizes, with the configuration detailed in Table 2.
Our models use the same tokenizer as the Llama 3 Series [5, 86, 87].

All models are first pretrained on the DCLM-Baseline-1.0 corpus [88] in BFloat16 with a 4k context length
using DeepSpeed [89], FlashAttention2 [90] and FlashLinearAttention [70]. The 3B models use 16 NVIDIA
H200 GPUs; all other models use 8 GPUs. For each size, we use a batch size of 1M tokens and pretrain for 50B
tokens. We use the AdamW [91] optimizer with weight decay 0.1, a maximum learning rate of le-3, and a
cosine annealing scheduler. We use the first 0.5B tokens for warm-up, and the learning rate ends at 0.

In long-context continual pretraining, we use holistic long documents from the high-quality long-context
corpus LongWanjuan [92], and continue training at a 32k context length. We follow the data mixture
ratios used in Touvron et al. [25] and Lv et al. [92], and increase the rotary base from 10000 to 500000 for
RoPE full-attention to support contexts of around 64k tokens based on the scaling laws of RoPE-based
extrapolation [76, 93]. We use a 0.5M batch size and continue training for 5B tokens. We use the AdamW [91]
optimizer with 0 weight decay, a peak learning rate of 1e-3, and a cosine annealing scheduler. We use the first
1B tokens for warm-up, and finally decay the learning rate to 0.

A.1 More Verification on LongBench Tasks

To validate the takeaways in this paper, we add evaluations on LongBench [80], a more realistic and
comprehensive benchmark for long-context tasks. The evaluation is conducted with a maximum input length
of 31500 and a maximum output length of 500. Although small-scale pre-trained models perform relatively
poorly, the results on In-Context Learning (ICL) tasks [1] still confirm our findings. Figure 28 compares
SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE hybrid models under log-scale NoPE extrapolation (Short-Log) and context extension
(Long). The SWA-NoPE hybrids outperform in short-context extrapolation; however, after long-context
training, layer-mixed LA-NoPE outperforms layer-mixed SWA-NoPE, while head-mixed LA-NoPE performs
comparably to head-mixed SWA-NoPE, confirming the Seesaw Effect in LongBench evaluations.
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Figure 28 Comparison of the LongBench performance of the SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE hybrid models under log-scale
NoPE extrapolation (Short-Log) and context extension (Long). The Seesaw Effect still exists.
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Figure 29 Comparison of LongBench performance in RoPE-NoPE hybrid models. Applying a sliding-window RoPE
attention and a log-scale NoPE attention achieves the best length extrapolation. The Matthew Effect still works.

We also validate the Matthew Effect of hybrid position extrapolation on the LongBench benchmark; Figures 29,
30, and 31 illustrate the extrapolation performance of RoPE-NoPE, GLA-NoPE, and GDN-NOoPE, respectively,
when employing this effect. We find that applying a sliding window for position-biased attention and a log
scale for NoPE attention yields the best length extrapolation results on average. We also include detailed
LongBench scores in Tables 18, 19, 20, 21, 22 and 23.
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Figure 30 Comparison of LongBench performance in GLA-NoPE hybrid models. Applying a sliding-window GLA and a
log-scale NoPE attention achieves the best length extrapolation. The Matthew Effect still works.
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(a) Results of layer-wise hybrid models. (b) Results of head-wise hybrid models.

Figure 31 Comparison of LongBench performance in GDN-NoPE hybrid models. Applying a sliding-window GDN and
a log-scale NoPE attention achieves the best length extrapolation. The Matthew Effect still works.

A.2 More Verification of Seesaw Effect

To verify that the seesaw effect is stable, we first compare long-context continual pretraining results for SWA
and LA hybrids at different peak learning rates, including le-4, 2e-4, 5e-4, and 1e-3, with 1e-3 as the default
learning rate. We conduct this comparison at both 376M and 776M scales. We use the point with a zero
learning rate to denote the direct length extrapolation result before long-context pretraining. As shown in
Figure 32, the seesaw effect remains stable under different learning rates: after context extension, SWA-NoPE
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Figure 32 Comparison of long-context training performance between SWA-NoPE-LH, GLA-NoPE-LH, and GDN-NoPE-
LH under different learning rates, where 0 learning rate means the performance before long-context continual pretraining.
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Figure 33 Comparison of the long-context performance of the SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE layer-wise hybrid models in
YOCO-like layout under log-scale NoPE extrapolation and context extension. The Seesaw Effect still exists.

hybrids, especially on long-context tasks, consistently lag behind LA-NoPE hybrids.

We also verify the existence of the Seesaw Effect in YOCO-like layer-wise hybrid models, in which all
efficient-attention layers are placed at the lower layers. As shown in Figure 33, the Seesaw Effect is a
general phenomenon in SWA hybrids across different layer layouts. We further examine the enhanced
context extension strategy based on enlarged window sizes, as well as LongCE and RoPE/GLA/GDN-NoPE
extrapolation based on the Matthew Effect in layer-wise hybrid models in a YOCO-like layout, as shown in
Figure 34. However, although the enhanced SWA-NoPE context extension still works, the RoPE/GLA /GDN-
NoPE extrapolation based on the Matthew Effect becomes less effective. The model behavior may still differ
across layer-wise hybrid layouts, requiring in-depth observation, analysis, and verification.

A.3 Broader Discussion

Smaller Rotary Base in SWA Hybrids We have compared short-context training results for SWA hybrids
with different window sizes in short-context pretraining and long-context pretraining above. During window-
size extension, the RoPE base must be adjusted accordingly. When the window size is increased from
128 to 256, 512, 1024, 2048, and 4096, the RoPE bases, calculated according to the scaling laws for RoPE
extrapolation [76] and rounded up, become 90000, 700000, 6000000, 50000000, and 400000000, respectively.

These values are clearly very large. This is because the initial window size is only 128, meaning that only a
very limited number of dimensions have observed the complete positional information range; consequently,
substantial interpolation is required. However, an excessively large RoPE base can reduce the discriminability
of the position embedding. This motivated us to investigate the use of smaller RoPE bases in SWA. We kept
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Figure 34 Performance of enhanced SWA-NoPE-LH context extension and RoPE/GLA /GDN-NoPE-LH extrapolation
based on the Matthew Effect in layer-wise hybrid models in YOCO-like layout.

the window size fixed at 128 and experimented with RoPE bases ranging from 5000 to 100 on both the 376 M
and 776M models. The results confirm that smaller bases can lead to better length extrapolation and context
extension performance, as shown in Table 25, but we do not observe a consistent trend across all settings. So
we do not emphasize this finding in the main text. We will further investigate the underlying mechanism and
try to develop an optimal scheduler for the training length, window size, and RoPE base in SWA hybrids.

Performance Difference within LA Hybrids In the main text, we analyze LA hybrids by treating GLA and
GDN as a whole. Nevertheless, there still exist differences within LA hybrids. For example, in short-context
training, GLA hybrids are better at fitting but weaker at extrapolation than GDN hybrids, as shown in
Figures 2, 6, 4 and 7. In contrast, GDN's fitting and extrapolation performance are more moderate, falling
between GLA and SWA. However, when combined with SWLA, GLA hybrids show better length extrapolation
performance than GDN hybrids, as shown in Figures 23 and 24. Moreover, in the entropy-hit-rate diagram,
GDN also occupies some part of the high-entropy hit-rate region while GLA does not, as shown in Figure 21
and Figure 22. These differences imply that there might exist a mechanism related to the introduction of the
delta rule [94], and we intend to conduct additional analysis in the future.
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Figure 35 The entropy-hit-rate diagram of RoPE-based full attention models and SWA /GLA /GDN-RoPE hybrid models.
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Figure 36 The entropy-hit-rate diagram of NoPE/RoPE-based full attention models and RoPE-NoPE-HH models.

Transfer Training Experiment Inspired by the effectiveness of hybrid position, we also attempt to transfer
SWA /GLA /GDN-RoPE hybrids trained in 4k short contexts to corresponding SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE in the
long-context training phase, namely dropping RoPE in long-context training like DRoPE [23, 95]. We report
both short- and long-context evaluation results in Table 5, 6, 11, 12 and 24, and find no consistent pattern
across models or sizes. This area may still need further exploration.

More Analysis of Hybrid Position We further analyze the hybrid position in hybrid models that combine
RoPE with other attention mechanisms. As shown in Figure 35, in SWA /GLA /GDN-RoPE hybrid models,
RoPE attention loses the lower-left region of the entropy-hit-rate diagram and instead retains the outward
sector region. The low-entropy region at the bottom is mainly occupied by SWA or LA, resulting in
a distribution pattern similar to that of NoPE attention. This observation motivates us to rethink the
characteristic distribution of NoPE attention: is the band-like distribution extending from the upper-middle
to the lower-right a property of softmax attention in hybrid models, or is it intrinsic to NoPE attention itself?

Unfortunately, because NoPE-only models have inherent limitations, we are currently unable to answer this
question. As shown in Figure 36, at the beginning of training, NoPE attentions try to develop a trend that
expands outward from the lower-left region of the entropy-hit-rate diagram, similar to RoPE attentions.
However, as the loss fluctuates remarkably during training, this distribution pattern also collapses. In contrast,
in standard RoPE models and RoPE-NoPE hybrid models, the features analyzed in the main text emerge after
only a relatively small number of training tokens. Given the observed behavior of the NoPE-RoPE hybrid
model and the instability of the NoPE-only model, we still regard the band-like distribution as a property of
NoPE-based attention in the hybrid settings, rather than as a universal property of all softmax attention.
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B Detailed Evaluation Results

In this section, we first report the results of short-context evaluation. We evaluate both short-context and
long-context models on downstream tasks mainly in Open LLM Leaderboard [81], including Truthful QA [96],
LAMBADA[97], PIQA [98], HellaSwag [99], WinoGrande [100], ARC [101], GPQA [102], SocialIQA [103],
OpenBookQA [104], SuperGLUE [105], and MMLU [106]. All models are tested within a 2k context length.
The results are reported in Tables 3, 5, 4 and 6. Hybrid models achieve performance comparable to the
traditional RoPE-based full-attention-only model, before and after long-context continual pretraining.

Regarding the experiments listed in the main text, we report the long-context performance of hybrid models
after short-context pretraining in Tables 7, 8, 9 and 10. The length extrapolation performance verifies the
effectiveness of the Matthew Effect in extrapolation and the sliding-window linear attention. We also
report long-context performance of hybrid models after long-context continual pretraining in Tables 11
and 12. The context extension performance validates the Seesaw Effect of SWA Hybrids, while the length
extrapolation performance validates the No-Free-Lunch Effect of LA Hybrids. We further detail the long-
context performance of SWA layer-wise hybrid models with different window sizes in short-context pretraining
and long-context continual pretraining in Tables 13 and 14, validating the Short-Window Weariness and
Long-Window Laziness. Besides, in Table 15, we also report the long-context performance of SWA-LH
after long-context continual pretraining with extended window sizes (wsz) and LongCE enhancement, both
of which effectively relieve the short-context learning trap. We detail more NIAH results in the RULER
evaluation in Table 16 to verify the effectiveness of sliding-window linear attention, and report the long-context
performance of RoPE/SWA /GLA /GDN-NoPE-HH with different hybrid ratios in Table 17.

Regarding the experiments listed in the Appendix, we also include detailed LongBench scores in Tables 18,
19, 20, 21, 22 and 23, verifying the Seesaw Effect and Matthew Effect in different evaluation benchmarks.
Additionally, in Table 24, we verify the Seesaw Effect under different layer-wise hybrid layouts. Finally, in
Table 25, we report the long-context performance of SWA-NoPE-LH with different rotary bases in SWA.

We provide these detailed results at the end of the paper to convey the excitement of discovering patterns
through careful observation. Although the tables may appear tedious, reliable conclusions emerge only from
momentary observations followed by repeated verification, just like Oersted’s accidental discovery during a
classroom demonstration that an electric current in a straight wire could deflect a magnetic needle. Through
subsequent verification and systematic induction, this observation became an important starting point for the
development of electromagnetism. Although our mechanics of long-context hybrid models are still at an
early stage, we believe that continued observation will reveal more of their underlying principles. We also
hope that readers may discover, from these results, conclusions that we have not yet recognized.
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TQA LMD PIQA Hella Wino ARC-e ARC-c GPQA SIQA OBQA SG MMLU Avg.

376M Short

RoPE 36.8 402 659 33.8 522 39.7 26.4 26.3 39.2 274 421 24.6 379
RoPE-NoPE-LH 364 41.7 659 33.8 511 39.2 27.5 28.8 40.3 25.8 45.2 26.9 38.5
'SWA-RoPE-LH 358 426 658 334 523 370 254 248 399 27.6 448 259 379
SWA-NoPE-LH 364 420 66.4 334 502 37.2 24.1 25.8 39.7 21.6 436 25.6 37.2
"GLA-RoPE-LH 37.0 427 664 338 523 388 251 242 390 266 447 263 381
GLA-NoPE-LH 360 442 659 341 524 39.7 234 23.7 38.9 274 449 249 38.0

GDN-RoPE-LH 36.1 453 665 344 529 388 241 26.8 40.6 276 436 250 385
GDN-NoPE-LH 36.0 449 651 344 505 377 254 28.8 39.8 272 435 264 383

776M Short

RoPE 358 513 684 420 527 459 27.1 253  40.6 266 43.0 246 403
RoPE-NoPE-LH 364 509 688 415 520 413 26.4 27.3 40.4 246 432 251 398

SWA-RoPE-LH 367 498 69.9 422 516 444 305 283 407 274 452 252 410
SWA-NoPE-LH 363 50.7 698 417 539 423 288 242 409 266 457 264 406
"GLA-RoPE-LH 368 521 692 422 537 452 295 268 410 278 435 256 411
GLA-NoPE-LH 373 526 698 425 526 413 312 237 401 242 438 249 403

GDN-RoPE-LH 37.7 539 689 422 538 422 32.2 192 404 256 446 259 405
GDN-NoPE-LH 373 526 694 429 546 420 29.8 27.8 40.8 264 454 265 413

1B Short

RoPE 387 565 708 468 553 476 295 293 413 220 445 268 424
RoPE-NoPE-LH 36.8 574 716 48.6 553 489 288 212 407 236 432 261 418
'SWA-RoPE-LH 374 579 702 476 534 464 315 242 417 234 443 262 420
SWA-NoPE-LH 379 571 713 468 528 473 319 237 411 258 453 266 423
"GLA-RoPE-LH 374 574 710 486 563 471 315 253 416 232 431 264 424
GLA-NoPE-LH 367 591 719 484 552 464 319 232 410 256 445 251 424

GDN-RoPE-LH 379 592 71.8 479 56.6 47.6 29.8 21.7 418 222 466 252 424
GDN-NoPE-LH 377 577 712 472 550 464 30.9 283 415 246 474 234 426

3B Short

RoPE 366 629 733 552 58.0 51.7 33.6 25.8 41.7 276 454 256 44 .8
RoPE-NoPE-LH 36.0 635 736 56.1 58.0 52.6 29.8 21.2 42.6 27.6 465 26.7 44.5
'SWA-RoPE-LH 36.6 629 736 553 586 547 319 253 423 220 478 260 447
SWA-NoPE-LH 373 622 735 557 573 53.6 32.5 21.7 42.0 23.6 450 26.5 443
"GLA-RoPE-LH 37.6 623 731 528 569 499 325 258 420 254 467 256 442
GLA-NoPE-LH 368 642 737 545 574 50.3 33.2 29.3 42.0 262 477 25.0 45.0

GDN-RoPE-LH 370 654 737 548 606 53.8 32.2 22.7 416 262 486 264 453
GDN-NoPE-LH 36.1 642 742 561 577 557 30.9 212 424 270 468 265 449

Table 3 Short-context performance of layer-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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TQA LMD PIQA Hella Wino ARC-e ARC-c GPQA SIQA OBQA SG MMLU Avg.

