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Abstract

The maximum supported context length is a critical bottleneck limiting the prac-
tical application of the Large Language Model (LLM). Although existing length
extrapolation methods can extend the context of LLMs to millions of tokens, these
methods all have an explicit upper bound. In this work, we propose LongCache, a
training-free approach that enables LLM to support an infinite context with finite
context scope, through full-context cache selection and training-free integration.
This effectively frees LLMs from the length extrapolation issue. We validate
LongCache on the LongBench and L-Eval and demonstrate its performance is
on par with traditional full-attention mechanisms. Furthermore, we have applied
LongCache on mainstream LLMs, including LLaMA3 and Mistral-v0.3, enabling
them to support context lengths of at least 400K in Needle-In-A-Haystack tests.
We will improve the efficiency of LongCache by GPU-aware optimization soon.

1 Introduction

Large Language Model (LLM) based on Transformers[1, 2, 3] has succeeded in the applications of
Natural Language Processing (NLP). However, LLMs are still limited by the maximum supported
context length. Therefore, research on length extrapolation has emerged, enabling LLM to maintain
strong performance on context lengths beyond its training length[4, 5]. Traditional methods are based
on full attention[5, 6, 7, 8], and mainly focus on adjusting the position embedding[9] to make LLM
adapt to the position information it has not been trained on[5, 6, 10]. However, some studies have
shown that even if the position information is not out-of-distribution (OOD), as the length of attention
scope increases, the explosion of self-attention entropy still leads to performance decline[11, 12].
Additionally, the enormous memory and computational overhead introduced by full attention in a
long context has become a major challenge for length extrapolation researches[13, 14, 15].

For human beings, although we have very long-term memories, we only need a small amount of
information for thinking. Similarly, while LLM requires the full context to complete the entire infer-
ence process, it only needs limited context information at each inference step. This fact has inspired
research on length extrapolation with sparse attention. Fixed sparse methods like StreamingLLM[14]
and LM-Infinite[11] can maintain stable outputs when the input length increases by only retaining the
starting and ending parts of the input. Comparatively, dynamic sparse methods like MInference[16]
have achieved efficient inference on long contexts, even surpassing the performance of full attention.
However, the fixed methods drop the contextual information directly, still leading to a performance
decline in long-context benchmark[15, 17], while the dynamic methods, though able to process long
contexts, neglect that sparse attention itself is also a strategy for extending context length[18, 19].
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In this work, we introduce LongCache, a training-free method to extend LLM with a finite context
length to process an infinite context, allowing LLMs to bid farewell to the length extrapolation
problems. At each reasoning step, LongCache selects the most critical finite segments from the KV
cache without position information, concatenates them, applies positional embedding, and performs
self-attention. By controlling the length of the selected KV cache segments, LongCache can achieve
infinite context length with a finite attention scope, while ensuring the position information and
attention entropy are not out-of-distribution[11]. Compared to the length extrapolation based on
full attention, LongCache also provides significant space for efficiency improvements[16]. Our
contributions can be summarized as follows.

• We find that the attention score without position embedding is effective enough to identify
the key information in a long context.

• Based on this observation, we propose a training-free method, LongCache, which can
extrapolate the context length of LLMs to infinity with a finite attention scope, making
LLMs completely free from the issue of length extrapolation.

• We show that through LongCache, the context of existing mainstream LLMs, including
LLaMA3-8B-8K[20] and Mistral-v0.3-7B-32K[21], can be expanded to at least 400K tokens.
After hardware acceleration, it is expected to reach at least 1M tokens.

2 Method

LongCache builds upon streaming input and makes a very simple modification to the original
self-attention operation in LLMs, as shown in Figure 1. This modification includes two steps: a
full-context cache selection and the training-free integration.
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Figure 1: Visualization of the working principle of LongCache. In this example, we set the global
length to 1, the local length to 2, the number of top-k selected segments k = 2, and the selected
segment length m = 1. In Figure1a, the top-k selection is performed on the query vector qt
and the middle part of K Cache, to find the critical K and their corresponding V. In Figure1b,
the extracted KV entries are concatenated with the global and local preservation, with position
embedding applied in sequence order before performing normal self-attention calculation.

