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ABSTRACT Decision models such as Jev have emerged as a highly promising paradigm for LLM agent systems,
providing lightweight and reliable categorical reasoning for rapid System One execution. However, existing
generation-oriented inference engines fail to support these workloads effectively, suffering from severe prefix
recomputation overheads or distorted output probabilities. To address this challenge, we propose Flide, an
efficient and exact inference engine that decouples the logical tree structure of a decision request from its physical
execution within a single flattened token stream. Through ForkAttention, Flide navigates request dependencies
using GPU-resident indices across both standard attention and recurrent Gated DeltaNet layers, guaranteeing in
exact arithmetic that every query branch evaluates identically to an isolated forward pass. By expressing branch
topologies directly in GPU-resident metadata, Flide accommodates diverse request mixtures with a compact set
of pre-recorded execution graphs while enabling expanding agent histories to resume from checkpoints saved in
earlier passes. Extensive evaluations on public hybrid and decision models demonstrate that Flide answers queries
up to 9.5 times faster than vLLM and SGLang while staying closest to a float32 reference in total variation distance.
By unifying physical execution throughput with mathematical exactness, Flide establishes a principled foundation
for scalable, latency-critical decision intelligence in agent systems.
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Figure 1. One request with three questions, run three ways. Forks show the logical structure and strips the
physical sequence, where red bars are delimiters and a tilde, as in i1, marks an answer that may differ.

1 Introduction

Large language models increasingly serve as core decision engines within complex systems for tasks such
as routing requests (Ong et al., 2024), evaluating responses (Zheng et al., 2023), and deciding the next steps
of agents (Yao et al., 2023). Generating text to make categorical choices wastes computational resources on
unnecessary tokens and increases latency, leading to the emergence of Jev (TypeSafe Al, 2026) and other
specialized decision models (StartLux, 2026; Open-Jev, 2026) for these tasks. These models typically process
extensive context, such as a lengthy conversation or an agent trajectory, to answer several questions about
it, outputting probability distributions over multiple discrete choices. When deployed on every routed
request and agent action, with strict thresholds acting on their probabilities (Decision Index, 2026), these
confidence-sensitive models call for an inference engine that is both fast and precise.

However, current inference engines severely constrain the application of decision models since they are
optimized for text generation, where the fundamental unit of work is a single linear sequence. When processing
decisions, frameworks like vVLLM (vLLM Project, 2026d) and SGLang (SGLang Project, 2026c) treat every
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question as an independent prompt, rendering, tokenizing and scheduling the shared context once for every
question. The latest vLLM computes the shared context of a request once before its questions (vLLM Project,
2026b), yet every question still runs as a sequence of its own and resumes from the prefix cache. On hybrid
architectures this cache restores recurrent states only at block boundaries (Pan et al., 2025; Jing et al., 2026), and
every question and every agent step thus computes the tokens past the last boundary again. Alternatively,
multi-item scoring (SGLang Project, 2026a) appends all questions to a single context with a delimiter token
before each. Every question then reads this extra token, which changes its hidden states and corrupts its output
probabilities compared to isolated prompts (SGLang Project, 2026b). Furthermore, under dynamic batching,
the order of floating-point sums changes with the batch (He and Thinking Machines Lab, 2025), which can
yield fluctuating decisions for the identical request under varying server loads. All of these issues severely
compromise the reliability and efficiency of decision model serving.

The root cause is a mismatch between the logical structure of a decision request and the physical structure in
which current engines execute it. Logically, the questions of a request are separate branches of a tree whose
trunk is the shared state, and each branch must see only the trunk and itself. Physically, these branches should
run together over a single copy of the trunk, which speeds up inference by computing the trunk only once and
letting many short branches fill the GPU in one pass. Generation engines tie the physical layout to the logical
one, running every question as a separate sequence that computes or reloads the trunk again. Multi-item
scoring ties them the other way and does run the branches together. Yet it writes the tree into the sequence
itself, and its delimiter tokens enter the input of every branch and, as Figure 1 illustrates, shift the probabilities
and flip decisions. Closing this gap means running the branches together while each still computes exactly
what it would compute alone, so the physical stream must keep apart the branches it places side by side. An
attention layer can keep them apart with a mask, yet the Gated DeltaNet layers (Yang et al., 2025) of hybrid
models such as Qwen3.5 (Qwen Team, 2026) fold every earlier token into one recurrent state, through which a
branch would inherit its siblings. Separating the branches there requires each of them to restart from the exact
state of its trunk, inside the same pass that computes the trunk.