376M Short

RoPE 368 40.2 659 33.8 522 39.7 26.4 26.3 39.2 274 421 24.6 379
RoPE-NoPE-HH 37.1 40.1 66.0 333 504 40.0 24.8 27.8 39.9 278 433 258 38.0
'SWA-RoPE-HH 351 413 654 336 513 397 237 227 388 28.0 450 263 376
SWA-NoPE-HH 35.8 41.7 65.5 33.8 517 39.0 26.4 27.8 38.7 234 422 25.2 37.6
"GLA-RoPE-HH 36.0 460 660 350 524 402 248 258 391 236 435 256 382
GLA-NoPE-HH 36.0 452 65.7 346 515 37.7 25.8 27.8 39.6 27.8 447 26.2 38.5

GDN-RoPE-HH 36.8 449 663 347 513 383 24.8 26.8 40.6 28.0 440 26.7 386
GDN-NoPE-HH 358 442 671 347 526 397 234 30.8 39.1 264 461 254 388

776M Short

RoPE 358 513 684 420 527 459 27.1 253 40.6 266 43.0 246 403
RoPE-NoPE-HH 352 51.6 689 424 543 422 27.1 24.8 40.1 212 436 253 397

SWA-RoPE-HH 373 49.7 679 415 520 407 264 242 396 188 428 261 389
SWA-NoPE-HH 358 50.8 69.7 423 534 422 268 253 400 248 443 264 401
"GLA-RoPE-HH 383 519 702 424 523 437 298 263 409 316 429 259 414
GLA-NoPE-HH 36.0 53.0 701 429 523 455 281 248 397 232 440 253 404

GDN-RoPE-HH 364 520 70.7 43,5 530 464 30.2 242 40.7  21.8 442 255 407
GDN-NoPE-HH 376 54.0 688 432 552 457 29.5 21.2 40.3 270 433 242 408

1B Short

RoPE 38.7 565 708 468 553 47.6 29.5 29.3 41.3 220 445 26.8 424
RoPE-NoPE-HH 36.6 57.0 70.0 47.6 55.0 46.4 30.2 25.8 41.2 278 459 251 42.4
'SWA-RoPE-HH 387 563 70.6 472 553 46.6 322 273 409 246 441 259 425
SWA-NoPE-HH 36.1 56.1 711 479 55.0 46.6 30.9 22.2 41.0 26.8 45.1 26.3 42.1
"GLA-RoPE-HH 36.1 588 70.6 49.6 545 489 319 202 417 266 433 263 424
GLA-NoPE-HH 36.7 591 710 487 558 47.8 32.2 24.8 41.3 26.6 446 249 42.8

GDN-RoPE-HH 36.1 579 720 49.6 547 460 29.8 21.7 418 272 467 266 425
GDN-NoPE-HH 352 588 701 493 53.6 474 31.5 20.7 418 196 478 257 418

3B Short

RoPE 366 629 733 552 58.0 51.7 33.6 25.8 41.7 276 454 256 44.8
RoPE-NoPE-HH 36.3 63.5 73.1 56.0 57.5 49.9 32.5 28.3 42.0 23.8 469 244 44.5
'SWA-RoPE-HH 371 632 737 563 584 512 353 268 424 258 464 276 453
SWA-NoPE-HH 364 624 732 544 585 51.5 31.5 21.7 42.3 224 459 257 43.8
"GLA-RoPE-HH 36.6 633 737 562 59.0 51.0 319 242 431 208 464 274 445
GLA-NoPE-HH 354 639 742 563 583 50.6 31.2 24.2 42.7 28.8 48.6 259 45.0

GDN-RoPE-HH 377 641 745 575 598 512 34.9 27.3 43.5 240 450 256 454
GDN-NoPE-HH 368 639 737 547 603 508 37.3 29.3 42.6 25.8 481 248 457

Table 4 Short-context performance of head-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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TQA LMD PIQA Hella Wino ARC-e ARC-c GPQA SIQA OBQA SG MMLU Avg.

376M Long

RoPE 352 358 643 312 512 367 25.8 248 385 280 436 242 366
RoPE-NoPE-LH 36.0 387 642 317 525 37.6 28.8 258 39.2 282 429 247 375
'SWA-RoPE-LH 354 393 642 310 524 392 258 237 383 280 453 252 373
+ DRoPE 355 391 650 308 516 390 23.4 248 381 276 447 257 371
SWA-NoPE-LH 358 396 643 314 490 367 25.4 253 376 264 444 250 367
"GLA-RoPE-LH 371 416 644 320 522 370 241 253 391 272 449 262 376
+ DRoPE 36.0 402 637 316 512 376 25.1 263 384 274 434 257 372
GLA-NoPE-LH 37.6 416 644 317 515 386 23.4 258 38.0 278 443 246 374

GDN-RoPE-LH 36.0 43.7 638 322 528 39.0 234 25.8 38.7 276 442 248 377

+ DRoPE 358 433 641 321 520 393 22.7 242 390 276 447 251 375
GDN-NoPE-LH 364 419 645 321 512 376 25.4 242 390 28.0 440 249 374
776M Long

RoPE 37.7 479 661 387 526 411 26.1 258 396 276 431 246 392

RoPE-NoPE-LH 370 483 670 384 518 415 26.8 25.8 40.3 276 429 246 393

'SWA-RoPE-LH 364 451 677 386 519 422 254 177 390 276 453 240 384
+ DRoPE 363 457 678 387 520 418 258 212 390 264 449 239 386
SWA-NoPE-LH 370 458 667 383 523 415 281 248 398 278 455 243 393

"GLA-RoPE-LH 376 49.1 677 390 538 416 278 242 403 268 455 247 398
+ DRoPE 373 497 680 387 546 420 258 242 401 272 450 252 398
GLA-NoPE-LH 368 50.6 672 392 523 418 302 207 400 276 450 256 397

GDN-RoPE-LH 374 514 669 401 535 420 29.8 25.3 40.6 274 443 250 403

+ DRoPE 366 506 659 392 525 413 28.8 242 402 270 441 242 395
GDN-NoPE-LH 370 511 68.0 401 528 399 27.1 253 404 274 438 257 399
1B Long

RoPE 387 544 692 438 538 441 27.5 258 403 270 454 278 415

RoPE-NoPE-LH 379 540 693 446 547 457 28.1 242  40.0 258 448 266 413

'SWA-RoPE-LH 370 547 69.6 447 545 480 285 248 407 276 446 273 418
+ DRoPE 371 541 689 440 526 462 288 248 409 280 450 266 414
SWA-NoPE-LH 39.0 534 692 442 519 439 305 232 415 278 454 272 414

"GLA-RoPE-LH 377 552 692 458 555 464 298 248 405 260 439 267 418
+ DRoPE 357 550 694 453 555 441 285 263 406 270 434 262 414
GLA-NoPE-LH 374 558 69.8 455 542 444 292 268 406 278 433 235 415

GDN-RoPE-LH 38.0 563 702 458 563 464 28.8 222 39.8 272 444 263 418

+ DRoPE 379 559 712 458 563 474 29.8 222 402 278 450 257 421
GDN-NoPE-LH 373 558 692 451 558 448 29.8 258 408 270 451 257 419
3B Long

RoPE 36.6 599 716 504 563 464 29.2 237 415 282 458 272 431

RoPE-NoPE-LH 364 611 725 513 571 476 309 232 415 274 461 261 434
'SWA-RoPE-LH 374 613 721 524 572 499 305 273 411 276 481 273 443
+ DRoPE 376 606 718 524 561 506 325 288 414 254 480 267 443
SWA-NoPE-LH 360 604 725 522 571 503 305 197 418 272 459 245 432
"GLA-RoPE-LH 374 614 729 534 585 510 332 278 403 264 466 265 446
+ DROPE 371 614 729 542 568 517 312 258 407 262 465 239 440
GLA-NoPE-LH 371 623 723 515 554 480 342 217 417 258 460 265 435
"'GDN-RoPE-LH 385 637 731 521 593 526 312 248 405 232 49.0 265 445
+ DRoPE 376 633 730 519 609 524 312 248 404 254 465 262 445

GDN-NoPE-LH 36.6 622 725 531 564 524 329 27.8 41.8 268 465 246 445

Table 5 Short-context performance of layer-wise hybrid models after long-context continual pretraining.
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TQA LMD PIQA Hella Wino ARC-e ARC-c GPQA SIQA OBQA SG MMLU Avg.

376M Long

RoPE 352 358 643 312 512 367 @ 258 248 385 280 436 242 366
RoPE-NoPE-HH 379 364 636 313 502 385 27.1 263 378 280 441 261 373
'SWA-RoPE-HH ~ 352 376 633 314 510 370 224 248 379 280 451 251 366
+ DRoPE 351 371 633 313 520 381 23.4 248 372 278 451 252 367
SWA-NoPE-HH 355 369 638 315 517 372 26.1 258 379 278 438 235 368
"GLA-RoPE-HH 370 430 654 324 515 392 244 258 382 246 439 254 376
+ DRoPE 363 426 644 322 516 372 23.4 253 383 268 447 251 373
GLA-NoPE-HH 363 424 633 326 519 381 25.1 242 391 274 447 254 375

GDN-RoPE-HH 349 415 639 329 523 388 234 248 39.0 280 431 257 374

+ DRoPE 36.7 403 643 324 515 392 23.7 253 39.2 282 437 257 375
GDN-NoPE-HH 36.1 391 646 326 516 381 251 242 383 276 436 261 372
776M Long

RoPE 377 479 661 387 526 411 26.1 258 396 276 431 246 392

RoPE-NoPE-HH 357 474 677 385 53.8 409 244 25.8 39.0 226 448 262 389

'SWA-RoPE-HH ~ 367 466 663 388 513 422 271 248 393 270 436 250 391
+ DRoPE 374 458 664 382 526 407 271 263 395 266 443 244 391
SWA-NoPE-HH 358 463 672 391 528 430 241 253 403 276 430 244 391

'GLA-RoPE-HH 383 49.1 682 394 534 423 254 258 403 280 440 254 400
+ DRoPE 380 484 687 395 529 418 261 253 408 280 453 268 401
GLA-NoPE-HH 370 503 686 398 526 423 258 263 397 266 440 260 399

GDN-RoPE-HH 364 484 692 401 530 43.6 27.5 26.3 407 274 457 245 402

+ DRoPE 357 483 69.6 399 533 413 30.5 26.8 403 28.2 452 254 404
GDN-NoPE-HH 389 51.6 679 40.2 550 44.8 27.8 197 392 276 455 242 402
1B Long

RoPE 38.7 544 692 438 538 441 27.5 258 403 270 454 278 415

RoPE-NoPE-HH 36.8 53.6 693 448 540 437 28.5 242 39.7 280 448 251 411

'SWA-RoPE-HH 385 51.8 69.8 450 537 457 288 258 416 272 443 247 414
+ DROPE 387 521 701 444 529 439 275 263 417 282 448 247 413
SWA-NoPE-HH 379 546 692 447 552 432 292 197 398 250 445 272 408

"GLA-RoPE-HH 374 542 695 452 526 471 281 207 411 280 441 252 411
+ DRoPE 380 542 699 456 532 457 271 237 405 276 443 248 412
GLA-NoPE-HH 368 562 702 455 539 478 309 242 410 278 443 264 421

GDN-RoPE-HH 36.7 552 70.7 459 541 443 30.2 253 40.9 274 457 258 418

+ DRoPE 370 553 701 453 533 43.0 28.1 263 410 282 456 266 417
GDN-NoPE-HH 376 56.8 694 452 541 452 30.2 207 408 274 461 260 416
3B Long

RoPE 36.6 599 716 504 563 464 29.2 237 415 282 458 272 431

RoPE-NoPE-HH 358 61.1 721 524 569 497 305 232 405 228 441 255 429
'SWA-RoPE-HH ~ 36.6 61.1 720 518 576 506 325 217 412 230 460 286 43.6
+ DRoPE 370 60.6 720 524 568 499 302 258 413 240 450 275 435
SWA-NoPE-HH 364 59.9 725 519 582 50.6 295 248 418 252 460 255 435
"GLA-RoPE-HH 361 6.1 729 534 568 513 319 237 415 264 447 267 439
+ DRoPE 373 603 729 534 568 501 309 242 410 244 455 263 436
GLA-NoPE-HH 358 61.6 734 531 577 499 305 283 423 258 455 266 442
'GDN-RoPE-HH ~ 37.6 627 720 538 582 503 332 288 421 262 458 265 448
+ DRoPE 374 620 731 531 573 490 339 278 420 234 466 243 442

GDN-NoPE-HH 368 624 723 525 60.6 51.0 35.3 258 418 260 459 257 447

Table 6 Short-context performance of head-wise hybrid models after long-context continual pretraining.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All

376M Short

RoPE 258 00 00 00 00 217 178 80 04 00 00 00 52 68 183 01 6.1
+ NTK 265 99 06 01 00 218 178 78 89 22 06 00 74 84 185 28 8.0
+ NTK + Log 265 140 19 09 05 218 178 80 74 79 22 06 88 94 185 44 9.1
RoPE-NoPE-LH 299 01 00 00 00 329 195 157 06 02 00 00 60 98 245 01 82
+ NTK 306 121 13 07 04 330 195 159 232 49 07 00 90 139 247 54 119
+ NTK + Log 306 18.7 22 06 03 33.0 194 159 284 184 57 09 105 174 247 94 145
SWA-4k-NoPE-LH 299 180 6.6 28 22 331 195 15.7 244 18.7 13.7 79 119 190 24.6 11.8 16.0
+ Log (EME) 299 184 115 6.6 33 330 195 157 26.8 26.7 259 247 140 246 245 18.0 20.2

SWA-RoPE-LH ~ 208 60 05 02 02 321 265 130 94 58 44 39 55 136 231 38 102
SWA-NoPE-LH ~ 29.1 235 193 11.0 9.2 31.0 272 239 207 17.1 129 126 184 20.8 278 158 198
'GLA-RoPE-LH ~ 242 38 07 02 00 381 226 135 94 88 67 51 58 149 246 43 111
GLA-NoPE-LH 286 170 20 13 06 39.0 37.0 338 255 113 2.6 28 99 217 346 79 1638

+ Log 286 190 26 13 0.7 39.0 37.0 339 206 97 30 31 104 209 346 75 165
+ wsz=4k 285 231 169 102 45 388 37.0 33.8 28.0 156 13.0 129 16.7 25.6 345 155 219
+ EME 28.6 23.7 26.5 26.0 19.9 38.8 37.0 33.9 31.4 273 229 19.2 249 30.1 34.6 24.6 279

GDN-RoPE-LH 212 20 09 05 00 368 319 166 135 42 14 03 49 150 266 29 108
GDN-NoPE-LH 229 204 104 6.0 3.6 31.8 34.0 303 270 11.8 1.7 01 127 195 29.7 101 16.7

+ Log 229 212 146 79 69 319 34.0 303 28.7 163 38 02 14.7 20.7 298 125 182
+ wsz=4k 229 215 181 155 7.6 320 34.0 30.3 28.2 28.7 21.7 169 17.1 274 29.8 19.8 23.1
+ EME 229 219 227 208 13.6 319 34.0 30.3 29.0 29.5 28.4 26.2 204 299 29.8 24.0 25.9
776M Short

RoPE 349 05 00 00 00 439 398 265 16 07 01 00 71 16.1 363 04 123
+ NTK 368 286 25 03 1.8 439 39.7 284 184 55 48 24 140 204 372 8.0 17.8
+ NTK + Log 369 304 123 28 12 441 39.8 282 227 106 3.0 29 16.7 21.6 37.2 10.7 19.6
RoPE-NoPE-LH 321 03 00 00 00 411 347 309 19 03 23 00 65 159 347 0.6 12.0
+ NTK 323 178 05 01 0.1 412 346 316 245 59 19 05 102 200 349 6.4 159
+ NTK + Log 323 261 50 15 03 410 34.7 313 293 20.7 69 48 13.0 24.1 34.8 11.8 19.5
SWA-4k-NoPE-LH 32.2 227 155 3.0 14 41.0 34.7 30.8 31.0 272 219 185 15.0 293 34.7 17.7 233
+ Log (EME) 322 242 97 7.0 25 411 346 30.8 30.6 29.3 25.6 23.3 15.1 30.8 34.7 19.0 24.2