2.1 Full-Context Cache Selection

As discussed above, while LLM requires a complete long context to perform the entire inference
process, a limited context segment is needed in each inference step[14, 18, 19]. Considering that the
beginning and ending parts of the input context correspond to the globally important prompts and
local information for inference[14], LongCache, similar to StreamingLLM[14], retains the global
and local parts of the KV cache to be included in the self-attention transform.

Kcache = [Kglobal,Kmiddle,Klocal] , Vcache = [Vglobal,Vmiddle,V local] . (1)

However, unlike StreamingLLM which completely discards the middle part of the KV cache, Long-
Cache uses the query vector of the current step to perform a top-k selection on the middle part of the
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KV cache[22], to identify the most important cache segments for current step as shown in Figure 1a.

Indices = top-k
(
qtKT

middle

)
,

Kselect = Kmiddle[Indices], V select = Vmiddle[Indices].
(2)

LongCache performs a full-context selection on the KV cache in each layer, allowing different layers
to choose different KV caches for the calculation, realizing a dynamic sparse attention mechanism.
Furthermore, since each attention layer has multiple attention heads, and LongCache adopts chunked
streaming input in the prefilling stage, there may be multiple query vectors at the same time. In this
case, LongCache will vote based on the top-k selection results from different heads and different
query vectors, to obtain the top-k′ most selected KV caches. Additionally, to maintain semantic
coherence, LongCache not only retains the top-k′ elements themselves but also extracts the m
neighboring entries as a whole. For the overlapping parts, deduplication is performed. Unlike chunk-
based selection in previous works[18, 19], LongCache exhibits stronger adaptability and avoids the
semantic fragmentation caused by fixed chunking[23].

2.2 Training-Free Integration

LongCache concatenates the selected KV cache segments between the global and local parts, and
then performs positional embedding sequentially, ignoring the absolute distance between the selected
segments, while only preserving the relative order, as shown in Figure1b. Self-attention can then be
applied to the concatenated KV cache.

Kcache = [Kglobal,Kselect,Klocal] , Vcache = [Vglobal,V select,Vlocal] ,

q̃t, K̃cache = PE (qt,Kcache) , ot = SelfAttn
(
q̃t, K̃cache,Vcache

)
.

(3)

It’s important to note that, unlike the conventional implementation in Huggingface Transformers[24],
that positional embedding is applied before KV caching, in LongCache, the positional embedding is
separated from KV cache and performed after the KV cache selection. That is to say, the cached KV
does not include the positional information. The benefit is multifold. On one hand, as mentioned
in Section4, the attention score without positional embedding is more conducive to locating the key
information in the context.

On the other hand, since the length of the concatenated cache is controllable, as long as it is controlled
within the pre-training context length or the extrapolation upper bound (if other extrapolation methods
are used concurrently), the positional encoding will not be OOD[11]. Furthermore, the selected
KV cache segments are not important in the current inference step, as their self-attention scores
are very small[13]. Therefore, this modification will not harm the self-attention output and can
also exclude the interference of irrelevant information[13, 25]. Thus, LongCache can disregard the
position information, achieve an unlimited attention context with a limited attention scope without
any training, and keep compatible with the existing attention acceleration methods[26, 27].

3 Experiment

3.1 Setup

We conduct experiments on LLaMA2-7B-4K[28], LLaMA3-8B-8K[20], InternLM2-7B-200K[29],
InternLM2-1B-32K[29], InternLM2.5-7B-1M[30], Qwen2-7B-128K[31], Qwen2-1B-32K[31],
Mistral-v0.3-7B-32K[21]. For all models, the hyper-parameters of LongCache are summarized
as shown in Table1. The main reason for this setting is that it allows the attention window size
close to the pre-training context length, thus adapting LLM to the length distribution learned in the
pre-training stage. We use the OpenCompass[32] to conduct the following validation. All experiments
are performed with FP16 precision and accelerated with FlashAttention2[27].