To address this, we propose Flide (Flat-Graph Inference for Decision Models), an efficient and exact inference
engine that separates the logical structure of decision requests from their physical execution on the GPU. Flide
lays a round of requests out as one flat token stream and records their dependencies in GPU-resident metadata.
With ForkAttention, the attention and Gated DeltaNet layers follow these dependencies, and in exact arithmetic
every question computes what it would compute alone. Since the request structure is encoded in data, a small
set of recorded execution graphs can serve different request compositions. The same state-forking mechanism
also supports growing agent histories, allowing later requests to resume from checkpoints saved during earlier
inference passes. In addition, an optional batch-invariant mode fixes floating-point reduction orders to keep
answers bitwise identical across server loads.

We evaluate Flide against state-of-the-art inference engines on workloads ranging from one question per
passage to articles and agent trajectories with many questions. Experimental results show that Flide answers
up to 9.5 times faster than vLLM and SGLang on public hybrid models and leads on dedicated decision models.
Its throughput leads at every concurrency level whenever a shared state carries several questions. Meanwhile,
as multi-item scoring shifts probabilities to gain throughput, Flide yields outputs closest to the float32 reference
distributions in total variation distance. These results establish that separating the logical structure of decision
requests from their physical execution lets an inference engine be exact and fast at once.

Our contributions are threefold.

= We trace both the repeated computation and the shifted answers of current engines to one root cause, the
coupling between the logical structure of a decision request and its physical execution.

= We propose Flide, which keeps each request as a tree in GPU metadata while running every round as
one flat stream, and forks every state exactly with ForkAttention.

= On public hybrid and decision models, Flide answers up to an order of magnitude faster than vLLM and
SGLang while staying closest to the float32 reference in total variation.

2 Related Work

Prefix Sharing and State Branching. Modern serving systems reduce redundant computation by caching
key-value representations of reusable prompt prefixes (Kwon et al., 2023; Zheng et al., 2024a,b). Specialized
execution kernels retrieve these cached representations during decoding via cascade attention (Ye et al., 2025;
Juravsky et al., 2024; Ye et al., 2024; Zhu et al., 2024) or sequence-tree traversals (Yao et al., 2025). For hybrid
architectures containing recurrent states (Gu and Dao, 2023; Yang et al., 2025), existing frameworks either
constrain state materialization to coarse block boundaries (Pan et al., 2025; vLLM Project, 2026¢; Jing et al.,
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Engine One pass Same input Hybrid fork Graph replay Bitwise

vLLM (VLLM Project, 2026d)
SGLang (SGLang Project, 2026¢)
SGLang MIS (SGLang Project, 2026a)
vllm-jev (mode-io, 2026)

Flide

N X N X %
AN N
N X N X %
AR NN
N> NN\ X%

Table 1. Decision serving in current engines. Each mark follows the public documentation and code of the engine, and
bitwise marks an optional mode that keeps answers bit-identical under any load on hybrid models.

2026) or require predefined checkpoint positions (Shirokikh and Nikolenko, 2026). Speculative decoding
verifies token trees with tree attention (Miao et al., 2024; Cai et al., 2024), and its hybrid variants propagate
recurrent states along the branches (Wu et al., 2025; Ghantasala, 2026; Ma, 2026). Domain-specific frontends
fork requests into isolated sequences that query a shared prefix cache (Zheng et al., 2024a). However, all of
these mechanisms mandate a strict temporal separation where shared prefixes must complete execution and
populate memory buffers before downstream queries can consume them. Flide eliminates this decoupled
caching phase by evaluating both the shared context and every branching question within a single forward
pass, dynamically propagating both attention and Gated DeltaNet states across a flattened token sequence.