SWA-RoPE-LH ~ 229 114 32 11 08 463 314 205 168 122 93 75 79 206 303 7.8 153
SWA-NoPE-LH 349 294 232 117 99 353 336 305 282 234 205 168 21.8 269 33.6 204 2438
"GLA-RoPE-LH ~ 316 67 15 11 05 463 349 247 195 137 11.0 3.0 83 219 344 71 162
GLA-NoPE-LH 350 287 105 05 09 404 363 334 287 149 25 26 151 227 363 112 195

+ Log 350 292 115 07 0.6 403 363 335 312 176 24 25 154 234 363 12.0 20.1
+ wsz=4k 352 269 152 11.2 109 404 363 334 26.7 190 14.8 128 199 26.2 363 172 23.6
+ EME 35.1 321 305 26.1 223 403 36.3 334 313 284 243 20.8 29.2 30.7 36.3 27.0 30.1

GDN-RoPE-LH 312 91 20 15 11 421 327 229 161 132 102 21 9.0 199 322 69 153
GDN-NoPE-LH 373 334 155 11.6 88 382 320 321 222 124 95 39 214 215 349 147 214

+ Log 37.3 33.7 167 111 8.6 383 32.0 320 219 101 80 6.7 215 213 349 146 214
+ wsz=4k 37.3 344 343 304 21.2 382 320 320 272 219 174 156 315 263 349 253 285
+ EME 37.2 34.7 34.6 33.0 28.3 38.3 32.0 32.1 293 26.8 25.7 22.0 33.6 29.5 349 29.3 31.2

Table 7 Long-context performance of 376M and 776M layer-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All

1B Short

RoPE 373 1.5 00 00 00 474 417 288 17 03 02 01 78 172 388 05 133
+ NTK 393 29.7 69 05 0.7 475 41.6 288 215 90 70 20 154 225 393 9.7 195
+ NTK + Log 393 334 187 86 58 474 41.7 28.8 247 20.0 134 95 212 265 393 16.8 24.3
RoPE-NoPE-LH 469 01 02 00 00 652 519 481 25 01 00 00 94 240 530 04 179
+ NTK 458 359 69 03 0.2 651 51.7 47.0 393 133 42 02 17.8 315 524 125 25.8
+ NTK + Log 458 375 237 52 14 653 519 47.0 454 419 308 99 227 41.7 525 245 33.8
SWA-4k-NoPE-LH 46.9 404 395 341 222 65.3 51.9 48.1 39.0 31.8 249 20.0 36.6 40.1 53.1 31.5 38.7
+ Log (EME) 469 41.1 41.3 42.0 38.0 65.3 51.9 48.1 40.5 385 34.3 28.7 419 43.9 53.1 38.1 43.1

SWA-RoPE-LH ~ 348 142 33 11 09 633 428 281 213 9.0 83 9.6 109 261 422 85 197
SWA-NoPE-LH  44.8 38.1 295 13.0 9.9 539 407 37.0 314 29.8 21.9 17.1 27.1 33.1 44.1 238 306
"GLA-RoPE-LH ~ 371 123 05 05 02 477 475 316 194 58 62 42 101 232 41.0 61 178
GLA-NoPE-LH ~ 47.0 403 135 32 15 427 472 454 389 203 9.8 87 21.1 304 456 17.0 266

+ Log 47.1 412 20.7 43 23 428 473 454 40.7 20.1 11.5 10.8 23.1 31.2 457 189 278
+ wsz=4k 47.0 402 372 353 16.8 426 473 454 383 305 209 173 353 34.6 45.6 29.6 349
+ EME 47.0 421 415 425 375 428 473 454 403 349 319 29.3 421 38.8 456 37.5 40.2

GDN-RoPE-LH 413 160 38 16 0.7 61.3 502 328 20.7 13.0 3.8 57 127 268 464 82 209
GDN-NoPE-LH 447 275 138 11.6 9.6 386 36.8 37.6 31.7 292 15.6 14.7 214 29.2 394 19.2 259

+Log 446 31.1 148 11.1 94 38.6 36.8 37.6 34.0 299 169 14.6 222 29.8 394 202 266
+ wsz=4k 447 36.0 36.6 27.8 18.6 38.6 36.8 37.6 349 279 212 16.1 32.7 304 39.4 274 314
+ EME 447 388 41.4 382 335 38.6 36.8 37.6 38.1 321 288 264 393 341 394 347 362
3B Short

RoPE 424 16 01 00 00 568 557 404 59 07 00 0.0 88 228 488 1.0 17.0
+ NTK 437 346 152 1.1 0.7 56.6 56.0 39.8 289 151 6.4 0.4 19.1 29.0 49.0 12.8 249
+NTK + Log 438 37.0 321 19.6 65 57.1 559 395 30.7 26.1 204 14.7 27.8 349 49.1 234 319
RoPE-NoPE-LH 56.6 205 01 00 0.0 674 587 520 29.0 32 24 04 155 304 587 7.0 242
+ NTK 57.1 400 19.1 24 0.8 673 587 50.7 42.6 250 7.8 3.1 239 365 585 17.6 31.2
+NTK + Log 57.0 457 343 133 58 669 58.6 50.7 459 414 32.8 16.7 31.2 44.7 583 29.5 39.1
SWA-4k-NoPE-LH 56.5 40.2 36.6 33.3 27.1 67.5 58.7 522 458 41.1 304 20.4 38.7 452 58.7 344 425
+ Log (EME) 56.9 403 36.2 31.9 257 674 58.6 52.1 44.7 43.2 385 32.7 382 48.2 58.8 36.7 44.0
"SWA-NOPE-LH ~ 51.8 469 44.6 355 229 64.3 56.5 489 41.7 36.6 31.0 224 403 43.1 554 352 419
+Log 51.9 48.9 48.8 459 44.0 639 56.4 48.8 44.8 431 372 325 47.9 467 552 432 47.2

GLA-RoPE-LH 418 193 6.6 05 01 491 548 46.7 291 125 0.6 12 137 277 481 87 219
GLA-NoPE-LH 57.7 359 165 7.7 98 615 524 484 352 209 242 145 255 36.7 55.0 20.6 32.1

+ Log 57.7 355 17.2 11.7 10.0 61.3 52.6 48.8 359 126 27.0 18.0 26.4 36.6 55.1 21.0 324
+ wsz=4k 57.7 43.0 394 328 22.7 616 52.6 48.8 39.8 35.0 26.6 19.8 39.1 40.6 55.2 324 40.0
+ EME 58.0 43.2 40.8 36.1 31.2 609 523 49.0 40.6 37.8 35.6 32.0 419 44.0 55.1 37.2 43.1

GDN-RoPE-LH 499 199 66 23 15 532 520 438 30.1 158 59 4.0 161 293 49.7 10.8 23.8
GDN-NoPE-LH 52.0 391 295 159 143 57.0 56.1 53.2 40.2 294 21.1 182 30.1 393 54.6 26.0 355

+ Log 519 39.5 33.0 22.0 159 57.1 56.1 53.2 41.8 352 31.2 243 325 427 546 304 384
+ wsz=4k 519 412 38.7 350 29.2 57.1 559 53.0 444 358 295 223 39.2 42.6 545 345 412
+ EME 519 41.8 405 419 359 57.1 56.1 529 46.3 40.7 38.5 33.6 424 46.5 545 399 448

Table 8 Long-context performance of 1B and 3B layer-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All

376M Short

RoPE 258 00 00 00 00 217 178 80 04 00 00 00 52 6.8 183 01 6.1
+ NTK 265 99 06 01 00 218 178 78 89 22 06 00 74 84 185 28 8.0
+ NTK + Log 265 140 19 09 05 218 178 80 74 79 22 06 88 94 185 44 9.1
RoPE-NoPE-HH 331 03 00 00 00 271 284 270 03 00 00 00 67 118 289 01 9.7
+ NTK 332 143 06 02 01 273 284 270 246 29 14 01 9.7 160 290 55 133
+ NTK + Log 332 203 1.8 02 03 272 284 268 23.8 52 24 00 112 163 289 6.8 14.1
SWA-4k-NoPE-HH 33.1 146 47 22 12 272 284 270 285 27.0 210 164 11.2 251 289 145 19.3
+ Log (EME) 33.1 219 156 158 93 270 284 27.0 27.0 25.3 26.0 229 19.1 262 289 205 23.3

SWA-RoPE-HH =~ 206 19 04 04 05 363 328 187 110 74 52 47 47 166 271 39 117
SWA-NoPE-HH 294 300 249 170 105 444 33.0 311 27.1 267 170 152 224 27.8 345 21.1 255
"GLA-RoPE-HH = 281 21 03 00 00 285 270 17.6 11.0 24 17 02 61 126 253 22 99
GLA-NoPE-HH 312 265 63 13 13 208 256 251 248 197 96 6.1 133 188 257 12.0 165

+ Log 312 274 80 1.0 09 209 256 251 265 269 13.8 79 13.7 21.0 257 14.0 179
+ wsz=4k 312 279 19.0 120 88 209 257 251 204 163 126 11.2 19.8 189 257 16.0 19.3
+ EME 312 28.6 27.7 24.6 16.7 209 257 251 21.6 204 187 18.6 257 21.6 25.7 221 23.3

GDN-RoPE-HH 192 39 09 06 02 324 225 185 116 98 73 64 50 155 232 51 111
GDN-NoPE-HH 33.5 30.6 184 11.7 7.0 384 328 29.5 249 252 247 140 202 27.1 335 19.6 24.2

+ Log 33.5 319 247 165 89 385 328 295 263 26.3 29.3 25.7 23.1 29.8 33.6 23.7 27.0
+ wsz=4k 33.5 30.0 19.2 10.7 74 386 328 295 275 219 16.1 13.5 20.2 25.7 33.6 183 234
+ EME 33.5 31.5 30.6 27.8 252 38.6 32.8 29.5 29.2 273 249 21.2 29.7 29.1 33.6 272 293
776M Short

RoPE 349 05 00 00 00 439 398 265 16 07 01 00 71 16.1 363 04 123
+ NTK 368 286 25 03 1.8 439 39.7 284 184 55 48 24 140 204 372 8.0 17.8
+ NTK + Log 369 304 123 28 12 441 398 282 227 106 3.0 29 16.7 216 372 10.7 19.6
RoPE-NoPE-HH 40.7 02 00 00 00 496 387 370 15 01 00 00 82 181 415 0.2 14.0
+ NTK 40.7 33.7 58 0.8 0.2 503 388 359 29.7 59 14 03 162 232 414 9.7 203
+ NTK + Log 408 349 65 12 0.2 500 387 359 339 74 37 14 167 244 413 112 21.2
SWA-4k-NoPE-HH 40.7 28.6 158 52 19 499 38.7 369 273 25.0 204 16.1 184 30.6 41.6 175 25.5
+ Log (EME) 40.7 31.2 25.6 22.7 85 50.0 38.7 369 30.6 284 27.1 24.7 25.7 33.8 41.6 249 304

SWA-RoPE-HH =~ 322 66 26 0.1 00 402 312 208 138 11.0 1.8 01 83 170 311 45 134
SWA-NoPE-HH 321 29.7 27.9 18.0 10.2 395 39.6 342 308 268 188 17.1 23.6 29.5 363 224 27.1
'GLA-RoPE-HH =~ 310 73 13 04 02 415 345 249 184 68 08 25 80 185 330 47 141
GLA-NoPE-HH 356 272 79 82 19 431 369 360 256 33 39 03 162 213 379 98 19.2

+ Log 357 276 99 88 71 431 370 360 250 34 36 06 178 21.2 38.0 10.8 19.8
+ wsz=4k 35.6 30.0 271 153 105 43.1 36.8 36.0 30.2 264 21.1 169 23.7 30.1 379 222 274
+ EME 35.6 323 32.0 252 17.8 43.1 37.0 36.0 31.7 29.7 251 21.8 28.6 32.1 379 27.0 30.6

GDN-RoPE-HH 324 68 27 16 15 452 36.1 239 186 13.1 106 105 9.0 22.6 344 82 169
GDN-NoPE-HH 37.8 247 124 98 86 431 392 355 234 9.0 75 7.6 187 23.6 389 129 21.6

+ Log 378 259 129 9.7 96 432 391 355 226 94 78 85 192 237 389 133 218
+ wsz=4k 377 323 245 115 94 432 394 353 29.0 269 26.0 234 231 319 389 229 282
+ EME 37.8 33.2 31.6 234 162 43.1 39.1 353 28.0 259 252 28.0 284 32.1 38.8 264 30.6

Table 9 Long-context performance of 376M and 776M head-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k Al

1B Short

RoPE 373 1.5 00 00 00 474 417 288 17 03 02 01 78 172 388 05 133
+ NTK 393 29.7 69 05 0.7 475 416 288 215 90 70 20 154 225 393 9.7 195
+ NTK + Log 39.3 334 187 8.6 58 474 41.7 288 24.7 20.0 134 9.5 212 265 39.3 16.8 24.3
RoPE-NoPE-HH 444 10 01 00 00 549 39.7 359 114 0.0 00 00 91 203 437 16 156
+ NTK 439 33.7 101 15 0.8 548 39.6 35.6 324 132 37 0.0 18.0 256 435 119 225
+ NTK + Log 439 354 136 2.6 09 548 39.7 356 344 183 3.7 0.0 193 26.6 43.5 13.6 23.6
SWA-4k-NoPE-HH 44.4 355 34.1 283 16.8 54.8 39.7 35.8 314 26.1 21.6 17.0 31.8 32.3 43.7 264 32.1
+ Log (EME) 444 36.4 36.7 34.2 328 54.7 39.7 35.8 31.7 31.0 289 28.6 369 358 43.7 325 36.3

SWA-RoPE-HH =~ 420 112 27 05 03 536 377 297 254 82 05 07 113 223 408 62 17.7
SWA-NoPE-HH  43.6 41.1 39.1 29.1 18.8 452 434 402 377 31.6 235 165 344 340 43.1 29.7 34.2
'GLA-RoPE-HH = 368 129 48 14 03 379 354 301 229 169 117 1.0 112 223 351 9.0 177
GLA-NoPE-HH  46.6 288 32 27 16 544 423 421 363 23 07 04 166 255 464 9.5 21.8

+ Log 46.6 283 33 22 20 545 423 421 363 24 11 14 165 257 464 9.6 219
+ wsz=4k 46.6 30.7 282 11.6 49 545 423 421 34.8 283 199 116 244 334 46.4 213 29.6
+ EME 46.6 32.0 32.6 30.8 239 545 423 42.1 363 322 275 24.6 332 37.1 46.4 30.0 355

GDN-RoPE-HH 413 75 32 02 04 290 46,5 292 194 140 44 76 105 214 365 7.1 169
GDN-NoPE-HH 444 282 128 10.6 102 36.0 43.6 40.7 26.1 44 58 64 212 233 412 13.1 224

+ Log 444 265 128 10.6 99 36.1 43.6 40.7 265 56 40 29 20.8 228 412 124 220
+ wsz=4k 444 371 36.9 209 119 36.0 43.6 40.7 33.7 26.1 21.7 152 30.3 31.0 41.2 25,5 30.7
+ EME 444 376 388 31.6 314 36.1 43.6 40.7 35.6 30.6 28.0 234 36.8 34.0 412 321 352
3B Short

RoPE 424 16 01 00 00 568 557 404 59 0.7 00 00 88 228 488 1.0 17.0
+ NTK 437 346 152 11 0.7 56.6 56.0 39.8 289 151 64 04 19.1 29.0 49.0 12.8 249
+ NTK + Log 438 37.0 321 19.6 65 57.1 559 395 30.7 26.1 204 14.7 27.8 349 49.1 234 319
RoPE-NoPE-HH 509 241 11 1.0 1.0 68.7 652 575 126 23 00 00 156 295 60.6 53 237
+ NTK 51.5 43.1 253 3.0 27 689 652 562 440 213 70 14 251 37.7 605 185 32.5
+ NTK + Log 515 434 285 6.1 23 69.0 65.1 55.8 45.0 254 7.7 21 264 386 604 20.1 335
SWA-4k-NoPE-HH 50.8 39.1 35.2 335 25.0 69.5 65.2 57.5 464 36.8 26.7 215 36.7 46.2 60.8 33.0 42.3
+ Log (EME) 50.8 39.6 37.0 37.7 342 69.2 65.3 57.5 48.1 409 38,5 33.6 399 504 60.7 38.7 46.0
"SWA-NoPE-HH 539 46.1 419 327 21.7 463 47.6 459 41.6 33.7 28.8 209 39.3 37.8 484 334 384
+ Log 53.9 48.2 49.5 48.0 45.6 46.3 47.7 459 449 43.2 42.7 36.1 49.0 43.8 485 44.8 46.0

