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ABSTRACT

Head-dimension compression can reduce the memory required by the key-value
(KV) cache, but existing methods often reconstruct full-dimensional representa-
tions during inference, adding significant decoding FLOPs overhead. We formal-
ize the design considerations for converting pretrained attention into a natively
reduced-dimensional form that reduces both KV-cache storage and attention com-
putation using a calibration set. Specifically, we consider reductions that (1) apply
a shared projection to queries and keys so that they remain in a common reduced
feature space, (2) derive this projection jointly from query and key activations
to better preserve their interaction, and (3) are compatible with the pretrained
ROPE transformation. To obtain a reconstruction-free realization of this reduc-
tion, we restrict it to coordinate selection and theoretically show that ROPE com-
patibility then holds if and only if complete rotary pairs are retained. Building on
this characterization, we introduce RACE (RoPE-Aligned Attention Compression
based on activation Energy), a post-training method that selects rotary pairs using
their joint query-key activation energy. We theoretically show that this criterion
minimizes a separable, calibration-dependent upper bound on post-RoPE query-
key product approximation error. The resulting reductions are folded into the
model weights and require neither runtime reconstruction nor specialized kernels.
Across three model families and different compression levels, RACE outperforms
structured pruning and remains competitive with reconstruction-based methods on
language-modeling, zero-shot, and long-context tasks. At 50% KV-cache reten-
tion and 256K context, RACE reduces total inference FLOPs by 47.8%, yield-
ing 1.79x higher throughput, 43.2% lower time-to-first-token (TTFT), and 28.1%
lower allocated GPU memory in comparison to an uncompressed model. We also
show that RACE is compatible with token eviction or compaction as well as quan-
tization based K'V-cache compression methods.

1 INTRODUCTION

Autoregressive language-model inference is increasingly constrained by the key-value (KV) cache,
especially at long contexts. Each attention layer stores a key and value vector for every preceding
token, so cache memory grows linearly with context length and with the dimensionality of the cached
representations. Reducing the key and value head dimensions offers the possibility of decreasing
both KV-cache memory and native attention computation. Realizing these savings is more difficult
than merely storing a low-dimensional encoding. Several head-dimension compression methods
project keys and values into compact representations but reconstruct full-dimensional keys during
inference to effectively apply rotary positional embeddings (RoPE) (Saxena et al.,[2024; Chang et al.,
2025)). Such methods reduce cache storage but introduce decompression and additional arithmetic
into the attention path during inference. To obtain the full benefit of head-dimension compression,
the attention layer itself must operate directly in the reduced dimensions.

This raises a more fundamental question: when can a pretrained RoPE-based attention layer be
converted into a natively lower-dimensional attention layer without reconstructing the discarded co-
ordinates? Since attention logits depend on the post-RoPE product QK ", we view head-dimension
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Figure 1: Quality-efficiency trade-off across KV-cache retention levels on Llama-3.2-3B-
Instruct. Left: average zero-shot accuracy. Right: relative decoding FLOPs on a logarithmic scale,
normalized to full attention (1x). The dashed line represent the uncompressed model. RAP and
Thin Keys have decoding FLOPs that overlap those of RACE, while Thin Keys’ accuracy falls be-
low the displayed y-axis. RACE combines accuracy competitive with reconstruction-based methods
with the low decoding cost of native dimensional reduction.

Table 1: Comparison of head-dimension KV-cache compression methods. RACE combines a
shared, jointly selected, RoPE-compatible Q/K reduction with native reduced-dimensional execu-
tion. FLOPs are normalized to full attention. See for derivations of FLOPs.

Excecution Q/K Reduction Criterion Efficiency
Method Reconst- Custom- Fwd.-only Shared  Joint Q/K Native KV Cache Attn. Params Prefill Decode
ruction free Kernel free Calibration Q/K Map Signal RoPE  Retained Retained FLOPs FLOPs
Attention (Vaswani et al.|2017} - - - - 100% 100% x1 x1

EigenAttention (Saxena et al.[[2024) X v v X v X 50% 69.8% x0.75  x11.42
PALU (Chang et al.{2025} X X v X X X 50% 58.3% x0.75  x21.92
Thin Keys (Yao et al.| 2026} v v v X X X 75% 50% x0.75 x0.75

RAP (Xin et al.|July 2026} v v X v X v 50% 50% x0.5 x0.5

RACE (Ours) v v 4 v v v 50% 50% x0.5 x0.5

reduction as an approximate matrix multiplication (AMM) problem along the shared feature dimen-
sion. However, preserving this interaction in the post-RoPE space is not sufficient for native infer-
ence. It must be realizable before RoPE. This imposes an additional structural constraint that the
reduction must commute with the pretrained rotary transformation. We characterize this condition
exactly for coordinate-selection reductions.

These observations define an admissible family of native Q/K reductions: queries and keys can
share a reduced feature space, and the reduction must respect the pretrained RoPE structure. The
remaining question is which admissible dimensions to retain. We introduce RACE, which ranks
complete rotary pairs using joint activation energy for each ROPE pair m, E,;, = ||Qm [|% + || Km || %,
and retains the highest-energy pairs. This criterion minimizes a separable, calibration-dependent
upper bound on post-RoPE query-key product approximation error. The resulting Q/K reduction,
together with a calibrated value subspace, is folded into the attention projections, enabling RoPE,
caching, and attention to operate entirely in the reduced dimensions without runtime reconstruction
or specialized kernels. Summarizing our contributions:

* Constrained-AMM formulation. We formulate native attention compression as preserva-
tion of the post-RoPE query-key product subject to pre-RoPE realizability constraint.

* Structural Characterization. We prove that a coordinate-selection reduction can com-
mute with the pretrained RoPE if and only if it retains complete rotary pairs, characterizing
the admissible family of coordinate reductions.

* Forward-only pair selection within the family. RACE ranks RoPE pairs using joint
query-key activation energy, minimizing a separable calibration-dependent upper bound.

* Empirical validation. Across multiple model families and compression levels, RACE
remains competitive with reconstruction-based methods while reducing KV-cache memory,
attention cost, parameters, TTFT, and runtime overhead without specialized kernels.

2 RELATED WORK

Compression along other KV-cache axes. KV-cache memory can be reduced along the token,
precision, or head-dimension axes as shown in Fig. [§] Token-level methods reduce the number of
cached positions (S in Eq, through eviction, retention, or compaction (Zhang et al., 2023} |Xiao
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Figure 2: Native attention compression along the head-dimension. Reconstruction-based meth-
ods (right) may cache low-dimensional representations yet return to the original feature dimension
during inference. This is often done using A% and B2* that are decomposition of Wy. We in-
stead seek a native reduction (left) that can be applied before RoPE and folded into the pretrained
projections, so that attention is executed natively in the reduced dimension. Dashed boxes indicate

the corresponding full-dimensional operations.

et al.} 2024} |Li et al., 2024; Cai et al.l 2024; [Fu et al.,[2025}; Shi et al.| [2025). Quantization methods
instead reduce the number of bits used for each cached element, (b in Eq[7), (Liu et al.,[2024; [Hooper
et al.,2024; Wang et al., 2025). Our method preserves the retained token positions and reduces the
number of elements in every key and value vector. It is therefore complementary to both token
reduction and quantization; we evaluate representative combinations in Sec.[4.3]

Head-dimension KV-cache compression. Head-dimension methods reduce the width of the
cached representations (dj, and d,, in Eq[7) for keys and values respectively. EigenAttention (Saxena
et al., 2024)) derives low-rank subspaces from calibrated activations, whereas PALU (Chang et al.,
20235])) factorizes attention projection weights. The dense low-rank compression subspaces in these
and similar methods are not generally invariant under the pretrained RoPE transformation and so
these methods recover full-dimensional keys before applying RoPE. This can be compute-intense
and so, methods like PALU (Chang et al., [2025]) mitigate this by using a custom kernel that does not
materialize the full-dimensional reconstructed key tensor. However the inference FLOPs remains
dominated by the dense reconstruction basis.

Thin Keys (Yao et al.,[2026) avoids key reconstruction by reducing the shared Q/K dimension, but
retains all dimensions of Values. A concurrent preprint, RAP (Xin et al.l July 2026), performs
RoPE-aligned structured parameter pruning using empirical-Fisher scores computed from gradients
of W and arrives at a similar RoPE-aligned native architecture from a different starting point to
RACE. While RAP approaches the problem as structured parameter pruning, RACE begins from
the problem of constrained-AMM as shown in Sec[3.T] The methods can therefore produce similar
reduced-dimensional architectures, but differ in their compression objective and calibration sig-
nal. Additionally, our calibration is forward-only and does not depend on a task loss or the batch-
sensitivity of Fisher estimates (Tenison et al., |2026). Figure |1| compares our solution to previous
techniques in terms of accuracy and FLOPs across a range of compression levels.

Methods including MatryoshkaKV (Lin et al., [2025), STAR-KV (Bhatnagar et al., [2026), ThinK
(Xu et al.l [2025), and OjaKV (Zhu et al.| [2026) additionally study heterogeneous ranks or input-
dependent compression. These methods primarily address where or when to allocate compres-
sion across layers, heads, or inputs. Our work instead addresses how to construct a fixed, RoPE-
compatible reduced representation that operates natively without runtime selection, adaptation, or
full-dimensional reconstruction.

3 METHOD

Problem Formulation. Consider an attention head with pre-RoPE activations Q, K € R5*dx
and V € R5%4_ Given target dimensions r; < di and r, < d,, we seek reduced-dimensional
representations

Q' =QPy, K'=KPg, V' =VPy, (D



with Py, Px € R%**"s and Py, € R%*" such that the resulting layer stores only K’ and V' in
the KV cache and performs attention directly in dimensions r; and r,,, without reconstructing the
discarded coordinates at inference.

For native reduced-dimensional execution, the Q/K reductions must ultimately be applied to the pre-
ROPE activations so that they can be folded into the query and key projection weights. However,
the quantity that determines attention logits is the post-RoPE query-key product. We therefore
first characterize the low-dimensional Q/K representation that preserves this interaction, and then
determine when it can be realized equivalently before RoPE. Finally we introduce RACE, a criterion
that satifies these conditions and effectively convert a pretrained attention to a natively reduced-
dimensional attention.

3.1 NATIVE ATTENTION COMPRESSION AS CONSTRAINED AMM

Let Q = ROPE(Q),f( = RoPE(K). Since attention logits depend on the post-RoPE prod-

uct QK T, we formulate Q/K head-dimension reduction as an approximate matrix multiplication
(AMM) problem. We are seeking a column-orthonormal reduction P € R% X"* such that,

(QP)(KP)" =QPP"K' ~ QK. 2)

This is consistent with classical matrix-sketching and AMM results, where a common lower-
dimensional map is applied along the shared dimension of the two operands (Woodruft,[2014;|Cohen
et al| [2016). Detailed explanation is given in[A.3]

This view motivates two design principles. First, queries and keys should be represented in a shared
low-dimensional subspace, since their interaction is evaluated along the same feature dimension.
We therefore seek a common reduction Pgg for both operands. Second, when this subspace is
chosen from calibration data, its selection criterion should reflect both matrices whose product is
being approximated. Because the target interaction depends jointly on Q and K, we construct
Pg i from statistics of both query and key activations rather than either operand in isolation as in
the concurrent work, RAP(Xin et al.| [July 2026)) or ThinKeys(Yao et al.| [2026). This is validated
empirically in Fig[T2]

These observations specify how the Q/K interaction should be reduced, but not yet whether the
reduction can be executed natively before RoPE to get the desired systems benefits. Applying Pgx
only after RoPE would still require full-dimensional query and key projections and full-dimensional
rotary encoding, reducing the KV cache width without fully reducing the attention computation as
in reconstruction-based methods. Native execution therefore requires the shared reduction to be
realizable before RoPE. Section establishes how the query-key interaction should be reduced,
but not whether the shared reduction can be realized before RoPE. Section [3.2] characterizes the
additional structural condition under which this is possible.