Decision Model Serving and Execution Exactness. Decision-making architectures operate under strict latency
budgets and rely on well-calibrated categorical distributions (TypeSafe Al, 2026; OneJev Team, 2026; Open-Jev,
2026; vLLM Semantic Router, 2026). Existing engines handle these single-token workloads either by processing
questions as isolated sequences (Du et al., 2025; vLLM Project, 2026d; SGLang Project, 2026c), which repeats
prefix calculations, or by concatenating candidate queries with delimiter tokens (SGLang Project, 2026a), which
invalidates isolated query semantics and requires CPU-managed segmentation that breaks CUDA graph
capture. Standard graph capture strategies mitigate prefill dispatch overhead by padding requests to static
shapes (SGLang Team, 2026), but still treat the individual sequence as the primitive unit of execution. Even
when the prefix is computed once beforehand (vLLM Project, 2026b), every question resumes from the cache
as a sequence of its own. Other specialized variants incur latency penalties by scanning block masks (Chouhan
and Perry, 2026; Antunes et al., 2026), packing spoken input streams into eager passes (Jin et al., 2026), or
evaluating candidate trees across segmented passes (Ma et al., 2026). Compounding these systemic overheads,
LLM serving engines let co-scheduled requests change the outputs of one another, whereas database systems
share work across concurrent queries while keeping each query isolated (Sellis, 1988). Prefix cache substitutions
create observable discrepancies compared to isolated evaluation (Patodiya, 2026), and dynamic reduction
orders cause floating-point nondeterminism (He and Thinking Machines Lab, 2025). Existing batch-invariant
kernels slow serving by 34 percent on Qwen3-8B in SGLang (SGLang Team, 2025), and the batch-invariant
mode of VLLM cannot execute recurrent Gated DeltaNet layers (vLLM Project, 2026a). Flide resolves these
scheduling and numerical conflicts simultaneously by executing multi-branch rounds through GPU-resident
metadata. This approach preserves full CUDA graph replay across dynamic workloads while every answer
equals its standalone computation in exact arithmetic. As summarized in Table 1, Flide is the only one of
these engines that concurrently achieves single-pass execution, unpolluted query inputs, arbitrary hybrid state
branching, CUDA graph replaying, and an optional bitwise-invariant mode under dynamic loads.

3 Method

As illustrated in Figure 2, Flide keeps the tree of each request as its logical structure and runs every round of
requests as one flat token stream on the GPU.

3.1 Problem Formulation

A decision model receives a state and several questions about it in one request, as in the System One API
(TypeSafe Al, 2026) that vLLM (vLLM Project, 2026d) and SGLang (SGLang Project, 2026¢) serve. A decision
request 7 = (s, q1, ..., qn) comprises a state s of P tokens and n questions, where question ¢; has |g;| tokens, as
illustrated in Figure 2(a). Flide renders the prompt for every question exactly as it would appear if asked in
isolation. It defines s as the longest sequence of leading tokens that all such prompts share before the text of
their questions begins. Consequently, the concatenation s @ q; matches the standalone prompt for g; token
for token. Let /; denote the final hidden state at the last token of 4; when the model processes s ® g;. Each
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Figure 2. Overview of Flide. (a) Requests, each a tree of a shared state and its questions. (b) ForkAttention over
one flat stream. (c) Flat graphs over GPU-resident round metadata. (d) Incremental forks of a growing state.

question g; comes with a set of options O;, and the engine computes the probability of each option as
exp(w, h;)
Zoco, exp(wghi)’

where w, is the row of the output head corresponding to option 0. This row belongs to a label token in a chat
model or to a trained slot in a decision model. In exact arithmetic, p; depends only on s and g;, remaining
independent of other concurrent questions or requests.

pi(o) = 0€0;, (1)

Naively processing s @ g; as a separate sequence for every question requires nP + }; |7;| token computations,
which redundantly evaluates the shared state n times. Computing the state and each question exactly once
reduces this cost to P + }}; |¢;|. While prefix caching approximates this efficiency, it still forces every question
to execute as an independent sequence that resumes from the cache. To reach this count, Flide computes the
shared state and all of its questions jointly in a single forward pass, which raises three challenges once every
answer must stay exact.

m First, every question must keep its exact standalone computation, which rules out any change to its input
such as a delimiter before each question. Hybrid models make this harder, since their Gated DeltaNet
layers (Yang et al., 2025) compress all prior tokens into a single recurrent state and leave no attention
matrix to mask.

