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Abstract

We propose KronLLSTM, a linear attention architecture based on the Kronecker Delta Rule, a novel update rule
for associative matrix memories. KronLSTM extends the XLSTM family with a memory-revision mechanism
that corrects targeted associations while modifying the memory only along a single direction in matrix space.
This minimally invasive memory revision reduces interference with previously stored information compared with
delta-rule updates, making it particularly well suited for long-context language modeling. The resulting memory
dynamics can be mathematically described as a Markov chain that converges to a steady-state distribution, while
the expected norm of the memory matrix remains uniformly bounded throughout the entire input sequence.
Hence, KronLSTM ensures stable memory dynamics without requiring additional normalization and stabilization
mechanisms for the memory state. Experiments show that KronLSTM is competitive with, and often outperforms,
existing linear attention architectures, including models of the (Gated) DeltaNet family, with particularly strong
performance on long context benchmarks. These results establish the Kronecker Delta Rule as an effective and
analytically tractable foundation for stable associative memory in recurrent linear attention architectures. Our
code and models are open-source.
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Figure 1: Representation of the memory matrix state revision for mLSTM, Gated DeltaNet, and KronLSTM.
Interference with stored values: mLSTM affects all values, Gated DeltaNet affects those with overlapping keys,
and KronL.STM affects only those with overlapping key and value pairs.

1 Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) predominantly use the Transformer architecture ( Qwen Team, 2023; OpenAl,
2025; Touvron et al., 2023a; Vaswani et al., 2017), whose softmax attention mechanism has computational costs
that grow quadratically with context length, while its key—value cache grows linearly. Consequently, inference
becomes increasingly costly as contexts grow. To reduce these costs, recent work has explored replacing softmax
attention with linear attention mechanisms (Katharopoulos et al., 2020; Schlag et al., 2021), which can be traced
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back to the idea of fast weight programmers (Schmidhuber, 1992). Linear attention compresses the context
into a fixed-size memory matrix that is updated as new tokens arrive, yielding linear computational complexity
and a constant memory footprint. Recently, recurrent architectures based on associative memories (Anderson,
1972; Kohonen, 1972), including xXLSTM (Beck et al., 2024), as well as related state-space and memory-based
approaches such as Mamba (Dao and Gu, 2024; Gu and Dao, 2024; Lahoti et al., 2026), DeltaNet (Hatamizadeh
et al., 2026; Kimi Team et al., 2025; Yang et al., 2024, 2025), RWKV-5 and 6 (Peng et al., 2024), and other
recent architectures (Behrouz et al., 2025; Liu et al., 2025; Sun et al., 2024), have emerged as competitive
alternatives to Transformers.
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restrictive for long contexts. To retain information 10 learning
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to one; otherwise, information from the beginning of the context is progressively attenuated. XLSTM (Beck
et al., 2024) addresses this limitation by allowing forget gates close to one and introducing normalizer and
stabilizer states to control the scale of its matrix memory and readout. However, normalization based on ratios
of potentially large quantities can itself lead to numerical difficulties and learning instabilities, particularly in
larger xXLSTM networks (Beck et al., 2025b). mLSTM’s numerical instabilities are illustrated by the stress test
in Figure 2.

The DeltaNet family (Hatamizadeh et al., 2026; Kimi Team et al., 2025; Yang et al., 2024, 2025) controls
memory growth through Delta Rule updates, whose dynamics converge to a steady-state distribution with
bounded memory ensuring stable learning dynamics. However, revising a stored value can perturb previously
stored values, leading to unwanted memory interference for long sequences. We introduce KronLLSTM, which,
like (Gated) DeltaNet, provides bounded memory through a delta-style update, but uses the Kronecker Delta
Rule. The Kronecker Delta Rule is less invasive: it modifies the memory only along a single direction in matrix
space, reducing interference with previously stored associations. This targeted memory revision results in a less
noisy gradient flow over time.

Our contributions are:

¢ (i) Kronecker Delta Rule is introduced as a new update rule for associative matrix memories, which corrects
the scalar associations while having minimal interference with previously stored values.

e (ii) KronLSTM is introduced as a novel linear attention architecture based on the Kronecker Delta Rule
equipped with a vector forget gate, a 5 gate, and a target gate.

* (iii) Stability properties for the Kronecker Delta Rule are mathematically proved via bounds on the expected
memory norm. These bounds ensure stable learning and proper gradient flow.

¢ (iv) Experiments empirically validate the strong performance of KronLSTM at long-context language
modeling and retrieval tasks. KronLSTM performs strongly across language modeling, recall, and state
tracking benchmarks.
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2 KronLSTM

In Subsection 2.1, we introduce the Kronecker Delta Rule and analyze its memory dynamics, and
in Subsection 2.2, the Kronecker Delta Rule is embedded in the KronLSTM sequence-mixer block.

2.1 Kronecker Delta Rule

Linear attention update rules for matrix memory. Linear attention (Katharopoulos et al., 2020) compresses
the context into a matrix memory .S that is updated per token and read out per query,

Siir = S+ vk!, ko= Sq = vi(kla), (1)

1<t

with S; € R >k keys k; and queries g; in R and values v; in R% . Therefore, S is an associative memory
(Anderson, 1972; Kohonen, 1972) with a Hebbian rule, i.e., an outer product update rule. Modern linear
attention architectures like XLSTM (Beck et al., 2024), Mamba (Dao and Gu, 2024; Gu and Dao, 2024; Lahoti
etal., 2026), RWKV-5 and 6 (Peng et al., 2024) rely on these associative memories equipped with gates and
transformations. The memory growth is controlled by a forget gate, which stabilizes the memory dynamics.

In contrast, the Delta Rule (Schlag et al., 2021; Widrow and Hoff, 1960) corrects the memory with the difference
of the retrieval to the current value when writing into the memory

Siy1 = S — Bi(Sike —vi) k{ = Si(I - Bikik)) + Bk, (2)

with step size 5;. Each step is gradient descent on % |Sik: — vy 2, and the transition I — Bikik,/ is a generalized
Householder matrix, which admits chunkwise-parallel training (Yang et al., 2024).

The two rules differ in how an association, once stored, is changed. The Hebbian write of (1) is additive, so
the memory grows with the sequence and an earlier value can be buried by later writes but never revised. The
delta rule (2) revises: it removes the value currently stored at k; before writing v;. The correction, however,
proceeds along (Sik; — v;)k,' , a direction determined by the current memory content, so values stored at keys
that overlap with k; are affected as well. We aim at an error-correcting write that acts solely on the pair (k¢, vy).

Kronecker Delta Rule. Let S; € R%*% be the memory matrix, k; € R% and v; € R% the key and value at
step £, c; € R a target and j3; a step size. The scalar v,' Syk; measures how strongly the memory associates k;
with v;. The Kronecker Delta Rule corrects this scalar towards the target along the outer product of the pair as
follows

Siy1 = S — 51;(’UtTStkt - ct) vtk'tT =5 — Bt(vtTStkt) UtktT + Bic vtktT. 3)
\w—/
erase write

In place of the d,-dimensional residual S;k; — v, of the delta rule, a scalar is corrected, and the direction vtk:;r
of the correction is determined by the input pair alone without utilizing the memory content. A target c; = 1
stores each association with unit strength, while ¢; = 0 erases it. The target ¢; may depend on the input, i.e.,
serves as a gate, so that what is written becomes input-dependent. The right-hand side of (3) separates the
update into an erase and a write term, both scaled by ;. Choosing the target ¢; = ¢,/ removes the step size
from the write, so that 5, alone determines how much of the stored association is erased and ¢; alone how much
is written. KronLLSTM uses this form, with both quantities computed from the input as gates (Section 2.2).

Properties of the Kronecker Delta Rule. (i) Error correction (see Appendix Property A2 and Property A6).
An update is a step of gradient descent with step size 5; on %(vtT Sk, — ct)2. Re-presenting the same pair
gives v Syy1ky — ¢ = (v Stk — 1) (1 — By ll@t||?), so it contracts the error iff 0 < f; < 2/ ||a;||?, and the
Newton step 3; = 1/ ||a;||* meets the target in a single update; for ¢; = 0 this deletes the association. (ii) Delta
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Rule in vectorized form (see Appendix Property A7). With the Kronecker product a; = k; ® v; = vec(vik,' )

and the vectorized memory s = vec(S), we have v} Sk; = a/ s and ||a;||* = ||k ||v¢]|, and (3) becomes

St+1 = (I — Bt atatT) st + Brcrat, 4)

the Widrow—Hoff Delta Rule (Widrow and Hoff, 1960) with input a; and target c;, which gives the rule its name.
The transition factor is a generalized Householder matrix that does not depend on ¢;, so the chunkwise-parallel
formulation of DeltaNet (Yang et al., 2024) applies with a; in place of k;, the target entering only the driving
term. For S ||a;||* € (1,2) the transition factor has a negative eigenvalue, the idea behind the state-tracking
capabilities of Delta Rule models (Grazzi et al., 2025).

(iii) Interference (see Appendix Property A9). For any other stored pair (k;,v;), the update changes the

association by
A(U:Skz) = —ﬁt (vtTStkt — Ct) ('UiT’Ut) (kﬁ;rkiz) 5 (5)

the product of value overlap and key overlap. Orthogonality in either factor protects a stored association, whereas
the Hebbian and the Delta rule interference is controlled by key overlap alone.

(iv) Capacity (see Appendix Property A11). Each triple (k¢, v, ¢;) imposes one linear constraint a: s=c
on the dyd, entries of S, so up to djd, scalar associations can be stored exactly when the features {a;} are
linearly independent, against dy, value vectors for Sk; = v;. In particular, a single key can hold several mutually
orthogonal values, which the read-out Sk returns as their sum. See Appendix A3 for more properties and more
details on the above properties.

Convergence, steady state, and memory norm bounds. We will present expected bounds on the memory
norm, which in turn imply stable memory dynamics that obviate numerical instabilities. Memories grow with
the length of the context and the number of vectors or associations to store; therefore long contexts are most
relevant when analyzing memory stability. We model a long context as a stream of i.i.d. triples (k¢, vy, ¢;) ~ p
with fixed step size [ and set

A:=E[aa"] =0, b:=E[ca], s¥°:=A47'b, p:=c—a's" k:=pmax|a;|?, (6)

s0 8™S = argmin g E[(v Sk—c)?] is the least-squares memory and p the irreducible residual, with E[pa] = 0.
Throughout, 0 < £ ]ja;||* < 2, and g3 := 1 — B(2 — £) Amin(A).

Theorem 1 (Unbiased mean and steady state). The expected iterate obeys the exact recursion E[s;11] =
(I — BA)E[s;] + Bb, whose unique fixed point is s5, so HE[St] - SLSHF < 7t HSO - SLSHF with r =
maxy, ‘1 - B/\k(fi)‘ < 1. Moreover the iterates form a time-homogeneous Markov chain on R%*% whose
kernel contracts on laws with finite second moment; by the standard theory of Markov chains on general state
spaces (Meyn and Tweedie, 1993) it has a unique stationary distribution g, the law of Sy converges to it
geometrically from any initialization, and the stationary mean is exactly Er, [S]=S LS

Theorem 1 combines Appendix Theorem A6 and Appendix Theorem A7 which have been proven in Ap-
pendix A3.

Theorem 2 (Memory norm bounds). With A\pin, Amax the extreme eigenvalues of A, the least-squares memory
is sandwiched by the explained target energy,

E[c?] - E[p?]

2 _ Bl - B[

S T am(A) (7

and all its singular values obey the same upper bound; residual energy can only shrink it. In the non-expansive

regime k < 1, the steady state and — started at Sy = 0 — every iterate satisfies

2 Bl
)\min(A)

E 2
Ex [ISI5] < ] ®)

A (A) 2 t/2
~ Amin(A)’ E[”St”F] < (1+qﬁ )

the transient factor decays geometrically from 4 to 1.
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Theorem 2 combines Appendix Theorem A8, Appendix Theorem A9, and Appendix Theorem A10 which are
proven in Appendix A3. From the first step onward, the expected memory of the rule is bounded by a constant
determined by the data distribution alone. More details and theoretical results are given in Appendix A3.

2.2 The KronLSTM architecture

In modern deep learning architectures for sequence modeling, the matrix update rules are stabilized and enhanced
with gating mechanisms. The mLSTM (Beck et al., 2024) places the Hebbian write (1) under a sigmoid forget
gate and an exponential input gate, and Gated DeltaNet (Yang et al., 2025) decays the memory of (2) by a scalar
before the correction,

Sii1 = 6.8 + vk, Si1 = 68, (I - Bikik)) + Bruk, . 9)

Kimi Delta Attention (Kimi Team et al., 2025) makes the decay (key) channel-wise, and Gated DeltaNet-2
(Hatamizadeh et al., 2026) replaces the single 3; by separate channel-wise erase and write gates. KronLSTM
proceeds in the same way: the step size B; and the target ¢; of (3) become gates computed from the input; a
forget gate decays the memory, and the rule is embedded in the projections, short convolutions, normalizations,
and output gate of a standard sequence-mixer layer. All quantities below are per head, with key and value
dimensions dj, and d,,; we suppress the head index and write «; € R? for the layer input at step ¢.

KronLSTM update. The forget gate is a diagonal matrix F; with diagonal entries in (0, 1). It acts on the key
dimension and hence decays the memory from the right, S; F}, retaining each key direction separately. We use
target ¢, = ¢;/[; to decouple erase and write. The erase term of (3) is evaluated on the decayed memory S F;.
We obtain

Si11 = SiF, — Bt(UtTStFt kt) UtktT + ¢ UtktT, (10)
forget erase write

so that forgetting, erasing, and writing are controlled by three separate gates, F;, B¢ and ¢;. The standard coupled
and the unit-target variant ¢; = 1 are compared in Appendix A6, Table A3.

Gates. The erase gate 3; and the write gate ¢; are per-head scalars obtained from linear projections of the
input followed by a sigmoid,

B = a(wgmt + bﬁ) € (0,1), = a('w;rmt + bc) € (0,1), (11)

both bounded by construction. The diagonal vector f; of the forget gate F; = diag(f;) is obtained by raising
a sigmoid gate to a learned positive per-head power, following the parameterization of Mamba (Gu and Dao,
2024) and Gated DeltaNet-2 (Hatamizadeh et al., 2026)

fi = o(—(s)r)* = (1 — O'((Sf)t))a, (sf)e = Wray + by € R%, o= exp(aiog) € R>o, (12)

where aj, s a single learned scalar per head, broadcast over the d, key dimensions, and the exponent is taken
component-wise. The sigmoid sets retention separately for each key direction as a function of the input. At
the same time, the exponent rescales the head’s retention horizon by 1/a, so that heads can operate at widely
different timescales without high pre-activations. Since ajog is learned in log space, the baseline retention
timescale spans orders of magnitude across heads, while within a head the per-direction variation comes entirely
from the input. The read-out is gated by a sigmoid output gate o; = o (Wox; + b,) € (0,1)%.

KronLSTM block. Queries, keys, and values are linear projections of x;, each followed by a short causal
depthwise convolution and a SiLU activation, and are then ¢3-normalized with g, k; € R% and v; € R%.
The memory S; € R *dk jg updated by (10) and read with the query, ﬁt = Siq: € R% . The read-out passes
through the sigmoid output gate and a per-head RMSNorm, and the concatenated heads are mixed by the output
projection,

hi = Wy RMSNorm(o; ® hy).
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Figure 3: Architecture of the KronLSTM block.

With /5-normalized keys and values and a sigmoid 3;, we have 3; HktH2 Hth2 = [ < 1, so every update is
non-expansive and the memory operates in the regime of Theorem 2; the forget gate, with entries below one,
only contracts it further. The architecture of the KronLSTM block is shown in Figure 3. It carries no state
besides the memories S; of its heads: there is no normalizer state and no stabilizer state as in the mLSTM.
KronL.STM can serve as a drop-in replacement for the attention layer in a Transformer block, analogous to
mLSTM and sLSTM in the xLSTM architecture.

3 Experimental Validation

We experimentally validate the KronLSTM architecture on different benchmarks with a focus on language
modeling tasks. We compare KronLSTM with the following recurrent linear attention architectures: Gated
DeltaNet (GDN) (Yang et al., 2025), Kimi Delta Attention (KDA) (Kimi Team et al., 2025), Mamba-3 (Lahoti
et al., 2026), and Gated DeltaNet-2 (GDN-2) (Hatamizadeh et al., 2026). Recent deployments of linear attention
in frontier models follow two hybrid-setting paradigms: either interleave the linear layers with a small number
of softmax attention layers (Kimi Team et al., 2025; Merrill et al., 2026; NVIDIA, 2025) or use sliding-window
attention (SWA) instead (Cabannes et al., 2026; Hatamizadeh et al., 2026). The advantage of the latter is keeping
the memory footprint constant with respect to the context length. Therefore, we evaluate every architecture
in two settings: as a pure linear attention model, and as a hybrid with SWA layers. For the hybrid setting, we
employ a window size of 2048 at a 5:1 ratio of linear attention to SWA layers. All models are pretrained on the
FineWeb-Edu dataset using the Llama2 tokenizer (Touvron et al., 2023b).

We train at a context of 8k, motivated by previous works (Beck et al., 2025a, 2026; Guo et al., 2026), where the
throughput advantage of linear attention compared to the softmax attention emerges from 8k context onward.
We evaluate the models within and extrapolating outside their context length (Section 3.2). The experiments in
the following sections show 1.5B parameter models trained on 100B tokens. In Appendix A6, we provide a set
of experiments at 400M model size.

3.1 Language Modeling

We assess the performance of KronLSTM compared to leading linear attention variants on standard language
modeling benchmarks, concretely on five commonsense reasoning tasks (HellaSwag (Zellers et al., 2019), PIQA
(Bisk et al., 2020), ARC-easy and ARC-challenge (Clark et al., 2018), WinoGrande (Sakaguchi et al., 2021)) and
on LAMBADA (Paperno et al., 2016), reporting accuracy on all six tasks, their average (Avg-6), and LAMBADA
perplexity. Table 1 shows the results of both linear and hybrid models. Among all competitors, KronLSTM has
the highest average accuracy over the six tasks and the lowest perplexity on LAMBADA. As a linear model,
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KronLLSTM performs best on five out of six tasks and improves on average on the strongest competitor, KDA,
by 1.6 accuracy points. The hybrid setting confirms KronLSTM’s performance advantage, leading on four of
six tasks and achieving the lowest perplexity on LAMBADA. Hybrid models with sliding-window attention
change the averages by at most about one accuracy point. While mLSTM, Mamba-3 and GDN-2 benefit most
from adding SWA, GDN and KDA change only minimally; KronLSTM remains robust, leading among all
configurations.