3.2 ROPE-COMPATIBLE QUERY-KEY REDUCTION

Section [3.1] motivates representing queries and keys through a shared low-dimensional map. To
apply this reduction before RoPE, it must preserve the corresponding blocks of the pretrained rotary
transformation as detailed in

Let R, = diag(Ri14,...,Rmy) € R%*dk pe the pretrained RoPE operator at position ¢, where
each R, € R2%2 acts on one rotary pair. For a retained pair set S C {1,..., M}, define RES) =

diag(R, : m € §) € R™ ¥ Thus, R( ) is the restriction of the original pretrained operator to
the retained pairs. We say that a reduction Pox € R X7 is RoPE-compatible if

R.Pox = PoxR®)  forallt, 3)

This condition ensures that applying the reduction before RoPE is equivalent to applying full-
dimensional RoPE and then restricting to the retained coordinates. Consequently, query/key pro-
jection, rotary encoding, and attention can all be performed directly in dimension r;. A simple
admissible family of Pgx is obtained by retaining complete RoPE pairs. The following theorem
shows that this family exactly characterizes RoPE-compatible coordinate-selection reductions.



Algorithm 1 RACE: Post-Training RoPE-Aligned Attention Compression

Require: Pretrained model M, calibration set D.,, target dimensions 7, 7,
1: for each attention layer do
2:  Collect post-RoPE Q, K,V activations on D,
For ROPE pairs, compute E,, = ||Qu[|% + || K| %
Construct P that selects the top-r, /2 pairs based on E,,,
Fold in Pyr. W§' = W Por; Wi = Wi Pok
Compute the top-r, right singular vectors of V to get Py
7. Foldin Py. Wiold = Wy Py WS = Pl W,
8: end for
9: Optional: recover performance of M’ from M
10: return Native attention-compressed model M’

AN

Theorem 1 (RoPE-compatible coordinate selection). Suppose for every rotary pair m, there exists
a position t such that sin ¢, + # 0. A coordinate-selection matrix Por € R X7k satisfies Eq.
for all t if and only if it selects exactly the coordinates belonging to a union of complete rotary pairs

indexed by S C {1,..., M}, with the selected coordinates ordered consistently with RES)

The proof is provided in [A.6] The remaining question is which admissible pairs should be retained.
Section [3.3]introduces a calibration criterion for ranking the admissible pairs.

3.3 CALIBRATION-GUIDED SELECTION WITHIN THE ROPE-COMPATIBLE FAMILY

Section characterizes a family of structurally valid native reductions by restricting selection to
complete RoPE pairs. What remains is no longer a compatibility question, but a ranking question
over this admissible pairs to determine what pairs should be retained. Because the approximation
target in Section depends on both queries and keys, we rank candidate pairs using a joint cali-
bration statistic over the two operands.

Let Prope = {(im,jm)}_; denote the RoPE pairs of an attention head, and let Q,, =
Q: fim i} Km = K. (i, j..}- We assign pair m the joint query-key energy

For target dimension rp, we retain the ry/2 pairs with the largest energies, & =
TopK,,,e(ar) (Ep, %) and construct Poi = [e;]icz,, Where Zox = U, cs{im,jm}-

The following result provides a calibration-dependent justification for this selection rule.

Proposition 1 (Pair-energy approximation bound). Let Q = RoPE(Q) and K = RoPE(K), and
let Q. K, denote the coordinates associated with RoPE pair m. For any retained pair set S,

or - s
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Consequently, among all subsets containing the same number of complete RoPE pairs, selecting the
pairs with the largest F,,, minimizes the separable upper bound in Eq.[5] Proof of this proposition is
given in Proposition |I|does not imply that the selected pair set minimizes the exact post-RoPE
query-key product error. Rather, it shows that the proposed top-energy rule exactly minimizes a
worst-case, separable calibration-dependent upper bound in the right-hand side of Eq.[5] We use
this result as a tractable forward-only criterion for choosing within the RoPE-compatible family. We
evaluate the robustness of this calibration-dependent selection empirically in Section {.5]

Value compression. Values are not subject to RoPE, so we follow the standard low-rank activa-
tion projection used in prior head-dimension compression methods (Saxena et al., 2024). Given
calibration activations V' € Ra1Xdv we retain the top-r, right singular vectors Py, € R% <" and
compute V' = V Py,.
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Figure 3: Quality across KV-cache retention ratios on Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct (Top) and
Qwen2.5-7B (Bottom). WikiText perplexity (lower is better), and mean accuracy across 15 zero-
shot tasks and mean LongBench score on 16 english tasks (higher is better).

3.4 FOLDING INTO NATIVE REDUCED-DIMENSIONAL ATTENTION

Having obtained the RoPE-compatible query-key selector Py and the value subspace Py, we fold
both transformations directly into the pretrained attention projections. For queries and keys,

Q = XWE'Y K = XWM  where,  W§' = WPk, W' = Wi Pk (6)

Q' and K’ are ri-dimensional queries and keys to which the restricted RoPE operator from Sec-
tion[3.2)is applied. Hence, neither the discarded query/key coordinates nor a full-dimensional ROPE
representation is materialized during inference.

For values, we similarly fold the calibrated subspace into the value and output projections - W{ld =
Wy Py, W = PIWgo and V! = XWld Y7 = (A'V )W where A’ is computed entirely in
the reduced dimension 7 using the retained RoPE pairs.

This folding converts the original pretrained attention layer into a native architecture with query/key
dimension 7 and value dimension 7,. The resulting model stores only reduced-dimensional keys
and values and performs RoPE, query-key comparison, value aggregation, and output projection
without reconstructing the discarded dimensions. Consequently, the reduction decreases KV-cache
storage, attention arithmetic, and attention projection parameters simultaneously.

Recovery. For aggressive compression, we recommend a short one-time post-fold recovery stage
using KL distillation from the uncompressed model (Fig. [I0). We update the reduced attention
parameters W5'd, Wield Wwield WEld while keeping the rest of the model frozen. Recovery is per-
formed directly on the natively compressed checkpoint using 1M FineWeb-Edu tokens. Its effect
is modest at upto 75% KV retention but substantial at 50%, where it restores much of the perfor-
mance. Therefore, while moderate compression requires little or no adaptation; for 50% retention,

we recommend a short one-time recovery stage for RACE and RAP.

4 EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

Implementation Details. We implement RACE in PyTorch and Hugging Face Transformers. Cal-
ibration uses 32,768 FineWeb-Edu tokens, with statistics and SVDs computed in FP32 during cal-
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Figure 4: Long-context inference efficiency on Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct. The top row reports pre-
fill, decoding, and overall throughput speedups over the uncompressed model (higher is better). The
bottom row reports time to first token, allocated GPU memory, and total inference FLOPs (lower is
better). Results are shown at 75% and 50% KV-cache retention for prompt lengths of 64K, 128K,
and 256K tokens, with the output length fixed at 128 tokens. These results are average over 10 runs.

ibration and inference is performed in BF16. We respect each architecture’s physical rotary-pair
layout and retain the original frequency indices and RoPE scaling rules; selected pairs are not re-
indexed as consecutive frequencies. Compressed checkpoints resize the attention projections and
cache dimensions while maintaining the \/%Tk scaling, and run using standard layers and PyTorch

attention operations. Thus, RACE requires no specialized CUDA/Triton kernel. While all the re-
sults in SecH] were reported with SDPA attention backend, Tab[Z] shows systems results with eager
and flash attention backends. Although different kernels optimize for wall-clock time, the number
of FLOPs remian the same. Although optional, all the results of RACE and the concurrent work,
RAP involve recovery with KL-distillation over approximately 1M FineWeb-Edu tokens as detailed

in[A7]

4.1 QUALITY AT MATCHED KV-CACHE BUDGETS

We evaluate Qwen2.5-7B, Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct, and Granite-4.1-3B against RoPE-compatible im-
plementations of PALU-GLRD (Chang et al., 2025)), EigenAttention(Saxena et al., 2024)), Thin
Keys(Yao et al.||2026) and concurrent work, RAP (Xin et al.| July 2026). The full results are shown
in Table [3]in the Appendix. Fig[3|shows the same on Qwen2.5-7B and Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct for
RACE, the concurrent work and structured pruning baseline: RAP, and the reconstruction-based
baseline: PALU. We finetune reduced attention weights of both RAP and RACE for 1M tokens of
FineWeb-Edu using KL distillation from the respective uncompressed model for fair comparison.
We report WikiText perplexity, mean accuracy across 15 zero-shot tasks (Tab[3), and LongBench
score average over 16 English tasks (Tabd). At 75% KV-cache retention, RACE preserves 98.5%,
96.5%, and 97.5% of the uncompressed zero-shot accuracy on Qwen, Granite, and Llama, respec-
tively. Across compression levels, on Llama and Qwen models (Figure 3), RACE closely matches
PALU on zero-shot accuracy and LongBench without runtime reconstruction. RACE consistently
outperforms RAP. RACE also achieves the lowest perplexity at 50% and 75% retention.
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Figure 5: Composing RACE with token-level compression Figure 6: Effect of calibration
and quantization. Combining RACE with HoO, SnapKV, data on compressed-model qual-
and KIVI further reduces total KV-cache retention. We re- ity. Values show change on evalua-
port average zero-shot accuracy (left; higher is better) over 5 tion with the respective calibration
tasks as described in [5]and WikiText perplexity (right; lower data relative to FineWeb-Edu cali-
is better). bration.

4.2 MEASURED SYSTEMS BENEFITS

Reducing KV-cache storage does not automatically reduce inference cost. As discussed in Section
[ this requires native reduced attention. Such native reduced attention methods like RACE elim-
inates reconstruction at the architectural level, exposing standard reduced-dimensional attention
operations that can be supported by general-purpose backends. Figure i shows that these measured
gains become larger with prompt length as attention accounts for a greater fraction of inference cost.
At 256K tokens, 50% retention achieves 1.76x, 1.90x, and 1.79x prefill, decoding, and overall
throughput speedups, respectively. It also reduces TTFT by 43.22%, allocated GPU memory by
28.06%, and total inference FLOPs by 47.75% relative to the uncompressed model. The end-to-end
memory reduction is smaller than the 50% KV-cache reduction because total allocated memory also
includes model parameters, activations, and other components unaffected by the proposed method.
Figure[TT] shows the memory reduction with compression on total model parameters, attention pa-
rameters and KV cache. While parameter memory is unaffected by sequence length, KV Cache
memory grows with it.

4.3 COMPATIBILITY WITH TOKEN-DIMENSION COMPRESSION AND QUANTIZATION

RACE reduces the KV-cache feature dimension or head dimension and can therefore be combined
with methods that compress its token dimension or numerical precision. We apply 75% RACE
retention before H20 and SnapKV token compression and KIVI quantization, each with a 50%
cache footprint, yielding 37.5% combined retention. Figure [5|shows that applying RACE to an al-
ready compressed model causes greater degradation than applying it to the uncompressed model,
indicating that the effects of the two compression stages are not independent. Nevertheless, the
combinations provide an additional 25% reduction in cache size and feature-dependent attention
FLOPs as well as attention parameters. The degradation is smaller with KIVI, particularly in per-
plexity, suggesting that RACE is especially complementary to quantization. Overall, RACE can
augment existing KV-cache methods with further memory, bandwidth, and, for token compression,
decoding-FLOP reductions.

4.4 EFFECT OF CALIBRATION DATA

Our selection criterion explained in Section[3.3]is derived from a calibration-dependent upper bound
on the query-key approximation error, so the retained subspace is expected to reflect the calibration
distribution. Figure [6] evaluates this dependence by varying the calibration dataset and reporting
performance relative to FineWeb-Edu calibration. Note that for WikiText, the perplexity change is
sign-inverted so that positive values consistently denote improvement. Using the same dataset as the
downstream task generally gives the strongest results - upto +5.4% on the evaluated datasets with
respect to calibration on FineWen-Edu, and calibration on a related task family may also improve
performance as observed in evaluation on arc-c with calibration on SciQ. However, the differences
are modest (< 6%) for most tasks. Therefore, FineWeb-Edu remains a strong generic calibration
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Figure 7: Analysis of RoPE-pair selection and compression structure. (a) Computational re-
quirements of RoPE-compatible scoring criteria. (b) Perplexity under alternative pair-selection cri-
teria. All methods retain complete RoPE pairs. (¢) Effect of attention-head width at matched model
size across compression ratios.

source, especially when in-distribution task-specific samples are unavailable or the downstream task
family is unknown.