GLA-RoPE-HH 448 157 63 0.0 00 596 43.0 384 274 186 22 09 134 272 465 89 214
GLA-NoPE-HH 514 259 43 27 26 594 50.0 428 165 0.6 06 02 174 243 509 6.7 214

+ Log 514 261 42 3.0 24 595 495 427 146 08 02 1.0 174 240 508 65 213
+ wsz=4k 514 424 325 228 159 59.6 49.6 428 39.2 32.7 232 169 33.0 37.7 50.8 28.2 35.8
+ EME 513 425 36.6 30.1 28.7 59.7 50.0 42.8 39.4 354 293 220 379 39.8 51.0 33.0 39.0

GDN-RoPE-HH 51.6 200 73 19 1.0 544 540 382 284 183 11.6 8.6 164 305 49.6 122 246
GDN-NoPE-HH  51.3 191 122 89 82 589 56.6 529 30.6 05 06 01 199 28.6 549 10.0 25.0

+ Log 51.1 296 116 9.2 84 592 558 529 329 09 15 12 220 292 548 119 262
+ wsz=4k 51.2 30.5 37.2 188 139 589 56.1 52.8 321 12.1 152 154 303 347 547 219 328
+ EME 513 264 349 294 319 58.6 56.0 52.8 339 154 13.3 11.2 34.8 345 54.7 24.6 34.6

Table 10 Long-context performance of 1B and 3B head-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 0Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All

376M Long

RoPE 31.8 26.0 249 106 24 30.1 250 21.7 19.1 108 50 2.6 192 163 272 12.7 175
RoPE-NoPE-LH 35.0 28.0 27.1 14.0 3.7 39.7 30.1 262 275 305 282 192 21.6 288 32.8 223 258
'SWA-RoPE-LH 30.4 28.6 258 128 6.1 31.1 279 246 233 256 155 12.6 20.7 22.9 285 18.8 220
+ DRoPE 282 236 239 150 11.0 304 256 21.8 209 20.1 182 162 20.3 219 265 18.6 212
SWA-NoPE-LH 35.4 281 26.8 222 17.1 353 30.6 292 28.0 244 20.7 173 259 265 326 23.1 263
"GLA-ROPE-LH 32.8 30.9 302 246 102 33.6 254 255 247 202 121 73 257 21.3 293 20.0 231
+ DRoPE 324 29.6 293 271 136 315 256 228 214 169 81 73 264 191 281 192 22.1
GLA-NoPE-LH 275 262 253 269 195 30.7 33.2 31.8 304 30.0 294 23.8 25.1 299 30.8 264 279

GDN-RoPE-LH 271 283 279 123 11.0 34.8 31.5 30.5 272 228 163 10.7 21.3 24.8 31.0 19.6 23.4

+ DRoPE 31.2 28.8 295 189 14.0 35.8 33.7 32.2 31.8 284 281 249 245 30.7 33.2 25.6 28.1
GDN-NoPE-LH 282 27.7 27.7 273 20.7 32.6 319 29.8 29.1 31.0 30.5 30.0 263 30.7 30.6 28.0 28.9
776M Long

RoPE 39.4 37.6 373 355 205 443 402 39.8 369 328 248 226 34.1 345 409 31.0 34.3

RoPE-NoPE-LH 37.7 36.5 35.5 319 227 43.0 38.1 37.1 32.8 31.1 26.1 222 329 329 39.0 299 329

"SWA-RoPE-LH 46.2 384 325 126 6.7 380 327 315 27.8 231 169 137 273 262 37.1 215 267
+ DRoPE 424 335 189 105 6.6 503 359 329 264 238 20.0 16.0 224 293 404 195 264
SWA-NoPE-LH 40.6 334 302 21.2 144 47.1 33.7 334 30.8 273 225 18.6 279 30.5 38.7 24.8 29.4
"GLA-RoPE-LH 436 37.1 36.0 33.0 145 48.0 359 33.6 299 252 21.7 152 328 299 403 26.6 31.1
+ DRoPE 36.4 33.6 31.1 309 17.9 402 342 340 31.2 31.0 286 21.7 30.0 31.6 362 283 309
GLA-NoPE-LH 38.8 37.9 329 275 237 389 40.6 37.7 332 325 284 259 322 339 39.0 30.3 332

GDN-RoPE-LH 41.1 375 36.0 299 19.8 39.6 369 323 28.1 259 20.6 153 329 284 375 26.6 30.3

+ DRoPE 373 35.0 354 292 29.1 39.2 384 359 319 335 30.8 248 33.2 335 377 312 334
GDN-NoPE-LH 451 41.0 40.2 37.4 319 489 46.4 47.3 46.8 457 453 27.5 39.1 44.0 469 39.5 42.0
1B Long

RoPE 39.6 384 364 309 152 487 453 485 412 39.0 29.0 242 321 394 455 31.8 36.4

RoPE-NoPE-LH 48.1 452 44.8 385 29.0 53.3 434 420 41.6 41.6 43.5 358 41.1 43.0 46.7 40.0 422

"SWA-RoPE-LH 43.8 40.7 36.7 247 131 549 449 43.6 41.6 36.1 249 16.7 318 375 46.8 293 351
+ DRoPE 403 383 35.1 27.0 174 424 39.1 405 344 33.0 256 19.8 31.6 335 40.6 28.8 327
SWA-NOPE-LH 50.7 47.5 429 29.6 157 53.8 47.4 429 355 341 27.3 242 373 379 487 321 376
"GLA-RoPE-LH 47.0 442 41.7 362 203 40.1 442 40.7 39.2 363 33.1 20.1 379 362 43.0 339 369
+ DRoPE 484 464 46.1 40.0 31.0 44.6 473 445 447 445 40.8 307 424 424 462 405 424
GLA-NoPE-LH 55.5 49.7 49.8 44.3 41.5 38.8 44.0 42.8 40.6 40.0 384 30.8 48.2 39.3 453 419 43.0

GDN-RoPE-LH 523 449 41.7 38.0 20.6 58.7 50.2 50.7 474 462 39.5 19.7 39.5 44.6 53.0 37.2 425

+ DRoPE 50.3 46.8 442 39.6 333 543 549 542 52.3 50.8 47.4 41.3 429 50.7 53.4 44.5 475
GDN-NoPE-LH 48.7 437 43.0 41.8 28.6 40.7 439 421 39.6 40.2 38.8 36.5 41.2 403 43.8 39.0 40.6
3B Long

RoPE 483 443 41.1 320 175 585 522 47.6 493 47.1 355 24.6 36.6 450 51.7 36.4 415

RoPE-NoPE-LH 70.4 64.5 589 50.2 31.8 674 524 51.1 50.3 485 424 449 551 51.0 60.3 489 52.7
"SWA-RoPE-LH 522 458 41.8 33.6 171 59.4 462 45.0 454 463 29.8 20.6 38.1 41.8 50.7 35.0 403
+ DRoPE 493 449 396 31.8 184 52.1 457 429 405 39.0 322 26.7 36.8 399 475 34.1 386
SWA-NOPE-LH 56.9 514 482 412 325 604 52.8 524 47.6 447 339 284 46.1 457 55.6 41.0 459
"GLA-RoPE-LH 56.1 52.1 484 405 26.8 59.8 59.5 559 47.3 45.7 37.8 242 448 472 57.8 404 462
+ DRoPE 56.5 53.0 51.4 423 38.0 51.4 504 48.6 452 443 41.8 34.1 482 451 51.7 43.8 46.4
GLA-NoPE-LH 672 63.0 59.2 493 425 71.2 52.7 495 435 440 405 373 56.2 484 60.2 474 51.7
"GDN-RoPE-LH 56.8 49.5 452 389 22.0 483 452 426 409 44.0 404 283 425 41.4 482 38.6 418
+ DRoPE 54.7 495 419 417 35.6 50.0 51.2 444 459 456 452 38.4 447 458 50.1 43.0 45.3

GDN-NoPE-LH 57.6 524 512 443 372 50.1 56.4 57.5 56.7 58.0 55.3 42.8 485 53.8 55.4 49.7 51.6

Table 11 Long-context performance of layer-wise hybrid models after long-context continual pretraining.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 0Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All

376M Long

RoPE 31.8 26.0 249 106 24 30.1 250 21.7 19.1 108 50 2.6 192 163 272 12.7 175
RoPE-NoPE-HH 39.0 33.3 263 9.8 7.3 359 257 27.1 253 242 141 59 23.1 226 319 183 2238
"SWA-RoPE-HH 243 193 164 9.7 63 399 338 279 27.0 250 17.6 135 152 26.4 315 16.8 21.7
+ DRoPE 228 20.8 16.6 164 14.3 42.6 309 29.1 295 272 262 23.8 182 299 313 219 250
SWA-NoPE-HH 35.9 357 35.1 33.7 32.3 33.3 34.5 34.5 329 315 30.5 26.7 34.5 32.0 34.6 32.3 33.1
"GLA-RoPE-HH 34.8 323 282 268 154 262 212 195 205 17.7 13.8 113 275 18.6 254 208 223
+ DRoPE 314 279 295 29.1 263 348 241 19.7 21.1 19.8 225 159 28.8 22.6 275 24.0 252
GLA-NoPE-HH 33.7 275 247 199 133 364 343 329 30.8 274 27.7 26.7 239 309 343 248 28.0

GDN-RoPE-HH 163 134 133 100 6.8 386 242 20.1 189 112 79 83 120 185 248 112 158

+ DRoPE 21.2 199 175 143 11.0 385 275 221 221 21.2 199 129 16.8 235 273 174 20.7
GDN-NoPE-HH 40.3 352 319 35.0 23.7 348 26.7 272 26.1 282 26.1 23.1 332 27.5 323 287 29.9
776M Long

RoPE 39.4 376 373 355 205 443 402 39.8 369 328 24.8 226 34.1 345 409 31.0 34.3

RoPE-NoPE-HH 38.6 35.5 314 284 8.8 383 394 40.7 379 381 36.4 30.6 285 37.3 393 309 33.7

SWA-RoPE-HH 409 36.1 348 30.7 147 427 369 359 325 262 204 149 315 299 39.1 263 306
+ DRoPE 353 33.4 328 327 29.1 419 36.6 358 33.0 324 30.6 27.6 327 340 374 314 334
SWA-NoPE-HH 357 32.2 332 321 30.7 433 41.7 39.1 353 35.6 33.0 302 328 369 40.0 32.8 352
"GLA-RoPE-HH 40.7 38.1 369 317 135 46.1 425 41.8 368 33.7 20.6 16.0 322 339 428 284 332
+ DRoPE 415 37.1 369 312 109 543 38.6 37.4 349 347 319 11.3 315 347 43.0 286 334
GLA-NoPE-HH 424 405 39.8 36.9 225 558 459 454 39.9 37.8 342 27.6 364 40.9 47.4 349 39.1

GDN-RoPE-HH 42.8 399 36.6 284 12.8 582 39.1 37.3 344 342 225 163 321 34.6 444 281 335

+ DRoPE 36.0 359 343 28.8 19.2 62.1 442 414 383 389 324 26.6 30.8 40.6 459 31.8 36.5
GDN-NoPE-HH 45.1 43.0 39.5 38.1 28.6 45.1 43.0 40.7 37.7 39.8 36.5 37.0 38.8 40.0 435 37.5 39.5
1B Long

RoPE 39.6 384 364 309 152 487 453 48.5 412 39.0 29.0 242 321 394 455 31.8 36.4

RoPE-NoPE-HH 514 464 45.1 40.7 36.4 472 419 421 423 37.0 349 284 440 39.1 45.7 389 412

"SWA-RoPE-HH 45.1 41.9 41.8 333 162 581 462 425 409 439 284 194 35.6 39.9 480 332 381
+ DRoPE 41.0 37.7 403 34.8 329 572 444 436 41.7 409 394 38.0 37.3 43.6 46.6 382 41.0
SWA-NoPE-HH 46.8 44.8 435 424 43.0 464 412 402 39.0 392 369 37.6 44.1 40.1 43.6 40.8 41.8
"GLA-RoPE-HH 469 40.6 389 352 16.6 554 41.8 40.8 36.4 344 292 181 35.7 36.6 462 312 362
+ DRoPE 449 445 41.0 375 34.6 48.0 429 41.6 399 399 37.0 257 40.5 39.3 444 375 39.8
GLA-NoPE-HH 52.1 49.6 48.1 425 323 60.7 48.5 472 455 45.6 39.9 29.7 449 453 521 41.7 452

GDN-RoPE-HH 53.1 48.0 42.0 38.7 19.2 50.0 43.6 42.0 424 36.6 34.8 185 40.2 38.3 472 35.0 39.1

+ DRoPE 541 49.7 46.8 429 359 44.7 452 419 429 40.7 37.1 28.6 459 402 465 40.6 425
GDN-NoPE-HH 51.6 47.1 43.7 379 319 453 437 440 43.0 415 41.0 348 424 419 462 401 421
3B Long

RoPE 483 443 41.1 320 175 585 522 47.6 493 47.1 355 24.6 36.6 450 51.7 36.4 415

RoPE-NoPE-HH 57.5 52.7 48.8 44.1 35.1 58.7 62.8 63.3 59.2 57.3 52.7 45.1 47.6 57.0 60.6 49.4 53.1
"SWA-RoPE-HH 50.0 46.7 45.8 40.6 21.2 66.6 553 534 50.4 465 369 272 409 48.0 56.3 39.4 451
+ DRoPE 46.8 462 444 41.8 39.8 59.1 485 48.1 469 46.8 43.1 41.1 43.8 47.7 50.6 43.8 46.1
SWA-NoPE-HH 59.2 56.7 50.6 50.5 42.6 51.0 47.2 455 43.0 43.4 437 39.8 51.9 44.8 50.7 46.3 47.8
"GLA-ROPE-HH 539 46.8 43.7 36.6 22.4 47.0 449 42.8 40.7 355 37.0 21.7 40.7 385 472 356 394
+ DRoPE 53.8 495 435 412 261 63.0 44.0 452 41.8 41.4 40.1 30.8 42.8 43.8 515 39.3 43.4
GLA-NoPE-HH 57.1 552 53.7 47.4 38.8 60.9 489 483 458 458 454 349 50.4 47.1 53.8 459 485
"GDN-RoPE-HH 61.1 54.3 492 383 209 54.7 47.7 488 47.8 46.0 39.0 233 44.8 439 53.1 399 443
+ DRoPE 57.6 51.0 459 412 38.7 47.0 494 499 475 509 47.1 39.5 469 473 51.0 452 47.2

GDN-NoPE-HH 58.0 53.3 49.5 43.3 315 56.8 53.6 49.1 514 58.1 52.7 17.8 47.1 485 544 44.7 479

Table 12 Long-context performance of head-wise hybrid models after long-context continual pretraining.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k Al

376M Long

SWA-NoPE-LH 354 281 26.8 222 17.1 353 30.6 29.2 28.0 244 20.7 17.3 259 265 32.6 23.1 26.3
+ wsz=256 35.1 264 248 21.7 17.7 357 31.0 287 28.8 255 235 19.2 252 275 32.6 235 26.5
+ wsz=512 375 265 27.4 244 209 39.1 334 29.1 304 28.0 239 20.1 27.4 29.1 34.8 252 284
+ wsz=1k 36.8 26.0 26.5 233 221 37.6 33.7 30.0 321 30.7 293 21.7 27.0 30.7 345 26.5 29.2
+ wsz=2k 36.2 244 274 258 22.8 34.6 33.8 31.3 32.8 32.2 29.9 24.7 273 313 34.0 275 29.7
+ wsz=4k 36.6 26.1 26.1 247 21.2 36.8 32.1 31.1 323 30.5 27.6 235 269 30.6 341 26.5 29.0
776M Long

SWA-NoPE-LH 40.6 33.4 30.2 21.2 144 471 33.7 334 30.8 27.3 225 18.6 279 305 387 248 294
+ wsz=256 41.8 36.1 31.3 24.0 16.5 48.0 349 334 31.6 29.1 257 193 299 31.7 39.5 26.7 31.0
+ wsz=512 45.7 39.0 35.1 252 189 484 357 340 31.0 30.6 273 20.0 32.8 324 41.0 284 32.6
+ wsz=1k 419 377 329 251 199 456 38.2 359 33.0 32.7 292 229 315 339 404 29.2 329
+ wsz=2k 451 389 35.0 29.4 25.0 46.6 374 339 33.2 322 27.7 237 347 33.5 40.7 30.6 34.0
+ wsz=4k 43.4 39.2 352 30.8 27.1 451 354 321 31.7 31.4 29.5 239 351 32.7 39.0 31.1 33.7

Table 13 Long-context performance of SWA-NoPE-LH under long-context continual pretraining with larger window
sizes (wsz). Larger window sizes exhibit better long-context performance, implying the Short-Window Weariness.