Table 1: Downstream performance of 1.5B/100B models. Avg-6 is the mean accuracy over the five commonsense
reasoning tasks and LAMBADA. Best per column in bold, second best underlined, separately for linear and
hybrid models.

Model Hella. ~PIQA  ARC-e ARC-c  Wino LMBacc | Avg-61 | LMBppl|
Linear models
GDN 57.00 73.61  70.54 41.04 5722 46.94 57.73 12.58
Mamba-3 57.30  73.01 70.29 40.19  57.46 45.64 57.31 12.95
KDA 5748 7339  71.84 4155 5714 47.35 58.12 12.67
GDN-2 5745 7296  71.13 41.89  57.30 46.92 57.94 12.54
mLSTM 56.05  73.07  71.30 4130  56.99 44.38 57.18 13.87
KronLSTM  59.19 7345  74.03 43.60  60.06 4797 | 5972 | 1172
Hybrid models
GDN 58.46 7274  70.54 4258  56.99 46.63 57.99 12.95
Mamba-3 58.14 7410 7222 43.09  57.30 46.38 58.54 13.01
KDA 57.93 7274  71.04 4121  56.99 47.22 57.85 12.60
GDN-2 58.35 7291 72.64 4275 5888 47.18 58.79 11.85
mLSTM 56.63  72.80  69.74 4258  57.06 45.29 57.35 14.38
KronLSTM  59.80 73.78  71.93 4411 5896 4877 | 59.56 11.18

3.2 Retrieval Capabilities

On long-context tasks, the Kronecker Delta Rule should improve the most over previous update rules, as
interference grows with context length. We assess the performance of KronLSTM on two benchmarks with
different context lengths.

The first benchmark is the real-world recall suite of Arora et al. (2024) (SWDE, SQuAD, FDA, TriviaQA, NQ,
DROP) for 2k context. Results are given in Table 2. KronLSTM has the best average accuracy, and it is the
best method in three out of six tasks in both pure linear attention models and hybrid models. In general, hybrid
models using SWA gain five to nine accuracy points.

The second benchmark is the RULER needle-in-a-haystack (NIAH) tasks (Hsieh et al., 2024) where models
are evaluated at 4k, 8k and 16k context length, with 16k assessing the extrapolation capabilities of the models.
Results are presented in Table 3. Among all linear attention models, KronLSTM is the best or second-best
method across all sequence lengths, except for task S1. KronLSTM has the highest accuracy on S3 and MQ tasks
across all sequence lengths. Among all hybrid models, KronLSTM achieves the highest accuracy (averaged
over all lengths) on all tasks and has the highest accuracy at 16k on each task, confirming its strong long context
capabilities. The improvement of KronLSTM over competitors like Gated DeltaNet is consistent with the
interference analysis of Property A9. On S2 and S3, whose needles are unique sentences embedded in natural
language text, KronLSTM outperforms GDN except for S2 at 16k. For hybrid models, KronLSTM outranks
GDN-2 and Mamba-3 by 15.2 accuracy points on S2 at 4k. KronLSTM’s margin increases on MQ and MV with
sequence length. On MQ, KronLSTM’s lead distance grows from 2.4 to 4.1 accuracy points when increasing the
context from 4k to 16k. On MV, KronLL.STM is 3.5 accuracy points behind the best method, GDN, for 4k context,
while KronLSTM is the leading method for 8k and 16k, with a 1.1 and 3.8 accuracy point lead, respectively.
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Table 2: Results for 1.5B models on the real-world recall suite, given in accuracies for 2k context length. Best
per column in bold, second best underlined.

Model SWDE SQD FDA TQA NQ DROP ‘ Avg-6 T
Linear models
GDN 28.62 37.33 14.79 60.49 16.47 21.18 29.81
Mamba-3 27.54 35.86 11.43 59.18 15.39 21.03 28.41
KDA 25.83 37.30 12.98 62.14 16.31 20.46 29.17
GDN-2 29.70 36.29 14.43 60.07 15.90 19.93 29.39
mLSTM 27.54 36.96 11.98 59.77 15.11 21.37 28.79
KronLSTM 30.87 39.28 15.34 61.61 15.46 19.31 30.31
Hybrid models
GDN 43.20 40.58 23.59 61.91 17.90 24.44 35.27
Mamba-3 42.84 44.67 29.22 63.92 17.26 23.86 36.96
KDA 42.30 42.79 30.04 61.02 18.12 21.80 36.01
GDN-2 43.38 42.19 28.31 60.84 17.36 23.05 35.85
mLSTM 46.08 43.47 27.77 59.66 17.29 23.96 36.37

KronLSTM 46.89 43.57 27.86  64.51 18.82 22.76 ‘ 37.40

For longer contexts, the memory updates of GDN more frequently interfere with already stored content and
perturb it, resulting in more degraded performance at 16k. In contrast, the Kronecker Delta Rule is less invasive
and performs better at longer contexts. The exception is S1, where KronLSTM underperforms. S1 is the most
artificial task with frequently repeated noise sentences, which is unrealistic for real-world text. We attribute
the performance drop of the KronLSTM in this task to the residual accumulation for recurring keys. Hybrid
models with SWA have a considerably smaller S1 accuracy, except KronLSTM. The hybrid models containing
the baseline linear attention layers reach at most 51.8, 26.6, and 12.6 accuracy for 4k, 8k, and 16k context
length, respectively. These accuracies closely match the fraction of the context covered by the attention window,
indicating that the needle is primarily retrieved when it lies within the window, with Mamba-3 and mLSTM
dropping to zero at 16k. The results suggest limited reliance on the recurrent architecture’s memory. KronLSTM
exceeds these accuracies on average across all context lengths and achieves the best performance across all six
tasks at 16k. Section 3.3 examines how these methods perform after context extension.

3.3 Long Context Extension

In applications, language models do not extrapolate to longer context but are trained on them, typically by
continued pretraining at increased context length (Fu et al., 2024; Gao et al., 2024). This stage unlocks retrieval
far beyond the original pretraining length (Fu et al., 2024). Linear attention models have no positional encoding
to adapt; rather, they must learn to keep more associations over longer time spans. We therefore branch the
1.5B linear KronLSTM and GDN-2 runs at 75B tokens and train them for the remaining 25B tokens at a
sequence length of 32k on a long-document mixture derived from ProLong-64K (Gao et al., 2024), so that the
context-length-extended models are token-matched to the 100B models of the previous sections. GDN-2 serves
as a reference model in this experiment since it also decouples erase and write. Further details on training are
described in Appendix A7.1. Table 4 shows the commonsense reasoning, LAMBADA, and recall results of the
extended models. Both models benefit from length extension on the reasoning and recall tasks, and perplexity
improves by about 4 perplexity points. KronL.STM keeps its lead: it has the higher average accuracy and the
lower perplexity, and it is better on five of the six recall tasks.
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Table 3: Results of 1.5B models on the NIAH tasks for 8k pretraining context and 4k, 8k, and 16k evaluation
context. S1-S3: S-NIAH-1/2/3; MK: MK-NIAH-1; MQ: MQ-NIAH; MV: MV-NIAH. Best per task and length

in bold, second best underlined, separately for linear and hybrid models.

Linear models Hybrid models
Model Len. S1 S2  S3 MK MQ MV ‘ S1 S2 S3 MK MQ MV
4k 100.0 96.0 54.8 28.0 44.8 468 | 51.8 52.6 21.8 31.0 40.6 383
GDN 8k 100.0 45.6 13.0 24.0 212 235266 312 222 246 17.8 1838
16k 99.2 178 54 178 86 138 | 12.6 168 3.6 184 69 838
4k 92.0 682 264 268 200 184|516 56.0 302 344 19.1 213
Mamba-3 8k 59.0 270 54 206 42 36 |266 312 150 242 10.7 224
16k 280 136 30 134 53 45|00 00 00 00 00 00
4k 99.8 894 12.0 20.8 184 19.1 | 51.8 558 314 448 33.0 425
KDA 8 99.0 354 11.6 158 133 133|266 312 50 228 163 228
16k 936 142 16 118 3.1 57 | 126 168 44 172 31 11.7
4k 100.0 72.8 502 26.6 284 38.1 | 51.8 56.0 45.6 51.8 332 405
GDN-2 8k 99.8 446 154 17.6 134 214|266 312 18.8 254 232 227
16k 996 82 42 72 27 51| 74 166 60 176 3.0 128
4k 924 892 14 270 225 19.7|51.8 56.0 30.6 49.0 219 38.0
mLSTM 8k 41.6 494 24 262 57 124|266 312 168 268 149 24.6
16k 17.8 226 20 154 50 69 |126 06 00 00 04 038
4k 662 982 734 282 472 433|648 712 512 51.0 38.8 44.5
KronLSTM 8k 29.4 604 204 234 248 24.6 | 336 350 174 28.6 23.1 2138
16k 11.6 160 11.8 16.0 12.7 17.6 | 162 174 7.0 21.0 122 13.2

Table 4: Long-context (32k) extension results for GDN-2 and KronLSTM models. Avg-6 is the mean accuracy
of the five reasoning tasks plus LAMBADA acc; the remaining columns give accuracy on the real-world recall
suite evaluated at 2048 tokens. The best per column is in bold.

Model Avg-67 LMBppl| | SWDE SQD FDA TQA NQ DROP | Recall avg 1
Linear models

GDN-2 58.75 8.36 2961 3639 19.60 60.19 14.54 19.36 29.95

KronLSTM  60.19 7.66 31.68 39.88 18.15 60.37 1536 21.03 31.08
Hybrid models

GDN-2 59.32 8.27 4041 4095 3040 6250 1524 21.75 35.21

KronLSTM  60.10 7.64 46.08 44.10 2396 63.39 16.95 22.90 36.23

Results for context extension at the RULER tasks are given in Figure 4 and Table A4. As expected, KronLSTM
shows its advantage by extending the training context length. While both architectures perform strongly on
single-needle retrieval at shorter contexts, KronLSTM increasingly outperforms GDN-2 on the more challenging
NIAH tasks, ranging from 8k to 32k. At 16k, this advantage is particularly pronounced on S-3 and MV, with
KronLSTM leading on most tasks except S1, where GDN-2 remains stronger. At 32k, KronLSTM maintains
its lead across all five tasks, although both architectures experience a substantial drop in retrieval accuracy
compared to 16k. The gap between the two models widens with haystack size, as predicted by the interference
analysis in Section 2.1: longer contexts accumulate more interference, and KronLSTM’s update rule suffers less

of it.
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Figure 4: GDN-2 and KronLSTM results on NIAH for 32k context extension for linear and SWA-hybrid models.

3.4 State Tracking Capabilities

KronLSTM can perform state tracking by setting 8; = 20(wﬁTa:t +bg) € (0,2), as described in Grazzi et al.
(2025) for DeltaNet. We evaluate KronLSTM’s state tracking capabilities on parity, S5 permutation, and modulo
arithmetic. We train up to sequence length 128 and evaluate up to 1024. Figure 5 shows that KronLSTM has
similar state tracking capabilities as Gated DeltaNet on the parity and S3 tasks, both ahead of Mamba-3, which
wins on modulo arithmetic.
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Figure 5: State tracking results for Gated DeltaNet (GDN), Mamba-3, and KronLSTM.

3.5 Training Efficiency

Figure 6 reports end-to-end training throughput of the

purely linear 1.5B models on a single NVIDIA H100 @ 601

(80 GB), following Hatamizadeh et al. (2026): each step é

processes 16,384 tokens, split from 2K x8 to 16Kx 1 (se- £ 501

quence length x batch size), and all models share the same g i

training stack. KronLSTM reaches 36.8-44.5K tokens/s, 5 401 \
11-18% more than GDN-2 at every shape and within 4-8% = :
of KDA up to 8K x2. GDN, whose scalar decay admits the T 304

cheapest kernels, remains the fastest. Throughput is nearly 2kx8 4kcxd 8kx2 16kx1
flat while a step holds at least two sequences; at 16K x 1 Sequence length x batch

all models slow down, since the inter-chunk recurrence
parallelizes only over sequences and heads.

GDN KDA —e— GDN-2 —a— KronLSTM

Figure 6: Training throughput of KronLSTM
against baselines on a single H100-80GB.
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4 Conclusion

We have introduced the Kronecker Delta Rule, an update rule for associative matrix memories that corrects a
scalar association along a single direction, and KronLSTM, which embeds this rule in a gated linear attention
mixer. We proved that the memory dynamics converge to a unique steady state and that the expected memory
norm is bounded at every step. KronLSTM has the best average accuracy on commonsense reasoning and
real-world recall, both as a linear model and as a hybrid. Averaged over the context lengths, it is the best
or second-best linear model on every natural-text RULER task, and on S1 it is the only one that retrieves
needles beyond the sliding attention window in hybrid models. After extending the context to 32k, KronLSTM
outperforms GDN-2 on all natural-text retrieval tasks from 16k onward. Future work includes scaling up
KronLSTM and training hybrid models containing full softmax attention layers.
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The Kronecker Delta Rule and the KronLSTM architecture originated with the authors without Al assistance.
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Appendices

A1l Notation Table

Definition Symbol Type
Scalars and dimensions

time step (token index) t N

key and query dimension per head dg N

value dimension per head dy N

layer input dimension d N

number of stored associations (App.) n N

step size / erase gate Bt (0,1)

fixed step size (theory) B Rso
target / write gate ct (0,1) in Sec. 2.2, R in Sec. 2.1
decoupled target ¢t = ¢t /Bt R~ (unbounded)
normalized step size k= Bmax; ||a;||? (0,2)
irreducible residual p=c—a R
contraction factor of the mean r [0,1)
second-moment contraction factor g =1 — B(2 — K)Amin(A) [0,1)
extreme eigenvalues of A min, Amax Rso
forget-gate exponent o = exp(ajog) Rso

scalar read-out ht = vtT Stk R

residual P =yt — ¢t R

relaxation w = B |ke]* oI (0,2)
driving-noise energy o2 =E[p? ||a,||2} R>q
Vectors

layer input Tt R?

query, key qs, ket R

value v Rdv
Kronecker feature at =kt QUi = Vec(’utk:tT) Rk dv
vectorized memory st = vec(St) Rk dv
least-squares memory (vectorized) s =A-1p R%kdv

cross moment b =Elca] Rérdv
forget-gate vector fi (0,1)%
forget-gate pre-activation (sf)t R

output gate o¢ (0,1)%
memory read-out h: = Stq: Rdv

block output Yt R4

Matrices

memory matrix S Rdv X dg
forget gate F; = diag(fy) Rk X dg
feature second moment A =Elaa] Rérdexdrdy
least-squares memory SLS R%v X dk
stationary covariance (App.) \Z Rk dv Xdjdy

transition factor (App.)

Rk dov X djedoy

Parameters

erase-gate weights and bias wg, bg R4 R
write-gate weights and bias We, be Rd, R
forget-gate weights and bias Wre, by Rdkxd Rdk
output-gate weights and bias Wo, b, RévXd Rdv
output projection Wout RAxHdy (H undefined)
log forget exponent Qlog R (per head)
Distributions and operators

distribution of triples (k, v, ¢) P distribution
stationary distribution T3 law on R%kdv
logistic sigmoid o() R — (0,1)
Kronecker product, vectorization ®, vec

element-wise product ®

Table Al: Notation used throughout the paper and the appendix.
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A2 Related Work

To the best of our knowledge, no existing work uses exactly this update that is a scalar bilinear read-out v ' Sk
regressed onto the constant target 1. The established delta-rule linear attention family uses the vector read-out
Sk — v. The rule studied here is therefore the bilinear-readout, scalar-target member of the delta-rule. The
constraints are <va, S >F = 1 rather than Sk = v.

A2.1 Long Short-Term Memory

KronLSTM belongs to the xXLSTM (Beck et al., 2024) family that revisits LSTM (Hochreiter, 1991; Hochreiter
and Schmidhuber, 1997) for the era of large language models (LLMs) with two modifications: exponential
gating and a redesigned memory. mL.STM replaces the scalar cell state by a matrix memory and drops memory
mixing, making the recurrence fully parallelizable over the sequence. mLSTM enables recurrent LLMs with
fast, constant-memory inference at scale (Beck et al., 2025a), and Beck et al. (2026) establish scaling behavior
competitive with Transformers at linear time complexity. xLSTM has also been applied to language modeling
(Beck et al., 2025b), vision (Alkin et al., 2025), biological and chemical sequences (Schmidinger et al., 2025),
and robotics (Schmied et al., 2025).

The matrix memory of mLSTM can be viewed as a classical correlation-based associative memory (Anderson,
1972; Kohonen, 1972) embedded within LSTM-style gating. In addition to providing an efficient mechanism
for storing and retrieving associations, the exponential gates allow mLSTM to revise storage decisions. This
distinguishes mLSTM from purely accumulative linear attention mechanisms. KronLSTM follows this line of
research by retaining the matrix memory and the ability to revise storage decisions, while introducing a different
memory-update rule.

A central challenge of recurrent architectures with growing memory is maintaining stable memory dynamics
over long sequences. The original LSTM uses a bounded squashing function for the exposed cell state, while
xLSTM introduces a normalizer state and a stabilizer state to control the scale of its matrix memory and retrievals.
However, normalization based on ratios of large quantities can lead to numerical and optimization difficulties,
particularly in large networks (Beck et al., 2025b). MC-LSTM (Hoedt et al., 2021) instead redistributes its cell
state with column-stochastic matrices, which conserve mass and never amplify the state. These considerations
motivate alternative matrix-memory update rules that retain memory revision while providing stable memory
dynamics. The Kronecker Delta Rule addresses this issue and provides convergence to a steady-state distribution
with a norm-bounded memory in expectation. Furthermore, KronLSTM yields advantageous gradient flow over
time compared with mLSTM (Hochreiter et al., 2000).

A2.2 The delta-rule linear attention family

The direct ancestor is the fast weight programmer perspective of Schlag et al. (2021), who introduced the
delta-rule write Sy, 1 = S; — 3 (S¢ky —v;) k; into linear attention (Katharopoulos et al., 2020), building on the
fast-weight programmers of the early 1990s (Schmidhuber, 1992). Yang et al. (2024) (DeltaNet) made this rule
hardware-efficient by exploiting the WY representation of the resulting products of generalized Householder
matrices. This is exactly the product structure the bilinear rule inherits, with the Kronecker product k; ® v, taking
the role of k;. Subsequent extensions include Gated DeltaNet (Yang et al., 2025), which adds a scalar forget
gate a;Sy; RWKV-7 (Peng et al., 2025), which employs a generalized delta rule with a decoupled in-context
learning rate; and DeltaProduct (Siems et al., 2025), which applies multiple Householder factors per token
to improve state tracking. This is directly relevant to the negative-eigenvalue regime 3 ||a;||* € (1,2) of the
transition factors I — Ba;a, , which allows state-tracking.