4.5 ABLATION: SELECTION CRITERIA

The shared Q/K reduction and Rope-compatibility constraint define a family of native coordinate
reductions; the remaining options are on how to rank candidate rotary pairs. We first compare
RACE’s joint Q/K activation energy with otherwise identical Q-only and K-only selectors. As shown
in Fig.[7(b), K-only selection degrades perplexity more strongly, while joint Q/K selection performs
best overall. A similar result was observed for Q-only (Table[6). This is consistent with preservation
of the query-key interaction: the average normalized error |QK " —QsK 2 || #/||QK | r is 0.1159,
0.1120, and 0.1051 for Q-only, K-only, and joint Q/K selection, respectively.

We further compare RACE with random, magnitude, attention-product, and gradient-Fisher scor-
ing. Random selection is data-oblivious; energy(RACE), magnitude and attention-product use joint
Q/K forward statistics; and gradient-Fisher uses joint Q/K gradients from backward-pass on the
calibration data. RACE achieves the lowest perplexity across the evaluated retention ratios among
these selectors. Table [7((a) further compares calibration cost of methods that uses Rope-compatible
shared joint Q/K statistics for selection. Attention-product scoring explicitly incurs O(S?) compu-
tation and gradient-Fisher requires backpropagation and a task loss. Accordingly, athese methods
incur substantially higher calibration time and peak memory. Joint QK energy selection therefore
offers a favorable trade-off between perfromance and calibration cost.

4.6 TOWARDS MODELS WITH FEWER AND WIDER HEADS

If post-training attention compression is anticipated at deployment time, larger head dimensions may
be a useful architectural choice during pretraining. We study three matched ~ 245 M-parameter
GPT-NeoX-style models pretrained from scratch on FineWeb-Edu for 2.5B tokens: wide (4 x 256),
standard (8 x 128), and narrow (16 x 64). All three reach comparable uncompressed WikiText vali-
dation perplexity. Figure[7|c) shows that wider-head models retain perplexity more effectively under
aggressive RACE compression. At each retention ratio, the models have approximately matched ag-
gregate retained attention dimension, KV-cache memory, attention FLOPs, and compressed attention
parameter count; the primary difference is how this capacity is partitioned across heads. Wider heads
expose more RoPE pairs from which RACE can select, providing greater flexibility in structured di-
mensional reduction. Thus, when post-training attention compression is a foreseeable deployment
requirement, allocating attention width across fewer, wider heads during pretraining may yield a
more favorable quality-efficiency trade-off.

5 CONCLUSION

In this work, we study when and how pretrained RoPE attention can be converted into a natively
lower-dimensional form that reduces KV-cache storage, attention computation, and parameters with-
out runtime reconstruction. Viewing Q/K compression as constrained approximate matrix multipli-
cation motivates a shared reduction derived jointly from queries and keys. This reduction has to be



RoPE-compatible to enable reconstruction-free compression. We further show that, for coordinate-
selection reductions family, RoPE compatibility holds if and only if complete rotary pairs are re-
tained. RACE selects within this admissible family using joint Q/K activation energy, a forward-
only criterion that minimizes a separable calibration-dependent upper bound on post-RoPE product
error. The resulting reductions are folded directly into the projection weights, enabling attention to
execute entirely in the compressed dimensions without specialized kernels. Across multiple model
families and compression levels, RACE outperforms evaluated reconstruction-free baselines and re-
mains competitive with reconstruction-based methods while reducing KV-cache memory, attention
cost, and latency.

Al USE STATEMENT

We used generative Al tools to assist with editing portions of the manuscript, retrieving related
works, generating and debugging experimental and plotting code, and formatting figures and tables.
We also used Al tools to discuss and refine aspects of theoretical presentation and interpretation of
experimental results. All Al-assisted technical suggestions, mathematical arguments, code, and in-
terpretations were independently reviewed and verified by the authors against the underlying deriva-
tions, implementations, and experimental outputs. No Al generated datasets were used in this work.
We take responsibility for the final content of this work, including all text, claims, code, and artifacts
produced with Al assistance.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The proposed method is intended to reduce the memory and computational cost of long-context in-
ference, which may improve the accessibility and efficiency of deploying language models. As with
other efficiency techniques, however, reducing inference cost can also lower the barrier to large-scale
model deployment; the downstream societal effects therefore depend on how the resulting models
are used. Our work does not modify model objectives, safety mechanisms, or training data, and
we do not make claims about changes to model safety, fairness, or robustness beyond the evaluated
performance metrics

REPRODUCIBILITY STATEMENT

We provide sufficient implementation and experimental details to reproduce the results in this work.
specifies the RACE calibration and folding procedure, RoPE-pair handling, value compression,
optional KL-based recovery, model and benchmark configurations, long-context evaluation settings,
hardware/software environment, precision, number of tokens, kernels, and analytical FLOP deriva-
tions. Detailed per-task results, selector ablations, recovery settings, and systems measurements are
also provided in the[A.§]

REFERENCES

Priyansh Bhatnagar, Ashkan Moradifirouzabadi, Se-Hyun Yang, SeungJae Lee, Jungwook Choi, and
Mingu Kang. Star-kv: Low-rank kv cache compression via soft thresholding for adaptive rank
control, 2026. URL https://arxiv.org/abs/2606.08382.

Zefan Cai, Yichi Zhang, Bofei Gao, Yuliang Liu, Tianyu Liu, Keming Lu, Wayne Xiong, Yue Dong,
Baobao Chang, Junjie Hu, and Wen Xiao. Pyramidkv: Dynamic kv cache compression based on
pyramidal information funneling. arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.02069, 2024.

Chi-Chih Chang, Wei-Cheng Lin, Chien-Yu Lin, Chong-Yan Chen, Yu-Fang Hu, Pei-Shuo Wang,
Ning-Chi Huang, Luis Ceze, Mohamed S. Abdelfattah, and Kai-Chiang Wu. Palu: Kv-cache
compression with low-rank projection. In International Conference on Learning Representations,
2025.

Michael B. Cohen, Jelani Nelson, and David P. Woodruff. Optimal approximate matrix product
in terms of stable rank. In 43rd International Colloquium on Automata, Languages, and Pro-
gramming (ICALP 2016), volume 55 of Leibniz International Proceedings in Informatics, pp.
11:1-11:14, 2016. doi: 10.4230/LIPIcs.ICALP.2016.11.

10


https://arxiv.org/abs/2606.08382

Yu Fu, Zefan Cai, Abedelkadir Asi, Wayne Xiong, Yue Dong, and Wen Xiao. Not all heads matter: A
head-level kv cache compression method with integrated retrieval and reasoning. In International
Conference on Learning Representations, 2025.

Coleman Hooper, Sehoon Kim, Hiva Mohammadzadeh, Michael W. Mahoney, Yakun Sophia Shao,
Kurt Keutzer, and Amir Gholami. Kvquant: Towards 10 million context length llm inference with
kv cache quantization. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.18079, 2024.

Yuhong Li, Yingbing Huang, Bowen Yang, Bharat Venkitesh, Acyr Locatelli, Hanchen Ye, Tianle
Cai, Patrick Lewis, and Deming Chen. Snapkv: Llm knows what you are looking for before
generation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.14469, 2024.

Bokai Lin, Zihao Zeng, Zipeng Xiao, Siqi Kou, TianQi Hou, Xiaofeng Gao, Hao Zhang, and Zhi-
jie Deng. MatryoshkaKV: Adaptive KV compression via trainable orthogonal projection. In
The Thirteenth International Conference on Learning Representations, 2025. URL https:
//openreview.net/forum?id=BQwsRy1h3U.

Zirui Liu, Jiayi Yuan, Hongye Jin, Shaochen Zhong, Zhaozhuo Xu, Vladimir Braverman, Beidi
Chen, and Xia Hu. Kivi: A tuning-free asymmetric 2bit quantization for kv cache. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2402.02750, 2024.

Utkarsh Saxena, Gobinda Saha, Sakshi Choudhary, and Kaushik Roy. Eigen attention: Attention
in low-rank space for kv cache compression. In Findings of the Association for Computational
Linguistics: EMNLP 2024, pp. 15332-15344, 2024.

Dachuan Shi, Yonggan Fu, Xiangchi Yuan, Zhongzhi Yu, Haoran You, Sixu Li, Xin Dong, Jan
Kautz, Pavlo Molchanov, and Yingyan Celine Lin. Lacache: Ladder-shaped kv caching for effi-
cient long-context modeling of large language models. In International Conference on Machine
Learning, 2025.

Jianlin Su, Yu Lu, Shengfeng Pan, Ahmed Murtadha, Bo Wen, and Yunfeng Liu. Roformer: En-
hanced transformer with rotary position embedding. Neurocomputing, 568:127063, 2024.

Irene Tenison, Soumyajit Chatterjee, Fahim Kawsar, and Mohammad Malekzadeh. AdaBet:
Gradient-free layer selection for efficient training of deep neural networks. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 2026.

Ashish Vaswani, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszkoreit, Llion Jones, Aidan N. Gomez,
Lukasz Kaiser, and Illia Polosukhin. Attention is all you need. In Advances in Neural Infor-
mation Processing Systems, 2017.

Hao Wang, Ligong Han, Kai Xu, and Akash Srivastava. Squat: Subspace-orthogonal kv cache
quantization. In Conference on Language Modeling, 2025.

David P. Woodruff. Sketching as a tool for numerical linear algebra. Foundations and Trends in
Theoretical Computer Science, 10(1-2):1-157, 2014.

Guangxuan Xiao, Yuandong Tian, Beidi Chen, Song Han, and Mike Lewis. Efficient streaming
language models with attention sinks. In International Conference on Learning Representations,

2024.

Jihao Xin, Tian Lyu, David Keyes, Hatem Ltaief, and Marco Canini. Rap: Kv-cache compression
via rope-aligned pruning, July 2026. URL https://arxiv.org/abs/2602.02599\

Yuhui Xu, Zhanming Jie, Hanze Dong, Lei Wang, Xudong Lu, Aojun Zhou, Amrita Saha, Caiming
Xiong, and Doyen Sahoo. Think: Thinner key cache by query-driven pruning. In The Thirteenth
International Conference on Learning Representations, 2025. URL https://openreview.
net/forum?id=n00tGl6VGbl

Hengshuai Yao, Xing Chen, Ahmed Murtadha, and Guan Wang. Thin keys, full values: Reducing

kv cache via low-dimensional attention selection, 2026. URL https://arxiv.org/abs/
2603.04427.

11


https://openreview.net/forum?id=BQwsRy1h3U
https://openreview.net/forum?id=BQwsRy1h3U
https://arxiv.org/abs/2602.02599
https://openreview.net/forum?id=n0OtGl6VGb
https://openreview.net/forum?id=n0OtGl6VGb
https://arxiv.org/abs/2603.04427
https://arxiv.org/abs/2603.04427

Zhenyu Zhang, Ying Sheng, Tianyi Zhou, Tianlong Chen, Lianmin Zheng, Ruisi Cai, Zhao Song,
Yuandong Tian, Christopher Ré, Clark Barrett, Zhangyang Wang, and Beidi Chen. H20: Heavy-
hitter oracle for efficient generative inference of large language models. In Advances in Neural
Information Processing Systems, 2023.

Yuxuan Zhu, David H. Yang, Mohammad Mohammadi Amiri, Keerthiram Murugesan, Tejaswini
Pedapati, and Pin-Yu Chen. OjaKV: Context-aware online low-rank KV cache compression.
In Maria Liakata, Viviane P. Moreira, Jiajun Zhang, and David Jurgens (eds.), Findings of the
Association for Computational Linguistics: ACL 2026, pp. 10161-10178, San Diego, California,
United States, July 2026. Association for Computational Linguistics. ISBN 979-8-89176-395-

1. doi: 10.18653/v1/2026.findings-acl.494. URL https://aclanthology.org/2026.
findings-acl.494/.