3.2 Long Context Benchmark Evaluation

We first evaluate all 8 LLMs on the commonly used long-context benchmark LongBench[33], with the
default context length set to 32K and middle truncation. For LLaMA2-7B-4K and LLaMA3-8B-8K,
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Global
Length

Local
Length Top-k Top-k′ Segment

Length
Chunk
Length

LLaMA2-7B-4K 32 2048 4 48 32 512
LLaMA3-8B-8K 32 4096 4 96 32 512
others 32 8192 4 256 32 512

Table 1: The hyper-parameters used by different LLMs when applying LongCache in this paper,
including the length of the global and local parts to be retained, the value of k for top-k selection for
each head and each query vector, the value of k′ for top-k′ voting across multiple heads and query
vectors, the length of the extracted segments and the length of chunk in chunk-wise streaming input.
Importantly, for each LLM, the length of the attention scope in each step is within the maximum
attention window. For example, for the LLaMA3-8B-8K with LongCache, the maximum attention
scope size is 32 + 4096 + 96×32, which is less than the maximum supported attention window, 8192.

which have context lengths less than 32K, we report their performance at their pre-trained context
lengths of 4K and 8K, respectively. We also compare the performance of LLaMA2-7B-4K and
LLaMA3-8B-8K with Dynamic NTK[6] to extrapolate to the 32K context length. For the Dynamic
NTK implementation, we used the default settings from the Huggingface Transformers[24], setting
the scaling factor to 2 and 4, respectively. Additionally, we compared the performance of all 8 LLMs
with StreamingLLM[14] as an ablation study, where the lengths of the global and local parts are the
same as the LongCache settings.

Single-Doc
QA

Multi-Doc
QA Sum Few-shot

Learning Synthetic Code Avg.

LLaMA2-7B-4K 18.59 11.54 15.19 52.35 4.84 64.21 30.38
+ Dyanmic NTK 16.14 7.89 11.61 50.58 3.68 63.34 28.15
+ StreamingLLM 15.25 8.01 11.35 48.58 5.01 60.11 27.14
+ LongCache 17.90 11.15 16.04 52.36 3.11 61.76 29.62

LLaMA3-8B-8K 19.33 12.79 21.03 61.51 11.26 69.82 35.23
+ Dyanmic NTK 18.49 12.78 21.62 64.85 9.97 70.22 35.68
+ StreamingLLM 15.17 8.88 18.34 58.19 7.09 70.25 32.47
+ LongCache 19.24 11.34 20.62 63.53 9.05 70.31 35.07

Mistral-v0.3-7B-128K 19.93 11.22 22.33 62.05 20.97 65.13 35.61
+ StreamingLLM 17.14 9.79 20.60 59.32 19.21 64.85 33.89
+ LongCache 20.20 10.69 22.42 61.57 20.58 65.32 35.49

InternLM2-7B-200K 43.40 37.12 23.86 60.11 39.67 63.01 45.52
+ StreamingLLM 23.28 19.68 22.79 57.98 18.88 63.84 36.42
+ LongCache 43.43 36.28 23.80 59.62 38.67 63.42 45.25

InternLM2-1B-32K 29.57 25.64 20.30 51.27 3.63 55.31 33.14
+ StreamingLLM 20.92 17.63 19.59 49.39 3.01 55.42 29.93
+ LongCache 30.86 26.67 20.69 51.34 3.34 55.32 33.56

InternLM2.5-7B-1M 44.28 41.06 23.16 61.88 63.17 52.70 47.30
+ StreamingLLM 15.99 10.08 21.41 41.11 35.95 51.84 30.21
+ LongCache 44.21 41.19 23.19 62.14 63.33 52.61 47.37

Qwen2-7B-128K 43.29 16.35 26.28 63.94 21.50 68.44 41.91
+ StreamingLLM 11.40 11.38 23.29 40.88 13.64 68.01 30.57
+ LongCache 42.89 16.22 26.11 64.16 21.00 68.45 41.77

Qwen2-1B-32K 24.06 12.95 23.43 58.17 10.17 58.07 33.23
+ StreamingLLM 13.94 8.47 22.37 38.04 8.59 58.31 27.16
+ LongCache 24.47 13.41 23.44 58.26 10.33 58.53 33.51

Table 2: Results of existing mainstream LLMs, including LLaMA3-8B-8K[20] and Mistral-v0.3-7B-
32K[21] on LongBench[33]. LongCache achieves a consistent superiority over StreamingLLM[14].
It also shows comparable performance with full attention for long-context LLMs or short-context
LLMs with Dynamic NTK[6].
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Closed-Ended Task Open-Ended Tasks Avg.
QA Summary

Mistral-v0.3-7B-32K 41.92 3.94 4.98 16.95
+ StreamingLLM 36.44 4.27 5.06 15.26
+ LongCache 41.90 3.68 4.68 16.75

InternLM2-7B-200K 50.62 4.71 3.54 19.62
+ StreamingLLM 47.70 4.27 3.52 18.50
+ LongCache 50.15 4.56 3.80 19.50