RULER BABILong Average

4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 0Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All
376M Short
SWA-NoPE-LH 29.1 235 193 11.0 9.2 31.0 272 239 207 17.1 129 126 184 20.8 27.8 158 19.8
+ wsz=256 33.2 30.2 20.8 113 85 423 352 29.6 249 231 172 153 20.8 26.8 351 189 24.3
+ wsz=512 306 26.1 20.6 11.6 83 405 358 324 283 245 178 11.2 195 272 348 18.6 24.0
+ wsz=1k 329 259 228 124 48 26.6 33.8 30.7 28.8 257 23.0 21.4 19.8 27.1 31.0 20.6 24.1
+ wsz=2k 27.1 182 102 24 1.6 399 341 341 30.6 254 19.7 152 119 28.4 338 154 21.6
+ wsz=4k 299 180 6.6 28 22 331 195 157 244 187 137 79 119 190 246 11.8 16.0
376M Short + Log
SWA-NoPE-LH 29.1 242 225 249 194 314 272 239 234 220 193 19.0 24.0 23.7 279 21.8 239
+ wsz=256 33.2 31.4 29.4 28.7 27.8 423 352 29.6 273 273 245 21.6 30.1 29.7 351 27.3 29.9
+ wsz=512 30.6 279 26.8 23.0 16.8 40.6 35.8 32.4 30.0 29.2 265 228 25.0 31.0 34.8 25.4 285
+ wsz=1k 29.1 26.7 26.0 25.6 21.2 269 33.8 30.7 30.7 30.0 27.4 26.3 25.7 29.4 30.1 26.7 27.9
+ wsz=2k 271 199 150 131 63 40.0 341 341 32.7 304 27.0 26.0 16.3 32.0 33.8 21.3 255
+ wsz=4k 299 184 115 6.6 33 33.0 195 157 268 267 259 247 140 246 245 18.0 202
776M Short
SWA-NoPE-LH 34.9 29.4 232 11.7 9.9 353 33.6 30.5 282 234 205 16.8 21.8 269 33.6 204 24.8
+ wsz=256 33.4 264 23.0 121 94 485 402 340 289 255 213 17.6 209 309 39.0 205 26.7
+ wsz=512 33.4 28.6 25.0 13.9 9.9 409 36.0 35.0 33.3 27.5 20.7 183 222 30.2 363 22.2 26.9
+ wsz=1k 329 259 228 124 84 408 36.2 347 282 23.0 179 16.7 20.5 282 36.2 19.4 25.0
+ wsz=2k 304 245 176 65 35 413 399 343 299 268 224 179 16.5 304 36.5 18.6 24.6
+ wsz=4k 322 227 155 30 14 41.0 347 30.8 31.0 272 219 185 15.0 293 347 17.7 233

776m Short + Log
SWA-NoPE-LH 34.8 325 31.7 26.6 252 353 33.7 305 30.6 269 247 242 30.2 294 33.6 27.8 29.7

+ wsz=256 334 291 303 29.0 26.0 48.6 40.2 339 319 29.7 277 254 295 339 39.0 28.6 32.1
+ wsz=512 334 29.7 304 28.0 29.0 409 36.0 35.0 35.7 34.7 33.0 31.5 30.1 35.3 36.3 31.5 33.1
+ wsz=1k 329 274 28.6 276 219 409 36.2 347 31.8 295 274 248 277 322 36.2 274 30.3
+ wsz=2k 304 255 239 178 11.7 412 39.8 34.1 313 31.2 275 25,6 21.8 33.0 36.4 243 283
+ wsz=4k 322 242 97 70 25 411 346 308 30.6 293 25.6 233 15.1 30.8 34.7 19.0 24.2

Table 14 Long-context performance of SWA-NoPE-LH under short-context pretraining with larger window sizes (wsz).
Shorter window sizes exhibit better length extrapolation, implying the Long-Window Laziness.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 0Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All

376M Long

SWA-RoPE-LH 304 286 258 128 6.1 31.1 279 246 233 256 155 12.6 20.7 229 285 18.8 22.0
+ wsz=2k 309 309 28.0 169 7.6 26.1 259 247 223 21.8 17.8 141 229 21.8 269 199 223
+ LongCE 321 29.3 292 287 135 37.7 31.7 29.0 31.8 325 18.8 153 265 28.1 32.6 249 275
+ Both 33.7 342 323 26.8 12.8 38.7 31.5 283 31.2 352 21.0 184 28.0 29.2 33.1 265 287
"SWA-NOPE-LH 354 28.1 26.8 222 17.1 353 30.6 292 28.0 244 207 173 259 265 32.6 23.1 263
+ wsz=2k 362 244 274 258 22.8 346 33.8 313 32.8 322 299 24.7 273 31.3 340 275 29.7
+ LongCE 414 357 343 347 264 353 34.6 33.2 34.2 313 292 235 345 31.6 36.1 31.2 32.8
+ Both 434 38.7 37.7 357 31.0 35.0 32.3 30.8 31.0 283 26,5 24.1 37.3 29.7 354 31.6 32.9
776M Long

SWA-RoPE-LH 46.2 384 325 126 6.7 380 327 315 278 231 169 13.7 273 262 37.1 215 26.7
+ wsz=2k 48.0 359 362 192 84 447 37.8 36.7 33.7 257 16.0 154 295 30.0 41.8 23.8 29.8
+ LongCE 45.7 383 39.6 247 12.1 42.0 39.2 33.8 39.4 30.3 209 17.8 32.1 319 402 279 32.0
+ Both 453 34.0 363 333 132 48.8 38.0 33.0 357 36.5 289 183 324 342 413 295 335
"SWA-NoPE-LH 40.6 334 302 212 144 47.1 33.7 334 30.8 27.3 225 18.6 279 30.5 38.7 24.8 294
+ wsz=2k 451 389 35.0 29.4 25.0 46.6 37.4 339 332 322 277 237 347 335 40.7 30.6 34.0
+ LongCE 422 369 329 267 184 483 39.4 362 324 274 243 21.0 314 32.7 415 275 322
+ Both 453 42.0 403 39.7 353 44.2 379 35.8 339 347 30.9 29.1 40.5 352 40.8 357 37.4
1B Long

SWA-RoPE-LH 43.8 40.7 36.7 24.7 13.1 549 449 436 416 36.1 249 167 31.8 375 46.8 293 35.1
+ wsz=2k 482 443 40.1 289 149 57.6 434 425 429 393 28.6 17.8 353 389 479 321 37.4
+ LongCE 436 427 435 364 19.8 499 429 432 389 417 334 174 372 382 449 342 37.8
+ Both 441 374 357 371 199 47.6 47.6 50.1 344 412 41.3 14.1 34.8 395 474 32.6 375
"SWA-NOPE-LH 50.7 475 429 296 157 53.8 474 429 355 341 273 242 373 379 487 321 376
+ wsz=2k 449 442 421 36.7 289 61.5 52.5 46.3 40.8 394 333 294 394 43.3 51.3 369 417
+ LongCE 52.7 49.8 44.1 34.1 21.7 56.0 41.6 38.7 359 31.3 275 239 405 364 472 335 38.1
+ Both 488 452 454 41.7 37.2 47.7 46.1 45.6 42.0 41.9 37.0 343 43.7 42.1 47.1 40.6 42.7
3B Long

SWA-RoPE-LH 52.2 45.8 41.8 33.6 17.1 594 462 450 454 463 29.8 20.6 38.1 41.8 50.7 35.0 40.3
+ wsz=2k 572 454 41.8 33.8 155 524 472 487 46.6 49.6 33.8 22.1 388 429 514 36.1 41.2
+ LongCE 522 544 46.0 426 22.0 522 458 492 33.6 453 414 255 434 419 499 388 425
+ Both 582 59.1 53.0 445 262 60.6 50.1 49.4 37.0 432 44.8 27.0 482 446 546 419 46.1
"SWA-NOPE-LH 569 51.4 482 412 325 604 52.8 524 47.6 44.7 339 284 46.1 457 55.6 41.0 459
+ wsz=2k 584 51.7 50.7 439 41.1 63.7 48.8 47.0 425 444 405 342 492 459 545 43.6 47.3
+ LongCE 54.0 50.5 48.0 422 37.7 60.4 52.1 54.0 524 481 363 30.2 46.5 47.6 55.1 43.2 47.2
+ Both 58.9 57.0 52.9 47.0 41.7 59.7 55.9 59.9 56.6 55.7 50.3 49.3 51.5 55.3 58.6 51.3 53.7

Table 15 Long-context performance of SWA layer-wise hybrid models after long-context continual pretraining with
extended window sizes (wsz) and LongCE enhancement, both relieving the short-context learning trap effectively.
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NIAH-SK1 NIAH-SK2 NIAH-SK3
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k

376M Short

GLA-NoPE-LH 100.0 0.0 00 00 0.0 1000 8.0 00 00 0.0 39.0 350 00 00 0.0
+ Log 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 940 3.0 0.0 00 390 510 00 0.0 0.0
+SWLA 100.0 70.0 79.0 75.0 46.0 1000 940 570 9.0 00 390 340 170 16.0 0.0

+SWLA & Log 1000 70.0 81.0 840 840 100.0 99.0 970 920 680 39.0 340 520 70.0 37.0
"GLA-NoPE-HH 100.0 100.0 750 0.0 00 1000 980 00 00 00 9.0 75.0 0.0 0.0 00
+Log 100.0 100.0 920 1.0 00 1000 1000 00 00 0.0 9.0 840 0.0 0.0 00
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 93.0 1000 980 540 150 50 96.0 69.0 29.0 6.0 1.0
+SWLA & Log  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 98.0 91.0 49.0 960 81.0 89.0 77.0 37.0
"GDN-NoPE-LH  99.0 97.0 880 670 430 750 280 10 00 00 450 820 130 0.0 00
+Log 990 980 940 91.0 840 750 370 160 00 00 450 760 250 0.0 0.0
+SWLA 99.0 97.0 820 620 40.0 750 570 540 31.0 120 450 650 61.0 740 23.0
+SWLA &Log 990 970 90.0 880 79.0 750 59.0 710 540 330 450 63.0 68.0 71.0 22.0

GDN-NoPE-HH 100.0 980 960 890 79.0 990 940 370 160 0.0 99.0 970 370 20 20

+ Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 99.0 60.0 300 1.0 99.0 98.0 57.0 12.0 2.0
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 90.0 82.0 99.0 950 20.0 0.0 0.0 99.0 88.0 60.0 28.0 2.0
+SWLA & Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 99.0 91.0 76.0 710 99.0 96.0 93.0 91.0 83.0
1B Short

GLA-NoPE-LH 100.0 98.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 48.0 20 00 91.0 8.0 80 00 0.0
+ Log 100.0 98.0 23.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 77.0 5.0 1.0 91.0 89.0 220 0.0 0.0
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 82.0 85.0 33.0 91.0 78.0 59.0 520 1.0

+SWLA & Log  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.0 100.0 99.0 91.0 850 73.0 73.0 71.0
"GLA-NoPE-HH 960 240 00 00 00 1000 1000 00 00 0.0 920 80.0 0.0 0.0 00
+Log 960 220 00 00 00 1000 1000 00 00 00 920 770 00 00 0.0
+SWLA 960 350 20.0 6.0 1.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 100 00 920 850 750 46.0 0.0
+SWLA &Log 960 470 59.0 77.0 640 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 680 920 86.0 81.0 80.0 66.0
"GDN-NoPE-LH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 69.0 00 00 00 76.0 470 0.0 0.0 00
+Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 900 40 00 0.0 76.0 56.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 91.0 93.0 73.0 320 76.0 620 60.0 440 12.0
+SWLA & Log  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 96.0 760 66.0 76.0 69.0 64.0

GDN-NoPE-HH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 970 00 00 0.0 69.0 170 0.0 0.0 0.0

+ Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 950 0.0 00 00 690 70 0.0 0.0 0.0
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 97.0 100.0 100.0 970 36.0 50 69.0 620 550 19.0 9.0
+SWLA & Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 91.0 96.0 69.0 63.0 61.0 56.0 55.0
3B Short

GLA-NoPE-LH 100.0 46.0 10.0 33.0 620 1000 980 540 30 0.0 100.0 820 250 0.0 0.0
+ Log 100.0 50.0 120 21.0 39.0 100.0 97.0 51.0 34.0 20.0 100.0 85.0 28.0 120 7.0
+SWLA 100.0 740 81.0 71.0 69.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 94.0 53.0 100.0 98.0 82.0 75.0 38.0

+SWLA & Log 1000 75.0 67.0 56.0 640 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 950 100.0 99.0 940 85.0 69.0
"GLA-NoPE-HH 880 30 00 00 00 1000 930 00 00 00 100.0 41.0 0.0 00 00
+Log 880 130 00 00 00 1000 80.0 0.0 00 00 1000 370 00 00 00
+SWLA 880 410 150 1.0 0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 86.0 59.0 100.0 92.0 62.0 540 26.0
+SWLA &Log 880 440 200 60 50 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 95.0 76.0 69.0 73.0
"GDN-NoPE-LH 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 88.0 40 0.0 950 640 150 0.0 0.0
+Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 99.0 43.0 140 950 650 26.0 9.0 0.0
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 92.0 90.0 95.0 75.0 66.0 56.0 33.0
+SWLA & Log  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.0 970 950 80.0 69.0 68.0 66.0
"GDN-NoPE-HH 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.0 99.0 1000 60 00 00 00 9.0 60.0 0.0 0.0 00
+Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1000 740 00 00 0.0 96.0 580 0.0 0.0 00
+SWLA 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 96.0 1000 78.0 1000 220 10.0 96.0 55.0 60.0 21.0 4.0

+SWLA & Log 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 39.0 100.0 98.0 99.0 96.0 57.0 58.0 42.0 63.0

Table 16 Extrapolation comparison of the GLA/GDN-NoPE hybrid model on the NIAH-5K1, SK2, and SK3 tasks.
Applying a sliding-window linear attention and a log scale for NoPE attention achieves the best length extrapolation.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All