A2.3 The online-learning perspective

Longhorn (Liu et al., 2025) derives state-space recurrences explicitly as closed-form solutions of per-token
online learning objectives; the bilinear rule fits this template with the objective % (v Sk — 1)%. Test-time
training (TTT) layers (Sun et al., 2024) and Titans (Behrouz et al., 2025) treat the memory as a model trained by
gradient descent at inference time. Most relevant as a unifying framework is the Miras taxonomy of Behrouz
et al. (2026), which classifies memory architectures by their attentional-bias objective, retention mechanism,
and optimizer. The new bilinear rule occupies a new place of that taxonomy: it is a bilinear attentional bias
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with a constant scalar target. A recent related observation is that test-time training with key—value binding is
secretly linear attention (Liu et al., 2026). The mesa-optimization line (von Oswald et al., 2023) provides the
complementary least-squares-solver perspective on such layers.

A2.4 Classical update and learning rules

When vectorized, the rule is the Widrow—Hoff LMS /delta rule (Widrow and Hoff, 1960) applied to the
Kronecker product input a; = k; ® v; with target 1. The stability range § [|a¢||* € (0, 2) is the classical LMS
step-size condition. The projection interpretation is Kaczmarz’s method (Kaczmarz, 1937): with the Newton
step 8* = 1/(||k||* ||v||?), the update is the orthogonal projection onto the hyperplane {8 : (vkT, S>F =1},
and general [ gives relaxed projections. The modern convergence theory, including the linear rate under
random sampling of constraints, is due to Strohmer and Vershynin (2009). The connections between Kaczmarz
iterations, stochastic gradient descent, and learning are surveyed by Chen (2018). Fejér monotonicity and
relaxed projection methods are standard in the projection-methods literature (Cegielski, 2012).

A2.5 Relation to cognitive and neuroscience

Because S scores key—value pairs rather than retrieving values, the closest relative in the cognitive and
neuroscience literature is familiarity (recognition) memory: the anti-Hebbian model of familiarity discrimination
in perirhinal cortex of Bogacz and Brown (2003) shows that scoring memories attain a far higher capacity than
retrieval memories, which is the same d?-versus-d capacity separation derived for the bilinear rule. The classical
retrieval-side background is given by correlation matrix memories (Anderson, 1972; Kohonen, 1972) for the
Hebbian write, and by delta-rule / pseudoinverse associative memories for capacity under Widrow—Hoff learning
(Prados and Kak, 1989).

A3 Kronecker Delta Rule: Setting, Name, Properties
A3.1 Setup and notation.

We use the notation of the main paper (Section 2.1), specialized to dy, = d,, =: d as in our experiments (where
dgr, = dy); the general d, x dj, case is identical with d? replaced by djd,. Let S; € R4 pe the memory
matrix, k; € R? the key and v; € R? the value at step ¢, ¢; € R a scalar target, and 3; a step size. The scalar
vtT Stk measures how strongly the memory associates k; with v;; the Kronecker Delta Rule corrects it towards
the target c; along the outer product v;k, ,

Sir1 = Si — Bi(v) Stk — i) viky (A1)

which is Eq. (3) of the main paper. For the analysis, we abbreviate the scalar read-out and its residual,
Yp = vtT Sik; (scalar read-out), (A2)
P = Yy — ¢ (residual), (A3)

so that the update reads compactly Sy11 = St — 5¢ 1t vtktT . The target sequence c; subsumes different variants:
¢t = 1 is the basic Kronecker Delta Rule with target 1, ¢; = ¢ > 0 the Constant-Target Kronecker Delta Rule,
¢; = ||vg||* the Norm-Target Kronecker Delta Rule, and ¢; = ||k¢|| ||v¢|| the Double-Norm-Target Kronecker
Delta Rule. The target c; may also be produced by a gate or a network, so that what is written becomes itself
input-dependent. Throughout we use v ' Sk = TI(S k'vT) = <va, S>F.
A3.2 Name Kronecker Delta Rule

We use the Kronecker product
a; = ki @v; (A4)

in a vectorized update rule. a; is a vector of length d?, where the vector v; is multiplied by each component
2
of k; and then stacked to one vector. However, we have vk = v, @ k. Let s = vec(S) € R and
2
a: =k @ v; € R, so that 'utT Sk; = atT s. The rule becomes

sir1 = (I—Baa;) s+ Beray, (A5)
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which is exactly Delta Rule with Kronecker product input a,; and target c;.

A3.3 Properties

Property A1 (Memory Space is Hilbert Space and Kronecker Update Rule is a Projection onto a Hyperplane).
The memory space R**? is a Hilbert space endowed with the Frobenius inner product

(X,Y)p = Tr (XTY> ,
where X, Y € R™?. Hence the target condition
'vtT Sk = ¢
is a hyperplane in this Hilbert space. The update
Siy1 = 85— p (vtTStkt - Ct) ’Utk:

is a orthogonal projection onto it, if

5= 1

el lvell5
The update
St+1 = St — ,6 (vtTStk:t — Ct) ’UtkitT

is a relaxed orthogonal projection onto it, with relaxation parameter

2 2
wy = Bke]l3 [|ve]]5 -

Property A2 (Exact online gradient descent: a bilinear delta rule with target c¢;). The rule (A1) is stochastic
gradient descent with step size 3 on the instantaneous loss

Lt(S) = % (UJSkt - Ct)2, VS Lt(S) = (’U:Skt — Ct) ’Utk:. (A6)

It differs from DeltaNet, which performs SGD on % ||Sky — ’Ut||2 with update Sy11 = Sy — B(Sitky — 'vt)k:::
there the target is the vector vy (imposing d constraints per pair), whereas here the target is the scalar c; and the
pair (ky, vy) jointly forms the input, imposing a single bilinear constraint 'v;'— Sk = ¢ per pair.

Property A3 (Superposition: the memory is linear in the target sequence). For a fixed pair sequence (k, vt)thl

and step size [3, the map from the target sequence ¢ = (c1, . .., cr) to the final memory St(c) with Sy = 0 is
linear:
ST(C + CI) = ST(C) + ST(C/), ST(a C) = ST(C) ) (A7)
explicitly, with a; = ky Q@ vy,
T T
vec (ST(C)) =p Z ct H (I — BaTaI)] a;. (A8)
t=1 T=t+1

Memories written with different target sequences over the same pairs superpose exactly. The pure-gain
homogeneity of the constant-target rule ( SISC) = chl) ) is the special case ¢ = c1. The pair sequence
determines where the memory can write (the reachable subspace span{ai,...,ar} and the interference
pattern); the target sequence linearly selects what is written into it.

Property A4 (Per-step reparameterization to the unit target). For every step with ¢ # 0, rule (A1) with pair
(K¢, v¢) and step coincides exactly with the unit-target rule applied to the rescaled value vy = vy /¢y with the
time-varying effective step 3; = B c:

S—B(v'Sk—c)vk" = S~ (v Sk—1)vk'. (A9)

In contrast to the constant-target case, the effective step size now varies over time, so the time-varying rule is
not globally a reparameterized unit-target rule; steps with c; = 0 have no unit-target counterpart at all (see
Property A5 (iii)).
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Property AS (Distinguished targets). Three choices of c; are structurally special.

1. (i) Norm target, ¢; = ||v;||*. The residual becomes the value-projected retrieval error 1y = v, (Sik; — v;);
every exact retrieval memory (Sk; = v;) satisfies all constraints, and in the autoassociative case ky = vy
the identity S = I is a universal fixed point.

(ii) Correlation target, c; = 'vtT ki. The identity S = I is a universal fixed point even heteroassociatively:
v Ik = vk for all pairs. The rule then learns deviations of the bilinear map from the standard inner
product, i.e. S is naturally parameterized around the identity, and the read-out v' Sk — v k measures the
learned (in-context) part of the similarity.

(iii) Erasure target, ¢; = 0. The update drives v} Sk; — 0: with the Newton step 3* = 1/(||k¢||? ||v¢||?) the
association is deleted in one shot, while every read-out with k' L k; or v’ L v, is exactly unchanged. Hence,
¢, = 0 is a targeted unlearning of a single key—value binding. Alternating write targets (¢, # 0) and erasure
targets (¢; = 0) turns the memory into an editable scalar store (see also Property A10 on overwriting).

Property A6 (One-step error contraction and stability range for 5). The target never enters the homogeneous
part of the dynamics. Re-reading with the same pair and the same target after one update,

v Spiike = yo— By |[ke|? ol (A10)
=] Sk~ = y—c— Bre |Kki)? [Joel)? (A1)
=11 = 1= By lke? ol (A12)
= = (1= 8 kel Joel?) 7 (A13)

where 1411 is computed for the same (ky, vy, ¢i). The residual contracts if and only if

- 2
2 27
[[Fee | [lvt]

< pB (A14)

and the loss shrinks by the factor (1 — 3 ||ki||* ||v|? )2. Since Ly is quadratic along the ray S — nr, vk, ,,

the choice )

= ——— (A15)
e ]|

is a Newton step: the constraint v, Sk; = c; is interpolated exactly in one update, for every value of c;.

Property A7 (Delta Rule / Widrow—Hoff LMS in vectorized form). Let s = vec(S) € R% and a; =k @v; €
R the Kronecker product, so that v, Sky = a] s and ||a|* = ||k¢||* ||ve||>. The rule becomes

St+1 = (I - ﬁathT) st + Berayg, (A16)

which is exactly the Widrow—Hoff LMS/delta rule with input a; and target c;. This is the classical setting of LMS,
which regresses a time-varying desired signal onto the input. The transition matrix I — Baa; does not depend
on c;: it has eigenvalue 1 — 3 ||a||* on span(ay) and eigenvalue 1 on the orthogonal complement (dimension
d? —1). Unrolling the recurrence,

T

T T
st = [[(I—Baa))s0 + ﬂth[ 11 (1_5%@:)]%, (A17)

t=1 t=1 T=t+1

gives the same product-of-generalized-Householder structure as DeltaNet. Hence, the WY-representation /
chunkwise-parallel training techniques apply verbatim with a; = k; ® v in place of ks, and the targets c;
enter only the driving (inhomogeneous) term. Expressivity consequence: for 3 ||at||2 € (1,2) the factor has
a negative eigenvalue (reaching —1 at 3 ||a;||* = 2), the same mechanism that gives DeltaNet-style models
state-tracking power beyond linear RNNs restricted to nonnegative eigenvalues. This is independent of the
target sequence.
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Property A8 (Homogeneous part of the update in non-expansive). For 3 ||a,||* € [0, 2] every factor I — Ba,a)
has spectral norm at most 1, so the homogeneous part of the recurrence never amplifies and || S || cannot blow
up. In contrast the Hebbian write S;11 = Sy + 'utk:tT of vanilla linear attention leads to states that grow without
bound. Moreover, the update is surgical: it modifies S only along the rank-one direction 'vtk:;r . For any test pair
with k' L k, or v’ L v, the read-out v'" Sk’ is exactly unchanged.

Property A9 (Doubly gated interference). For a previously stored pair (k;,v;), an update with (k;, vy, c;)
perturbs the stored read-out by

A(v] Ski) = — B (v ve) (k) k), (A18)

i.e. interference is proportional to the product of the key overlap and the value overlap. Orthogonality in either
factor suffices to protect a memory, which is a milder interference profile than the Hebbian rule (crosstalk from
key overlap alone) and than DeltaNet (gated by key overlap only). The formula is target-independent, since
the target enters only through the residual ri. Consequently, writes whose read-out is already correct (ry = 0)
cause no interference at all, regardless of c;.

Property A10 (Relaxed Kaczmarz iteration, Fejér monotonicity, convergence, and overwriting). The constraint
v] Sk; = c¢; defines the hyperplane H; = {S : <vtk;r, S>F = ¢t} in R¥4 with Frobenius geometry. With
B = B* the update (A1) is the orthogonal projection onto Hy, general 3 gives a relaxed projection. In contrast
to a constant target, consistency of the system {'vzT Sk; = c;}i is now a genuine condition: it holds if and only
if the target vector (c;); lies in the range of the matrix stacking the rows aiT. In particular, this always holds,
whenever the {a;} are linearly independent (at most d* of them). If the system is consistent, then for every
solution S* and any B € [0, 2/ ||at||2],

1Si+1 — S* g < ISt — S™|p (Fejér monotonicity), (A19)

and cycling or randomly sampling over the pairs converges linearly to a solution, at a rate governed by the
smallest singular value of the stacked a;-r. From Sy = 0 the limit is the minimum-Frobenius-norm solution. The
canonical inconsistent case is a repeated pair with a changed target, (k,v, ¢) followed later by (k, v, ") with
c # c: the two hyperplanes are parallel, and the iteration resolves the conflict by overwriting. The contraction
of Property A6 drives the read-out to the most recent target, in one shot for B = B*. In expectation over a
stationary distribution of triples (k, v, c), the fixed-point condition is

E[(a's-c)a] =0, (A20)

the normal equation of the least-squares regression of the target c on the feature a = k ® v: the memory is an
online linear regressor that learns, in context, to predict the scalar signal c; from the key—value pair.

Property A11 (Capacity: memory can store d? associations). Each triple (k;,v;, c;) contributes one linear
constraint on the d* parameters of S, so up to d? arbitrary scalars c; can be stored exactly for pairs with linearly
independent {k; @ v;} (d* scalar components). Compare to DeltaNet with goal Sk; = v; that represent d value
vectors. In an orthonormal design ({k;} orthonormal and {v;} orthonormal), the minimum-norm solution has
the closed form

S* = ZCZ‘ 'vik:;r, U;S*ki = ¢ 6ij N (A21)

K2

a target-weighted Hebbian superposition realizing the learned Kronecker delta with per-pair gains. The memory
is thus best understood as a pair-addressed scalar table. It stores a number c; at the address (k;,v;), writes by
rank-one updates, reads by the bilinear probe v' Sk, rewrites by presenting the same pair with a new target,
and deletes via ¢ = 0 (Property A5 (iii)).

Next, we exemplify the fact that KronLSTM can store d? numbers. Assume d orthonormal keys {k1, ..., kq}
and d orthonormal values {vy, ..., v4}. Then we can build d? key-value pairs (k;, v;) with their associated d?
numbers c;;. We set 3 = 1 and start with Sp = 0, then we iteratively update S; with randomly chosen 7 and j:

St+1 = St - ﬁ (U]T St ki — Cij) ’Uj k:ZT . (A22)
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If all pairs (k;,v;) or numbers ¢;; are seen at least once, the update converged. If pair (k;, v;) has already
been used in the update rule, then vaStki = ¢i; and S;11 = S;. Therefore, if all pairs are seen, S; does
not change any more and the update converged. If pair (k;, v;) has NOT been stored, then 'v;r Sik; = 0 and

Siy1 = St + cijv; k:ZT . Therefore, if all pairs (k;, v;) or numbers ¢;; are seen at least once, the memory matrix
St is

d,d
Si = Y cjvkl =VC'KT, (A23)
i=1,j=1
with
K = [ki, ..., ko] eR*? V= [y, ..., 05 eR¥?, C = ()], € RP, (A24)

Since 'v]—»r Sik; = c;j, we can now retrieve d? stored numbers.
We have

c' = V'S K, (A25)

since K and V are orthogonal. The transpose appears because the first index of C' is the key index while the
first index of \S; is the value index.

Property A12 (Norm and energy dynamics). Using <vtk:tT , St>F =1y =71+

ISerlle = 1Sl = =28 7i(re +eo) + B2 [Kell? [lvell®, (A26)

so within the stable range, the state norm stays bounded whenever the constraint system is consistent. This is a
consequence of Fejér monotonicity: the distance to any fixed solution is non-increasing.

Summary. The time-varying-target rule (A1) is the most general member of the Kronecker Delta Rule
family: SGD on the scalar quadratic loss %(vtT Sk; — c;)?, equivalently Widrow—Hoff LMS on the feature
a; = k; ® vy with desired signal ¢;, equivalently relaxed Kaczmarz on the hyperplanes <vtk:tT , S>F = ¢.
The entire analytic framework is target-independent. That comprises stability range and Newton step 5%,
generalized-Householder transition factors with their parallelization and negative-eigenvalue state-tracking
regime, doubly gated interference, Fejér-monotone linear convergence, d? capacity. The targets enter only the
driving term, linearly: memories superpose in (¢;), and in an orthonormal design the memory converges to
the target-weighted Hebbian superposition ) _, ¢;v; k:ZT realizing va Sk; = c; 0;;. Distinguished targets recover
a=lc=cc = HthQ and add two new members: the correlation target c; = v, ky, for which the identity is
a universal fixed point and .S parameterizes learned deviations from the standard inner product, and the erasure
target ¢; = 0, which deletes a single binding in one Newton step. Functionally, .S is a pair-addressed scalar
table with write, read, rewrite, and delete operations, therefore it is an editable d?-slot scalar memory. In the
stochastic view, it is an online in-context regressor of the signal c; on the bilinear feature.

A3.4 Minimally Invasive Memory Revision

The Kronecker Delta Rule is not merely a correction of the addressed association: at the Newton step it is the
smallest possible one, in every sense in which smallness can reasonably be asked for. This section elaborates on
this topic. Throughout, S; € R?*?, the read-out of the pair (k;, v;) is v, S¢ky, the target is ¢;, and

T = UtT Stkt — Ct (A27)
is the residual that should be pushed to zero.

A3.4.1 The admissible set

A correction is a matrix E € R%*? added to the memory. It corrects the addressed association if v, (S; +
E)k; = ¢;. Using v/ Ek; = (vik/, E). the set of such corrections is

& = {EeRdXd : <vtk:tT, E>F - —rt}, (A28)
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an affine hyperplane in the Hilbert space (R?7*?, (-,-)p.): it is nonempty, and it is a proper affine subspace
because vik; # 0 whenever the pair is nondegenerate. Every statement below compares members of &. We
hold the requirement fixed (the addressed association must come out right) and ask which correction achieves it
with the least collateral change. Write

— v Sik
- 727% 2 ’Utkt—r = 7Ct ,gt ¢ ; Ut : s (A29)
[1Feell” [l [1Feell” [l
which is exactly the Kronecker Delta Rule update at the Newton step 8 = 8* = 1/(||k¢||? ||v¢]|*).
A3.4.2 Minimality in norm
Theorem A1 (The Newton step is the smallest correction). E* € &, and for every E € &;
‘Tt‘ *
IEllp = = [E g, (A30)
’ [1Feell [l ’
with equality if and only if E = E*.
e e e . . 2 2 2 .
Proof. Admissibility is a computation: (vik, , E*) . = —ry |[vik] ||5 /(1ke||” [[ve]|*) = —r¢, using ||veke ||, =
||k¢]| ||v¢|. For the bound, apply Cauchy—Schwarz to the constraint in (A28):
il = |[(okl B | < ok | 1Bl = kel ffocl 1B (A31)

which is (A30). Cauchy—Schwarz holds with equality exactly when E is a scalar multiple of v;k, , and the
constraint then pins that scalar to —r /(||kq||* ||v¢||?), i.e. E = E*. O

Equivalently the geometric view: Sy + E* is the orthogonal projection of S; onto the constraint hyperplane
H; = {S : v, Sk; = ¢;}, so the Newton step moves the memory along the shortest path from where it is to
where the constraint is satisfied.