12


https://aclanthology.org/2026.findings-acl.494/
https://aclanthology.org/2026.findings-acl.494/

A APPENDIX

A.1 AXES OF KV-CACHE COMPRESSION

For a model with L layers, batch size B, context length S, Hy,, key—value heads, key dimension d,
value dimension d,,, and b bytes per element, the KV-cache memory is

Myv = BLSHp, (dy, + dy)b.
This expression exposes three independent factors that can be targeted by compression.

Token-level methods reduce S by evicting, retaining, or consolidating cached positions. Head-
dimension methods reduce dj, and d,, for each retained position. Quantization reduces b, the storage
precision of each element. As illustrated in Figure[§] these approaches operate on different factors of
the cache size and can therefore be applied independently or jointly. In particular, combining token
and head-dimension compression changes the cache size to

MI,<V = BLS’HkU(Tk + Tv)b,
where S’ < S, 1, < di,and r, < d,.

A.2 ATTENTION AND KV CACHING.

For hidden states X € R¥*dmodel and attention weights W, Wi € Rdmoderxdk and Wy €
RdmoderXdv an attention layer computes Q = X W, K = XWg, V = XWy . For each

!
head, let Qp,, K5, € RS%% and V;, € RS*%_ Its output is Op, = A,V} = softmax(Q\’}%h ) Vi

During autoregressive decoding, previously computed keys and values are stored in the KV cache.
For L layers, batch size B, context length S, Hy, KV heads, H, Q heads, and b bytes per element,
its memory is

Mgy = BLSHp, (dy, + dy)b. 7
Thus, reducing dj and d, decreases cache memory without removing cached tokens. It also re-
duces the query-key and attention-value products, whose context-dependent decoding costs scale
as O(BSH,dy) and O(BSH,d,), respectively. Their prefill costs scale as O(BS?H,dy) and
O(BS?H,d,), respectively. Complete FLOP expressions are provided in

A.3 ROPE-COMPATIBLE REDUCTION

Rotary positional embeddings. RoPE partitions the rotary query and key dimensions into coor-
dinate pairs and applies a position-dependent two-dimensional rotation to each pair (Su et al.,[2024).
For the pair associated with frequency 6; at position ¢,

cos(t0;) —sin(t6;)
sin(t6;)  cos(t0;) |-

Although implementations may store paired coordinates consecutively or across two halves of the
head dimension, the two coordinates remain coupled by the rotation. A coordinate-selection method

Ri(t) =

! Token & Head Dimension

] i K-Cache Compression
K-Cache Compression ! r<d
rk< dk | k k

" Token Dimension K-Cache Head Dimension

Compression
Base Model K-Cache N’ <N

Figure 8: Token- and head- dimension KV-cache compression. Token-level methods reduce the
number of retained cache entries N, whereas head-dimension methods reduce the dimensionality of
each cached representation. These approaches act on orthogonal axes of the KV cache and can be
combined.
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can therefore preserve the pretrained RoPE operation without reconstruction only if it retains or
removes complete rotary pairs. Architectures with partial RoPE additionally contain non-rotary
coordinates, which need not satisfy this pairwise constraint.

Logical pairs and physical coordinate layouts. Let d..; < dj, denote the number of query and
key coordinates to which RoPE is applied, and let M = d,./2. We represent the logical rotary pairs
as

Prope - {(imajm)}%:lv
where (i, jm ) identifies the two physical coordinates rotated using the m-th rotary frequency. The
mapping from logical pairs to physical coordinates depends on the model implementation. With
one-based indexing, common layouts include

(i) = {

The former is used by GPT-J-style rotary implementations, whereas the latter is used by LLaMA-
style implementations. Our selection operates on these logical pairs rather than on neighboring
memory locations, so the same procedure applies to either layout after constructing the appropriate
pair map.

(2m — 1, 2m), adjacent-pair layout,
(m, m+ M), split-half layout.

Restriction of the original RoPE operator. Let S C [M] be the retained set of rotary pairs and
let Ps € {0, 1}4x*2IS| contain the standard basis vectors corresponding to both coordinates of every
pair in S. The reduced RoPE operator is formed by retaining the original rotation block associated

with each selected pair:
R = P Rim.

meS

Provided that the columns of Ps and the blocks of Rgs) use the same pair ordering,

R.Ps = PsR®).

Consequently, for row-wise query activations,

(QR,)Ps = (QPs)R\",

and analogously for keys. Thus, selecting coordinates before RoPE and applying the restricted
operator produces exactly the selected coordinates of the original RoPE output. This is an algebraic
restriction of the pretrained operator, not an approximation introduced by the reduced-dimensional
implementation.

Preserving pretrained rotary frequencies. Reducing the query—key dimension must not cause
the rotary frequencies to be recomputed from the new dimension r;. Standard RoPE implemen-
tations derive frequencies from their original rotary dimension; reinitializing RoPE with r; would
generally assign different angles to the retained coordinates and would therefore alter the pretrained
positional encoding. Instead, for every retained pair m € S, we copy its original frequency 6,,:

9(5) = [em]m65~

The selected pairs may be stored in score order or original-coordinate order, provided that the
queries, keys, and frequencies use the same ordering. In our implementation, we retain the orig-
inal pair order after selection to make the folded checkpoints deterministic.

For models using scaled RoPE, the same principle applies: the model’s original position-dependent
frequency transformation and any associated attention scaling are preserved, and only the entries
corresponding to selected pairs are gathered. This avoids silently replacing the pretrained positional
encoding with a new reduced-dimensional frequency schedule.

Partial RoPE. Some architectures apply RoPE to only d,.; < dj coordinates. Let Znopg denote
the complementary non-rotary coordinates. The complete-pair constraint is imposed only on Pyqpe;
non-rotary coordinates may be selected individually. If 7 C Znopg is the retained non-rotary set,
the complete selector is

PQK:[PSPJL Tk:2|8‘+|j|v
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and the corresponding reduced positional operator is
S, J S
RS = R® @ 1.

The identity block leaves the retained non-rotary coordinates unchanged. Hence, the same commu-
tation relation holds for architectures with full or partial RoPE.

Grouped-query attention. Under grouped-query attention, several query heads attend to a shared
key head. For each KV head g, let G, denote its associated query heads. We compute the Q/K pair
statistics jointly over the key activations of head ¢ and the query activations from all heads in G,,.
A single pair set S, is then applied to the shared key head and to every query head in its group.
This ensures that each query and the key cache against which it is evaluated use identical retained
coordinates and rotary frequencies. Pair sets may differ across KV heads, but they cannot differ
among query heads that interact with the same cached key representation.

Implementation consequence. After selection, the columns indexed by Pg g are folded into W
and Wk, and the RoPE module is restricted to the corresponding original frequencies. The resulting
layer produces ri-dimensional queries and keys directly. Neither the discarded coordinates nor a
full-dimensional RoPE output is materialized during prefill or decoding.

A.4 INFERENCE FLOPS ANALYSIS

We analyze the attention-related floating-point operations (FLOPs) incurred during prefill and au-
toregressive decoding. We count a multiply-add as two FLOPs and omit element-wise operations
such as softmax, normalization, and RoPE, which are lower-order relative to the matrix multiplica-
tions considered here.

Let B denote the batch size, S the context length, d the model hidden dimension, H, the number
of query heads, and Hy, the number of key-value heads. The original query/key and value head
dimensions are dj, and d,,, respectively. After compression, their corresponding dimensions are 7y,
and r,,.

For prefill, projections are applied to all .S input tokens and attention is computed over an S' X S
attention matrix. For decoding, we report the FLOPs for generating one new token given a cache of
S previous tokens.

Full Attention For standard attention, the query, key, and value projections during prefill cost

FP — 9BSd (H,dy, + Hiydy, + Hiody) . (8)

proj

The query-key product and attention-value product cost

F5x =2BS?*Hydy, ©)

FYY =2BS*H,d,, (10)
and the output projection costs

FJ'° =2BSHyd,d. an

Thus,
FRU = 2BSd (Hydy, + Hydi, + Hiod,) + ZBsqu(dk +d,) +2BSH,d,d. (12)

During decoding, projections are required only for the newly generated token:

Fie = 2Bd (Hydy + Hywdi + Hiwdy) - (13)

proj
The query attends to all S cached keys and values, giving

F5% = 2BSH,dy, (14)
F$¢ = 2BSH,d,, (15)
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while the output projection costs
F8 =2BH,d,d. (16)
Therefore,

Fde¢ — 2Bd (Hydy + Hywdy, + Hiydy) + 2BSH,(dy, + dy) + 2BH,d,d. (17)

For long contexts, the cache-length-dependent term dominates:

FishiLo ~ 2BSH,(dy, + dy). (18)

EigenAttention with RoPE EigenAttention projects attention representations K and V into
learned low-dimensional subspaces. In its RoPE-compatible formulation, compressed keys must
be decompressed into the original dimension, which is RoPE-compatible, before query-key atten-
tion.

During prefill, the projection costs

FP' = 9BSd(Hydy, + Hiyry + Hiorv). (19)

proj
Transforming the compressed keys to the original key space costs
Flp(r,iec = 2BSHkv7"kdk. (20)
Since queries and reconstructed keys interact in the original key dimension, the query-key product

is the same as full attention. The value representation remains compressed to dimension 7,,, giving

FRY =2BS*H,r, F5°® =2BSH,r,d. 1)

Thus, the prefill cost is

Fiigen = 2BS [d(Hydy, + Hyyry + Hyorv) + Hirrdy + SHy(dg +1y) + Hyrod]  (22)

During decoding, all S cached compressed keys must be reconstructed before RoPE, giving

FO¢ = 2Bd(Hydy + Hyore + Hiorv).  Fifiee = 2BSHyyridy. (23)

The subsequent query-key, attention-value operations, and output cost

Fo% =2BSHydy  F§Y =2BSHgr,, F8°° = 2BH,r,d. (24)

Therefore, the cache-length-dependent cost of generating one token is

st Le = 2BS [Hiyrrdy + Hy(dy + 1)) - (25)

This additional O(BSHj,rrd)) term arises from reconstructing cached keys into the RoPE-
compatible space.

PALU with G-LRD and RoPE PALU (Chang et al., 2025) applies group-head low-rank decom-
position (G-LRD) to the key and value projection matrices. Let s denote the number of KV heads
in each group and G = % the number of groups. For each key group g, PALU factorizes the
concatenated projection of s heads as

W~ AP B,

where

Agg) c Rdxrig)7 B;é]) c Rrég) X sdy .
The intermediate representation produced by A(I?) is stored in the KV cache. For RoPE-based at-
tention, the cached key latent is reconstructed to the original sdj-dimensional group representation
before applying RoPE and computing attention.
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(9) _

,(Cg ) = r& and ry”) = r§, the Q/K/V projection cost during prefill

Assuming uniform group ranks r
° FPS. = 2BSd (Hydy, + Grf + Grl). (26)
For one decoding step,

Fie = 2Bd (Hydy, + Gry + Grf) . 27)
For each group, reconstructing S cached key latents from dimension 7 to sdy costs 2BSr{ sdy,.
Across all G groups,

FR e = 2BSGri sdy, = 2BS Hyeyry dy. (28)
The same cache-wide reconstruction is required for each decoding step:
Fyee = 2BSHyy 1 d. (29)

Because reconstructed keys have the original head dimension dj, the query-key products and value
products cost

Fox = 2BS?H,dy, F5% = 2BSHdy. (30)
FY =2BS*Gr{,  Fi% =2BSGr{. (31

PALU folds the value-side reconstruction into the output projection, so attention-value aggregation
can be performed in the grouped latent value space. Let the total latent value width across all groups
be dl";“cm = GrS&. The precise arithmetic depends on the mapping between query heads and value
groups; we therefore retain the value-side latent width explicitly.