376M Short

RoPE 258 00 00 00 0.0 217 178 80 04 00 00 00 52 68 183 01 6.1
RoPE-NoPE-3:1 33.1 0.3 00 00 00 271 284 270 03 00 00 00 67 11.8 289 0.1 97
+ EME 331 219 156 158 9.3 27.0 284 27.0 27.0 253 26.0 229 19.1 262 289 20.5 23.3
RoPE-NoPE-1:1 27.6 02 0.0 00 00 298 267 219 01 05 01 01 56 113 265 01 89
+ EME 27.7 223 116 7.6 62 299 267 219 240 222 205 164 15.1 23.1 266 164 19.8
RoPE-NoPE-1:3 329 0.1 00 0.0 01 275 335 304 00 00 00 1.0 6.6 132 31.1 0.1 105
+EME 329 260 142 57 42 274 335 304 164 29 21 17 166 163 310 92 165
"SWA-NOPE-3:1 294 30.0 249 17.0 105 444 33.0 31.1 271 26.7 17.0 152 224 27.8 345 21.1 255
+Log 29.5 31.2 29.6 28.7 29.1 443 33.0 31.1 28.6 29.2 25.0 22.0 29.6 30.5 34.5 27.9 30.1
SWA-NOPE-1:1 320 269 167 87 75 322 313 31.2 291 253 224 212 184 275 31.7 19.7 23.7
+Log 32.0 29.7 271 235 17.0 32.1 31.3 312 29.3 282 27.0 24.8 259 29.1 31.7 25.8 27.8
SWA-NOPE-1:3 282 76 77 7.8 75 39.8 288 253 124 06 06 16 11.8 156 305 57 14.0
+Log 282 12.0 62 7.6 72 39.7 288 253 160 74 79 49 122 186 305 86 159

GLA-NoPE-3:1 312 265 63 13 13 20.8 256 251 248 197 96 6.1 133 188 25.7 12.0 165
GLA-NoPE-1:1 323 201 09 11 08 321 360 31.0 253 119 15 00 11.1 19.7 329 7.7 16.1
GLA-NOPE-1:3 324 35 03 04 02 449 302 269 103 40 28 05 74 171 33.6 28 13.0
"GDN-NoPE-3:1 33.5 30.6 184 11.7 7.0 384 32.8 295 249 252 247 14.0 202 27.1 335 19.6 242
GDN-NoPE-1:1 31.7 202 94 83 79 325 235 233 234 158 7.8 7.7 155 191 27.7 126 176

GDN-NoPE-1:3 29.8 18.8 106 85 81 338 287 235 53 15 01 0.0 151 133 289 6.6 14.1

776M Short

RoPE 349 05 00 00 00 439 398 265 16 0.7 01 00 71 16.1 363 04 123
RoPE-NoPE-3:1 40.7 0.2 00 00 00 496 38.7 370 15 01 00 00 82 181 415 02 14.0
+ EME 40.7 31.2 25.6 22.7 85 50.0 38.7 36.9 30.6 284 27.1 247 25.7 33.8 41.6 24.8 304
RoPE-NoPE-1:1 359 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 469 388 369 18 02 01 00 73 178 39.6 04 134
+ EME 359 326 158 9.6 7.0 468 38.8 36.8 334 233 168 11.1 20.2 29.6 39.6 18.7 25.7
RoPE-NoPE-1:3 341 0.7 02 0.0 0.0 477 372 378 17 02 13 19 7.0 183 392 0.7 136
+ EME 341 30.6 261 83 30 477 372 377 219 76 72 60 204 236 392 138 223
"SWA-NOPE-3:1 32.1 29.7 279 180 10.2 39.5 39.6 342 30.8 26.8 188 17.1 23.6 295 363 22.4 27.1
+ Log 32.1 30.7 304 283 266 394 39.7 34.1 33.2 32.6 28.8 23.8 29.6 33.1 36.3 29.3 31.6
SWA-NoPE-1:1 393 374 354 282 15.6 425 38.1 36.5 329 293 243 21.0 31.2 321 39.1 28.0 31.7
+ Log 39.2 38.4 37.8 35.5 33.5 425 38.1 365 33.8 324 279 26.2 369 339 39.1 33.2 35.2
SWA-NoPE-1:3 38.7 345 289 11.1 6.7 43.7 403 39.6 359 32.7 153 6.0 24.0 305 40.6 214 27.8
+ Log 38.6 35.2 31.9 23.7 10.0 43.8 40.3 39.5 37.7 39.7 30.7 12.1 279 34.8 40.6 27.6 319

GLA-NOPE-3:1 356 272 79 82 19 431 369 360 256 33 39 03 162 213 379 98 192
GLA-NoPE-1:1 37.6 220 19 17 15 492 383 352 182 59 51 21 129 220 401 73 182
GLA-NOPE-1:3 40.7 63 12 0.7 04 53.0 428 400 73 00 00 00 99 204 441 20 16.0
"GDN-NoPE-3:1 37.8 247 124 9.8 86 431 392 355 234 90 75 76 187 236 389 129 216
GDN-NoPE-1:1 383 29.2 16.7 10.8 88 499 44.7 388 309 235 201 1.7 20.8 299 429 17.7 26.1

GDN-NoPE-1:3 345 291 9.0 95 81 385 378 350 171 23 0.1 0.0 18.0 187 365 94 184

Table 17 Long-context performance of head-wise hybrids with different hybrid ratios after short-context pre-training.
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SD MD Sum ICL Syn Code

Av
NQ Qsp MF HG WQ Msq GR QS MN TR TQ SS PC PR LCC Re-P &

376M Short
RoPE 06 50 41 10 22 05 28 44 113 20 32 52 10 45 220 187 55
+ NTK 06 58 56 10 30 08 39 89 96 25 33 88 02 28 272 308 72
+ NTK + Log 14 61 68 16 39 13 43 93 98 15 73 119 05 3.6 269 313 8.0
RoPE-NoPE-LH 04 68 49 13 27 08 38 47 125 25 45 29 16 1.1 219 190 5.7
+ NTK 06 53 52 11 22 14 33 45 113 11.0 49 88 0.8 30 319 331 8.0
+ NTK + Log 09 54 62 19 29 12 49 70 11.1 11.0 82 76 20 40 316 337 87
SWA-4k-NoPE-LH 19 92 107 37 75 27 74 114 130 90 150 92 32 36 228 310 10.1
+ Log (EME) 1.7 91 107 37 73 31 87 103 13.0 75 142 95 32 32 228 311 99

SWA-RoPE-LH = 09 84 71 22 61 08 48 51 101 95 48 89 09 23 240 220 74
SWA-NoPE-LH 1.6 95 99 45 58 30 88 99 131 215 165 113 3.1 3.8 231 273 108
'GLA-RoPE-LH = 09 85 87 26 62 16 88 91 134 50 77 105 15 3.6 208 192 80
GLA-NoPE-LH 15 97 95 31 72 11 107 102 135 200 84 105 1.6 37 260 340 107

+ Log 1.7 96 101 29 68 13 112 90 134 195 82 105 20 42 26.0 338 106
+ wsz=4k 1.8 96 93 48 69 30 97 106 134 220 113 133 3.0 35 259 339 114
+ EME 20 97 107 59 74 34 10.0 107 13.5 225 11.8 13.8 29 3.1 258 342 117

GDN-RoPE-LH 11 83 82 30 51 16 61 65 89 145 83 105 3.7 3.6 201 227 83
GDN-NoPE-LH 08 94 104 33 67 22 68 54 120 235 139 127 33 33 194 293 10.1

+ Log 08 92 103 36 70 23 72 53 121 23.0 161 123 33 34 195 29.7 103
+ wsz=4k 1.7 90 103 39 75 26 58 75 120 24.0 179 142 30 35 199 30.7 10.8
+ EME 1.6 87 112 46 79 29 63 76 121 23.0 199 143 3.1 3.6 202 302 11.1
776M Short

RoPE 04 82 61 17 49 05 48 64 128 85 79 132 1.8 2.0 271 237 8.1
+ NTK 09 75 63 32 53 12 42 44 100 175 100 6.7 23 34 339 376 96
+ NTK + Log 11 76 86 39 71 28 47 58 101 195 283 114 20 2.7 335 376 117
RoPE-NoPE-LH 04 107 70 21 53 08 56 55 147 16.0 103 122 04 2.0 195 26.7 8.7
+ NTK 08 85 66 26 46 10 47 6.1 120 11.0 55 58 14 29 287 36.7 87
+ NTK + Log 1.3 85 80 39 64 27 68 68 124 115 144 98 24 36 277 366 10.2
SWA-4k-NoPE-LH 2.0 125 144 51 101 34 113 16.8 153 42.5 30.2 26.3 3.2 4.5 198 327 15.6
+ Log (EME) 20 123 149 55 108 3.1 12.7 16.5 153 42.0 325 262 3.1 43 199 326 159

SWA-RoPE-LH 15 95 99 43 77 25 84 99 102 105 228 223 3.1 40 268 342 117
SWA-NoPE-LH 20 128 116 57 91 50 95 98 140 155 237 215 32 33 217 309 124
"GLA-RoPE-LH =~ 17 106 112 44 84 26 74 157 128 100 234 200 32 39 291 350 125
GLA-NoPE-LH 1.6 104 129 29 78 16 91 104 157 360 184 174 13 3.0 243 347 13.0

+ Log 1.5 104 127 29 82 14 93 105 156 375 189 180 1.5 1.7 245 341 13.0
+ wsz=4k 20 11.0 131 6.6 86 4.0 114 131 16.0 235 236 224 39 39 245 352 139
+ EME 20 108 13.0 62 95 4.0 122 138 16.2 265 27.0 223 3.7 1.7 246 340 142

GDN-RoPE-LH 19 102 11.8 48 79 24 52 129 100 36.0 29.6 254 3.0 33 271 339 14.1
GDN-NoPE-LH 1.5 133 11.2 41 90 23 72 95 136 320 222 205 26 35 197 29.6 126

+ Log 14 132 112 44 91 24 76 9.7 137 33.0 228 198 1.8 26 200 29.7 127
+ wsz=4k 21 137 127 64 105 43 74 13.6 14.0 30.0 357 229 31 38 197 299 143
+ EME 23 142 135 65 105 44 78 136 14.0 31.0 36.9 23.0 3.2 3.7 195 298 14.6

Table 18 LongBench performance of 376M and 776M layer-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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SD MD Sum ICL Syn Code

Avg.
NQ Qsp MF HG WQ Msq GR QS MN TR TQ SS PC PR LCC Re-P &

1B Short
RoPE 04 95 71 13 52 04 42 58 107 175 92 127 03 42 185 269 84
+ NTK 09 103 94 44 87 19 67 71 83 250 164 247 2.7 3.1 244 384 120
+ NTK + Log 22 106 121 55 93 38 6.6 123 84 295 32.0 31.2 3.0 40 239 374 145
RoPE-NoPE-LH 09 109 89 23 64 10 6.6 4.8 145 140 114 78 20 1.1 239 283 9.0
+ NTK 0.8 102 104 34 71 21 6.0 45 95 180 173 14.6 29 3.7 29.1 363 11.0
+ NTK + Log 21 100 119 56 90 38 88 85 9.6 185 304 237 3.2 26 283 362 132
SWA-4k-NoPE-LH 2.3 132 164 63 99 38 124 165 152 31.0 388 251 3.1 45 23.8 319 159
+ Log (EME) 23 132 16.7 68 98 36 15.0 168 151 31.0 419 27.0 3.1 52 23.8 322 16.5

SWA-RoPE-LH 12 115 116 46 76 21 72 40 125 265 252 169 3.1 28 233 316 120
SWA-NoPE-LH 24 142 149 66 98 49 114 144 116 325 375 233 32 43 273 361 159
'GLA-RoPE-LH ~ 1.1 11.0 112 32 81 13 60 71 133 325 140 175 29 26 282 371 123
GLA-NoPE-LH 20 150 154 58 9.6 33 100 74 129 360 339 236 28 41 194 345 147

+ Log 21 150 154 48 98 39 102 71 129 345 369 233 29 34 190 345 147
+ wsz=4k 26 153 148 65 108 41 105 148 134 315 395 253 3.0 3.8 199 331 15.6
+ EME 25 153 149 69 102 44 109 148 133 325 415 248 29 32 197 334 157

GDN-RoPE-LH 1.3 123 11.0 40 75 24 6.6 127 144 405 23.0 247 28 33 201 29.7 135
GDN-NoPE-LH 16 131 138 53 89 27 55 116 154 37.0 308 209 24 41 215 335 142

+ Log 15 131 147 52 84 25 52 10.0 155 355 283 19.7 25 33 212 329 137
+ wsz=4k 21 135 152 6.0 97 50 54 171 15.6 39.0 425 259 3.1 42 21.1 30.6 16.0
+ EME 21 133 164 59 95 42 78 166 158 375 445 262 3.2 44 212 312 162
3B Short

RoPE 03 135 89 22 70 07 58 29 128 220 141 146 2.0 33 237 313 103
+ NTK 14 132 127 6.0 83 33 10.0 9.7 120 365 378 325 15 28 256 389 158
+ NTK + Log 29 138 134 64 79 46 121 153 121 395 48.0 363 24 32 254 387 17.6
RoPE-NoPE-LH 05 152 120 27 86 06 90 41 71 395 219 20.8 25 21 231 356 128
+ NTK 1.3 145 136 58 84 31 86 81 52 500 283 313 29 3.8 296 39.7 159
+ NTK + Log 22 148 152 65 91 41 130 160 5.5 48.0 34.0 347 3.0 39 295 39.7 174
SWA-4k-NoPE-LH 25 155 161 65 98 40 156 179 72 495 60.1 365 1.1 38 228 359 19.0
+ Log (EME) 25 159 171 68 99 41 18.7 16.6 7.5 495 61.7 375 15 39 227 370 19.6

SWA-RoPE-LH 19 133 125 57 85 36 105 152 146 36.0 39.8 292 25 3.8 232 349 159
SWA-NoPE-LH 27 161 152 7.6 98 50 142 194 181 485 528 29.1 3.1 39 302 376 196
"GLA-RoPE-LH 12 133 125 48 95 20 85 142 173 420 381 286 3.0 49 260 341 162
GLA-NoPE-LH 20 153 114 66 92 38 101 6.1 205 440 546 264 29 2.6 337 39.0 18.0

+ Log 1.7 148 114 64 96 37 104 65 204 430 533 253 28 29 334 379 177
+ wsz=4k 25 152 153 76 95 53 142 157 20.7 450 547 252 2.7 40 33.7 388 194
+ EME 23 160 153 86 99 57 161 16.1 21.1 44.0 56.8 269 24 4.0 33.6 383 19.8

GDN-RoPE-LH 13 137 128 58 93 31 6.6 128 11.0 41.0 414 271 3.1 34 294 365 16.1
GDN-NoPE-LH 22 151 157 69 102 4.6 132 148 18.6 415 485 306 14 3.8 237 360 179

+ Log 23 154 163 72 101 4.6 126 147 189 415 505 312 15 3.8 238 358 181
+ wsz=4k 24 151 166 83 102 39 147 171 187 435 540 294 05 41 237 351 186
+ EME 27 153 171 86 10.0 41 162 154 18.6 43,5 540 288 1.0 3.8 23.7 350 18.6

Table 19 LongBench performance of 1B and 3B layer-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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SD MD Sum ICL Syn Code

Av
NQ Qsp MF HG WQ Msq GR QS MN TR TQ SS PC PR LCC Re-P &

376M Short
RoPE 06 50 41 10 22 05 28 44 113 20 32 52 10 45 220 187 55
+ NTK 06 58 56 10 30 08 39 89 96 25 33 88 02 28 272 308 72
+ NTK + Log 14 61 68 16 39 13 43 93 98 15 73 119 05 3.6 269 313 8.0
RoPE-NoPE-HH 12 65 51 1.0 36 07 43 50 150 45 53 50 01 24 187 179 6.0
+ NTK 07 49 44 10 32 10 3.0 52 125 00 43 62 13 33 320 299 71
+ NTK + Log 06 52 47 13 32 10 32 53 126 00 43 63 13 18 323 309 71
SWA-4k-NoPE-HH 16 84 108 35 74 22 83 86 157 9.0 148 58 29 3.6 200 303 96
+ Log (EME) 19 91 121 30 72 25 88 86 158 85 141 76 3.0 3.0 200 307 9.7

SWA-RoPE-HH 08 77 72 17 58 08 52 73 103 40 68 48 31 28 214 259 72
SWA-NoPE-HH 19 95 105 47 92 34 88 100 130 175 167 157 3.1 39 250 323 116
"GLA-RoPE-HH =~ 13 78 81 14 64 08 53 44 129 85 58 74 05 1.1 183 258 72
GLA-NoPE-HH 15 101 107 28 71 13 101 107 127 268 98 11.0 1.7 3.1 247 319 11.0