Theorem A2 (Minimality in every unitarily invariant norm). Let ||-||| be any unitarily invariant norm on R4,
Then
in ||E|| = ||E* A32
win 11| = |21, (A%

i.e. the same E* is optimal simultaneously for all of them. In particular, for every Schatten-p norm, 1 < p < oo,

. ||
min |Elg = [|E*|g, = (A33)
Beg, O o (ke o]l
the same number for all p. Therefore, the nuclear, Frobenius and spectral norms of the optimal correction
coincide. The minimizer is unique for strictly convex norms (Schatten 1 < p < c0). For the spectral and nuclear

norms E* is a minimizer but need not be the only one.

Proof. Let ||-||" be the dual norm, so that |(A, E)g| < [|A||'||E|| for all A, E. Applying this to the constraint
gives, for every E € &,
el
&l = 7 (A34)
sk

By von Neumann’s theorem a unitarily invariant norm is a symmetric gauge function ® of the singular values,
and the dual norm is the gauge ®’ of the singular values. The matrix ’Utk?: has the single nonzero singular value
([t | [|ve]], so

/
ook || = el el @ceny, ekl ||| = Ikl el @'(ex). (A35)
Now ®(e1)®’(eq) = 1: indeed ®'(e1) = sup{z; : ®(x) < 1}, and since a symmetric gauge is nondecreasing

in each |z;|, replacing x by (1,0, ...,0) does not increase ®, so the supremum is attained on the first axis and
equals 1/®(e;). Since E* is rank one with singular value |r¢|/(||k¢| ||ve|)s

|7t]

|7¢]
7@(61) - (A36)
([ Kt ][ o]

£ = - ,
[focke I
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which is exactly the lower bound (A34): E* attains it. The Schatten case follows from ®,(e;) = 1 for every p.
Uniqueness for a strictly convex norm holds because &£; is convex and a strictly convex function has at most
one minimizer on a convex set; for the spectral norm uniqueness fails already at d = 2 with k = v = e; and
ry = —1, where E = diag(1, d) is admissible and has spectral norm 1 for every |J| < 1. O

A3.4.3 Minimality of support: the correction is surgical
Norm-optimality says the correction is small. The next theorem has a stronger statement even: it is the only

correction that stays inside the addressed directions at all. No optimization is involved.

Theorem A3 (Unique correction with addressed support). E* is the unique E € & whose column space is
contained in span{v; } and whose row space is contained in span{k;}.

Proof. A matrix has column space in span{v;} and row space in span{k;} if and only if it is of the form
E = y vk for some v € R. Admissibility forces 7 ||k¢||? ||v¢||* = —r¢, hence v = —r /(|| ke||* ||v¢]|?) and
E = E*. U

Every other admissible correction like every DeltaNet-style correction necessarily writes into at least one key
direction other than k; or one value direction other than v, i.e. into directions the task never asked about.
A3.4.4 Minimality of interference
Smallness in norm translates into smallness of the damage done to other associations.
Theorem A4 (Interference caused by the correction). Let (k',v') be any probe pair and let A(k',v') := v'T Ek/
be the change its read-out suffers.

(i) Exact form and protection. For E = E*,

.
A(K v = _m (v'Tvy) (k) K, (A37)

which vanishes whenever v’ L v, or k' L ky, and obeys |A(K',v")| < |re| ||[K'||||V']| /(|| ke]| [|ve]]). The
condition is a property of the inputs alone: it can be checked in advance and does not depend on what S;
currently holds.

(ii) Minimum expected interference. Suppose probe pairs are drawn with k' and v’ independent and
isotropic, E[k'k'T] = 021 and E[v'v'T| = 021. Then for every E € R4

E[(U'TEk')2] = 022 |E|2. (A38)
Consequently
T 2 o202 r?
E* = argmin E{(’u’ EK) }, min E[AQ} = %, (A39)
Ee&, Eeé, ([t vl

and the minimizer is unique.

Proof. (i) Substitute (A29) and use v’ " (vik/ )k’ = (v’ v;)(k, k'); the inequality is Cauchy—Schwarz on each
factor. (i) Vectorize: with e = vec(E) and a’ = k' ® v’ we have v'" Ek’ = a’" e, hence

E[(a’"e)’] = e' E[dd'"]e = e’ (E[k’kz’T](X)E[v’v’T])e = ol |e|?, (A40)

using independence and ||e|| = || E||;. The objective is therefore a positive multiple of || E| % sO minimizing it
over & is the problem already solved by Theorem A1, with the same unique solution. O

Part (ii) is what justifies the name: for isotropic probe statistics, minimum norm and minimum expected
interference are literally the same objective, so the Newton step is minimally invasive in the operational sense
and not merely in the geometric one. It causes the least expected damage to the rest of the memory.

27



Kronecker Delta Rule for Long Context Linear Attention

A3.4.5 Relaxed steps: the correction never moves away from a correct memory

In practice, 3 is a learned gate rather than §*. Write § = AS*, so that the actual update is S;+1 = S; + AE*
with relaxation w = 3 || k¢||? |||

Theorem AS (Exact Fejér identity). Ler S° be any memory that already satisfies the addressed association,
1 S°k; = cp. Th
Uy + — Ct. éen

2
Tt

I1Ses1 = S°lF = 1St = S°lF — A2~ A) 5.
[1Feell* [l

(Ad1)

Hence for every \ € (0,2) the update strictly decreases the distance to every correct memory, the decrease is
largest at the Newton step X = 1, and at A € {0, 2} the distance is unchanged.

Proof. Expand, using (B*, 8 — 8°)p = — ot (v Seki—v] ki) = = /(1K [oel*) = = B[
IS: — 8° + AE*||f = ||S: — S°|I + 2M(E*, 8, — 8%)p + N | E*|I%., (A42)
which is (A41) after inserting | E*||% = r2/ (|| k:||? |v:||*). O
g F 1

This is the strongest sense in which a single write is harmless: it does not merely perturb other associations
little, it moves the memory closer to every memory that is consistent with the association being written and that
simultaneously, for all of them.

A3.4.6 Greedy minimality is global minimality

Per-step optimality does not by itself imply that a sequence of such steps is optimal. We show that our does.

Proposition 1 (The limit is the minimum-norm memory). Let {(k;, vi,c;)}_, be a consistent system of
associations. Apply the rule from Sy = 0 with relaxation w € (0, 2), visiting each pair infinitely often either
cyclically or by random sampling. Then S; converges to

S* = argmin { IS|lp : v Ski=c foralli}, (A43)

the minimum Frobenius-norm memory satisfying all the associations.

Proof. This is the classical convergence theorem for relaxed Kaczmarz iterations (Cegielski, 2012; Kaczmarz,

1937), applied to the vectorized system a;r.s = ¢; with a; = k;®v;. Each iterate stays in sp+span{ay,...,an},
which for sy = 0 is the row space of the system; the iterates converge to a solution, and the unique solution in
the row space is the minimum-norm one. O

So the memory built by a stream of minimally invasive revisions is itself the least-norm memory compatible
with everything it was asked to store: locally and globally, the rule writes as little as the task permits.

A3.4.7 Less invasive than DeltaNet

Theorems A 1-A4 hold given the requirement encoded in £;: make the scalar read-out of the addressed pair
equal to ¢, and do nothing else. DeltaNet’s step has to solve the d constraints Sk; = v, therefore its correction
is necessarily larger. The claim here is therefore not that DeltaNet is suboptimal for its own task, but that the
two tasks differ: a recognition memory needs one scalar corrected, and the Kronecker Delta Rule corrects it
with provably minimal disturbance, whereas a retrieval memory must rewrite an entire value vector and pays for
it in footprint.

A3.5 Convergence of the KronLSTM memory

We analyze the expected solution and steady state of the randomized Kronecker Delta Rule with more than d?
associations. Running memories i.e. online updates are covered via the steady state considerations.
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A3.5.1 Overview

We analyze the Kronecker Delta Rule S;11 = S; — ('v;tr Siki, — ci,) v, k:;t— with randomly drawn indices
when the number of associations exceeds the capacity: n > d?. The system is then generically inconsistent, and
the iterates no longer converge to a point. Instead we have: (i) The expected iterate converges linearly to the
sampling-weighted least-squares solution S5 = argmin g > pi(v] Sk; —¢;)?. This is for uniform sampling
exactly the minimizer of the loss L. (ii) The iterates converge in distribution to a unique stationary distribution
whose mean is exactly S™ (no bias at any order in 3) and whose covariance is O(f3), given by a Lyapunov-type
equation driven by the residuals at S5, (iii) The steady-state loss exceeds the minimum by the classical LMS
misadjustment, E[L] — Ly, = gE [p? AR ||vz\|2] + O(3?), where p; are the optimal residuals.

This appendix contains complete proofs of both theorems: the mean dynamics are solved exactly; existence,
uniqueness, and geometric convergence of the stationary distribution are established by a synchronous-coupling
contraction in the Wasserstein-2 metric; the stationary mean and the exact covariance equation are derived with
all cross terms accounted for; the misadjustment follows from an exact trace identity with two-sided bounds; and
the transient is controlled by an explicit geometric-plus-horizon estimate. Exact convergence can be recovered
by diminishing step sizes or by iterate averaging, and it survives n > d? unharmed whenever the targets remain
consistent. Notably, exact convergence is always obtain for the correlation target ¢; = viT k; and the norm target
¢i = ||v;|* whenever an exact retrieval memory exists.

A3.5.2 Setting and notation

Let n > d? associations (k;, v;, ¢;), 1 < i < n, be given. Vectorized, with s = vec(S) € R% and a; = k; ® v;,
therefore ||a;|| = ||k:|| ||v;]|. The associations form the linear system As = c with A € R™*? stacking
the rows a,iT. We assume A has full column rank d? i.e. the features span R, Since n > d2, the system is
generically inconsistent: no S satisfies all associations, and

1 < 2
L(S) = — > (v/Ski - c:) (A44)
(g
has a positive minimum L,,;, > 0. At each step an index ¢; is drawn with probabilities p; > 0, independently of
the past, and the rule is applied with fixed step size 3 satisfying

0 < Bllai|* <2  foralli. (A45)
We define
B n B n
A = E[aaT] = ZpiaiaiT = 0, b = E[ca] = Zpiciai, (A46)
i=1 =1
B n
s = Alp = argmin Zpi(aiTs —ci)2, Pi = ¢ —aiTsLS (optimal residuals) , (A47)
s =1
so that the normal equations read
n - —_
E[pa] = Zpipiai =0 <— b = As™S. (A4R)
i=1

For uniform sampling, A = L AT A and s™5 = (AT A)~' AT ¢ is the ordinary least-squares solution, i.e. the

T n
unique minimizer of L. Throughout, expectations without subscript are over ¢ ~ p, and E, denotes expectation
of a random state distributed according to a law 7. Vectorized, the rule and its error form are

St+1 = M, st + Beaq,, ery1 = M, e + Bpi,ai, M; = I-Baa, (A49)
with e; := s, — s'5; the error form follows by inserting ¢; = aiTsLS + p;. The constants
e == min f(2-Bllai|*) > 0, 5= s uw(A) € (0,1, o® = E[p’|lal]"] (A50)
appear throughout (0 < p < 1 is shown in Lemma A1).
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A3.5.3 Theorems on expected and steady state solution

Theorem A6 (Expected solution: exact, unbiased least squares). Under (A45), the expected iterate obeys the
exact deterministic recursion

E[siy1] = (I-BA)E[s)] + b <=  Ele;1] = (I-BA)E[e], (A51)
whose unique fixed point is s™5, and
HE[St] - SLSHF < rt HS’O — SLSHF , r o= max ‘1 - 5)%(14)} <1, (A52)

so E[S;] — SUS linearly. The convergence of the mean is exactly unbiased: the fixed point of (A51) is s"S

itself, with no O(B) correction.

Theorem A7 (Steady state: stationary distribution around .S L), Under (A45), the iterates form a Markov chain
on R* that has a unique stationary distribution g with finite second moment, and the law of s; converges to
g geometrically in the Wasserstein-2 metric:

Wa (law(se), m5) < (1— ﬁ)t/z Wa (law(sg), 73) - (A53)

LS.

Under g, withe := s — s
(i) Mean: E,[S] = S'S exactly.

(ii) Covariance: Vj := E [ee ] satisfies the exact stationarity equation
A‘/:g + ‘/:314 — BE[(aTVﬁ a) aaT] = ﬁE[p2 aaT] , (A54)
and obeys the two-sided trace bounds

2 2
Bo° < w(Avy) < bo”
2 2 — Bmax; [|a|

Bo?
(2 — Bmax; ||a;]|*) Amin(A)

(AS55)

Br, |[18 - 8™57)

7

in particular Vi = O(f3), and to leading order (A54) is the Lyapunov equation AV + V A = BE[p*aa].

(iii) Steady-state loss (misadjustment): for uniform sampling,

Er, [L(S)] — L = tr (AV) = g( 2 E[(a’ Vsa) lal’])., (A56)
an exact identity, whence
B o B o 2 2 2 2 2
o < Egy |L S —Lmin < & : ) =E 1 kz % ) AS57
37" < By [L(S)] 27 e O BRI eI]. @

i.e. Bry[L] = Linin + §02 + O(B?). This is the classical Widrow—Hoff LMS misadjustment for the bilinear
feature a = k ® v.

(iv) Transient: with w := E[p | a|” a],

\* 28%0%  48%|w|”
2 2
Elle? < (1—5) leoll® + === + ==

(AS58)

a geometric approach to an O(3) horizon (note p = ©(3)): overload does not slow the transient, it only
replaces the limit point by a limit distribution.

A3.5.4 Proofs of the theorems

Throughout, F; := o(so, @0, - - - , iz—1) denotes the filtration of the past; i; is independent of F; by assumption.
We repeatedly use that (A49) is linear in the state with coefficients independent of the state.
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Two lemmas crucial for the proofs of the theorems.

Lemma A1 (One-step mean-square contraction of the homogeneous part). For every fixed x € R,
n
2 2 2 2 _ 2
E[|Miz|*] = [lz|* —= > p:B(2-Bllail?)(af=)” < (1-p) |||, (A59)
i=1

and p € (0,1].

Proof. Since M is symmetric,

|Mz|? = x' (I - Baia;r)Q:n = ||lz|* - 26(&?:1:)2 + 82 ai? (a;rar:)2 , (A60)
which is the equality in (A59) after averaging over i ~ p. By (A45), B(2-p HCLiHQ)_Z g > 0 for every 7, and
Sipila)x)? =2 Az > \pin(A) ||z||?, hence the inequality with 5 = Y3 Amin(A). Finally p < 1 because
the left-hand side of (A59) is nonnegative for every . We assumed that A has full rank, therefore 0 < Apin(A)
and with 0 < g we have 0 < p. 0

Lemma A2 (The chain lives in Ps and its kernel is a Wh-contraction). Let P denote the transition kernel
of (A49) and let Py be the space of probability laws on R? with finite second moment, equipped with the
Wasserstein-2 metric Wa. Then P maps P into Pa, and for all p,v € P,

Wa(uP, vP) < /1—p Wa(p,v). (A61)

Consequently P has a unique invariant law mg € Po and (A53) holds.

Proof. P preserves Py: for e ~ i € Py and an independent index i, E || M;e + fp;ai||* < 2E | M;e|* +
2682 E[p?||al|’] < 2E|e|® + 28%0% < oo, using Lemma A1,
Contraction: let (x,y) be an optimal WWs-coupling of (1, ) and couple the two chains synchronously: draw
one index i (independent of (x,y)) and set ' = M;x + Bp;a;, y' = M,y + Bp;a;. The additive terms cancel
in the difference,

¥y = Mi(z—y), (A62)

so by Lemma A1, first conditionally on (x, y) and then in expectation,
2 _ _
Ele -y'|I" < 1 -p)Elz—yl* = (1-p) Walu.v)*. (A63)

Since (', ') is some coupling of (1P, vP), Wa(uP,vP)? < E |2’ — y/||*, which is (A61).

Conclusion: (P2,V2) is a complete metric space (see, e.g., (Villani, 2009, Theorem 6.18)), so Banach’s fixed-
point theorem yields a unique 75 € Py with T3P = 75 and Wa(uP?, m5) < (1 — p)/>Wa(u, ms) for every
W € P, which is (A53). Convergence in VW, implies convergence in distribution together with convergence of
first and second moments. O

Comments to the proof of Lemma A2 in 9 bullet points.

e /) Overview. How a mixture of non-contractive matrices produces a contraction: the kernel P and the coupling
argument. The matrices M; are not themselves contractions - by Lemma A1, || M;||, = 1 for every single
1, since M has eigenvalue 1 on af. Contractivity in Lemma A2 is a property of the mixture P, not of any
individual M, and P is not a matrix at all: it is a Markov kernel acting on laws in Ps, and the relevant notion
of size for it is the Wasserstein metric VW, on P itself - not any norm on R% from which P’s contraction could
be read off the M;’s directly. This note spells out how P is built from the M;’s, in what sense P does and does
not have an “operator norm,” and why the coupling argument nonetheless produces the contraction (A61).

e 2) Constructing P from the M;. For a fixed state € RdQ, define the n deterministic affine maps

@Z(w) = M;x + [p;a;, 1=1,...,n. (A64)

One step of the chain from @ lands at ®;(x) with probability p;, so the transition kernel is the mixture of point
masses

P(x,)) =Y piba,@) (), (A65)
=1
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and, for a law y, uP is defined by (uP)(B) = [ P(x, B) u(dx) - equivalently, P is the law of ®;(X) for
X ~ pand I ~ pdrawn independently of X.