The fused output projection maps the concatenated latent value representation back to the model
dimension, giving
FY*=2BSGrSd,  F&*°=2BGrSd. (32)

The prefill cost is
FP o =2BS [d(Hydy + Grf + GrS) + Hir§ dy + SHydy, + Gr(S+d)] . (33)

Ignoring the S-independent projection and output terms, the dominant cache-length-dependent de-
coding cost is
Fg;lcu,LC ~2BS (Hkvrfdk + Hydy, + Grf) ) (34)

Ours Our method reduces the architectural query/key and value head dimensions to r and 7,
respectively. All compression transformations are folded into the query, key, value, and output
projection matrices. Consequently, neither key nor value reconstruction is required during inference.
The native-reduced dimensional attention FLOPs are as follows

During prefill,

F5 =2BSd (H,ry, + Hyri + Hiyry) +2BS*Hy(ry, + 7,) + 2BSH,r,d. (35)

Ours

During decoding,
FSus = 2Bd (Hyry, + Hiwry, + Hiry) + 2BSH,(ry, + 1) + 2BHyr,d. (36)

Ours

The cache-length-dependent decoding cost is therefore
ng?rs,LC =~ 2BSHy(ry, +70). 37

For dy, = d, and r, = r, = di /2, this term is exactly half that of full attention:

ngcrs,LC o Tk + Ty o 1 (38)
Fb(“lﬁlcl,LC a di, + d 2

RAP follows similar compressed attention as Ours and therefore the prefill and decoding FLOPs
would be alike. Similarly, Think Keys Full Values also compresses attention while keeping Values
in full dimension r, = d,,.
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A.4.1 DERIVATION OF TABLE[I]

Table[I|compares methods under the representative grouped-query attention configuration d = 1536,
H, =6, H, = 2,and d;, = d,, = 128. For RACE, RAP, and EigenAttention, we use ry = r, = 64,
while Thin Keys uses r;, = 64 and r, = 128. For PALU G-LRD, the two KV heads form a single
group (G = 1, s = 2) with group ranks rkG = TUG = 128; these ranks are defined per group
rather than per head. We count a multiply—add as two FLOPs and omit elementwise operations. For
prefill, we report the coefficient of the dominant O(S?) attention computation, while for single-token
decoding, we report all operations that scale linearly with the cached sequence length S. Common
factors such as 2BS? for prefill and 2B.S for decoding therefore cancel in the normalized ratios.
This convention captures the distinction between native dimensional reduction, where attention is
performed directly in the compressed representation, and reconstruction-based methods, which incur
additional cache-length-dependent work during decoding.

RACE, RAP, and Thin Keys. Both methods execute attention natively with r, = r, = 64,
without reconstructing the discarded dimensions. Their cache retention is

H/w(’l“k —|—’I“U) 64 + 64

cache — = =0.5.
Peache = 1 (di +dy) 128 + 128

The same dimensional reduction applies to the Q, K, V, and output projections, giving
Phative/ Pt = 0.5. Since both the query—key and attention—value products are evaluated directly
in dimensions r and 7, the normalized dominant prefill and decoding costs are also

H,(rp +r
Pprefill = Pdecode = }M =0.5.
For the Thin Keys baseline, r, = 128 as they do not compress values. This gives p.qche = 0.75 and
Pprefill = Pdecode = 0.75.

EigenAttention. EigenAttention stores keys and values in reduced dimensions r, = r, = 64,
giving 50% KV-cache retention. Following the parameter-counting convention in Table 1, we count
the compressed projections together with the learned key and value bases:

PEigen =d (quk + Hkvrk + Hkvru + quv) + Hkv(rkdk + rudv)~ (39)

For the representative configuration used for parameter counting, d = 1536, H, = Hy, = 6,
dy = d, = 128, and r, = r,, = 64, this gives

During prefill, key reconstruction scales as O(.S), while the query-key and attention-value products
scale as O(S?). Hence, asymptotically the dominant prefill cost is
Eigen Hq(dk + Tq)) 128 + 64

en _ - = 0.75.
Poreil = F7 (dy + dy) 128 + 128

For decoding, however, every cached compressed key must be mapped back to the origi-
nal key dimension before query-key attention. The cache-length-dependent cost Fé‘fgen,Lc ~

2BS [Hyyridy + Hy(dg + 7,)] . Normalizing by full attention, ngﬁ’LC = 2BSH,(d + d,), gives

Eigen Hkvrkdk + Hq(dk + Tv)

= = 11.42.
Pdecode Hq(dk + dv)

PALU. PALU G-LRD jointly compresses groups of KV heads. For the parameter comparison in

Table 1, we use Hy, = 2 heads divided into G = 1 groups of s = 2 heads, with group ranks

r& = r$ = 128. The resulting cache stores

Charu = G(r$ +r%) = 3(128 + 128) = 768
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scalars per token, corresponding to 50% of the full KV cache.

Following the parameter-counting convention in Table 1, we count the query projection, both low-
rank factor matrices for the grouped key and value projections, and the fused value-output map:
Popry = dHydy + Gr& (d + sdy,) + GrS(d + sd,) + dGrS which gives

Paru _ ) se3

full
PALU reconstructs cached keys into the original key dimension before query-key attention, while
value aggregation is performed directly in the grouped latent value space. Consequently, the domi-
nant cache-length-dependent decoding cost is
FSS ve = 2BS [Hyyrf d + Hydy + GrS] .
Normalizing by full attention gives
PALU H]w?"gdk + Hydy, + G?“g;

= .= 21.92.
Pdecode Hq(dk: + dv)

Fore prefill,
Hydy + Gr€
PALU _ "% T M7y
pPrChll }Iq(dk +d1}) . 075

A.5 APPROXIMATE MATRIX MULTIPLICATION VIEW OF ATTENTION COMPRESSION

This section formalizes the connection between head-dimension compression and approximate ma-
trix multiplication (AMM), and clarifies how our RoPE-constrained coordinate selection relates to
existing sampling-based AMM results.

AMM formulation. Consider a single attention head with post-RoPE query and key matrices
Q, K € R5*4 The pre-softmax attention interaction is L = QK .

Following the standard AMM formulation, let
A=QT e R&XS, B=KT e R&xS,
sothat AT B = QK . Given a dimensionality-reducing operator II € R"**9x  AMM replaces this
product by
(IIA)"(IIB) = QU ' IIK . (40)
Thus, dimensionality reduction along the shared row dimension of A and B is exactly dimensionality
reduction along the head-feature dimension of ) and K.

Stable-rank AMM. For conforming matrices A and B, (Cohen et all 2016) define a (k,¢)
spectral-norm AMM property of the form

T 4T o, A% 2 IBIE
|(1L4) "(WB) — A" B, < e [ IAI3 + == ) {IBIE + = ). (41)
They show that suitable oblivious embeddings can satisfy this property using
k+log(1/6
_ O( + Zg( / ))

rows with probability at least 1 — §.

The stable rank of a matrix A is )
_ Alz

A=A

(42)

Setting

k 2 max{sr(A),sr(B)}
makes the Frobenius-to-spectral terms in Eq. equation 1] controlled by the corresponding spectral
norms. Consequently, the required sketch dimension can scale with the effective spectral dimension
of the operands rather than their ambient dimension. Applied to attention with A = QT and B =
KT, this provides theoretical motivation for reducing d;, when the query and key activations have
low stable rank.
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From row sampling in AMM to feature selection in attention. AMM sampling methods act on
the shared row dimension of the two operands. Under Nthe ide~ntiﬁcati0n A=QT:;B=KT therows
of A and B correspond to the feature dimensions of () and K. Let

Pr=lei,...,e; ] €{0,1}dxm
select the coordinate set Z, and take IT = P, . The AMM approximation then becomes
(ITA)T(IIB) = QP; P} K
= (QPr)(KPr) .

Thus, row selection in AMM is exactly feature selection in attention, with the same selection matrix
applied to queries and keys.

(43)

Equation f3] motivates two design choices. First, queries and keys should use an identical reduction
Pr or in the context of RACE, Pk rather than independently constructed maps P and Pg.

Separate maps would produce (@PQ)(IN( Pr)T = @PQPI—'(— KT, which is not the shared-sketch
AMM approximation Q) Pg KPCE KT

Second, because the approximation target is the joint product @R’ T, a data-dependent choice of
Pgk should account for both operands. Selecting dimensions using only query or only key statistics
can discard features that have low importance for one operand but materially affect their interaction.

These observations determine the form of the reduction - a common, jointly informed Q/K selector,
but not its precise selection rule. General AMM results show that appropriately chosen subsets of
the shared dimension can preserve matrix products. RACE further restricts this family to selectors
that are compatible with RoPE and derives an activation-energy criterion for choosing among them.

Relation to our selector. RACE’s compression operator is a more restricted member of this
general family. For each attention head, we use an unweighted binary selection matrix Por =
les]iezox» Where T is chosen from calibration activations. Unlike the general data-dependent
sampling operators covered by AMM theory, our selector must additionally satisfy the structural
constraints induced by RoPE. Specifically, if Prope = {(im, Jm)}M_, denotes the rotary coordinate
pairs, then

. . Tk
IQK = U {vajm}a |S| = ?k (44)
meS

The selected set is therefore a union of complete two-dimensional rotary blocks.

Energy-based selection and scope of the guarantee. The AMM results above establish that low-
dimensional and sampling-based representations capable of preserving matrix products exist under
appropriate conditions. They do not imply that every coordinate subset, or specifically our RoPE-
constrained subset, satisfies the same AMM bound.

Our method chooses among the admissible RoPE pairs using calibration energy. For pair (i, jm ),
we define

Em = [1Q:i, 13 + 11Q: 5, I3 + 1K, 15 + 1K 50 113, (45)

and retain the r/2 highest-energy pairs. This criterion favors coordinates that carry substantial
query/key activation energy while remaining compatible with RoPE.

We therefore use stable-rank AMM and sampling-based AMM as theoretical motivation for reducing
the shared query—key dimension, rather than claiming a direct AMM guarantee for the proposed
energy-based selector. The exact property guaranteed by our construction is structural: selecting
complete rotary pairs permits RoPE and attention to be executed natively in the reduced space.

A.6 PROOFS

Proof of Theorem[I} [RoPE-compatible coordinate selection]
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Proof. Suppose Pk selects exactly the coordinates belonging to the complete rotary pairs indexed
by S C {1,..., M}, with its columns ordered consistently with the blocks of Rgs). Since

Rt = diag(Rl,t, ey RM,t)

acts independently on each rotary pair, applying R, to the selected coordinates applies precisely the
blocks R, : for m € S. Therefore,

RiPox = Poi diag(Rp, : m € 8) = Pog R\
for every t. Hence Pgk is RoPE-compatible.
Conversely, suppose
RPox = PoxR®  forallt.
The right-hand side lies in col(Pg ), and therefore
R; col(Pgi) C col(Pgk) for all ¢.
Thus, the coordinate subspace selected by Pgx must be invariant under every I2;.

Consider any rotary pair (¢,,, jm ). Suppose, for contradiction, that Pg x selects 4,, but not j,,,. Then
ei,, € col(Pgk ), whereas e, ¢ col(Pgx ). For the m-th rotary block,

R _ |cos Omt —SiDPp, ¢
m,t sin d)m,t COS ¢m,t

s0, up to the coordinate convention for the pair,
Rie;,, = cosppm €, +sindm e .

By assumption, pair m undergoes a nontrivial rotation for at least one position, so there exists ¢ such
that sin ¢, + # 0. For this ¢, R.e;,, has a nonzero component along e;, and therefore

Ryei,, ¢ col(Pok),
contradicting the invariance established above.

The same argument applies if j,, is selected but ¢,,, is not. Hence, for every rotary pair, either both
coordinates are selected or neither is selected. Therefore the coordinates selected by Py form a
union of complete rotary pairs, indexed by some S C {1,..., M}.