+ Log 1.5 100 104 25 68 11 105 114 127 29.0 105 122 13 3.7 246 31.8 112
+ wsz=4k 19 102 106 44 79 29 94 107 128 265 21.6 187 33 3.8 255 347 1238
+ EME 1.8 96 107 45 78 3.1 104 11.2 12.7 255 24.8 20.1 3.0 44 255 33.6 13.0

GDN-RoPE-HH 15 93 87 31 70 20 77 122 124 65 105 155 27 28 225 260 94
GDN-NoPE-HH 19 86 108 39 72 24 98 91 87 220 124 120 34 4.6 244 333 109

+ Log 1.7 86 107 42 72 3.0 99 96 89 225 129 127 34 34 243 339 111
+ wsz=4k 1.7 87 108 45 78 27 6.5 105 87 195 193 184 3.5 44 240 345 11.6
+ EME 19 90 109 43 76 24 6.7 108 8.7 200 21.3 190 32 3.6 240 344 117
776M Short

RoPE 04 82 61 17 49 05 48 64 128 85 79 132 1.8 2.0 271 237 8.1
+ NTK 09 75 63 32 53 12 42 44 100 175 100 6.7 23 34 339 376 96
+ NTK + Log 11 76 86 39 71 28 47 58 101 195 283 114 20 2.7 335 37.6 117
RoPE-NoPE-HH 02 68 56 11 48 08 37 12 141 65 64 67 02 31 236 226 6.7
+ NTK 05 72 70 26 60 10 48 46 138 165 65 92 29 42 271 354 93
+ NTK + Log 05 70 77 19 59 12 52 56 139 155 81 92 33 3.8 271 342 94
SWA-4k-NoPE-HH 1.8 106 134 44 89 31 59 16.2 149 245 220 229 32 45 233 304 13.1
+ Log (EME) 1.8 11.1 145 49 89 32 82 155 149 240 242 23.0 3.1 4.0 233 31.1 135

SWA-RoPE-HH =~ 1.0 99 107 40 84 24 55 39 112 165 175 106 22 36 201 317 99
SWA-NoPE-HH 1.8 121 126 64 9.0 41 68 135 160 31.0 275 241 3.2 32 245 324 143
"GLA-RoPE-HH =~ 14 107 105 44 80 23 82 74 126 90 154 113 14 3.6 224 302 99
GLA-NoPE-HH 08 124 124 27 71 10 99 69 121 280 188 156 12 45 220 320 11.7

+ Log 09 128 125 23 69 13 101 74 121 265 186 147 1.1 45 218 319 11.6
+ wsz=4k 21 126 142 59 89 37 95 124 121 280 377 243 32 37 215 320 145
+ EME 20 129 152 51 87 42 114 124 124 29.0 40.0 248 3.7 3.6 21.5 315 149

GDN-RoPE-HH 19 92 112 41 81 31 6.6 159 11.7 175 252 281 29 5.6 237 325 129
GDN-NoPE-HH 1.6 11.8 116 48 81 24 136 74 11.1 205 21.3 129 28 3.0 251 353 121

+ Log 14 119 116 43 78 22 147 72 113 235 173 136 28 25 251 349 120
+ wsz=4k 19 114 134 57 89 41 129 122 11.0 25.0 34.6 191 33 3.8 247 345 142
+ EME 19 11.7 137 6.0 88 39 139 11.7 11.2 26.0 37.6 20.1 3.2 3.7 246 348 145

Table 20 LongBench performance of 376M and 776M head-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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SD MD Sum ICL Syn Code

Avg.
NQ Qsp MF HG WQ Msq GR QS MN TR TQ SS PC PR LCC Re-P &

1B Short
RoPE 04 95 71 13 52 04 42 58 107 175 92 127 03 42 185 269 84
+ NTK 09 103 94 44 87 19 67 71 83 250 164 247 2.7 3.1 244 384 12.0
+ NTK + Log 22 106 121 55 93 38 6.6 123 84 295 320 31.2 3.0 40 239 374 145
RoPE-NoPE-HH 04 123 88 18 70 07 50 35 154 165 11.1 17.0 1.8 45 214 312 99
+ NTK 1.1 10.7 109 52 86 27 63 6.7 13.6 285 19.8 135 1.8 40 26.7 375 123
+ NTK + Log 1.2 105 114 49 90 31 71 72 137 275 194 138 1.7 3.8 267 369 124
SWA-4k-NoPE-HH 2.2 135 157 62 9.7 33 96 179 16.1 235 40.8 326 3.2 3.5 20.0 305 155
+ Log (EME) 22 134 157 59 95 36 121 18.0 16.2 250 44.5 33.1 3.2 4.8 20.0 31.6 16.2

SWA-RoPE-HH 1.1 115 121 36 98 15 83 88 129 29.0 216 215 22 35 256 332 129
SWA-NoPE-HH 24 147 133 72 104 43 113 95 13.0 505 41.8 29.8 3.2 42 243 322 170
"GLA-RoPE-HH = 15 117 122 50 86 29 76 82 116 170 296 272 29 34 211 343 128
GLA-NoPE-HH 1.1 138 115 28 7.6 11 104 7.8 148 19.0 162 203 2.2 46 284 334 122

+ Log 1.0 140 120 26 81 13 102 81 150 185 16,5 201 22 4.0 284 329 122
+ wsz=4k 23 141 154 68 90 34 138 150 156 22.0 355 304 31 1.8 294 376 159
+ EME 23 143 166 6.1 88 32 158 14.6 158 215 39.3 30.7 3.1 26 294 361 163

GDN-RoPE-HH 14 11.7 112 44 80 23 61 97 157 300 267 258 3.1 23 267 355 138
GDN-NoPE-HH 1.3 141 128 42 79 19 84 79 158 315 219 177 0.7 23 269 357 132

+ Log 1.5 13.7 120 40 76 16 81 68 159 31.0 21.1 167 1.0 29 267 352 129
+ wsz=4k 24 143 149 6.1 93 37 109 163 16.2 33.0 36.5 26.1 22 32 262 352 16.0
+ EME 23 143 155 63 91 41 125 153 16.0 33.0 388 279 1.8 3.8 263 349 164
3B Short

RoPE 03 135 89 22 70 07 58 29 128 220 141 146 2.0 33 237 313 103
+ NTK 14 132 127 60 83 33 100 9.7 120 365 378 325 15 28 256 389 158
+ NTK + Log 29 138 134 64 79 46 121 153 121 395 48.0 363 24 32 254 38.7 17.6
RoPE-NoPE-HH 03 142 107 25 83 06 83 45 172 445 205 185 29 3.7 279 33.8 136
+ NTK 1.5 133 139 68 90 34 98 81 115 440 382 326 3.2 34 267 388 16.5
+ NTK + Log 1.3 143 149 66 91 42 11.8 82 11.7 430 393 33.1 30 38 266 394 169
SWA-4k-NoPE-HH 2.7 14.7 159 74 101 42 159 187 179 515 573 346 26 3.5 271 351 200
+ Log (EME) 26 149 158 76 98 42 18,5 16.7 18.2 525 56.1 362 29 40 273 357 202

SWA-RoPE-HH =~ 17 132 124 48 84 29 102 174 131 36.0 358 30.8 2.9 32 247 354 158
SWA-NoPE-HH 24 165 159 74 107 53 13.1 195 155 56.0 520 30.8 2.6 4.3 316 41.6 20.3
'GLA-RoPE-HH =~ 15 126 127 53 86 31 9.0 168 81 430 31.3 298 25 2.1 253 341 154
GLA-NoPE-HH 12 119 102 29 43 11 111 89 190 425 240 179 0.1 04 244 345 134

+ Log 1.1 120 98 33 47 11 117 81 188 405 232 176 02 1.0 244 343 132
+ wsz=4k 26 139 154 50 6.6 34 174 13.0 193 485 528 322 17 21 246 332 182
+ EME 25 135 160 43 64 34 177 114 194 490 540 321 1.8 3.2 248 33.0 183

GDN-RoPE-HH 1.8 131 124 67 95 38 64 175 73 41.0 458 328 23 4.0 254 335 165
GDN-NoPE-HH 06 145 98 15 66 07 71 52 218 550 157 162 04 22 265 275 132

+ Log 0.6 143 100 22 69 09 76 52 221 515 181 171 04 20 265 274 133
+ wsz=4k 1.3 132 109 28 64 06 9.0 121 221 615 371 21.7 29 3.0 265 318 164
+ EME 1.1 133 109 21 65 04 94 118 220 645 377 200 23 4.0 264 315 165

Table 21 LongBench performance of 1B and 3B head-wise hybrid models after short-context pretraining.
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SD MD Sum ICL Syn Code
NQ Qsp MF HG WQ Msq GR QS MN TR TQ SS PC PR LCC Re-P

376M Long

RoPE 16 99 103 35 62 26 203 109 16.8 185 17.0 172 2.7 37 295 326 12.7
RoPE-NoPE-LH 15 127 124 38 74 3.0 195 10.7 18.9 380 19.8 96 3.2 3.7 278 318 14.0
"SWA-RoPE-LH 16 94 112 46 7.6 31 145 81 153 400 173 167 3.4 32 349 368 142
+ DRoPE 14 9.0 115 38 71 29 127 9.7 142 430 185 125 3.1 39 321 349 138
SWA-NoPE-LH 1.6 101 12.1 39 72 3.6 11.0 104 172 64.5 150 11.8 2.8 3.8 295 314 147
"GLA-RoPE-LH 1.7 11.0 118 46 7.6 29 20.7 124 182 450 17.1 184 22 4.0 255 31.6 147
+ DRoPE 15 93 114 43 85 2.6 183 11.8 17.6 375 189 159 23 34 244 302 13.6
GLA-NoPE-LH 19 108 13.9 40 83 32 215 13.0 17.0 495 213 163 24 4.7 30.8 357 159

GDN-RoPE-LH 1.7 104 138 46 69 31 190 92 175 450 226 204 3.1 34 280 337 152

+ DRoPE 22 112 13.0 47 75 27 195 79 177 455 21.6 167 3.1 3.7 257 352 149
GDN-NoPE-LH 1.8 11.1 116 40 69 31 168 99 141 515 274 200 30 3.1 297 371 157
776M Long

RoPE 24 133 142 68 106 33 248 11.0 227 61.0 359 31.0 2.7 19 370 39.1 199

RoPE-NoPE-LH 22 139 138 62 99 34 255 150 25.2 52.0 45.0 292 15 3.0 343 40.7 20.0

SWA-RoPE-LH 2.0 13.0 123 50 9.7 3.8 14.6 103 204 425 337 283 29 23 361 366 17.1
+ DRoPE 1.8 114 117 62 83 34 147 107 145 395 247 211 32 41 334 356 153
SWA-NoPE-LH 2.1 121 126 57 84 46 142 95 212 455 27.0 241 32 21 360 347 164
"GLA-RoPE-LH 19 125 150 63 83 41 23.0 125 23.0 505 41.3 295 26 3.6 364 403 194
+ DRoPE 19 121 147 65 85 3.8 274 112 22.6 500 38.6 281 29 35 363 408 19.3
GLA-NoPE-LH 2.1 121 142 61 85 4.1 246 133 204 43.0 435 267 27 3.0 416 396 19.1

GDN-RoPE-LH 1.8 127 144 62 96 42 217 11.0 214 595 399 33.2 33 1.0 335 379 195

+ DRoPE 1.8 11.7 145 6.6 102 34 212 9.7 221 66.0 393 295 3.0 26 352 392 19.7
GDN-NoPE-LH 22 14.0 156 6.9 106 39 239 156 225 415 410 288 3.1 28 372 395 193
1B Long

RoPE 26 14.0 150 62 99 42 255 153 21.6 59.5 463 352 2.6 40 356 386 21.0

RoPE-NoPE-LH 26 16.2 171 6.6 106 4.2 26.7 10.1 224 61.0 509 339 3.2 09 374 419 216

"SWA-RoPE-LH 23 158 161 7.0 93 3.8 21.7 104 234 485 472 342 3.0 2.8 430 42.6 207
+ DRoPE 21 147 145 71 108 44 183 114 222 425 393 288 3.2 2.7 41.1 407 19.0
SWA-NoPE-LH 25 155 156 6.4 105 4.4 187 154 209 405 415 299 3.2 3.1 43.1 418 196
"GLA-RoPE-LH 23 144 162 67 11.0 44 239 148 21.8 53.0 414 332 27 44 369 425 20.6
+ DRoPE 25 159 171 6.8 103 3.7 248 18.0 24.0 55.0 447 30.8 2.7 39 33.8 386 208
GLA-NoPE-LH 24 151 156 7.0 104 50 248 165 24.8 56.0 51.8 30.8 0.9 3.8 39.0 424 216

GDN-RoPE-LH 22 152 144 71 104 43 215 16.7 235 585 519 349 32 37 338 377 212

+ DRoPE 23 161 164 7.5 106 5.0 227 162 247 67.0 472 332 3.2 1.8 36.1 376 217
GDN-NoPE-LH 25 153 17.7 75 94 53 221 162 221 550 529 340 3.2 3.0 395 409 216
3B Long

RoPE 28 18.0 178 76 9.7 49 267 198 233 59.5 546 358 3.3 45 375 407 229

RoPE-NoPE-LH 2.8 185 19.7 7.7 104 43 258 170 235 645 61.0 379 29 44 440 433 242
'SWA-RoPE-LH 27 170 17.6 76 9.8 52 242 173 223 625 548 389 32 46 438 43.6 234
+ DRoPE 25 176 174 84 100 57 205 174 254 575 542 347 32 40 449 424 229
SWA-NoPE-LH 27 162 183 75 9.6 58 21.8 188 257 625 64.0 33.0 2.1 37 452 431 237
"GLA-RoPE-LH 2.8 17.1 180 79 109 48 253 191 260 675 663 384 32 28 443 446 249
+ DRoPE 28 174 182 85 107 49 278 201 263 650 645 373 3.2 3.6 442 431 248
GLA-NoPE-LH 2.7 169 183 84 104 58 284 19.0 260 68.0 67.0 365 3.0 49 435 437 252
'GDN-RoPE-LH 2.8 148 17.8 84 109 52 215 180 255 57.0 628 39.1 3.2 37 483 452 240
+ DRoPE 25 160 19.1 75 106 48 259 187 228 655 65.0 370 32 3.3 463 438 245

GDN-NoPE-LH 26 167 190 86 109 4.7 267 183 237 70.0 61.5 389 2.6 3.4 46.1 451 249

Table 22 LongBench performance of layer-wise hybrid models after long-context continual pretraining.
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SD MD Sum ICL Syn Code
NQ Qsp MF HG WQ Msq GR QS MN TR TQ SS PC PR LCC Re-P

376M Long

RoPE 1.6 99 103 35 62 26 203 109 168 185 170 172 27 3.7 295 326 127
RoPE-NoPE-HH 2.7 98 123 40 74 26 226 91 217 31.0 182 145 24 3.8 292 324 140
'SWA-RoPE-HH 1.9 113 129 38 6.3 32 182 138 165 23.0 170 151 3.0 34 296 350 134
+ DRoPE 1.7 95 127 41 63 31 186 128 17.0 26.0 158 133 3.1 29 343 359 136
SWA-NoPE-HH 1.7 104 13.8 38 81 29 188 9.6 16.6 62.0 187 162 3.2 4.0 36.7 341 16.3
"GLA-RoPE-HH 1.7 95 132 43 87 26 203 125 189 43.0 193 194 19 28 273 330 149
+ DRoPE 1.8 10.0 129 49 86 28 19.7 122 16,5 435 185 186 1.3 3.1 299 327 148
GLA-NoPE-HH 1.7 104 133 43 6.7 31 201 11.8 19.0 365 26.7 214 24 39 318 349 155