InternLM2-1B-32K 32.35 6.36 6.66 15.12
+ StreamingLLM 29.95 5.28 7.03 14.09
+ LongCache 32.06 5.59 6.89 14.85

InternLM2.5-7B-1M 58.08 16.40 16.91 30.47
+ StreamingLLM 52.76 15.63 16.32 28.23
+ LongCache 58.74 16.09 16.74 30.52

Qwen2-7B-128K 55.84 16.81 17.50 30.05
+ StreamingLLM 52.19 15.74 16.99 28.31
+ LongCache 55.62 16.72 17.58 29.97

Qwen2-1B-32K 40.22 14.35 14.32 22.96
+ StreamingLLM 36.45 13.88 13.80 21.38
+ LongCache 39.99 14.64 14.31 22.98

Table 3: Results of LLMs with context length no less than 32K on L-Eval[34]. LongCache also
achieves a consistent superiority over StreamingLLM and comparable performance with full attention.

As shown in Table2, LongCache outperforms StreamingLLM across all 8 models, indicating that
the full-context selection acquires useful information for long-context inference. Furthermore, for
models with long-context capabilities, LongCache achieves results on par with full attention and even
surpasses full attention in some cases. This validates that sparse attention can achieve performance
close to full attention on downstream tasks[16]. Additionally, for the models without long-context
capabilities, LongCache also achieves results comparable to Dynamic NTK. We also evaluate the 6
long-context LLMs on a more challenging long-context benchmark, L-Eval[34], and the results are
shown in Table3. The effectiveness of LongCache is double-checked.

3.3 Needle-In-A-Haystack Evaluation

Building upon the long-context benchmark evaluation, we use models with strong retrieval capabilities
within their training context lengths and conduct the Needle-In-A-Haystack evaluation[32, 35]. We
perform experiments on 4 A100 GPUs and allow LLMs with LongCache to extend their context
lengths until the memory explosions or runtime errors. As shown in Figure2, LLMs with LongCache
maintain remarkably high retrieval accuracy across the entire range of context lengths they could
support, regardless of their original attention window sizes. Notably, we also extend the context of
mainstream LLMs like LLaMA3-8B-8K[20] and Mistral-v0.3-7B-32K[21] to at least 400K, providing
the community with an embarrassingly easy yet effective solution for deploying long-context LLMs.

We also compare the performance of LongCache with the mainstream extrapolation approach,
Dynamic NTK[6], on the Multi-Needle-In-A-Haystack evaluation[3, 32]. Since this task requires
stronger instruction-following capabilities, we performed the comparison on the LLaMA3-Instruct-
8B-8K[20] as shown in Figure3. While LongCache shows some fluctuations in different context
lengths, it still maintains a clear advantage over Dynamic NTK, which shows a rapid decline beyond a
certain context length. This demonstrates that LongCache can extend the context length disregarding
the position information and utilize a finite attention window to achieve an infinite attention context.

4 Discussion

In the computation process of LongCache, the full-context cache selection is based on the dot product
between the query and key vectors without position embedding. This can create a gap between the
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Figure 2: Results of LongCache-enhanced existing mainstream LLMs, including LLaMA3-8B-8K
and Mistral-v0.3-7B-32K, on Needle-In-A-Haystack[35] implemented in OpenCompass[32].
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Figure 3: Results of LLaMA3-Instruct-8B-8K[20] enhanced by LongCache and Dynamic NTK on
Multi-Needle-In-A-Haystack[3] implemented in OpenCompass[32].

selection of the KV cache and the self-attention distribution. Therefore, here raises the question
of whether using semantic vectors without position information can effectively locate the critical
information in the context. To analyze this, we select a correct case and a wrong case from the results
of Needle-In-A-Haystack evaluation[32, 35] on InternLM2-7B-200K[29] with full attention in 32K
context length. For each case, we calculate both the attention distribution with position embedding,
i.e., the real self-attention distribution, and the attention distribution without position embedding.
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(b) Attention distribution
of a correct case without
position embedding.
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(c) Attention distribution
of a wrong case with po-
sition embedding.
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(d) Attention distribution
of a wrong case without
position embedding.