B is a Borel (measurable) subset of R - an arbitrary fest set, held fixed, to which the kernel assigns a probability.
Concretely,

P(z,B) = Pr(®/(x) € B) = > pil[®i(x) € B] = > piba,)(B), (A66)
=1 =1

where ®;(x) = M;x + [p;a; is the (fixed, deterministic) image of x under transition i, and I ~ p is the
random index selecting which transition fires. In words: P(x, B) is the probability that one step of the chain,
started at &, lands in B - obtained by summing the weights p; of every index i whose image ®;(x) happens to
fall inside B.

P as a function of each argument separately. The kernel P : R% x B (]Rd2) — [0, 1] plays a different role in
each of its two slots:

* Fixed «, varying B: P(x,-) is itself a probability measure on R - concretely, the discrete measure
n
P(z,)) = Y pida,@)() (A67)
i=1

putting mass p; on the point ®;(x) for each i (masses are summed if several ®;(x) coincide). This is the
law of the chain’s next state, given that it is currently at x.

* Fixed B, varying x: P(-, B) is a bounded measurable function of x, since each indicator 1[®;(x) € B] is
measurable in  and the sum is finite.

This is the standard convention for a Markov transition kernel: measurable in the first argument, a probability
measure in the second.

o 3) the pushforward measure P is well defined. For a law p of the current state, the one-step-ahead law p P is
defined by integrating the second argument B (held fixed) against x acting on the first argument :

(WP)(B) = |, Pla.B) ulda). (AGS)
Equivalently, P is the law of ®;(X) for X ~ p and I ~ p drawn independently of X: draw a random
current state X, draw an independent random index I, and output ®;(X). The two roles of B above are
exactly what make this integral meaningful: for each fixed « in the integral, P(x, B) is a number in [0, 1] (the
probability mass the one-step law from & places on B); integrating that number against x(da) averages it over
the randomness in the current state, and the result, as a function of B, is again a probability measure. It is the
law p P appearing throughout the steady-state analysis of the rule.

e 4) P has no operator norm on R, Thus P is linear as an operator on (signed) measures ((au+ (1 —a)v)P =
apP + (1 — a)vP), but this linearity lives on the infinite-dimensional space of measures, not on R%: there is
no d? x d2 matrix representing P, so P has no operator norm on (R* | ||-||) the way each M; does. What P
does have is an operator norm in the sense appropriate to its actual domain: a Lipschitz modulus on the metric
space (P2, Wa), namely the smallest L such that Wa(uP, vP) < LWy (u,v) for all y, v € Py. That modulus
is exactly what (A61) bounds by /T — p < 1. It cannot be read off a per-map bound such as max; || M;||,,
which equals 1 by Lemma A1 and would certify no contraction whatsoever; obtaining a modulus strictly below
1 requires the coupling argument below, precisely because it is a statement about P acting on laws, not about
any M, acting on R,

e 5) The Wasserstein metric is essential to prove the contraction. The definition

Wa(pu,v)? = inf E,[|X -Y|?] (A69)
vET (1)

is an infimum over all couplings =y of (i, v) (joint laws with the prescribed marginals). This has an immediate
but crucial consequence: to upper-bound Wh(uP, v P) it suffices to exhibit any single coupling of (uP, vP)
and compute its second moment. Note that we never need the optimal coupling of the outputs, let alone an
explicit formula for P as an operator.
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® 6) The synchronous coupling. We are free to choose how the randomness that drives one step of each chain
is generated, and we exploit that freedom by reusing the same random index for both chains. Concretely: let
(z,y) be an optimal coupling of (u,v), i.e. a joint law with & ~ g, y ~ v, and E ||l — y||* = Wa (i, v)?
(such a coupling exists because R4 is Polish; see (Villani, 2009, Theorem 4.1)). Draw a single index 7 ~ p,
independent of (x,y), and set

"= ®(x) = Mz + Bpia;, y = ®(y) = My + Bpia;. (A70)

Marginally, ' ~ uP and y’ ~ v P by the very definition (A65) of P, applied separately to each starting law;
hence (2',y’) is a valid coupling of (uP, vP). This coupling is not necessarily the optimal one, but that is all
the argument requires.

e 7) The additive target terms cancel. Because ' and y’ are built from the same draw ¢, the inhomogeneous
term Bp;a;is identical in both and cancels exactly in the difference:

' —y = (Mz+ Bpia;) — (Myy + Bpia;) = M;(z—y). (AT1)

The part of the update that cancels out is exactly the part carrying the targets ¢;. This is the crux of the
construction: it converts a statement about two inhomogeneous, randomly driven affine updates into a statement
about a single homogeneous linear map, M, applied to the fixed vector & — y. This is exactly the object
Lemma Al controls. Had we instead coupled the two chains using independent indices for ' and y’, the noise
terms would not cancel and the argument would not go through; the whole content of the synchronous-coupling
trick is this cancellation.

e 8) Deriving the contraction. Since i is independent of (¢, y), condition on (x, y) first and average over i:

Bl |z - y/|* |2 v] sz IM;(z —y)|* < (1-p) |z —y|> (A72)

by Lemma A1, applied pointwise to the vector  — y (fixed once we condition). Taking the outer expectation
over (x,y) and using that this coupling was chosen optimal,

Elz' -y < 1-p)Elz—y|* = (1-5) Walp,v)?. (A73)

Finally, since (', y') is a coupling of (P, vP), the infimum defining Wa(uP, v P)? is at most the cost of this
particular coupling:
2 _
Wa(uP.vP)* < Blla’ —y'[|” < (1-p) Walu,v)?, (A74)

and taking square roots recovers (A61) exactly.

e 9) Summary of the approach. Three ingredients combine, none of which is a bound on P as an operator on
R (1) Wy is an infimum over couplings, so any one coupling of the images gives a valid upper bound; (2) the
synchronous coupling is reusing the same random index for both copies and is a legitimate choice precisely
because P is defined by mixing over that same randomness, and it makes the target-dependent noise cancel
identically; (3) what remains is a bound on E; | M;z||? for the fixed vector z = a — y, which is exactly the
pointwise mean-square contraction already established in Lemma A 1. This lemma is a statement purely about
the M;’s and A = > piaiaj, requiring no coupling of its own. The contraction of P in W is thus assembled
entirely from the per-index contraction of Lemma A1, transported to the space of distributions by the coupling
device. It is not, and could not be, a statement recoverable from max; || M; ||, alone.

Proof of Theorem A6.

Proof. Exact mean recursion. The update (A49) is linear in s, and 4, is independent of F; O o(s;). Hence,
conditioning on F,

E[si11| Ft] = E[M;,] si + BE[ci,a;,] = (I —BA) s+ Bb, (A75)

and the tower property gives (A51). This equation holds with equality and is not an approximation: no
linearization was needed because the update itself is linear. Subtracting the fixed-point relation st = (I -
BA)s™S 4+ 3b, which holds by the normal equations (A48) (b = As"™®), yields the error form and, by induction,

Ele)] = (I-BA) Ele]. (A76)
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Spectral radius. Ais symmetric positive definite; let 0 < Apin = A1 < - -+ < Ag2 = Apax be its eigenvalues.
For any unit vector &, ¢ | Az = Y, pi(a] z)? < max; ||a;||%, so

BAmax < 8 max aif* < 2 (AT7)

by (A45). Hence, every eigenvalue 1 — B\, of I — 3A lies in (—1,1): 1 — B\; < 1 since S\, > 0, and
1 — BAr > —1since S\, < 2. The matrix is symmetric, so its spectral norm equals » = maxy |1 — S| < 1
and ||Efe]|| < 7! ||eo||, i.e. linear convergence of E[S] to S™5 in Frobenius norm (||s]|, = ||S||p)-

Exact unbiasedness. The fixed point of the affine map z — (I — 3A)z + 3b is unique (8 A invertible) and
equals A~'b = s™S for every (3 in the admissible range: the limit of the mean does not depend on 3 and carries
no O(3) correction. 0

Proof of Theorem A7.

Proof. Existence, uniqueness, membership in Pa, and the geometric Wa-convergence (A53) are Lemma A2.
We have to prove (i)—(iv). In stationarity we write e ~ mg (centered at s9), draw a fresh index i independent of

e, and use that
d

e = M;e+fp;a; e, (A78)

with all first and second moments finite (73 € P2). Here 2 means equality in distribution.
(i) Stationary mean. Taking expectations in (A78) and using the independence of ¢ and e together with the
normal equations E[pa] = 0:

Ele] = El¢/] = E[M;] Ele] + B8E[pia;] = (I — BA)Ele], (A79)

hence A E[e] = 0, and since A is invertible, E[e] = 0, i.e. E,[S] = S"S, which holds exactly.
(ii) Exact covariance equation. Expand e’e’ T from (A78):

ee'’ = Mee' M; + Bp; Miea; + Bpiaie M; + 5°p; a;a . (A80)

i
Take expectations term by term, using the independence of 7 and e and writing Vg = Elee'].
Homogeneous term. Since M;VM; =V — (aiaiTV + VaiaiT) + 32 (al-T Vai) aiaiT (using aiaiT Va,z-a,iT =
(aiT Va;) aia;r),

E[Mee' M;] = V3 —B3(AVz+ V3A) + f2E[(a Vza)aa'] . (A81)
Cross terms. They are linear in e, so independence factorizes them through E[e], which vanishes by part (i):
Elpi Miea]] = Ei[pi M;Ele]a]] = 0, (A82)

and likewise for its transpose. This is the step where exact unbiasedness pays off: no O(3?) cross contribution
survives.

Stationarity. Setting E[e’e’T] = Vj and collecting,

Vs = Vi — B(AVs + V3A) + B°E[(a Vza)aa'] + B°E[p?aa’]; (A83)

dividing by 3 gives (A54), which is an exact equation, not an expansion.
Trace bounds. Take the trace of (A54):

2 tr (AV3) = BE[(a"Via)[lal®] + Bo2. (A84)

Since V3 = 0, we have a' Vza > 0, which gives the lower bound in (A55); and E[(a'Vsa) lall?] <
max; ||a;|* Ela’ Vsa] = max; ||as||® tr(AVj), so

(2 — Bmax ||a;|?) tr (AV) < Bo?, (A85)
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the upper bound (the prefactor is positive by (A45)). Finally tr Vi < tr(AVj)/Amin(A) gives the Frobenius
bound in (A55), and tr V3 = O(/3) makes the quartic term in (A54) O(3?), leaving the Lyapunov equation at
leading order.

(iii) Misadjustment. For uniform sampling, A = 1 AT A and L(s)

LAs - ¢|®>. Decompose with
As —c= Ae — p,where p = (p1,...,pp) " : since AT p = nE[pal

0,
L(s) = ylAel> = 2e"ATp+ Lol = }IlAe|* + Luin (A86)

where Ly, = % ||p||. This also re-proves that s“5 minimizes L. Taking stationary expectations,

Ery[L] —Limin = 2E[e’ATAe] = tr (AVp), (A87)
and inserting the exact trace identity (A84) gives (A56). The two-sided bound (A57) follows from the trace
bounds (A55). Since the upper and lower bounds differ by a factor 2/(2 — 8 max; ||a||*) = 1+ O(3), the
excess loss equals 202(1 + O(f)).

(iv) Transient. Condition on F; and expand (A49):
E[[lec]® |F] = E[||Mied|” | 7] + 28E[p;ia] M;] e, + p*02. (A88)
For the middle term, a; M; = (1 — 3 |la;||*) a; , so by the normal equations

E[pia] M;] = E[pa]’ —BE[p|a|?a]’

= —fw', (A89)
with w = E[p ||a||® a] as in the statement. Outside stationarity this cross term does not vanish, and it is O(32)
in total. Lemma A1 and Young’s inequality —28%w e < 2 |le|* + % |wl||? give

Elllecall” [F] < (1-8) ledl” + 82%0% + 2= |lw]?. (490)

Taking full expectations and iterating the affine recursion (its geometric series is bounded by 2/p) yields (A58).
Since p = Y5 Amin = O(f), the horizon 23202 /p + 43 |lwl||? /p? is O(B), consistent with (A55). O

Corollary A1 (Recovering exact convergence to S™5). Three standard mechanisms remove the O(~/B) fluctua-
tion:

(i) Diminishing step sizes (Robbins—Monro): ; 1 0, Y, f; = oo (e.g. f < 1/t) gives Sy — S5 almost
surely.

(ii) Tterate averaging (Polyak—Ruppert / ergodic average): with constant f3, the time average St =
+ >t St = Er,[S]= S LS almost surely - and by Theorem A7 (i) the average is exactly unbiased.

(iii) Small-3 limit: by (A55), mg concentrates on SS as B — 0, with the explicit bias—variance trade-off:
larger (8 tracks nonstationary targets faster, smaller 3 reduces the steady-state loss excess (A57), which is
the standard LMS trade-off, inherited verbatim.

Corollary A2 (Consistent targets). The inconsistency, not the count n. > d2, is what forbids exact convergence.
Let us assume that the targets happen to be realizable, that is c; = ’UZ-T S°k; for some S°. In this case Ly, = 0,
all residuals p; vanish, the driving noise in (A49) disappears, and the Fejér-monotone argument of the consistent
case applies unchanged: Sy — S° (unique by full column rank) almost surely, linearly, for arbitrarily many
associations. Two distinguished targets realize this structurally:

(i) the correlation target c; = viT ki, solved by S = I for every n;

(ii) the norm target ¢; = ||v; 2, solved by any exact retrieval memory Sk; = v; (in particular autoassocia-

tivelyby S = 1).

For these targets the recognition memory has effectively unbounded association count as long as realizability

holds.
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A3.5.5 Remarks

Memory for the overloaded setting. Beyond capacity, S is no longer a table but an online linear regressor:
the read-out v " S™Sk is the best linear prediction (in the p-weighted least-squares sense) of the scalar signal
c from the bilinear feature k ® v. Degradation is graceful since overload produces averaging plus an O(1/3)
jitter, never blow-up, since the homogeneous factors keep spectral norm < 1.

Assumptions for the proofs. Independence of 7; from the past makes the mean recursion exact and factorizes
the covariance cross terms; the normal equations kill the driving term in the mean and the cross terms in station-
arity (via E[e] = 0); the step condition (A45) enters three times: (1) yg > 0 (contraction), (2) BAmax(A) < 2
(mean stability), and (3) 2 — 3 max; HaiH2 > 0 (trace upper bound). Full column rank gives Apmin(A) > 0, used
for uniqueness of s™5, for p > 0, and to convert tr(AVg) into a bound on tr Vj3. Linearity of the update in the
state is what makes every step of the argument exact rather than a Taylor expansion which we obtain from the

quadratic loss.

Conflicting targets on the same pair: averaging vs. overwriting. The canonical inconsistency is one
pair (k, v) presented with different targets. Under random sampling with probabilities p; over targets c;, the
stationary mean read-out is the weighted average, v E,[S]k = ;pjcj/ > ; pj (the LS solution for identical
rows). Under sequential presentation the same rule overwrites: the contraction drives the read-out to the most
recent target. Random replay averages; ordered replay recencies, therefore the sampling protocol, not the rule,
decides about overwrite behavior.

Forget gate: recency-weighted least squares. With the scalar gated variant Sy = f;S; — 3 (vtT £ Sk —
ct)vik/ , f; € (0,1), the steady state is the corresponding exponentially weighted least-squares solution: old
associations are geometrically down-weighted, so the effective association count is finite (~ 1/(1 — f)) and the
memory tracks a drifting target distribution. Therefore, the overloaded regime is exactly where the forget gate is
most relevant.

Summary. For n > d? associations the randomized Kronecker Delta Rule with constant 3 does not converge
to a point but to a stationary distribution: its mean is exactly the sampling-weighted least-squares memory S™5 =
argmin >, p;(v;' Sk; — ¢;)? (the minimizer of L for uniform sampling), its covariance is O(/3) and solves the
exact stationarity equation (A54) driven by the optimal residuals, and its loss sits at Ly, + gE[pf kil [l l%]
up to an explicit 1 + O() factor. All of this is proven from first principles: an exact linear mean recursion with
spectral radius < 1; a synchronous-coupling WW»-contraction plus Banach fixed point for existence, uniqueness,
and geometric convergence of 7g; exact moment identities in stationarity for mean and covariance; an exact
trace identity for the misadjustment; and a Young-inequality recursion for the transient. Averaging or annealing
 recovers S5 exactly; consistent target structures (correlation target, norm target with a retrieval solution)
escape the capacity limit altogether; and a forget gate turns the steady state into recency-weighted least squares.

A3.6 Norm Bounds for the KronLSTM with Steady-State Solution

We derive a two-sided norm bound for the steady state of the randomized Kronecker Delta Rule with more than
d? associations. Running memories or data stream i.e. online updates are covered via the steady state, therefore
we obtain an expected bound on the online updated memory.

A3.6.1 Overview

For the overloaded KronLSTM (n associations, features a; = k; ® v;, sampling weights p;) the randomized
Kronecker Delta Rule converges around the weighted least-squares memory S™S. We derive a two-sided bound
on its Frobenius norm from an exact energy (Pythagoras) identity:

E[?] — B[
)\maX(A)

2 _ E[)] - E[p?
< 1™ < T em(A)

where p; are the optimal residuals and A = E[aa '] is the feature second moment. The numerator is the
explained target energy; the bound is attained (both sides coincide) for isotropic designs, and in the orthonormal
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design it reproduces ||.S* ||% = Y. c7 of the target-weighted Hebbian superposition exactly. Combined with the
steady-state analysis, it yields an a-priori bound on the expected memory norm of the running iterates.

A3.6.2 Setting and nomenclature

As before, we assume n associations (k;, v;, ¢;) with features a; = k; @ v; € RdQ, llail| = ||&:]| ||v:l|, sampling
probabilities p; > 0, and
n
A = E[aaT] = Zpi aia;r , s*S = argmin E[(aTs — 0)2] = A! E[c a] , (A91)
i=1 8
pi = C;i — aiT sS , E[p a] = 0 (normal equations), (A92)

assuming A >~ 0 (features span R?; the rank-deficient case is treated in the remarks). All expectations are over
i ~ p. Recall ||s]|, = ||S||p for s = vec(S), and that for uniform sampling E[p?] = Ly, the minimum of the
loss L.

A3.6.3 An exact energy identity

Lemma A3 (Energy identity). Let y; := aiTsLS = vZT SYSk; be the optimal read-outs. Then E[py] = 0 and

E[*] = E[y?] + E[p?], (s*)As" = E[y*] = E[*] —E[p?]. (A93)

Proof. E[py] = E[pa]’s"> = 0 by the normal equations; with ¢ = y + p this gives the first identity. The
second follows from E[y?] = (s™%) "E[aa "] s™5. O

The stored read-out energy of the least-squares memory equals the target energy minus the unexplained (residual)
energy. Therefore, the memory can only be as large as the part of the target signal that the bilinear features can
explain.