= Second, rounds mixing requests of arbitrary numbers and lengths must run with minimal GPU launch
overhead, given that a short decision request takes only a few milliseconds of GPU time. CUDA graphs
remove these launches but fix the shape of every launch, whereas the tree of a round changes from one
round to the next.

® Third, when a state grows incrementally over the successive steps of an agent, the engine must reuse the
unchanged part of the previous state and compute only its short mutable tail and the newly appended
tokens.

3.2 ForkAttention

To resolve the first challenge, ForkAttention structures each decision request as a computational tree where
the shared state forms a common trunk and the questions fork as independent branches. Evaluating the
shared trunk once allows every question to inherit the prefix representation without redundant computation or
prompt modifications. Pointwise operations, including linear projections, normalization layers, and multilayer
perceptrons, remain indifferent to this tree structure because they process each token in complete isolation.
State forking therefore requires intervention only in the token-mixing layers, which must grant questions access
to the shared trunk while isolating sibling branches from each other. Flide maps this tree onto the GPU by
flattening an entire round of requests into a single continuous token stream without padding. State tokens
appear first, followed by their corresponding question branches,

1
[s(l)ls(2)|-~-|q§1)|--~|q,(11)|q§2)|~--], )
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where ') denotes the state trunk of the j-th request and qu ! denotes its c-th question branch, as illustrated in
Figure 2(b). Every token in this flattened stream carries metadata indicating its request index j, its branch
index ¢ (with ¢ = 0 designating the trunk), and its sequential position ¢. The tree thus remains the logical
structure of every request, the stream is only its physical layout, and these indices map every token from one to
the other. Positional indices for each question continue from P, and the rotary embedding of any question
token therefore matches the one it receives in the standalone sequence s @ g;. If the state incorporates images,
vision encoder representations replace image placeholder tokens once per state. The state retains the native
multimodal rotary positions of the model, enabling each question to resume from the position immediately
following the state boundary.

3.2.1 Full-Attention Layers

A query token x attends to a key token y when the following conditions hold,

jy = jx; Cy € {0, ¢y}, l’y <t 3)

which guarantees that the key belongs to the same request, resides either in the shared state or within the
query’s specific question, and does not appear later in the sequence. Each question thus attends only to its
trunk and itself as in s @ g;, similar to the tree attention that speculative decoding applies to candidate tokens
(Miao et al., 2024). A sliding-window layer of width W, as in Gemma 4 (Gemma Team, 2026), adds t, —t, < W,
which selects the same keys as in s @ g; because the positions agree.

3.2.2 Gated DeltaNet Layers

Hybrid models replace attention with Gated DeltaNet (Yang et al., 2025) in most of their layers. Such a layer
folds every token into a single matrix-valued recurrent state S; of fixed size by the gated delta rule,

S = a;S¢q (I - T]tktk;r) + T]tVtk:,

4
o: = S5¢qs, @)

where q¢, k; and v; are the query, key and value vectors of token t, and the decay a; and write strength 7, are
computed from the token. A short causal convolution in front of the rule further mixes each token with its few
predecessors. Since S; already contains every earlier token, a mask cannot separate two questions that share a
sequence. Each question therefore has to continue the recurrence from Sp, the recurrent state at the last token
of s. Flide therefore runs each Gated DeltaNet layer in two calls over the stream of Equation 2. The first call
processes the state segments of all requests and outputs Sp and the convolution window of each request. The
second call processes the question segments of all requests at once, and each question starts from the Sp of its
own request through an index without copying any state. The convolution reads the predecessors of each
token through the same kind of index, which lets the first tokens of a question see the last tokens of its state.
Every question thus continues from the exact state its standalone input would reach, at any position and with
every token computed once, as illustrated in Figure 2(b).

3.2.3 Exactness

In a causal model, where the state never attends to a question, the visibility rule of Equation 3 and the two calls
of every Gated DeltaNet layer together give each question the computation of its standalone prompt.