GDN-RoPE-HH 1.7 81 121 48 65 25 174 113 196 260 234 20.7 1.8 3.7 255 330 136

+ DRoPE 19 104 11.0 40 70 3.2 193 103 181 39.0 215 17.6 1.5 3.7 244 342 142
GDN-NoPE-HH 1.7 98 115 43 6.7 3.0 154 9.6 170 445 192 183 3.2 38 279 354 144
776M Long

RoPE 24 133 142 6.8 106 33 248 11.0 227 61.0 359 31.0 27 19 370 391 199

RoPE-NoPE-HH 2.1 128 164 58 95 37 254 131 21.6 41.0 33.7 28.1 3.0 42 33.0 381 182

SWA-RoPE-HH 22 127 146 62 88 3.7 213 126 227 495 380 289 16 27 406 391 19.1
+ DRoPE 21 117 139 58 9.6 37 228 137 214 480 29.8 245 3.1 37 408 367 182
SWA-NoPE-HH 23 122 149 65 98 45 241 120 242 535 374 259 1.8 22 378 380 192
"GLA-RoPE-HH 2.1 148 148 65 82 41 213 163 194 440 336 293 33 37 326 383 183
+ DRoPE 20 136 140 64 94 3.6 238 168 202 425 343 276 32 42 327 373 182
GLA-NoPE-HH 24 134 162 60 95 47 231 142 21.1 370 44.0 316 3.0 44 357 387 191

GDN-RoPE-HH 21 136 161 64 85 3.6 237 144 219 495 352 308 2.0 2.7 305 36.7 18.6

+ DRoPE 22 132 157 65 97 37 197 151 20.0 395 320 281 34 3.0 319 374 17.6
GDN-NoPE-HH 2.0 128 156 57 9.0 32 26.0 104 23.7 410 39.1 283 32 34 392 395 189
1B Long

RoPE 26 140 150 62 99 42 255 153 216 595 463 352 26 4.0 356 386 21.0

RoPE-NoPE-HH 26 148 174 6.6 100 47 244 17.8 21.8 475 519 327 3.0 3.5 363 40.7 21.0

'SWA-RoPE-HH 23 148 151 69 9.8 47 235 168 212 61.5 493 349 3.0 3.6 426 415 220
+ DRoPE 24 122 145 72 95 48 236 158 226 64.0 475 313 24 34 418 399 214
SWA-NoPE-HH 24 157 169 72 114 50 246 9.7 248 600 486 315 3.0 3.7 392 413 216
"GLA-RoPE-HH 24 153 151 7.9 101 45 255 156 225 535 51.6 33.6 3.1 28 340 385 21.0
+ DRoPE 24 147 165 7.8 112 43 261 151 227 575 529 30.0 3.1 3.1 343 358 21.1
GLA-NoPE-HH 2.6 151 178 72 96 46 284 171 239 525 509 346 2.8 21 406 435 221

GDN-RoPE-HH 25 159 172 77 99 45 240 156 24.8 57.5 49.1 344 25 3.7 403 428 220

+ DRoPE 22 145 167 68 97 39 274 147 246 570 495 321 25 43 425 424 219
GDN-NoPE-HH 2.7 157 162 6.7 114 47 266 141 236 575 476 335 19 32 369 413 215
3B Long

RoPE 28 18.0 178 76 9.7 49 267 198 233 59.5 546 358 3.3 45 375 40.7 229

RoPE-NoPE-HH 2.8 165 178 83 101 51 269 182 21.7 660 66.5 367 32 3.4 328 422 236
'SWA-RoPE-HH 2.6 165 193 80 107 59 273 19.8 235 625 58.1 39.1 1.9 40 402 418 238
+ DRoPE 24 165 168 84 101 6.5 271 196 224 620 61.1 363 3.1 42 456 448 242
SWA-NoPE-HH 2.8 168 184 75 115 53 27.0 17.8 253 68.0 56.3 34.6 17 4.4 487 446 244
"GLA-RoPE-HH 27 175 174 88 101 59 260 186 242 615 64.6 388 32 29 395 436 241
+ DRoPE 26 160 174 79 108 54 247 17.8 195 67.0 624 377 32 39 397 418 236
GLA-NoPE-HH 2.7 149 196 78 109 56 275 198 264 605 66.0 370 14 39 392 427 241
"GDN-RoPE-HH 3.0 173 168 84 10.0 55 282 195 24.1 585 643 374 32 41 412 440 241
+ DRoPE 28 169 177 82 108 54 282 166 23.6 620 619 358 3.1 4.5 439 441 241

GDN-NoPE-HH 2.6 16.1 19.0 82 99 4.6 244 200 271 65.0 647 381 2.6 40 451 439 24.7

Table 23 LongBench performance of head-wise hybrid models after long-context continual pretraining.

58



RULER

BABILong

Average

4k

8k 16k 32k

64k Ok

2k 4k 8k 16k

32k

64k

RU.

BA <4k >4k

All

376M Short
RoPE
RoPE-NoPE-LH
SWA-NoPE-LH
GLA-NoPE-LH 21.0
GDN-NoPE-LH 26.0

25.8
28.3
23.2

00 00 0.0

0.1
16.0
3.8
16.5

0.0
14.0
1.5
5.1

0.0
13.2
23
1.5

00 217
00 412
10.5 31.8
22 415
0.7 354

178 80 04 0.0
271 248 04 0.1
26.1 21.8 15.8 14.7
36.4 33.5 209 16.3
28.7 22.7 184 125

0.0
0.0
12.0
16.4
10.3

0.0
0.0
10.6
17.0
9.9

52
5.7
15.4
6.2
10.0

6.8 183 0.1

13.4
19.0
26.0
19.7

30.3
25.7
33.1
28.2

0.1
13.4
10.1

9.4

6.1
10.2
17.5
17.7
15.6

376M Short + Log

SWA-NoPE-LH 23.2
GLA-NoPE-LH 209
GDN-NoPE-LH 26.0

17.8
6.7
17.5

19.4
1.6
12.1

17.6
2.0
23

16.9
1.8
1.7

31.8
41.5
354

17.4
23.4
19.0

26.1
36.4
28.7

21.8
33.5
22.7

17.9
16.9
12.7

16.7
17.1
10.8

13.6
17.8
8.7

19.0
6.6
11.9

20.8
26.7
19.7

25.7
33.1
28.2

17.2
10.9
10.6

20.0
18.3
16.5

376M Long
RoPE
RoPE-NoPE-LH
SWA-NoPE-LH
GLA-NoPE-LH
GDN-NoPE-LH

31.8
39.7
32.8
34.7
34.3

26.0
33.8
25.2
32.0
28.3

249
244
23.3
29.2
25.5

10.6
18.6
20.1
19.1
20.8

24
1.1
17.6
10.3
17.6

30.1
43.8
28.5
38.3
35.0

21.7
32.1
25.7
35.0
27.6

19.1
31.0
19.7
34.3
245

25.0
34.7
29.3
36.8
30.3

10.8
29.0
16.5
32.5
23.5

5.0
154
9.7
29.5
224

2.6
9.1
10.1
221
19.5

19.2
23.5
23.8
25.1
25.3

16.3
27.9
19.9
32.6
26.1

27.2
37.6
29.1
36.2
31.8

12.7
20.3
17.8
26.1
22.8

17.5
26.1
21.5
29.5
25.8

776m Short
RoPE
RoPE-NoPE-LH
SWA-NoPE-LH
GLA-NoPE-LH 37.5
GDN-NoPE-LH 34.1

34.9
359
31.6

0.5
0.5
28.1
30.9
24.7

0.0
0.1
25.0
12.0
14.1

0.0
0.1
19.7
3.0
9.8

0.0
0.1
15.5
27
54

439
429
46.9
48.2
40.7

39.8
32.6
39.8
32.2
38.1

26.5
31.7
34.1
26.3
325

1.6

4.7
29.5
20.0
25.5

0.7
1.2
25.5
12.5
221

0.1
0.3
20.8
10.3
21.0

0.0
0.0
18.8
10.8
19.7

7.1
73
24.0
17.2
17.6

16.1
16.2
30.8
229
28.5

36.3
35.8
38.1
36.1
36.4

0.4
0.9
22.9
12.8
17.8

12.3
12.5
27.9
20.5
24.0

776m Short + Log

SWA-NoPE-LH 31.5
GLA-NoPE-LH 37.5
GDN-NoPE-LH 34.0

29.6
32.2
26.4

26.9
20.0
16.9

24.7
7.6
134

47.0
48.2
40.5

20.9
44
9.9

34.1
26.3
32.6

31.8
19.9
26.5

30.4
13.2
23.0

39.6
32.3
38.0

28.1
10.4
237

22.2
7.8
22.0

26.7
20.3
20.1

33.3
22.6
29.5

38.1
36.1
36.3

26.8
14.4
20.2

30.6
21.7
25.6

776m Long

RoPE 39.4
RoPE-NoPE-LH 38.2
SWA-NoPE-LH 33.2
GLA-NoPE-LH 47.0
GDN-NoPE-LH 37.4

37.6
37.0
30.8
43.0
355

37.3
36.7
315
42.4
34.5

35.5
33.3
23.8
40.0
27.0

20.5
17.4
16.9
30.0
16.3

443
43.2
46.7
43.7
42.8

40.2
38.0
40.4
38.9
38.6

36.9
37.5
32.7
30.9
33.0

32.8
33.1
279
29.9
28.6

39.8
37.4
38.2
35.3
35.3

24.8
27.4
23.1
29.0
26.9

22.6
19.5
22.0
22.8
21.2

34.1
325
27.2
40.5
30.2

34.5
33.7
33.0
329
32.3

40.9
39.2
39.6
41.2
38.5

31.0
30.2
26.1
33.5
27.9

343
33.2
30.6
36.1
314

Table 24 Long-context performance of layer-wise hybrid models under the YOCO-like layout.
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RULER BABILong Average
4k 8k 16k 32k 64k 0Ok 2k 4k 8k 16k 32k 64k RU. BA <4k >4k All

376M Short

SWA-NoPE-LH 29.1 235 193 11.0 9.2 31.0 272 239 20.7 17.1 129 12.6 184 208 27.8 158 19.8
+ base=5000 279 19.6 12.7 80 7.0 40.7 345 321 275 240 159 142 150 270 33.8 16.1 22.0
+ base=2500 285 162 114 9.1 7.7 457 33.8 28.0 24.0 172 113 146 14.6 249 34.0 139 20.6
+ base=1000 28.7 219 155 109 7.7 326 320 288 254 21.2 131 114 169 235 305 159 20.8
+ base=500 25.6 21.1 175 107 73 324 35.0 30.6 26.3 20.8 148 144 164 249 309 16.6 214
+ base=250 227 18.7 104 5.0 4.1 420 36.7 329 28,5 21.6 165 134 122 274 33.6 148 21.0
+ base=100 32.2 29.3 23,5 10.0 88 370 359 34.2 284 24.1 194 15.1 20.7 27.7 34.8 19.8 24.8

376M Short + Log

SWA-NoPE-LH 29.1 242 225 249 194 314 272 239 234 220 193 19.0 24.0 23.7 279 21.8 239
+ base=5000 279 219 217 194 16.0 408 345 321 29.6 29.0 245 22.8 214 305 33.8 23.1 267
+ base=2500 28.5 21.5 20.8 18.6 159 45.7 33.8 28.0 27.5 24.6 227 20.6 21.0 29.0 340 215 257
+ base=1000 28.7 254 259 224 226 328 32.0 28.8 259 25.0 25.0 222 250 274 30.6 243 26.4
+ base=500 25.6 237 23.6 205 194 324 350 30.6 28.8 29.4 252 239 22.6 29.3 309 243 265
+ base=250 227 228 228 199 158 41.8 36.7 329 305 275 251 242 20.8 31.2 335 23.6 269
+ base=100 32.1 31.2 30.6 30.6 29.1 37.0 359 34.2 30.9 30.3 27.5 26.0 30.7 31.7 34.8 29.5 31.3

376M Long

SWA-NoPE-LH 35.4 281 26.8 222 17.1 353 30.6 29.2 28.0 244 20.7 173 259 265 32.6 23.1 26.3
+ base=5000 30.8 233 184 143 7.3 40.0 36.8 33.8 31.7 269 229 159 188 29.7 353 20.1 252
+ base=2500 346 276 251 20.0 10.7 39.4 339 328 29.1 225 17.6 133 23.6 269 352 20.7 25.5
+ base=1000 349 289 256 141 9.8 335 303 27.6 258 224 19.0 13.2 22.7 245 31.6 19.8 23.8
+ base=500 28.0 23.1 222 184 149 351 399 359 33.1 25.6 20.8 16.1 21.3 29.5 347 21.8 26.1
+ base=250 30.2 273 26.8 233 149 404 354 327 31.0 279 19.8 16.8 245 29.1 347 235 272
+ base=100 321 31.8 29.1 26.3 16.6 39.8 40.9 37.4 323 29.0 24.5 20.2 27.2 32.0 37.6 26.2 30.0

776M Short

SWA-NoPE-LH 349 294 232 11.7 99 353 33.6 305 282 234 205 16.8 21.8 269 33.6 204 24.8
+ base=5000 36.1 274 178 98 69 376 398 363 295 233 20.1 16.3 19.6 29.0 375 189 251
+ base=2500 321 27.7 19.1 107 84 375 373 334 253 271 213 17.7 19.6 28.5 35.1 19.7 248
+ base=1000 33.4 293 241 127 9.6 52.0 44.5 38.5 29.7 22.7 20.0 18.1 21.8 32.2 42.1 20.8 27.9
+ base=500 33.6 29.3 27.3 20.5 10.1 43.1 40.2 322 269 223 18.6 17.4 242 28.7 373 21.6 26.8
+ base=250 33.7 29.1 242 158 104 423 33.6 28.7 23.6 204 188 155 22.6 26.1 34.6 19.7 247
+ base=100 33.1 29.6 221 11.1 92 420 35.0 320 272 262 21.5 16.6 21.0 28.6 355 204 255

776m Short + Log

SWA-NoPE-LH 34.8 32.5 31.7 26.6 252 353 33.7 30.5 30.6 269 247 242 302 294 33.6 27.8 29.7
+ base=5000 36.1 31.7 32.8 263 256 37.7 39.9 36.3 33.0 31.0 28.0 25.4 30.5 33.0 37.5 29.2 32.0
+ base=2500 322 305 31.1 279 264 373 372 334 27.7 287 231 204 29.6 29.7 350 27.0 29.7
+ base=1000 33.5 309 29.7 27.6 273 52.0 44.8 385 324 29.5 28.2 251 29.8 35.8 42.2 28.8 33.3
+ base=500 33.7 30.1 325 29.7 27.7 43.0 402 32.2 31.2 258 249 228 30.8 314 373 28.1 312
+ base=250 33.7 31.7 319 273 268 424 335 287 256 222 215 19.7 303 27.7 34.6 25.8 28.8
+ base=100 33.1 322 30.3 283 28.4 41.8 35.0 31.8 28.6 299 28.0 24.1 30.5 31.3 354 287 31.0

776M Long

SWA-NoPE-LH 40.6 33.4 30.2 21.2 144 471 33.7 334 30.8 27.3 225 18.6 279 305 387 248 294
+ base=5000 424 322 294 186 11.7 424 39.1 36.8 31.1 29.3 228 18.0 269 314 402 24.1 295
+ base=2500 44.6 384 319 194 131 468 37.4 33.1 309 286 23.0 20.0 29.5 314 405 257 30.6
+ base=1000 39.2 362 293 257 19.2 46.7 38.0 36.2 343 29.2 229 21.0 299 32.6 40.0 27.2 315
+ base=500 394 36.1 32.1 29.7 23.0 49.6 36.8 36.7 28.0 25.3 21.2 19.0 32.1 30.9 40.6 26.8 314
+ base=250 445 38.1 329 194 125 46.0 357 335 27.0 25.6 21.6 19.2 295 29.8 399 246 29.7
+ base=100 42.0 382 289 215 119 347 309 289 278 264 23.9 19.9 285 275 341 248 279

Table 25 Long-context performance of SWA-NoPE-LH with smaller rotary bases, from 10000 to 100, under direct or
log-scaled NoPE extrapolation after short-context pretraining, and context extension after long-context pretraining.
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