A3.6.4 The Norm Bound

Theorem A8 (Two-sided Frobenius-norm bound). With Apin, Amax the extreme eigenvalues of A,

E[c’] ~E[p’]

E[c’] - E[p?] LS (|2
Amax(li) = HS HF = Amin(li) . (A94)
In particular, since o may (S™) < HSLS‘ P
LS E[c?] — E[p?] E[c?]
Omax (S ) < >\min< —!) < )\min( —!) . (A95)

Proof. Sandwich the quadratic form: Ay, HSLSHQ < (8" TA M < Ajax HSLS‘ 2, and insert (A93). O

Corollary A3 (First-moment variant). From Amiy ||s||* < s’ As = s E[ca] < ||s| E[|¢| ||al|],

Eleil Ikl [lo:ll ]

LS
I5=0r = =5 &)

(A96)

The accumulated write mass [3 ¢ ||k¢|| ||ve|| is exactly the quantity whose first moment appears here. The second
moment bound (A94) is usually much sharper (it divides by \yin only once, under the square root).

A3.6.5 Tightness and special cases

Isotropic design gives equality. If A = %‘;HZ)] I (features spread evenly over RdQ), then Apnin = Amax and

(A94) collapses to the identity

d* (E[¢*] — E[p?])
E[|a|?]

1S55Iy = (A97)
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Orthonormal design recovers the Hebbian superposition norm. For n = d? with orthonormal {k;},
orthonormal {v;}, and uniform sampling, the features are orthonormal, A = I/ d?, the system is consistent
(p = 0), and (A94) holds with equality:

2
I8*F = @ E[?) = > o, (A98)
=1

exactly the Frobenius norm of the target-weighted Hebbian superposition S* = ). civikiT. The bound is
therefore attained, not merely an estimate.

Unit-norm keys and values give a d> conditioning factor. If ||k;|| = ||v;|| = 1 then tr A = E[||a|*] = 1,
S0 Amin < 1/d? < Amax: the lower bound in (A94) is at most E[c?] — E[p?], the upper bound at least
d?(E[c?] — E[p?]), with both collapsing to the latter in the isotropic case. Ill-spread designs pay in Apin: the
worst case is a target profile aligned with the least-covered feature direction, and the 1/, dependence is
unavoidable in general.

Consistent case where association errors are zero. If the system is consistent (p = 0; e.g. n < d? with
independent features, or the correlation/norm targets), then S5 = §* is the exact solution and
E[c?]
IS*IE < ~——5 (A99)
)\min (A)
Residual energy can only shrink the memory: overload (inconsistency) makes the least-squares memory smaller
than a consistent memory with the same target energy, never larger.

Rank-deficient features. If the features do not span R% (n < d? or dependent a;), replace SLS_ by the
minimum-Frobenius-norm least-squares solution and A,i, by the smallest nonzero eigenvalue of A: since
sS ¢ span{a;} (as do the iterates from Sy = 0), the sandwich argument applies on that subspace and (A94)
holds verbatim with )\;in.
A3.6.6 Bound on the memory norm for steady-state and all updates

Bound on the memory norm for steady-state distribution. First, we consider a bound on the memory norm
under the steady-state distribution.

Corollary A4 (Bound on the steady-state memory norm). Under the randomized rule with step size 0 <
B < 2/max; ||la; 2 the stationary distribution wg has mean exactly S LS| 5o the second moment decomposes

orthogonally, Er, ||S B I Hi + tr Vi3, and with the covariance trace bound of the steady-state note,

2 E[c¢*] — E[p?] BE[p? k| [|v]*]
E’fﬂ[”S”F} = Amin(A) (2 — Bmax; [|a;]|*) Amin(A)

(A100)
The first term is the size of the memory content, the second the O([3) fluctuation; for 5 — 0 or in the consistent
case the bound reduces to Theorem AS.

Theorem A9 (Two-sided memory norm bound for the steady state). Let wg be the steady-state law of (A16),
Vi = Eﬁﬁ [eeT] its covariance as in Theorem A7 (ii) (the two coincide because the stationary mean is exactly

s5), 02 = E[p? ||a||?], and write
2 2 _ 2 2 . 2
Amax = m?X Ha‘l” = m?X HkZH HUZH ) K = /BAmax € (07 2) ) (A101)
the last inclusion being the step-size condition (A45). Then the energy identity

sBSTAsYS = E[Y] - Ep? (A102)

38



Kronecker Delta Rule for Long Context Linear Attention

holds, hence the least-squares memory is pinned on both sides,

B[] — E[p?] s2 . El’] - E[p?
el B P < ez b A103
)\maX(A) - H HF - )\mln(A) ( )
and the steady-state memory itself satisfies
BE[p* |lal’]
E. [ISI2] = |82 + trVs, Vs < . A104
5[” ”F] H HF + tr B r B8 = (2_5)Amin(A) ( )
The fluctuation term admits the exact decomposition
tr (AV;) = gcr? + Rg, (A105)
B T 2 Kk Ba’
= = < < —_—
Ry = SE[(a Vsa)[a|*], 0 < Ry < o— =
Rg is bounded by 8? AZ,,.0%/(2(2 — k)). Consequently, since E[p?] < E[c?],
1 2(1—r) E[c?] K
E.[IISI2] < ——— (E[?] - =Y E[p]) < ——L_ 1, —— %, A106
ISIE) < 5o (B9 - 2552 m1) < om0
and in particular, whenever the step size satisfies 3 ||a,5H2 < 1 (i.e. k < 1, the non-expansive regime),
E[¢?]
E. [|IS|IZ] < —5 L. A107
ﬁ[” HF] — )\min(A) ( )

All statements are exact and non-asymptotic: they hold for every 8 admitted by (A45).

Proof. The normal equations As'> = b give E[p?] = E[c?] — 2b" s 4 s'5T As™S = E[c?] — s5T AslS,
which is (A102); bounding the Rayleigh quotient s™5T As™S between Ay (A) HSLS H2 and Apax(A) HSLS 2,
and using ||s||, = ||S||p, gives (A103). The first part of (A104) is the bias—variance split E Is|? = |Es||* +
TrCov(s) together with the fact that the stationary mean is exactly sUS (Theorem A7 (1)).

Exact stationarity equation. Rather than the leading-order Lyapunov equation, we use the exact stationarity
equation (A54) of Theorem A7 (ii),

AV + VA — BE[(aTV/Jv a) aaT] = BE[p? aaT] , (A108)

whose trace is 2tr(AVj) = Bo? + BE[(a! Vza) ||a|?]. This is (A105), and it identifies the remainder: Rg > 0
because Vj > 0, while E[(a' Vza) ||a|?] < A2, Ela" Vza] = A2, tr(AV}) gives (2— k) tr(AV3) <
Bo?, the prefactor being positive by (A45). Substituting this bound back into Rg = %ﬁm tr(AV/g)’s upper
estimate yields the stated bound on Rg, and Amin(A) tr Vg < tr(AV3) yields the second part of (A104).
Deriving the clean bound. S = 0 is feasible, so E[p?] < E[¢?]; moreover 02 = E[p? ||a|?] < A2,..E[p?.
hence Bo? < K E[p?] and

K E[p?]
< . — .
trVs < 3= o (A) (A109)
Adding this to (A103) gives
1 K
E. 2] < ——— (E[¢}] - E[p? E[p? All
JTISIE) < 5 (B9 - B+ 1) (A110)

and -1+ k/(2 — k) = —2(1 — k) /(2 — k) is the coefficient in (A106). For x < 1 that coefficient is < 0, so
dropping the E[p?] term gives (A107); for £ > 1, using E[p?] < E[c?] gives the factor 1 +2(k — 1)/(2 — k) =
k/(2 — K). O

Residuals lower the bound. The E[p?] term in (A106) enters with a negative sign throughout the non-expansive
regime x < 1: overload shrinks the bound but does not inflate it, because residual energy is energy the bilinear
features cannot explain and therefore cannot store. The two effects of p are less memory content (A103) and
more steady-state jitter (A104). They cancel exactly at x = 1 and the content term dominates below it. This is
why the constant in (A107) is 1 rather than the 3/2 or 2 obtained by bounding the two contributions separately.
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Bound on the memory norm for all updates. Next, we consider the bound even before the memory S
reaches the steady state but is in the update phase.

Theorem A10 (The bound applies to the running or online memory at every step: not only in the steady state).
Let py := law(s;) = po P! € P2 be the law of the iterate at step t under (A16), so that s is the unique fixed
point of the same kernel, and set

g =1 — B(2— &) Amin(A) € [0,1). (A111)

Started at Sy = 0, the running memory obeys, for every t and in the non-expansive regime k < 1,

(A112)

c? c?
B[IS2] < (1+qé/2)gxfi<}4> = Ai[(fi)’

where the transient factor expands as (1 +q ﬁt/ 2)2 =1+ Qqﬁt/ L qé 4 1, so the bound decays geometrically
from 4 to the steady-state constant 1 of (A107). For a general step size k € (0,2) the same statement holds
with E[c?] replaced by E[c?| max{1,k/(2 — k)}, for a general deterministic start S it reads

2
2 t/2 2 211/2
Blisdi] < (B + af*\ISo- S5 +uva ) . BB (IS i)
Nothing on the right-hand side depends on the sequence length: the expected squared memory norm never
exceeds four times its steady-state bound from the very first step, and relaxes geometrically to that bound.

Proof. Rate. Couple two copies of (A16) synchronously, i.e. drive them with the same (ay, ¢;). The additive
term cancels in the difference d;, leaving dy11 = (I — ﬂata;r )d;, and

E[(I - Baa')?] = I -28A+B%E[||al’aa’] = I-B8(2-k)A, (Al14)

using 32E[||a||* aa'] < BrA. Hence E ||dy, || < @ E ||dy||*, and taking the infimum over couplings gives
Wa (e, mg) < qg/Q Wa (o, 7). (Equivalently g3 = 1 — p with the p = Wﬁ)\min(A) of Lemma A1, since
Y5 > B(2 — K); qg is written out here only to keep the statement self-contained.) Since s — ||s]| is 1-Lipschitz,
the reverse triangle inequality in L? gives E[||S;||7]'/? < Bg + Wa(us, 75).

The initial term is not an estimate. For a deterministic start the only coupling of 19 = dg, with 74 is the product,
so the infimum defining W is attained and

Walpo, m5)* = Exy[I1S = Soll2] = [|So— §™5|z + eV, (AL15)

the second equality being the bias—variance split around the stationary mean SIS (Theorem A7 (i)). At Sy = 0
the right-hand side is exactly HSLS Hi +trVs = B% by (A104), i.e. Wa (o, mg) = Bg: the distance from the
empty memory to the steady state is the steady-state size. The two terms therefore collapse into one,

1/2

E[S:3]"% < (1+4)%) Bs. (A116)

and squaring and inserting B% < E[c?]/Amin(A) from (A107) gives (A112). Squaring preserves the inequality
since both sides are nonnegative. Finally qﬁt/ ? < 1 bounds the transient factor by 4. The general-x variant

replaces BE by the bound of (A106), and the general-S variant (A113) keeps Wa (g, 75) in the form (A115)
instead of collapsing it. U

Summary. The least-squares memory satisfies the exact energy identity (s°) T A s™5 = E[¢?] — E[p?], which
sandwiches its Frobenius norm between (E[c?] — E[p?]) /Amax and (E[c?] — E[p?])/Amin. This is the explained
target energy divided by the extreme feature-covariance eigenvalues. The bound is an equality for isotropic
designs, reproduces Y. ¢7 in the orthonormal design, extends to the running iterates with an additive O()
fluctuation term, shrinks under overload since the residual energy is subtracted.
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A4 DeltaNet Steady-State Norm Bound

Ad4.1 Overview

The DeltaNet steady-state norm bound can be derived essentially verbatim to kronLSTM. DeltaNet’s update is
affine in .S; and acts on each row of the memory independently; each row obeys exactly the scalar delta-rule
recursion analyzed for KronLLSTM, with the association direction a; = k; ® v, replaced by the key k; and the
scalar target c; replaced by the value coordinate v; ;. Every step of the argument — the energy identity, the
two-sided bound, the exact stationary covariance bound, and the Wasserstein contraction that carries all of it to
the running memory — therefore transfers, and yields E, [1S]12] < 2E[||v]1*]/Amin(K) with K = E[kk].
The practical consequence is a scoping correction: a length-independent steady-state bound is a property of
the delta-rule mechanism, shared by KronLSTM and DeltaNet, which separates both from mLSTM and from
any stability argument resting on a forget gate. We also record where the two genuinely differ: in the step-size
condition, in what the bound is a bound on, and in the conditioning constant that sets its scale.

A4.2 DeltaNet Affine Recursion
DeltaNet’s update is
S = Sp — Bi(Sike —vi)k) = Si(I—Bikek]) + Broky (A117)

and Gated DeltaNet’s is the same with S; replaced by f;S; in the first term. Two features are immediate. First,
(A117) is affine in S}, so the pair (memory, random input) generates a Markov chain of exactly the type analyzed
for the Kronecker Delta Rule. Second, and decisively, the memory is acted on from the right only, so the rows
of S do not mix. Transposing (A117),

Sl = (I-Bikik])S + Bikwv/ (A118)
and reading off the j-th column, i.e. the j-th row s) := STej of S,

s = (I—Bikik))s? + Bk, j=1,....d. (A119)

The structural correspondence. Equation (A119) is identical to the vectorized KronLSTM recursion s;41 =
(I — Baa])s; + Bciay under the substitution

a = kv — k, ¢ — vy, RY — R (A120)

DeltaNet is thus d independent copies of the same scalar delta rule all driven by a common key k; and differing
only in their scalar targets vy ;. KronLSTM is a single copy of that rule on a d?-dimensional state with the richer
direction k; ® v;. Neither is a generalization of the other; both are Kaczmarz/LMS iterations, which is why the
same theory covers both.

A4.3 Steady-State Norm Bound
Model the stream as i.i.d. triples (k¢, v¢, 5¢) ~ p and put

K = E[kk'] - 0, S .= E[vk']| K™ = argmin E[|Sk—v|?], (Al121)
S
p = v— Sk,

so that E[pk "] = 0. With a random, input-dependent j3; the same statements hold with K replaced by the
[-weighted second moment E[3kk "] and S by the correspondingly weighted least-squares solution; nothing
else changes. Assume the step size satisfies 3; ||k¢|> < 1, which for Gated DeltaNet’s sigmoid-bounded
Bt € (0,1) and unit-norm keys holds by construction.

Proposition A1 (Two-sided steady-state norm bound for DeltaNet). Let g be the steady-state law of (A117)
and X g the covariance of vec(S) under it. Then the energy identity

Tr(SYK S™T) = E[|jv]*] — E[|o*] (A122)
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holds, hence

E|v|* - E|pl|? E|v|* - E|pl|?
o ~Elpl _gisyz o Elol* = Ellol* A1)
Amax(I<) )\min(K)
and the steady-state memory satisfies, exactly and without any expansion in (3,
2 BE[lpl® k|
Ex [IISIE] = [|S"]p + TrZs,  Tr¥g < [A B ], (A124)
min
so that in particular
2E[ |[v]|*]
En[IIS)52] < =———— A125

Proof. Apply the KronLSTM argument to (A 119) for each j and sum. The normal equations K sl )’_LS = E[v,k]
give E[pJQ] = E[U?] — sWIST K sU)LS; summing over j and using > sWTKsU) = Tr(SKST) yields
(A122). Bounding each summand’s Rayleigh quotient between Ay, (K) Hs(j) H2 and Apax (K) Hs(j) H2 and
%, gives (A123). For (A124), write E := S — S5, so that (A117)
becomes E; 1 = E;(I — Bikik, ) + Bipik, with (ky, p;) independent of E;. Taking squared Frobenius norms
in stationarity, the cross term vanishes because E[E;] = 0, leaving

summing, together with 3= Hs(j)H2 =S|

BB} = B|Te(BE[ - kk")? ET)| + 82E[|lpl” [kI°] - (A126)

Since 3 ||| < 1,
E[(I - pkk")?] = I 28K +B°E[||k|*kk'] < I - 8K, (A127)

and cancelling E IE||% from both sides gives E[Tr(EKE")] < BE[||p|* | k|?]; the claim follows from
Amin(K)E[|E[} < E[Tr(EKE")] and TrSs = E || E||;. Finally S = 0 is feasible, so E||p]|* < E [[v]|?

)

which bounds both terms of (A124) by E ||v||* /Amin (K ) and gives (A125). O

Corollary AS (Transfer to the running or online memory). With p; the law of Sy and Bg := Eq,[||S ||%] 172,

1/2 N\ 1/2

E[1S]2]"* < Bs + (1= Bram(K)) > Wapo, m5), B3 < (A128)
Proof. Synchronous coupling: driving two copies with the samei(kt, vy, ft) cancels the additive term, leaving
Dy 1 = D(I — Bikik,/ ), whence E ||Dt+1\|% < (1= BAnin(K))E HDtH% by the same positive-semidefinite

inequality as above. Take the infimum over couplings and use that ||-||; is 1-Lipschitz. O

A4.4 Relation to the KronLSTM Bound

The bound is a consequence of the delta rule being a relaxed projection that is a correction proportional to a
residual that shrinks as the memory improves. Both models have that structure, therefore separates the delta-rule
family from mLSTM, whose Hebbian write is uncorrected and has no fixed point to contract toward. It separates
the steady-state argument from the non-expansiveness argument, whose forget-gate bound SC Apax /(1 — f) is
Q(T) once f — 1 as long contexts require.

The constants are not comparable. The two bounds read

2
KronLL.STM: M, DeltaNet: %,

)\min (A) Amin (K)
These are bounds on the same object, || S|, but they are not bounds for the same task: KronLSTM’s stream
carries one scalar ¢; per step, DeltaNet’s a d-vector v, so E[¢?] and E ||v||* measure different amounts of
information being written. The denominators also differ structurally: K > O requires only that the keys
span R?, whereas A >~ O requires the a; = k; ® v; to span R%, and Amin(A) is typically the smaller
of the two. The reason is that for independent isotropic keys and values, A = E[kk'] ® E[vv'] gives
Amin(A) = Amin (K) )\min(E[va]), a product of two small numbers. On the other hand the constant 2 appears
in the bound of the DeltaNet. Which constant is smaller in a given setting is an empirical question, not a

structural one.

A=E[aa"] e R K eR™ . (A129)
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DeltaNet has a smaller bound. The step-size condition is milder. KronLSTM requires £ ||k || ||v:||* < 1,
so a large value norm eats directly into the admissible step size and hence into the contraction rate SAmyin (A);
DeltaNet requires only ; ||k||* < 1, in which v, does not appear at all. It enters the drive but never the stability
condition.