O
Proof of Proposition 1. [Error bound for RoPE-pair truncation]

Proof. Partition the post-RoPE query and key matrices into RoPE-aligned coordinate pairs,

@:[@17"'a©1\4]7 [?:[[?Ia"'aI?JW]a
where each o
Qm, K € R¥*2.
Because matrix multiplication along the feature dimension decomposes additively across these
blocks,

For a retained pair set S C [M], the corresponding truncated product is
QsKs =Y QmK,),.
meS
Hence the truncation error would be,
QKT —QsK& =Y QuK,, (46)
m¢S

21



Applying the triangle inequality for the Forbenius norm gives
ok -], < - [,

Since for any conforming matrices A and B, |
written as

AB"| . < || 4]l ||B]

- the above equation can be

foi -], < 3 o], [,

Finally, by the arithmetic—geometric mean inequality, we obtain

~ ~ 1/ ~ - 1
1@l IRl < 5 (1QmlE + 1Eml3) = 5 Em. (49)

Combining the above inequalities yields

— ~ _ 1
TR S A N AP R
m¢S m¢S

For a fixed budget |S| = k, minimizing the right-hand side is equivalent to maximizing
> F
meS

Therefore, the subset consisting of the k largest-energy RoPE pairs minimizes this upper bound
among all subsets of k pairs. ]

Evaluation in the pre- or post-RoPE space Because each RoPE pair is transformed by an or-
thogonal 2 x 2 rotation,

’ ‘ QTYL

=@l | Enl|, = 1Kl

Hence,

~ 2 ~ 2 9 9
B = @[, + | En||, = 1QmllE + 12l

O

The pair-energy criterion can therefore be evaluated equivalently in the pre- or post-RoPE space.
The implementation accumulates the joint Q/K second moment and ranks each pair by the sum of
its two diagonal entries, which is proportional to this F,,. In pour implementations we use the
post-RoPE values for the calibration.

Connection to attention-output perturbation. Let

, QKT Gskd
Vi’ Vi

The Jacobian of softmax at a probability vector p is diag(p) — pp ", whose spectral norm is at most
1/2. Applying this result row-wise gives

1
1A= Asllr < 5112 = Zs] r.
Because Z — Zg € RSearxSeal

1Z = Zsllp < VSear | Z — Zs||2
 Sal||sT A ot
= |arT - asKd |

) .
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Table 2: Comparison of methods that compress KV Cache along head dimension. RACE oper-
ates natively in the reduced dimensions without reconstruction. See @ for the derivations.

Total Inference TTFT Prefill Decode Total GPU

TFLOPs (ms)  T.put (tok/sec) T.put (tok/sec) T.put (tok/sec) Memory (GB)
Eager 3.973 41.051 13937 45.186 224.44 5.884
SDPA 3.973 28.854 17755.36 56.864 282.904 5.882
Flash Attention 3 3.973 34.170 15054 46.23 230.127 5.882

For fixed values V/,
AV — AsV || r

A

1A= AsllrlV]2

VscalHV||2
- = Ema
e

where the final inequality follows from Proposition I}

IN

m¢S

More generally, if the downstream calibration loss is locally Lqown-Lipschitz with respect to the
attention output, then

V Scal HV||2
L own AV) - L own AsV S L own~— -~ =4 Em
|Laown(AV) = Laown(AsV)| < La N mZQS
This is a conditional, calibration-dependent bound and does not imply that energy selection globally
minimizes language-model loss.

A.7 IMPLEMENTATION DETAILS

Software and model execution. We implement RACE in PyTorch and Hugging Face Transform-
ers. Our implementation supports GPT-NeoX, Llama, Qwen2, Pythia, and Granite-style attention
modules, including both multi-head and grouped-query attention. Although all models reported
in the main paper use full-RoPE or RoPE applied to all dimensions, our implementation supports
partial RoPE as well by applying pairwise selection only within the rotary-encoded subspace while
leaving any non-rotary dimensions unconstrained by the RoPE-pair requirement. Pre-trained models
are loaded and evaluated in BF16 on GPU, while calibration statistics and projection construction
use higher-precision accumulation during calibration. The folded compressed model uses standard
attention operations and does not require a custom CUDA or Triton kernel. Unless otherwise stated,
we use PyTorch scaled dot-product attention (SDPA) for the compressed runtime. The implementa-
tion also supports eager attention and FlashAttention-3 as shown below.

Furthermore, PALU rely on method-specific execution paths for efficient inference, including cus-
tom fused kernels. We were unable to reliably reproduce these optimized kernels in our hard-
ware/software environment and therefore avoid presenting potentially misleading wall-clock com-
parisons. Instead, we compare algorithmic attention FLOPs across methods and measure RACE
end-to-end using standard PyTorch attention backends. This separates implementation-specific ker-
nel efficiency from the architectural distinction that RACE performs attention directly in the reduced
dimensions without runtime reconstruction. The original rotary-frequency indices and the model’s
RoPE scaling rule are preserved; selected frequencies are not re-indexed as consecutive frequencies.
For grouped-query attention (GQA), all query heads associated with a given KV head use the same
selected key subspace. For partial RoPE models like Pythia models, the RoPE pairs are considered
as pairs and the non-RoPE dimesnisons are paired with adjacent dimensions as in interleaved RoPE
as shown in Figure[9]

Calibration in RACE. For each attention layer, we collect query and key activations after the pre-
trained RoPE transformation. Our implementation also support calibration with pre-RoPE queries
and keys and we also show that they are equivalent in [A.6] We preserve the physical rotary-pair
layout of the original architecture rather than assuming that adjacent tensor coordinates necessarily
form a rotary pair. For each rotary pair m, we accumulate the joint activation-energy score as in EqH4]
and retain the 7 /2 highest-scoring pairs. Selection is performed independently for each layer and
attention head (or KV head under grouped-query attention), subject to retaining both coordinates of
every selected RoPE pair.
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Note that models like Llama,
Qwen, and Granite have
full RoPE where all dimen-
sions have RoPE and in such
cases the sequential selec-
tion shown in Left will
not be present. Such models
also have sequential RoPE
[0, md/g], [z1, xd/2+1]7 ceee
Our implementations supports
both sequential and interleaved Figure 9: Representative RACE P and Py, matrices before
[z0, 1], [z2, 23], . .. RoPE  folding. Left: Each column corresponds to one compressed Q/K
models. The values are not coordinate and each row to an original head coordinate. Nonzero
subject to RoPE. We employ entries indicate the coordinates retained by Pgk. Right: Each
P,, the right signular vectors of  column corresponds to one compressed V coordinate and each
V for the compression. This do row to an original head coordinate.

not follow selection as shown in

Figure Q| Right.

Optional post-compression recovery. RACE is a post-training compression method and can be
evaluated immediately after constructing and folding the reduced Q/K and V subspaces into the
pretrained attention projections. At aggressive compression ratios, however, this discrete change in
attention dimensionality can perturb the pretrained representation enough that a short optimization
stage is highly beneficial. Although optional, all results in the main paper involve this recovery.
Following folding, we use the original uncompressed checkpoint as a frozen teacher and optimize
the compressed model using KL distillation on FineWeb data. The implementation uses a temper-
ature of 7' = 2 and minimizes the divergence between the teacher and compressed-model output
distributions. We train for 250 optimizer steps with sequences of length 512, a micro-batch size of
2, and gradient accumulation over 4 micro-batches, corresponding to approximately 1.0M training
tokens.

Figure |10] separates the effect of this recovery from the compression procedure itself by reporting
both the directly folded models (“w/o FT”) and their recovered counterparts. At 75% and 87.5%
KV-cache retention, the directly compressed models are already relatively close to their recovered
versions, indicating that moderate dimensionality reduction introduces limited disruption. In con-
trast, at 50% retention, both RACE and RAP experience substantially larger degradation without
recovery, particularly in perplexity. The optimization stage is not necessary to define or execute
the compressed model. RACE produces a valid reconstruction-free reduced-dimensional attention
layer immediately after folding. Rather, recovery provides an optional mechanism for adapting the
pretrained weights when the dimensionality change becomes sufficiently aggressive. Moreover, the
same recovery procedure also substantially improves RAP, suggesting that much of the recoverable
degradation at aggressive compression reflects adaptation to the compressed representation rather
than a method-specific training advantage.

Systems Details All systems experiments were conducted on a single NVIDIA H100 80GB
HBM3 GPU. The machine used NVIDIA driver 590.48.01 with CUDA 13.1, and all reported mem-
ory, latency, throughput, and FLOP-related measurements were collected on this hardware configu-
ration. Unless otherwise noted, experiments were run on a single GPU without model parallelism us-
ing SDPA kernels, so comparisons between the base model and compressed variants reflect changes
induced by the compression method rather than differences in hardware allocation.

A.8 RESULTS

Language Modeling and Zero-Shot Performance The main quality experiments evaluate
Qwen2.5-7B, Llama-3.2-3B-Instruct, and Granite-4.1-3B. We compare against PALU-GLRD,
EigenAttention, Thin Keys, and RAP at matched or reported KV-cache budgets. The full results are
presented in Table El while only RAP, a reconstruction-free method like RACE, and PALU-GLRD,
a reconstruction-based method, are included in Figure El Across all three model families, RACE
consistently outperforms the reconstruction-free baselines RAP and Thin Keys, while remaining
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Figure 10: Effect of optional post-compression recovery. Perplexity and average zero-shot ac-
curacy before and after a short recovery stage for RACE and RAP at different KV-cache retention
ratios. “w/o FT” denotes the folded compressed checkpoint evaluated directly, while the solid curves
apply post-fold KL distillation from the uncompressed model. Recovery has little effect at mild com-
pression but substantially restores performance at 50% retention, particularly in perplexity.
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Number of Tokens (log; scale) Number of Tokens (log; scale) Number of Tokens (log; scale)
(a) Total Parameter Memory (b) Attention Parameter Memory (c) KV Cache Memory

Figure 11: Memory scaling of RACE with context length. Total model parameter memory (left),
attention-parameter memory (center), and KV-cache memory (right) for the base model and RACE
at 75% and 50% KV retention across 64K-256K-token contexts. Parameter memory is indepen-
dent of sequence length and decreases after folding the reduced-dimensional projections, while K'V-
cache memory scales with context length; RACE correspondingly reduces both the fixed attention-
parameter footprint and the context-dependent cache footprint.

competitive with the reconstruction-based EigenAttention and PALU. The difference is most pro-
nounced under aggressive compression: At 50% KV-cache retention, RACE achieves the lowest
WikiText perplexity across all three model families while remaining competitive with PALU in av-
erage zero-shot accuracy. among the evaluated compression methods on each of Qwen2.5, Granite,
and Llama. At more moderate compression, RACE remains close to the reconstruction-based meth-
ods; at 75% retention it preserves 98.5%, 96.5%, and 97.5% of the corresponding uncompressed
average zero-shot accuracy on Qwen, Granite, and Llama, respectively. The per-task results also
show that the effect of compression is not uniform across benchmarks: some tasks remain close to
the uncompressed baseline even at lower retention, whereas others are more sensitive to reduced
attention dimensionality. Table [ presents the per-task results of Qwen2.5-7B and Llama-3.2-3B-
Instruct on 16 English tasks in LongBench. RACE outperforms RAP at all evaluated retention levels
and exceeds PALU at 87.5% and 75% retention on both model families. At 50% retention, RACE
remains competitive with PALU, outperforming it on Qwen while trailing it modestly on Llama. To-
gether, these results show that the quality-compression behavior is consistent across model families
rather than being specific to a single architecture, while retaining the reconstruction-free execution
of RACE.

Additional Systems Results The systems results in Figure|11) show that RACE reduces both the
fixed attention-parameter footprint and the context-dependent KV-cache footprint. As expected, the
reduction in attention parameter memory aligns with the compression. However, since the folded
projection weights are smaller in comparison to the result of the model parameters and memory
consumption elements, the reduction in memory is less prominant in the total parameter memory.
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Table 3: Detailed quality results for head-dimension compression. We report WikiText perplexity
and per-task zero-shot accuracy across the evaluated model families and KV-cache retention ratios.
The final column reports the average zero-shot accuracy across tasks. For each KV Cache compres-
sion level per model, we highlight the best performing perplexity and average zero-shot accuracy.
RACE is comparable to reconstruction-based methods while not requiring the reconstruction or the
additional FLOPs.