Figure 4: Visualization of the attention distributions for InternLM2-7B-200K[29] evaluated on
Needle-In-A-Haystack[32, 35] in 32K context length. In each sub-figure, each heatmap represents
the attention distribution of a single layer, with the y-axis corresponding to the 32 attention heads
and the x-axis corresponding to the 32K context length. The first 32 tokens, the instruction part, and
the last 6 tokens, the generated part, are not excluded. The values in the heatmaps represent the
cumulative self-attention distributions for each token generation. The brighter the color, the higher
the cumulative attention. A pooling operation with a kernel size of 100 is applied sequentially to
show the pattern more clearly. The red box represents the position of the "needle" in the context.

For the correct case, the attention distributions, both with and without position embedding, can locate
the position of the "needle" in the "haystack". However, the attention distribution with position
embedding appears more dispersed, and this effect becomes more pronounced in the higher layers
of the model. For the wrong case, the attention distribution with position embedding is also very
dispersed and highly influenced by a particular attention head misled by irrelevant information from
the lower layers. This ultimately results in the model’s failure.

Interestingly, when observing the attention distribution without position embedding, we find that
the model can identify the position of the "needle" using the inner product of semantic vectors
and effectively filter out a large amount of irrelevant noise. Practically, the LongCache-enhanced
InternLM2-7B-200K can successfully locate the "needle" in this case. Therefore, the inner product of
semantic vectors in the cache selection is reasonable, and it proves to be more effective in finding the
relevant context compared with position-aware inner products. Additionally, due to the absence of
position embedding in the KV cache, LongCache can achieve an effective context extension.

5 Related Work

Length extrapolation is an important issue for LLMs. ALiBi[4] first proposes the concept of length
extrapolation, training on short context, and maintaining good performance in longer context. The
mainstream extrapolation research mainly focuses on adjusting the Rotary Position Embedding
(RoPE)[9]. For example, Linear PI[5] first achieves the length extrapolation in LLMs by scaling
the position indices to the pre-training range with little fine-tuning. The NTK method[6, 8, 36] then
adjusts the rotary base in RoPE[9] to achieve plug-and-play length extrapolation. Subsequently,
amplifying the rotary base and training on longer lengths has become the dominant approach
for length extrapolation[7, 37, 38, 39], but these methods all have an explicit extrapolation upper
bound. In addition, ReRoPE[10], Self-Extend[40], and ChunkLLaMA[41] also achieve plug-and-play
extrapolation by adjusting the position indices. However, all of the above methods are based on full
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attention, facing the problem of attention entropy soaring with input length, thus still not achieving
unlimited context length[11, 12].

In contrast, another line of research has tried to extend the context length of models through sparse
attention. This line of work can be traced back to the sliding window method proposed concurrently
with ALiBi[4] and xPos[42]. Subsequently, the Parallel Context Window emerged for specific
scenarios such as in-context learning[43, 44]. Considering the self-attention distribution tends to
focus on the global and local context, StreamingLLM and LM-Infinite proposed the Λ-shaped
attention window to achieve almost unlimited input length[11, 14]. However, since the input is
accompanied by discarding the previous context, it still fails to extend the context length[17]. Based
on StreamingLLM, InfLLM[19] and LongHeads[18] attempt to extend context through chunk-
wise retrieval from the middle cache, but the semantic fragmentation and block representation
issues also affect downstream task performance[23]. Recently, MInference[16] proposes a dynamic
sparse method to achieve long-context performance close to full attention. While greatly improving
efficiency, MInference overlooks sparse attention as a method to extend attention context. In contrast,
we propose LongCache, which also uses sparse attention but achieves an infinite context with a finite
attention scope, making LLMs free from the challenge of length extrapolation. We will subsequently
perform the same GPU optimization as MInference.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduce LongCache, an embarrassingly easy but highly effective method to extend
the context length of LLMs. LongCache employs full-context cache selection and training-free
integration, using a finite attention window to realize an infinite context length in each inference
step. We evaluate the performance of 8 popular models on LongBench and LEval to validate the
long-context capabilities of LongCache. For LLMs without long context, LongCache can achieve
the same extrapolation effect as the dominant Dynamic NTK method. For long-context LLMs,
LongCache is on par with full attention in performance. LongCache has been shown to successfully
extend the context of mainstream LLMs, including LLaMA3-8B-8K and Mistral-v0.3-7B-32K, to up
to 400K tokens. We plan to optimize the efficiency of LongCache in a GPU-aware manner.
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