KronLSTM has advantages. d? rather than d exactly satisfiable associations per scalar slot, interference
gated by the product of key and value overlap rather than key overlap alone, an update direction v:k, fixed
by the input pair rather than the state-dependent u¢k, so that a write’s footprint on unrelated memories does
not compound with context length, single-binding write/rewrite/erase, and linearity of the memory in the target
sequence. None of these follow from, or are affected by, the steady-state bound.

A5 Retention Rates for KronLSTM and DeltaNet
AS.1 KronLSTM Setting

Let n > d? associations (k;, v;, ¢;), 1 < i < n, be given. Vectorized, with s = vec(S) € R and a; = k; ® v,
(las|| = || k|| ||vs]]), the associations form the linear system As = ¢ with A € R™*?” stacking the rows a/;we
assume A has full column rank d? (the features span RdQ). At each step an index i is drawn with probabilities
p; > 0, independently of the past, and the rule is applied with fixed step size [ satisfying

0 < Bllai* <2 foralli. (A130)

Define

n n
Elaa'] = ) piaal = 0, b := Elca] = ) picia, (A131)
i=1 i=1

N
I

n
s¥S = A71p = argmin Zpi (aZTs — ci)2 , pi = Ci— aZTsLS (optimal residuals) , (A132)

8 i=1

so that the normal equations read

Elpal = > pipia; =0 <« b= As". (A133)
i=1

For uniform sampling, A = %ATA and s"5 = (AT A)~! AT c s the ordinary least-squares solution, i.e. the
unique minimizer of L. Throughout, expectations without subscript are over ¢ ~ p, and E, denotes expectation
of a random state distributed according to a law 7. Vectorized, the rule and its error form are
St41 = M, s8¢+ Beia,, err1 = Mi e + [pi, ai, M; = I-Baa, (A134)
with e; := s; — sUS: the error form follows by inserting ¢; = aiTsLS + p;. The constants
75 := min § (25 la:ll’) > 0, 5 := % (A € (0,1], o := E[p*[la]?] (A135)

satisfy 0 < p < 1.
Under (A130), the expected iterate obeys the exact deterministic recursion

E[si1] = (I-BA)E[s] + b <  Eley1] = (I-BA)E[es], (A136)
whose unique fixed point is s"5, and
[E[S:] = 8™ p < v [[So— 8"z, 7 = max [1-B\(A)| < 1, (A137)

so E[S;] — S5 linearly. The convergence of the mean is exactly unbiased: the fixed point of (A136) is s

itself, with no O(3) correction.
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AS.2 DeltaNet Setting
DeltaNet’s update is
Siv1 = Si — Bi(Sitke — vk = Si(I—Bikik)) + Bruik, (A138)

and Gated DeltaNet’s is the same with S; replaced by f;S; in the first term. Two features are immediate. First,
(A138) is affine in S;, so the pair (memory, random input) generates a Markov chain of exactly the type analyzed
for the Kronecker Delta Rule. Second, and decisively, the memory is acted on from the right only, so the rows
of S do not mix. Transposing (A138),

Sk = (I-Bikik[)S/ + Bk, (A139)
and reading off the j-th column, i.e. the j-th row s) := STej of S,
s = (I—Bikik)) s + Brojke,  j=1,....d. (A140)

We will use later the key covariance matrix K = E[kk "] and the value covariance matrix V' = E[vv '].

The structural correspondence. Equation (A140) is identical to the vectorized KronLSTM recursion s =
(I — Basa, )s; + Bcra; under the substitution

ar = ki®vy — k¢, Ct > Vg, Rdz — R?. (A141)

DeltaNet is thus d independent copies of the same scalar delta rule all driven by a common key k; and differing
only in their scalar targets v; j. KronLSTM is a single copy of that rule on a d?-dimensional state with the richer
direction k; ® v;. Neither is a generalization of the other; both are Kaczmarz/LLMS iterations, which is why the
same theory covers both.

AS5.3 KronLSTM Retention of the Initial Memory

We consider KronLSTM and the Kronecker Delta Rule. We ask how much of an initial memory sg survives
after ¢ steps. The mean recursion (A136) is affine, so it separates the two contributions exactly. Writing
M := I — BA and unrolling,

t—1
Y e Y R o LT
7=0 initial memory acquired memory

where the geometric sum was evaluated with 3 Zi;lo M™=I—-M)YI—-M)'8=(I—-M)A"and
A~1'b = s'5; equivalently E[s;] — s = M*(sy — s™5), which is the error recursion (A134) in the mean.
Everything in E[s;] that depends on sy sits in the first term, and it depends on it linearly. The natural measure of
retention is therefore the read-out of that term along the stored direction,

0 El[sy]
Ri(sg) == sg

t( 0) 0 ) S0

the fraction of a unit initial memory still legible after ¢ steps. It equals 1 at £ = 0 and requires no assumption
relating s to s™5: the acquired term is filtered out by differentiation rather than by orthogonality.

= max; ||a¢||2, 50 that 3 Apax(A) < 1

sg = s) M'sq, Isoll =1, (A143)

Proposition A2 (Retention rate). Assume r := 3 A2, < 1with A%,
and M = 0. Then for every unit sg

(1 - /B )‘max(A))

both bounds being attained, at the corresponding eigenvectors of A. Averaged over a uniformly random unit s
the retention is exactly the normalized trace,

t t

< Ry(so) < (1-BAain(A)), (Al144)

M 1 & .
Eo [Ri(s0)] = —5— = 5> (1= BM(A)", (A145)
k=1

and the retention horizon — the number of steps after which the slowest mode has decayed to 1/e — is
— 71 —
tl/e = 1/ IOg (1 — ﬂ)\mm(A» ~ 1/(5 )\mm(A))
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hence M is symmetric positive semidefinite with eigenvalues (1 — S)\;)’. Equation (A144) is the Rayleigh-
quotient bound for M*, with equality on its extreme eigenvectors, which are those of A for Apax and Apin respec-
tively. For (A145), E[sgs] ] = I/d? for a uniform unit vector in R%*, so E[s] Mtso] = Tr(M'E[s¢s]]) =
Tr(M?)/d?. The step-size condition holds because Apax(A) < max; |la;||? = A2, A being a convex

combination of the aiaiT. ]

Proof. A is symmetric, so M = I — 3A is symmetric with eigenvalues 1 — 3\ (A) € [0,1) under BApax < 1,

AS5.4 DeltaNet Retention of the Initial Memory
Corollary A6 (DeltaNet retention). By the row decomposition (A140), DeltaNet’s mean memory obeys E[S;] =
SoN' + SUS(I — N*') with N := I — 8K, so with Ry(So) := (S0, SoN'), and || So||p = 1,

(1- BAmax(K)) < Ru(So) < (1—Bram(K))',  Eg[Ri] = “é\”

, (A146)

under B max; ||k||*> < 1. The statement is Proposition A2 under the substitution A — K, d> — d of
Section A4.2.
AS.5 KronLSTM Retains Longer than DeltaNet

The two retention rates are governed by the spectra of A and K, and for independent keys and values these are
related exactly.

Proposition A3 (Spectral comparison). Let k and v be independent and let V := E[vv']. Then A= K @ V,
so the _eigenvalu_es of A are thg d? pairwise_products_of those of K and V', and in particular Ayin(A) =
Amin (K) Amin (V') and Apax(A) = Anax(K) Amax (V). If the values are ly-normalized, ||v|| = 1, then
TrV = 1 and hence _
T )\rnin (K) T >
)\min(A) S T ) )‘max(A) S )\maX(K) 3 (A147)

with equality in the first when the values are isotropic, V = I /d.

Proof. aa’ = (k®@v)(k®@wv)" =kk' ®vv' by the mixed-product rule, and independence factorizes the
expectation. The spectrum of a Kronecker product of symmetric matrices is the set of pairwise products. For
normalized values A\pin (V) < TrV /d = 1/d and M\pax (V) < TrV = 1, giving (A147); isotropy forces
V = I/d and the first inequality becomes an equality. 0

Because keys and values are £3-normalized in the KronLSTM block, ||a;||® = ||k;||? [|vi]|* = 1 = ||k, so
both models admit exactly the same step sizes § < 1 and the comparison at equal /3 is well posed. Under
Propositions A2 and A3:

* The slowest mode decays d times more slowly. KronLSTM’s worst-case retention (1 — BAmin(A))?
dominates DeltaNet’s (1 — SAmin(K))?, and the retention horizons are

1 d
tKrOIlLSTM ~ _ > _ — d tDeltaNet A148
/e Boamn(A) ~ B (K e (A143)

a factor d in context length at which a stored association is still legible, with equality for isotropic values.

* No mode decays faster. By the second half of (A147), Apax(A) < Amax (), so even KronLSTM’s fastest-
decaying mode is no faster than DeltaNet’s. The comparison is therefore not a trade of some directions
against others: the whole spectrum of retention rates moves in KronLSTM’s favour. For isotropic values it
moves by exactly the factor 1/d, A\, (A) = \x(K)/d with multiplicity d each.

* On average, likewise. Comparing (A145) with (A146) for isotropic values, TrM t/d? = ézk(l —
BA(K)/d)t > 157, (1 — BA(K))! = TrN'/d termwise.
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Retention is bought from adaptation. The same matrix M governs both terms of (A142): the acquired
memory approaches s™S at rate I — M?. Retaining the initial memory d times longer therefore means
approaching the least-squares memory d times more slowly, at fixed 5. The statement is not that KronLSTM
forgets less for free, but that its per-step write is d times gentler in every direction of an d2-dimensional memory,
where DeltaNet’s is concentrated on a d-dimensional one — the same trade-off that appears in the capacity
count (d? against d exactly satisfiable associations) and in the norm bound, seen through its time constant. Long
contexts are precisely the regime in which the number of associations, not the speed of fitting any one of them,
is binding.

A6 Further Results

A6.1 400M language models

Models with 400M/40B (Table A2) are closer to each other in their performance. KronLSTM has the best
average and performs best on HellaSwag, ARC-easy, ARC-challenge, and WinoGrande. Mamba-3 is best
on PIQA, KDA on LAMBADA, and GDN-2 on WinoGrande where it ties with KronLSTM. Compared with
mLSTM, the matrix-memory xLSTM variant that KronLSTM builds on, KronLSTM is better on five of the six
tasks, raises the average by 2.1 points, and lowers LAMBADA perplexity from 43.40 to 28.28. mLSTM is only
marginally ahead on PIQA.

Table A2: Downstream performance of 400M/40B linear models. Avg-6 is the mean accuracy over the five
commonsense reasoning tasks and LAMBADA. Best per column in bold, second best underlined.

Model Hella PIQA ARC-e ARC-c Wino LMB acc ‘ Avg-6 1 ‘ LMB ppl |
GDN 41.28 66.05 57.87 3148 49.64 3231 46.44 34.36
Mamba-3 41.89 67.25 60.82 31.23 52.33 35.11 48.10 29.51
KDA 42.08 66.16 6048 3140 5130 36.70 48.02 27.84

GDN-2 42.33 66.87 60.23 29.69 5241 @ 33.84 47.56 29.14
mLSTM 40.29 67.19 60.77 29.78 50.75  29.87 46.29 43.40

KronLSTM 43.09 67.03 61.03 32.00 5241 35.05 48.43 28.28

A6.2 Ablation on different formulations of KronLSTM

Table A3 ablates the components of the KronLSTM write rule at 1.5B/100B. We report Avg-6, the mean
accuracy over the five commonsense reasoning tasks and LAMBADA, together with LAMBADA perplexity, the
average over the six-task real-world recall suite at 2k context, and the average over the six RULER NIAH tasks
of Table 3 at 4k, 8k and 16k. Three variants are compared with the base model of (10):

(1) the ¢5-normalization of v; is removed;

(2) erase and write are coupled by using the target ¢; instead of ¢, = ¢;/3;, so that [3; scales both terms as in
Gated DeltaNet;

(3) the write gate is fixed to the unit target ¢; = 1.

On language modeling, variants (1) and (2) stay within 0.3 accuracy points and 0.25 perplexity points of the base
model, with the coupled variant marginally ahead on both. Fixing the target costs 1.6 accuracy points and 0.8
perplexity points, the largest degradation among the ablations. On the recall suite, variants (1) and (2) gain 1.0
and 0.5 points, respectively. On NIAH the ordering reverses: at 4k the base model leads the coupled variant by
12.6 points and the unnormalized variant by 19.9 points, at 8k the unnormalized variant is ahead by 2.2 points,
and at 16k the base model leads all three variants. The learned write gate and the decoupled write therefore
matter most for retrieval within the pretraining context, while their effect on language modeling is small.

A6.3 Long context extension results
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Table A3: Write-rule ablation at 1.5B/100B, relative to KRONLSTM. Avg-6 is the mean of the five commonsense
reasoning tasks plus LAMBADA accuracy. Recall is the six-task real-world recall suite at 2k context. RULER
is averaged at each evaluation length. Best per column in bold, second best underlined.

Ablations Avg-6 T LMB ppl | ‘ Recall 1 ‘ NIAH-Avg@4k @8k @16k
base 59.72 11716 | 303 | 59.5 305 14.3
no /5-norm on vy 59.41 11.844 313 39.6 327 126
/3 on both sides 60.00 11.479 30.8 46.9 294 118

non-learnable target ~ 58.17 12.495 30.1 41.9 262 10.1

Table A4: RULER NIAH for the 32k-context-extended linear models, evaluated on identical documents. Better
of the two per task and length in bold.

Model Len. S1 S2 S3 MK MQ MV

Linear models

4k 100.0 740 68.2 284 56.5 62.5
8k 100.0 556 17.6 232 38.8 419
16k 1000 102 74 94 74 89
32k 978 26 08 3.0 15 72

4k 100.0 99.6 92.6 30.8 37.1 439
8k 994 94.0 612 284 335 368
KronLSTMy et 946 276 418 180 215 30.1

32k 814 56 86 50 30 113
Hybrid models

4k 520 56.0 45.6 492 243 314
8k 28.6 312 202 266 13.0 182
16k 130 168 98 188 6.8 14.6
32k 7.0 78 36 66 26 66

4k 862 854 688 438 295 31.0
8k 74.6 38.0 304 27.0 17.8 242
KronLSTM 1ol 556 192 110 190 125 172

32k 384 82 48 68 63 83

GDN-2

GDN-2

A7 Pretraining Details

All models are pretrained from scratch using lm-engine Mishra (2024) with Triton kernels from flash-1linear-attention
Yang and Zhang (2026) whenever available. Every mixer in a comparison shares the corpus, the tokenizer, the

optimizer, the schedule, the batch size, and the seed; we only change the sequence mixer blocks. The models

were trained on 16 nodes of 4xNVIDIA GH200. Training is pure data parallelism under the FSDP-2 with bf16
mixed-precision.

Data and tokenization We train on the FineWeb-Edu 100BT sample, tokenized with the Llama 2 tokenizer
with its standard vocab size of 32,000. Documents are concatenated, separated by the EOS token, and packed
into fixed-length sequences of 8192 tokens; This is applied identically to every experiment.

Architecture All models are decoder-only and identical outside the sequence mixer. We implemented the
block structures of every baseline as in the original works. Mamba-3 was trained using the standard expansion
factor of 2, a dstate of 128, and a head dimension of 64. For Mamba-3, we utilized the SISO formulation. For
the other baselines and our method, we utilized d,, = d,, = 128. This makes the state size equal across all
models. 1.5B models have 24 layers, a hidden dimension of 2048 with 16 heads. The 400M models have 24
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layers with a hidden dimension of 1024 and 4 heads (here d,, = 256).

Optimization
optimizer AdamW, 3 = (0.9,0.95), ¢ = 10710
peak learning rate 3 x 1074
schedule linear warmup over 10% of steps, then cosine to 0.1x peak (3 x 107?)
weight decay 0.1, excluding norms, biases, Ajog, ba and the gate bias

gradient clipping  global norm 1.0

sequence length 8192

global batch 128 sequences = 1,048,576 tokens per step
precision bf16 mixed precision, fp32 optimiser state

A7.1 Long-context extension

The context-extended models of Section 3.3 branch from the 1.5B pretraining runs at 75B tokens and are
trained for a further 25B tokens at a sequence length of 32,768, so that both extended models finish at exactly
100B tokens and are token-matched to the 8k-pretrained models. The architecture, tokenizer, and all model
hyperparameters are unchanged. The global batch is held at the same 1M tokens per step, now as 32 sequences
of 32,768 tokens instead of 128 sequences of §,192.

Optimization. The optimizer state is re-initialized at the branch point for both models and the schedule
restarts: linear warmup over 5% to a peak learning rate of 8.4 x 10~5, which is the value the parent cosine
schedule had reached at the checkpoint, followed by cosine decay over 23,800 steps to 0.1x the peak. This
mirrors the warmup-and-decay shape used by Gao et al. (2024). AdamW hyperparameters, weight decay, and
gradient clipping are as in Appendix A7.

Data. The corpus takes the four long-document domains of ProLong-64K (Gao et al., 2024), books, code,
textbooks, and arXiv, re-tokenized with the LLlama 2 tokenizer, and blends them at the ratios of Gao et al.
(2024) with FineWeb-Edu in place of their short-context mixture. Documents are concatenated and packed into
sequences of 32,768 tokens as in pretraining.

Systems. Training runs on 8 nodes of 4xNVIDIA GH200 with ZeRO stage 2 and block-wise gradient
checkpointing under bf16 mixed precision.

A7.2 State Tracking Experiments

State-tracking tasks. Each sample is a token sequence of length ~ U/[2, 128] padded to the context length,
with a single supervised position at its end. Parity: i.i.d. uniform bits, label the parity of the number of ones
(chance 50%). S3: i.i.d. uniform transpositions (01), (02), (12), label the prefix product z1 o --- o xy as
one of the six group elements (chance 16.7%; tracking parity alone gives 33.3%). Modular arithmetic: an
expression dj 01 dy . ..d; = with uniform digits in {0, ...,4} and operators in {4+, —, x }, evaluated with
operator precedence modulo 5, the result supervised at the = token (chance 20%). Samples are generated on
the fly and deterministically from the run seed (seeds 1-3); evaluation uses 50,000 fresh sequences per length
L € {128,256,512,1024}.