KV QK v Wiki Completion Reasoning Knowledge QA Understanding Truth Specialized Knowledge
Method b Dim. Dim. (pp)  lambada hella piga wino arce sciq obga arcc boolq race LU college college - prof - HS. = Avg
i 3 B B fulga CS Phy Jaw  psych
Qwen257B
Base 100% 128 128 10.976 0.706 0.795 0.784 0.707 0.759 0.960 0.460 0.495 0.845 0418 0.524  0.700 0480  0.529 0.897 0.671

87.50% 112 112 11.438 0.696 0791 0.771 0.703 0.772 0.954 0.456 0.504 0.839 0421 0457 0.710 0500 0511 0.881 0.664

87.50% 96 128 11.080 0.693 0.797 0.780 0.711 0.782 0.956 0.462 0.514 0.844 0414 0516  0.700 0490 0512 0.883 0.670

PALU 75% 96 96 12290 0.687 0.782 0756 0.703 0.777 0.953 0.460 0.508 0.838 0.414 0411  0.660 0451 0486 0.868 0.650
75% 64 128 11325 0.695 0.793  0.774 0.706 0.790 0.964 0.470 0.525 0.853 0410 0532  0.660 0471 0521 0.862 0.668

50% 64 64 17.240 0.639 0746 0.662 0.683 0.703 0.941 0392 0452 0789 0393 0430  0.600 0402 0.408 0.828  0.605

87.50% 112 112 10.178 0.702 0.797 0.783 0.723 0.790 0.961 0458 0.538 0.838 0.405 0.500 0.630 0.471 0.507  0.899  0.667
Eigen 87.50% 96 128 9.602 0.713 0.803 0.792 0.729 0.757 0.951 0460 0.506 0.843 0415 0.561 0.690 0490  0.533  0.892 0.676
Alte%ltion 75% 96 96  11.043 0.666 0.793 0.768 0.713 0.757 0.953 0.454 0497 0811 0398 0500 0.590 0461 0480 0.862 0.647

75% 64 128 10.080 0.715 0.804 0.783 0.702 0.722 0.949 0462 0495 0.829 0398 0545  0.650 0431 0497 0.884 0.658
50% 64 64 21.050 0.376 0.747  0.647 0.619 0.617 0.897 0410 0398 0.636 0369 0.429 0330 0275 0374 0.659 0.519
Thin Keys  87.50% 96 128 30.547 0.294 0733 0.634 0.547 0.669 0.847 0330 0416 0.650 0321 0390 0210 0314 0275 0428 0470
Full Values 75% 64 128 50.975 0.284 0.737 0611 0.544 0.687 0.834 0376 0436 0.611 0298 0419 0250 0314 0250 0.363 0.467

87.50% 112 112 10.743 0.691 0.794 0782 0.708 0.739 0.961 0.450 0466 0843 0393 0517  0.660 0.441 0.500 0.884 0.655

87.50% 96 128 10.594 0.705 0.794 0.784 0.707 0.753 0.963 0432 0482 0.854 0407 0528 0.680 0402 0507 0.888 0.659

RAP 75% 96 96 12023 0.648 0.788  0.769 0.680 0.701 0.963 0.438 0455 0.806 0391 0515  0.600 0412 0450 0.809 0.628
75% 64 128 12,011 0.630 0.789  0.769 0.611 0.762 0.963 0.442 0493 0774 0389 0498  0.680 0401 0402 0741 0.623

50% 64 64 14.691 0.485 0.747 0707 0.605 0.758 0.948 0.396 0.444 0.758 0341  0.403  0.430 0303 0305 0.606 0.549

87.50% 112 112 10.254 0.704 0.794 0777 0.724 0.817 0967 0462 0538 0.849 0411 0507 0.670 0.510  0.518 0.886 0.676
87.50% 96 128 10.259 0.715 0.799 0.781 0.707 0.794 0961 0470 0517 0.846 0409 0524  0.680 0490  0.529 0.884 0.674
RACE (Ours) 5% 96 96 10.968 0.668 0.794 0765 0.722 0.838 0.963 0456 0562 0.825 0392 0480 0.630 0.451 0.481  0.872  0.660
75% 64 128 10916 0.690 0.795 0.764 0.687 0.789 0.957 0.454 0.510 0832 0394 0.521 0.640 0.520  0.495 0.858 0.661
50% 64 64 13.538 0.562 0.785 0713 0.656 0.748 0.944 0438 0475 0769 0385 0464 0470 0.403 0419 0.770  0.600
Granite 4.100 3B

Base 100% 64 64 11.578 0.662 0.794 0746 0.695 0.790 0.960 0.434 0.504 0.751 0366 0.476  0.570 0461 0414 0813  0.629
87.50% 48 64 11.775 0.671 0.796 0736 0.693 0.780 0.958 0.426 0.502 0.736 0380 0.466  0.530 0490 0419 0.806 0.626
PALU 75% 48 48 13.615 0.626 0.787 0.738 0.679 0.736  0.949 0430 0.500 0.626 0385 0.471 0.520 0.412 0.380 0.772  0.601
75% 32 64 11.918 0.675 0.799 0.731 0.693 0.776  0.957 0.426 0.500 0.748 0376  0.468 0.540 0490 0422 0818 0.628
50% 32 32 17.483 0.539 0.760 0.646 0.628 0.652 0914 0412 0445 0.708 0362  0.456  0.440 0.333 0332 0.642  0.551
87.50% 48 64 11775 0.671 0796 0.736 0.693 0.779 0958 0426 0502 0.736 0379 0.466 0.53 0.49 0.419 0.806 0.626
Eigen 75% 48 48 13.481 0.577 0.785 0.723 0.657 0.757 0952 0416 0513 0729 0376 0.440 0.56 0421 0360 0.761 0.601
Attention 75% 32 64 29.25 0.162 0.724 0.545 0.539 0.566 0.765 037 0354 0388 0301 0429 0.35 0.186  0.255 0.196 0.408
50% 32 32 23361 0.313 0.744 0.587 0.588 0.641 0.874 0.388 0.387 0.646 0343 0411 0.27 0.157 0265 0.365  0.465
Thin Keys 87.50% 48 64 26.024 0.221 0.719 0586 0.517 0.643 0813 0356 0357 0583 0294 0395 0.230 0.235 0257 0215 0428
Full Values 75% 32 64 40.573 0.152 0.694 0544 0.531 0.560 0.760 0.340 0.315 0.603 0286 0.432  0.220 0.206 0244 0.194  0.405
87.50% 48 64 11.928 0.642 0791 0.732 0.678 0.784 0942 0430 0478 0777 0382 0469  0.530 0490 039 0.782 0.620
RAP 75% 48 48 12.795 0.575 0.782 0.712 0.662 0.755 0.948 0424 0453 0759 0373 0467 0.340 0.373 0357 0.672 0.577
75% 32 64 13.963 0.563 0.780 0.706 0.639 0.754 0945 0428 0449 0.724 0344 0438 0.270 0.275 0273 0444 0.535
50% 32 32 17.766 0.359 0.700 0.641 0.588 0.684 0914 0.350 0403 0.605 0344 0405  0.190 0.206  0.243  0.262  0.460
87.50% 48 64 12.092 0.633 0789 0.733 0.672 0.783 0961 0436 0491 0752 0348 0456 0510 0.491 0.438 0819 0.621
RACE (Ours) 75% 48 48 13.148 0.611 0.787 0718 0.670 0.773 0.957 0432 0482 0.735 0355 0.441 0.500 0.462 0.406  0.782  0.607
> 75% 32 64 13.041 0.586 0776 0.687 0.659 0.763 0.957 0426 0480 0.757 0363 0.430 0.430 0.373 0344 0.622  0.577
50% 32 32 16.210 0.516 0.757 0.647 0.586 0.686 0918 0418 0417 0.683 0337 0462  0.380 0.295 0322 0.624  0.537

Llama 3.200 3B Instruct
Base 100% 128 128 13.397 0.659 0.757 0.706  0.680 0.681 0.932 0.360 0.460 0.784 0.410 0496  0.470 0.353 0463 0.769  0.599
87.50% 112 112 13.818 0.649 0.756 0.703 0.680 0.657 0.933 0374 0463 0.776 0411 0.467  0.480 3 0.442 0761 0.592
87.50% 96 128  13.561 0.656 0.754 0705 0.680 0.670 0.935 0370 0445 0.775 0409 0487 0470 0.343 0.450  0.772  0.595
PALU 75% 96 96 14.719 0.637 0742 0.689 0.670 0.653 0918 0382 0452 0773 0414 0446 0450 0.382 0415  0.754 0.585
75% 64 128 14.395 0.638 0.757 0.688 0.677 0.653 0.933 0380 0423 0.757 0417 0478 0.440 0.333 0424 0.749  0.583
50% 64 64 22435 0.543 0.695 0.594 0.635 0.591 0904 0.344 0371 0.739 0394  0.440  0.400 0.235  0.331  0.613  0.522
87.50% 112 112 14.618 0.633 0.745 0701 0.676 0.702 0924 0362 0464 0769 0411 0470 0.430 0.314 0433 0767 0.587
Eigen 87.50% 96 128  13.557 0.655 0.757 0.706 0.684 0.684 0932 0360 0469 0.792 0413 0502 0.490 0.333 0444 0.760 0.599
Attention 75% 96 96 16.347 0.590 0.743  0.672 0.667 0.701 0.927 0.366 0446 0.764 0409 0447  0.440 0.324 0409 0.736  0.576

75% 64 128 14.552 0.660 0.758  0.691 0.669 0.689 0.939 0364 0457 0.757 0420 0484  0.400 0382 0413 0756 0.589

50% 64 64 30.778 0.296 0.702  0.547 0.594 0.594 0.888 0332 0.350 0.645 0366 0.404  0.340 0.294 0.298 0.494  0.476

Thin Keys  87.50% 96 128 56.350 0.084 0.587 0399 0514 0381 0586 0294 0266 0616 0271 0447 0220 0255 0257 0202 0.359
Full Values 75% 64 128 84.815 0.070 0.593 0383 0497 0372 0.563 0.284 0.258 0.601 0269  0.444  0.250 0275 0252 0217 0.355
8750% 112 112 15339 0.605 0740 0.681 0.656 0.649 0.933 0374 0428 0.764 0.429 0486 0.430 0304 0419 0712 0574

87.50% 96 128 14.685 0.611 0.750 0.683 0.642 0.672 0935 0372 0438 0762 0411 0480  0.380 0353 0.413 0675 0.572

RAP 75% 96 96 15226 0.570 0742 0.665 0.607 0.649 0.934 0370 0425 0.757 0415 0467 0360 0255 0372 0.639 0.548
75% 64 128 15218 0.572 0.731  0.654 0.620 0.633 0.927 0362 0415 0728 0413 0462 0350 0343 0373 0.558 0.543

50% 64 64 18.540 0.309 0.716  0.583 0.574 0.598 0.898 0340 0.361 0.563 0314 0435 0270 0275 0258 0407  0.460

87.50% 112 112 13.884 0.643 0756 0.696 0.672 0.695 0.925 0362 0459 0.768 0418 0.473 0.470 0.324 0451 0.758  0.591

87.50% 96 128 13755 0.639 0.760  0.699 0.681 0.691 0.927 0362 0451 0772 0429 0489  0.480 0343 0435 0754 0.594

RACE (Ours)  75% 96 96 14.520 0.616 0.753  0.682 0.667 0.700 0.925 0362 0447 0760 0.420 0457  0.480 0333 0421 0738 0.584
75% 64 128 14780 0.615 0.755 0.675 0.648 0.690 0916 0350 0435 0750 0.403 0489  0.450 0324 0387 0.684 0.571

50% 64 64 16.016 0.499 0740 0.625 0.586 0.622 0.885 0.360 0.381 0.689 0373 0454  0.340 0333 0371 0.556  0.522

Additionally parameter memory is independent of context length. KV-cache memory scales with
sequence length and therefore yields increasingly large absolute savings at longer contexts. At
256K tokens, the gap between the base model and the compressed variants becomes substantial,
illustrating that the main systems benefit of RACE grows with context length while preserving native
reduced-dimensional execution.

Compatibility with Token compression and Quantization Table 5 reports the full per-task re-
sults when RACE is combined with token-compression and KV-quantization methods. Across H20,
SnapKYV, and KIVI, applying RACE on top of an already compressed KV cache provides additional
multiplicative memory reduction, but also introduces further accuracy and perplexity degradation.
This effect is generally more pronounced for token-compression methods than for quantization.

For H20 and SnapKYV, reducing the head dimension with RACE consistently lowers the total KV-
cache footprint from 50% to 37.5% and 25%, or from 25% to 18.75% and 12.5%, depending on the
token-retention ratio. The corresponding degradation is gradual across most zero-shot tasks, while
WikiText perplexity increases more noticeably at aggressive combined compression. For example,
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Table 4: Per-task results of Qwen2.5 7B and Llama3.2 3B Instruct on LongBench. We report zero
shot longbench score across the evaluated model families and KV-cache retention ratios. The final
column reports the average across tasks. For each KV Cache compression level per model, we
highlight the best performing average result.

KV Cache Narrative passage _passage_

R Cach O g:"‘ﬁe'd 3‘;‘“‘" Wikimga Musique govreport qmsum multinews frec friviaqa samsum P8¢ PISEC o repohench Average

Llama3.2 3B Instruct.
Uncompressed  100% 21.25 39.89 50.06 4731 36.75 19.15 3391 235 26.64 71 88.41 42.62 8.5 75 5201 525 43.03
87.5% 24.81 3342 49.61 47.52 36.52 179 3395 23 2698 73 90.47 4291 4 63.5 51.26 539 42.05
RACE 75% 222 30.79 453 40.44 3529 15.96 32.88 2273 2577 71 87.78 41.16 35 585 4434 44.45 38.88
1145 15.08 25.46 22.86 20.01 15.52 21.44 20.5 2097 59.5 7845 3532 1.18 575 3483 3591 26.51
2349 3255 46.14 41.67 36.7 14.63 3091 22.6 2631 68.5 87.58 40.96 45 45 493 5224 38.94
RAP 19.49 27.26 41.91 30.35 31.14 13.96 25.55 21.63 2539 64 84.46 39.81 4 23 4755 49.75 3433
7.79 6.42 19 6.16 6.81 8.77 9.2 7.94 5.48 28 40.2 11.99 4 5 348 32,67 14.64
219 31.34 49.22 45.26 36.56 17.96 31.82 2332 25.58 67 89.59 303 279 745 46.9 50.69 40.30
PALU 2191 30.94 46.85 40.73 32.06 17.78 3095 22,63 24.6 66 88.7 28.8 221 56.5 43.62 38.81 37.07
2047 30.26 37.77 33.88 29.15 14.18 24.79 2224 21.8 48 79.63 25.5 1 9 2574 3471 28.63

QuenZ5 7B

Uncompressed  100% 17.56 14.86 277 295 1551 11.51 30.96 23.07 2675 725 89.31 4583 35 245 63.07 51.58 3423
87.5% 17.98 20.87 41.23 41.75 313 18.85 28 2299 267 725 90.25 44.98 25 19 5335 4422 36.03
RACE 17.11 18.33 40.39 41.08 30.36 18.76 2578 2227 2625 705 87.13 44.07 3 8.5 4051 46.8 33.80
49 14.27 22.66 19.21 723 3.84 18.37 211 20.89 69 84.26 39.01 2.8 8.5 37.1 38.07 25.70
13.1 21.46 27.31 10.36 18.43 14.52 2622 21.15 257 725 89.56 4453 4 8 4444 50.62 30.74
RAP 578 21.38 26.8 13.88 1.9 5.26 2331 2332 2375 685 86.99 44.21 3 45 4479 42.49 28.12
5.16 94 15.36 7.57 8.48 4.09 15.67 21.49 18.78 52 73.1 3392 1.17 28 278 4213 21.18
794 12.25 29.8 36.21 26.83 18.46 29.05 22,63 2635 725 89.49 3425 2 19 4972 40.75 3233
PALU 8.15 16.48 28.76 36.94 28.71 18.8 27.25 2258 25.16  70.5 89.93 3445 4 10 41.39 3324 31.02
4.15 8.95 23.03 10.8 9.37 5.83 21.21 21.25 223 695 83.81 33.82 1.5 85 31.17 31.17 24.15

Table 5: Per-task results of Qwen2.5 7B on Wikitext (perplexity) and zero-shot accuracy on com-
bining RACE with Token compression and quantization methods.

Tokens RACE Total mmlu
/Precision KV Cache KV Cache wikitext hellaswag piqa arc_challenge boolq collese._cs Average
Retained Reatained Retained ge-
H20 (Token Compression)

512 100% 50% 12.66 0.66 0.85 0.48 0.82 0.72 0.706
(50%) 75% 37.5% 15.8 0.65 0.83 0.45 0.81 0.63 0.674
50% 25% 17.44 0.62 0.79 0.44 0.74 0.43 0.604

256 100% 25% 13.62 0.66 0.85 0.48 0.79 0.66 0.688
25%) 75% 18.75% 16.12 0.65 0.83 0.45 0.78 0.63 0.668
¢ 50% 12.5% 21.81 0.62 0.79 0.42 0.71 0.4 0.588

SnapKYV (Token Compression)

512 100% 50% 12.55 0.68 0.86 0.48 0.82 0.71 0.71
(50%) 75% 37.5% 15.61 0.65 0.83 0.46 0.81 0.63 0.676
¢ 50% 25% 18.63 0.62 0.79 0.45 0.76 0.44 0.612
256 100% 25% 12.76 0.68 0.85 0.48 0.81 0.7 0.704
25%) 75% 18.75% 15.66 0.65 0.83 0.45 0.79 0.63 0.67

° 50% 12.5% 18.44 0.62 0.79 0.46 0.74 0.44 0.61

KIVI (Quantization)

2 bits 100% 25% 17.04 0.69 0.86 0.48 0.78 0.7 0.702
(25%) 75% 18.75% 18.17 0.66 0.84 0.48 0.76 0.6 0.668
‘ 50% 12.5% 21.81 0.64 0.8 0.44 0.71 0.42 0.602
4 bits 100% 50% 15.7 0.69 0.86 0.48 0.78 0.7 0.702
(50,7‘) 75% 37.5% 16.58 0.66 0.84 0.48 0.78 0.63 0.678
° 50% 25% 17.14 0.64 0.8 0.44 0.74 0.42 0.608

with H20 at 50% token retention, adding RACE at 75% and 50% head retention reduces total KV-
cache usage to 37.5% and 25%, respectively, while average zero-shot accuracy decreases from 0.706
to 0.674 and 0.604. SnapKYV follows a similar trend, with average accuracy decreasing from 0.710
to 0.676 and 0.612 under the same settings.

RACE is comparatively more complementary with KIVI. With 4-bit quantization, adding RACE
at 75% and 50% head retention reduces the total KV cache from 50% to 37.5% and 25%, while
average accuracy decreases from 0.702 to 0.678 and 0.608. Similar behavior is observed with 2-
bit quantization. Overall, the results suggest that RACE composes cleanly with both token and
precision compression, but the cost of applying additional head-dimension compression is larger
once information has already been removed along the token dimension. In contrast, quantization
leaves more redundancy for RACE to exploit, resulting in a milder degradation at comparable total
cache budgets.

Ablations We first examine whether the retained RoPE pairs should be selected using information
from queries and keys jointly or from either projection alone. Across all retention ratios, the joint
Q/K energy criterion gives the strongest overall results. At 87.5% retention, Q-only and K-only
selection remain close to the joint criterion, but the gap becomes clearer as compression increases.
At 75% retention, joint Q/K energy achieves 0.61 average accuracy with a WikiText perplexity of
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Figure 12: Layer-wise normalised approximation error as in Eq with respect to uncompressed
model for joint and single-sided energy selectors. Joint Q/K selection yields the lowest average
error compared to Q-only or K-only selection.

Table 6: Ablation of selection criteria for RoPE-pair retention. We compare RACE’s joint Q/K
activation-energy criterion against magnitude, random selection, gradient Fisher, attention-score se-
lection, and Q-only or K-only energy. Results are reported on WikiText perplexity and zero-shot
accuracy across nine tasks at 87.5%, 75%, and 50% KV-cache retention. Joint Q/K energy is con-

sistently strongest overall, with the advantage becoming more pronounced at higher compression.

IiVAC.ach‘e Selection Criteria wikitext piga wino acr.c sciq arceasy boolq race mmlucs mmluphy Avg
Joint QK Energy (RACE) 13.88 074 067 046 093 0.70 0.77 042 0.48 0.35 0.61
Magnitude 14.58 0.74 0.64 044 0.89 0.68 071 041 0.37 0.25 0.57

Random 14.95 071 063 045 0.89 0.67 0.65 039 0.35 0.25 0.55

87.5% Gradient Fisher 14.58 0.76 0.66 044 0.87 0.69 0.74 041 0.38 0.25 0.58
Attention Score 14.13 074 066 044 092 0.69 0.75  0.40 0.40 0.27 0.59

Energy Q only 14.02 075 066 045 093 0.69 075 042 0.40 0.32 0.60

Energy K only 14.03 0.76 067 045 093 0.67 0.75 043 0.45 0.30 0.60

Joint QK Energy (RACE) 14.95 0.76 0.66 043 0.93 0.70 0.76  0.42 0.48 0.33 0.61
Magnitude 1564 073 061 043 0.88 0.65 0.67 039 0.34 0.24 0.55

Random 1774 072 056 0.39 0.84 0.62 0.60 036 0.25 0.21 0.50

75% Gradient Fisher 1476 075 060 042 0.86 0.67 0.73 039 0.40 0.27 0.57
Attention Score 14.87 074 064 042 091 0.67 0.73 040 0.42 0.32 0.58

Energy Q only 16.78 074 066 042 091 0.68 075 041 0.43 0.33 0.59

Energy K only 16.17 075 065 044 092 0.68 0.74 042 0.43 0.33 0.60

Joint QK Energy (RACE) 16.02 069 059 038 0.89 0.62 0.69 0.37 0.34 0.33 0.54
Magnitude 18.73 071 054 032 0.77 0.49 0.50 031 0.23 0.22 0.45

Random 26.09 0.62 050 030 0.65 0.44 047 027 0.26 0.22 0.41

50% Gradient Fisher 17.80 072 055 035 0.80 0.53 044 033 0.30 0.27 0.48
Attention Score 17.86 070 059 033 0.73 0.49 0.50 035 0.33 0.31 0.48

Energy Q only 21.01 072 057 035 0.86 0.55 0.66 037 0.30 0.33 0.52

Energy K only 20.32 071 057 035 0.87 0.54 0.66 0.38 0.30 0.32 0.52

14.95, compared with 0.59/16.78 for Q-only and 0.60/16.17 for K-only. At 50% retention, the joint
criterion retains 0.54 average accuracy and 16.02 perplexity, while both Q-only and K-only fall to
0.52 average accuracy with substantially higher perplexity.

This trend is also reflected directly in the approximation of the uncompressed attention interaction.
Figure (12| shows the layer-wise error norm of the compressed QK ' product relative to the uncom-
pressed model. Joint Q/K selection gives the lowest average error, 0.105, compared with 0.112 for
K-only and 0.116 for Q-only, and the reduction is observed across most layers rather than being
concentrated in a small subset. Together, the downstream results and the layer-wise approximation
error support deriving the shared selector from both Q and K rather than from either side in isolation.

We next compare different scoring criteria that all operate on joint Q/K information. Joint acti-
vation energy consistently outperforms magnitude, random selection, gradient-Fisher scoring, and
attention-based scoring, with the differences becoming larger at stronger compression. At 50%
retention, RACE achieves 0.54 average accuracy, compared with 0.48 for gradient Fisher and at-
tention score, 0.45 for magnitude, and 0.41 for random selection. The same trend is reflected in
WikiText perplexity, where joint Q/K energy also achieves the lowest value. Notably, the gradient-
and attention-based alternatives do not recover the performance of the simple forward-pass energy
criterion despite requiring more complex statistics. Overall, these ablations indicate that both com-
ponents of the selector are important: the ranking should be derived jointly from Q and K, and joint
activation energy provides an effective criterion for identifying the RoPE pairs that best preserve the
original attention interaction.
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