Models and training. All models share a 128-dimensional embedding, pre-norm residual blocks (RMSNorm,
no feed-forward sublayer) and a linear read-out; they differ only in the mixer: Gated DeltaNet with the eigenvalue
range extended to [—1, 1] (Grazzi et al., 2025), Mamba-3 (SISO, expansion 2, state size 128, data-dependent
RoPE), and KronLSTM. For optimizer we used AdamW with weight decay 0.1, batch size 128, bf16. Parity and
S3: two blocks, constant learning rate € {1073, 10~*}, 50k steps, gradient clipping 100. Modular arithmetic
requires depth and a longer budget for all three architectures: three blocks, 150k steps. We report end-of-training
accuracy, mean =+ standard deviation over three seeds, at the learning rate with the best mean accuracy over
L € {256}.
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A8 Chunkwise-Parallel Training of KronLSTM

The KronLL.STM update (10) revises the matrix memory by a rank-one term whose coefficient depends on the
memory only through a scalar. It therefore admits the chunkwise-parallel training scheme of DeltaNet (Yang
et al., 2024), Gated DeltaNet (Yang et al., 2025), Kimi Delta Attention (Kimi Team et al., 2025), and Gated
DeltaNet-2 (Hatamizadeh et al., 2026): the sequence is split into chunks of length C, all token interactions inside
a chunk are expressed as dense matrix products and one small triangular solve, and the memory is propagated
only between chunks. Three points differ from the delta rule. (i) The triangular solve is built on the Gram
matrix of the Kronecker features a; = k; ® v, which by the mixed-product property is the Hadamard product
of a (decay-weighted) key Gram and the value Gram; the djd,-dimensional features are never formed. (ii)
The pseudo-values are scalar multiples u,v, of the values. (iii) The incoming memory of a chunk enters the
solve through C' scalar scores v;r So(7r © k;) instead of the d,-dimensional read-outs Sk, of the delta rule.
The vector forget gate is handled as in KDA and Gated DeltaNet-2 by absorbing the cumulative decay into an
asymmetric pair of keys.

A8.1 Setting and notation

We consider one chunk of C' tokens and suppress the chunk index. Let Sy € R% *% be the memory entering
the chunk and let g,., k, € R%, v, € R%, 3,, ¢, € Rand £, € (0,1)%, F, = diag(f,), be the inputs and gates
of the r-th token, r = 1, ..., C. Writing .S, for the memory after token r, the update (10) and the read-out are'

S, = S,1F + u, vk

T

ur = ¢ — Bryr, Yr = 'U: Sr—1F, k., h, = S:q,. (A149)

We call y,. the score of the pair (k,, v,) on the decayed memory and u, the write coefficient, the coefficient of
the rank-one write along v,.k,’ . It is the only quantity in (A 149) that depends on the memory.

Cumulative decay. With £, := Zigr log f; (a cumulative sum inside the chunk) we set
¥ = exp(l,) = f10---0f € (0, l]d’“, Yo = 1, r, := diag(y,) = Fy---F,.. (A150)

All products, quotients and exponentials of «’s are element-wise over the key dimension. For s < r the ratio
Ve /s = fs11 ® --- O £, lies in (0, 1]%; it is the decay that a key written at token s has undergone by token 7.
Four decay-scaled copies of the keys and queries appear:

Er = 7 Ok, Er = kr/’Yra ’ér = (’)’C/’YT)ka ‘/J\r = 7 ©Qqr. (A151)

ET is the key with which the memory is scored, k, the key along which it is written in the decay-normalized
frame of Section A8.2, and k, the key as it appears in the memory at the end of the chunk.

Stacked matrices. K,Q € RE*% and V' € RE*% stack k., q,|, v, as rows; K K K, @ stack the
vectors of (A151); B3, ¢, u,p € RY stack the scalars; H € RY*9 stacks the read-outs h,’ . The three C' x C
matrices

A~ —

d
G = 1[r > 5| k) ky = 1[r > 5] ka ksa %, G"W = VV', G = 1[r>s] q ks
=1 sd

(A152)
are the decay-weighted key Gram (strictly lower triangular), the value Gram, and the decay-weighted read-out
Gram (lower triangular with diagonal). All entries of G** and G9* involve only ratios ~, /~s with s < r, hence
only factors in (0, 1].

'This is (10) with the time index shifted by one, so that S, denotes the memory after the write of token . The read-out uses this
memory, h, = S,q,, i.e., the query of token r sees the association written at token r, as in DeltaNet and its gated variants and in our
kernels.
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A8.2 Decay-normalized recurrence

The forget gate acts on the key dimension by a diagonal matrix, and diagonal matrices commute. This allows
the cumulative decay to be taken out of the recurrence.

Proposition A4 (Decay-normalized recurrence). Let §T = S, T, so that §0 = 80. Then, forr =1,...,C,
S =581 +wuvk!, oy =0 S 1k, (A153)
and consequently
= S0 + > usvk. (A154)
s<r

Proof. Smce I', =T,_1F,, wehave S,_1F, = .§r 11 F = §T 1I';-. Inserting this into (A149) gives
S, = ST 1L+ upvk) rlght muluphcatlon by I'; ! yields the first identity, because k,/ T';! = k. The
second identity is y, = v, (Sr 1Lk, = v, Sr 1(1" k). Unrolling the first identity from So Sy gives
(A154). ]

In the normalized frame the recurrence is the Kronecker Delta Rule without forget gate, applied to an asymmetric
key pair: the association is scored with the decayed key ET and written along the un-decayed key k,.. This
is the same device by which Gated DeltaNet-2 absorbs its channel-wise decay into asymmetric erase factors
(Hatamizadeh et al., 2026). Equation (A154) is the additive representation of the memory, S, = (.S’O +
Y os<r usvsk;r)rr; the memory revisions do not have to be materialized, only the C' scalars .

A8.3 The write coefficients solve a unit lower triangular system

Proposition AS (Write coefficients). Let p, := ’U: So Er be the score of the r-th pair on the incoming memory,
and let
= diag(8) (G** ® G*") € R“*Y, A = (I+N)™" (A155)

N is strictly lower triangular, so I + IN is unit lower triangular and invertible for every 3 and every input.
The write coefficients are
u = A(c—ﬁ@p) = Ac — Adiag(B3)p. (A156)

=:u°

Proof. Insert (A154) at r — 1 into the score in (A153):

Yr = ’U,TSOEr + Zus (’U:’US)(IEZIET) =pr + Z (Gkk ®va)rs Us-

s<r s<r

Hence u, = ¢, — Byy, reads u, + >, Npsus = ¢ — Bppp, whichisrow r of (I + N)u =c—- B0 p. [

The Gram of the Kronecker features With @, := ic\ ® v, and @5 = ks ® vy, the mixed-product property
of the Kronecker product gives @, as = (ka: )(v,] vs), so GFF © G is the strictly lower triangular part of
the Gram matrix of the decay-weighted Kronecker features. Without forget gate (f, = 1) it is the strictly lower
part of the Gram matrix (a,ﬂT as),s of the features a, = k, ® v,, i.e., exactly the matrix that the UT transform
of DeltaNet (Yang et al., 2024) builds from KK ', with the feature a, in place of k, as anticipated by the
vectorized form (4). The d;d,-dimensional features are never formed: two C' x C Gram matrices of dj- and
d,-dimensional vectors and one Hadamard product suffice.

Decoupled erase and write. The write gate ¢, enters only the right-hand side of the solve, the erase gate 3,
enters the system matrix and the coupling to Sy. The state-independent part u® = Ac and the matrix A diag(3)
can be computed for all chunks in parallel; they are the analogues of the pseudo-values U = T'V and of
W = T K in DeltaNet. The only sequential quantity is the vector of scores p.
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A8.4 Chunkwise form

Theorem A11 (Chunkwise KronLSTM). Let V := diag(u) V € RE*% be the matrix of pseudo-values, with
rows u,v, , where w is given by Proposition A5 and

p = ((VSO) ® a 1 (row sums of a C' X dj, matrix). (A157)
Then the memory at the end of the chunk and the read-outs of the chunk are

Sc = SoTe + VK € R%xd, (A158)
H=QS5] + G*V ¢ RO, (A159)

Proof. Equation (A157) is p, = 'v;—SOET = > 4(VS0)rd IA(Td. For the state, S¢ = §cl"c = SoI'c +
> s<c Usvsk Lo by (A154), and k[ Te = ((vo/vs) © kS)T = k], which is (A158). For the read-out,
h, — qr = §T1"Tqr = AT@ = S0qr + > <, Us (k[ @) vs by (A154); transposing and stacking over r
gives (A159), the coefficient of us'v;— in row r be_ing G?’;. O

Indexing the chunks by [n] and writing S|, for the memory entering chunk n, (A158) is the chunk-level
recurrence N
St = S Te + Vi K, (A160)

with Sjg) = 0 (or a given initial memory). Everything in (A152)~(A159) except p, u and V is local to a chunk
and is computed for all chunks at once; the dependence S, — p — uw — S|, 4] is the only sequential part.
Compared with the delta-rule family, the pseudo-value of token r is the value v, scaled by the scalar u,, and
the memory couples into the chunk through the C scalars p rather than through the C' vectors Sok, € R%:
computing p needs one matrix product V'.Sy and a row-wise contraction over the value dimension, which is
where a kernel that tiles the memory over d,, must exchange partial sums.

A8.5 WY representation of the chunk transition

In vectorized form, s = vec(S) with vec(vk") = k ® v and vec(SF) = (F ® I;,) vec(S), one step of
(A149)is s, = (I — Bra,a, )(Fr® 1;,) sr—1+cra, with a, = k, ® v,: a generalized Householder transition,
as in (4), preceded by a dlagonal decay. Theorem Al1 is the WY representation (Bischof and VanLoan, 1987)
of the product of these factors.

Corollary A7 (WY form). Let A := [k ® vy, ..., kc @ ve] and A := [k1 @ vy, . .., ke ® ve] in RIdwxC
Then sc = P sy + d with

= [[d-Baa))F 01,) = Tc®ly) — AAdiag(B)AT, d = AAc. (Al6])

Proof. By (AISS) sc = (Le@I)so+) ., ur(k 7n®'ur) (I‘C®I)30+Au. Since p, = ('UTE;F, So)r = @, so,
we have p = AT 50, and (A156) gives u = Ac — A diag(B)A " sq. a

The correction to the diagonal decay has rank at most C, as for DeltaNet, where P = I — 'wskz. The
difference is that the columns of AA diag(3) are linear combinations of Kronecker products ks ® v, and are in
general not themselves Kronecker products, so the correction is not of the delta-rule form >_ (Spws)k, , in
which the memory enters through the d,-dimensional read-outs Spw;. Instead the memory enters through the
C scalars p, and each pseudo-value is v, scaled by a linear functional of Sy. Table A5 summarizes the roles of
the chunk quantities in the delta-rule family and in KronLSTM.

A8.6 Variants

The derivation uses only the structure “diagonal decay on the key side, rank-one write along v,k,| with a
coefficient affine in the scalar score”:
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Table A5: Chunkwise forms of delta-rule memories and of KronLSTM, in the orientation S € R% %% of this
paper. A is the inverse of the unit lower triangular matrix I + IN built from the listed Gram; “coupling” is the
term through which the incoming memory Sy enters the write of token r; stril is the strictly lower triangular
part. For KDA and Gated DeltaNet-2 the decay-weighted key Gram is G** of (A152); for Gated DeltaNet-2,
b, € [0,1]% and w, € [0, 1]% are its channel-wise erase and write gates.

Gram in the solve right-hand side  coupling to Sy write of token r
DeltaNet diag(B) stril( KK ) diag(B)V Sow,, W = Adiag(8)K (u, — Sow, )k,
Gated DeltaNet same, X 7, /s (scalar) same same, decayed same, decayed
KDA diag(B) G+ diag(B)V Sow,, W = Adiag(ﬁ)f{\ (u, — Sow,) k]
Gated DeltaNet-2  stiil (yO BOK)K') WoV Sy, Y=A(yoBoOK) (u,—Soy,) kS
KronLSTM diag(8) (G** © G*) c (A diag(B)p),. pr = v Sok,  up vk,

* Coupled erase and write (variant ““/3 on both sides” of Table A3; target ¢, instead of ¢, = ¢, /[5,): replace ¢
by B ® cin (A156). Unit target (variant “non-learnable target”): ¢ = 1, so u° = Al.

* State tracking, B, € (0,2) (Section 3.4): nothing changes. I + IN is unit lower triangular for every 3, so the
solve needs no condition on the gates or on the data.

* Scalar forget gate f, = f,1 (as in Gated DeltaNet): -, is a scalar and G** = 1[r > s] (k, ks) 7, /7s. No
forget gate: GF* = stril( K K ") and K=K=K-=K.

* Values of arbitrary norm. The kernels accept unnormalized values by the substitution 3, < 3,/ ||v,||* (the
erase step is capped so that 53, ||a, H2 = (3, for unit-norm keys and the contraction condition of Property A6
holds independently of ||v,||); the write gate is unaffected. With the />-normalized values of Section 2.2 this
is (A149).

A8.7 Algorithm, cost and implementation

Algorithm (forward pass, one head). Given Q, K € RIX% vV € REXdy 3 ¢ € RE, logf € REX% a

chunk length C' and an initial memory Sjg):

1. Chunk-local, in parallel over chunks. For every chunk: £ <— cumsum(log f) within the chunk, vy < exp(#€),
and j(\, K. K, @ asin (A151); GF*, G'", G as in (A152), the entries of G** and G?* via exp (€, — £,)
for s < r; N « diag(8)(G*" ® G") and A < (I + N)~! by forward substitution; u° < Ac and
Ag < Adiag(B).

2. Scan, sequential over chunks. S < Spj; forn = 0,1,...: p + ((VS) O K)L; u < u° — Agp;
V « diag(u)V; Hy, « QST + GV S «+ Sdiag(ve) + VK.

3. Return H € RY*% and the final memory S.

Cost. Per chunk and head the algorithm performs the two C' x C key Grams (2C?d}, multiply—adds), the
value Gram (C?d,), one unit lower triangular solve applied to two right-hand sides (O(C’?’l, in practice on
16 x 16 blocks as in the delta-rule kernels), three products with the memory, V'S, QST and VTK 3Cdd,),
and the intra-chunk product G¥*V (C2d,). Over a sequence of length L this is O(LC(dy, + dy) + Ldyd,)
multiply—adds and O(LC?) for the solves, the same order as Gated DeltaNet and KDA; relative to KDA the
additional cost is the value Gram G"?, and the coupling p replaces the product W Sy of the delta rule at equal
cost. The memory is materialized once per chunk, not per token.

Implementation notes. (i) The cumulative decays are kept in log space; the Gram entries use exp(€, — £5)
for s < r only, so all decay factors lie in (0, 1] and no quotient 1/ is ever formed (the kernels use base-2
logarithms and exps). (ii) The triangular solve is the precision-sensitive step and is carried out in IEEE fp32;
the remaining products run on tensor cores. (iii) In the fused kernel the solve is not materialized as u°® and
A but applied inside the scan as u = A(c — 3 ® p). (iv) Because p contracts over the full value dimension,
programs that tile the memory over d,, exchange their partial row sums of (V' S) ® K once per chunk; this
is a synchronization, not a bandwidth cost (C' floats per program against a dj, x d,, memory). (v) Padding a
sequence to a multiple of C with zero q, k, v, 5 = ¢ = 0 and log f = 0 neither writes nor decays. (vi) Queries
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are scaled by d;l/ ? inside the kernel; the scale is immaterial after the RMSNorm of the block. In the supplied
code, K, K, K, Q are k_up, k_dn, k_tail, q_up; Gkk, G, GY* are A_kk, A_vv, A_gk; A, u®, Agare Tinv,
u_const, Tw; and p, u, V are p, u, uv.

A8.8 Backward pass

The backward pass follows the forward decomposition chunk by chunk in reverse order. Let dH €
and dSc € R% %% be the upstream gradients of a chunk, the latter including the gradient d.Sy returned by the
following chunk. Write g := ¢ — 3 ® p and Yy := V'S € RE* % With stril and tril the strictly lower and
the lower triangular part, the vector—Jacobian products of (A158) and (A159) are

RC X dy

dSy, = dScTe +dH' Q, dye = (dSc ® Sp) "1, dK =V dSe¢,
dV = KdS/, + G*TdH, dQ = dH S, AG? = tril(dH V"), (A162)

those of the pseudo-values and of the solve (A156) are

du=(dV o V)1, dV +=diag(uw)dV, dA=dug', dg = AT du,
de = dg, dB = —dg ® p, dp=-dg® B, dN = —stril(ATdAAT), (A163)

those of the scores (A157) and of the Gram matrices (A152), (A155) are

AV += diag(dp) K S§ + (AG" +dG" )V, dS, += V' diag(dp) K,

dB += (dN @ G** © G*")1, dG* = diag(B) AN © G**, dG"’ = diag(8) AN © G**,
dK = diag(dp) Yy + dG** K, dK = dG* K +dG*TQ,  dQ += dG"K,
(A164)

and the decay-scaled copies (A151) and the cumulative sum (A150) give

dK =dK 0y +dK/y+dK © (yo/7), dQ=dQ o4,
Iy=dKoK-dK 0 K/¥*+dQ0Q-dK 0 K 0 yc/v’,  dyo+= (Ko K/y)'1,
de, = dv, @~ + 1[r = C] dve © e, dlogf; = Z df, (reverse cumulative sum). (A165)

r>1

Here v € R¢*% stacks the -, and all products with it are element-wise. Two points differ from the delta-rule
backward. The values enter the system matrix /N through G, so dV receives a contribution through the inverse
in (A163)—(A164), whereas in DeltaNet, Gated DeltaNet and KDA the values appear only in the right-hand
side. And since the pseudo-values are u,v,, the gradient with respect to the write coefficients is the row-wise
contraction du = (d‘7 ® V)1 over the value dimension, mirroring the forward contraction that produces p.
The gate factor diag(3) sits inside the Hadamard product and must be kept inside the accumulation of dIN, as
observed for the channel-wise gates of Gated DeltaNet-2 (Hatamizadeh et al., 2026).

A8.9 Verification

We verified Theorem A1l and (A162)—(A165) numerically in double precision against the token-by-token
recurrence (A 149): outputs and final memory agree to machine precision (< 10~ !° relative) for chunk lengths
C € {1,8,16, L}, sequence lengths that are and are not multiples of C, dy, # d,,, nonzero initial memory, strong
and weak decay, and (3, € (0, 1) as well as 3, € (0, 2); the operator identity (A161) holds against the explicitly
formed product of did, X did, factors; the no-decay reduction of IN to the Gram of a,, = k, ® v, holds; and
the gradients with respect to Q, K, V', 3, ¢,log f and S agree with central finite differences of the recurrence
to 10™°. The reference implementations in the supplementary material are checked against the same recurrence.
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