Proposition 1. For a causal model in exact arithmetic, the hidden state computed by Flide at any token of question q; is
identical to the hidden state at that token when the model processes s @ q; in isolation, regardless of other requests and
questions in the same round.

The proof proceeds by induction over the layers and is provided in Appendix A. In other words, the result that
the tree of a request defines holds under any flat layout of the round. In floating point, the differences stay at
the rounding level, which the tests of Appendix G check on every change of the engine.

3.3 Flat-Graph Execution

Flat-graph execution resolves the second challenge by turning the forks of a round into GPU work with
negligible launch overhead, as illustrated in Figure 2(c). A short decision request on a small model takes
only a few milliseconds of GPU time, which launching several thousand kernels one by one would dominate.
Although CUDA graphs eliminate these sequential launches, a captured graph fixes the shape of every kernel
launch, whereas a server encounters rounds containing requests of highly variable numbers and lengths. To
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reconcile this, Flide keeps the tree of a round purely as GPU data. The shape of every launch then depends
on the length of the flat stream alone, and a small collection of captured graphs accommodates any mix of
requests and questions.

3.3.1 GPU-Resident Metadata

All variables determined by the round composition, including segment lengths, positional indices, key ranges,
and state indices, reside in compact device buffers populated before graph replay, from which every kernel
derives its workload. The attention kernel fetches keys from two sources, the shared state of the request and the
query’s specific question, and skips the states of other requests interleaved in the stream. The kernel constructs
its tile table directly on the GPU, loads the fully visible key blocks without applying a mask, and restricts
masking exclusively to partially visible blocks. The Gated DeltaNet layers iterate over a list of fixed-length
chunks populated by each round, with any unused entries beyond the active chunks returning immediately.
Consequently, altering the mix of requests only modifies the buffer contents while preserving the exact launch
configuration of the captured graph.

3.3.2 Graphs over Stream Lengths

Building on length-bucketed CUDA graph capture (SGLang Team, 2026), Flide allows rounds with different
decision-tree structures to reuse the same captured graph. At server initialization, Flide captures a family of flat
graphs indexed by stream capacity T. Each graph also reserves fixed capacities for requests, question segments,
Gated DeltaNet chunks, and readout rows. The actual request boundaries and question dependencies are
supplied through GPU-resident metadata, allowing different request mixes to share the same execution graph.
For each round, Flide selects the smallest graph whose buffers can accommodate both its flattened stream
and associated metadata. Tokens are packed without padding between requests; padding occurs only at the
tail, where dense layers still perform computation but no valid token accesses the padded positions. If a
round exceeds the largest graph’s capacity, Flide splits it along request boundaries into multiple replays. An
individual request exceeding this capacity runs through the same flat-stream execution without CUDA graph
replay.

3.3.3 Selective Readout

The output head of Equation 1 reads only the last token of every question, so in the final layer every token still
contributes its keys and values while the rest of the layer, its MLP included, runs only at these rows. An index
buffer of fixed size in every graph holds the rows, which skips most of the final-layer work without changing
any output in exact arithmetic.

3.4 Incremental State Forking

Successive steps of an agent trajectory often share most of their state, and therefore most of the trunk of their
decision trees. Flide exploits this overlap by checkpointing the state of a request at an internal position m.
A later request can resume from the checkpoint when its tokens up to m match. Each checkpoint stores the
float32 recurrent state and convolution window of every Gated DeltaNet layer at i, together with the keys and
values of the full-attention layers before m. This allows a resumed request to compute the same function as a
fresh one in exact arithmetic. Flide places m slightly before the end of a state so that tokens likely to change at
the next step, such as those at the end of a conversational turn, fall after the checkpoint.

Flide generates the checkpoint during the same forward pass that computes the request’s answers. To achieve
this, Flide divides the state segments of the stream into two levels at their checkpoints. Each Gated DeltaNet
layer processes the two levels sequentially, saving the final states of the first level as checkpoints and passing
them to the second through the same state-indexing mechanism used for question forking. For full attention,
cached keys and values precede newly computed ones in a buffer representing each state’s history, allowing
resumed states to be processed without occupying a contiguous span of the flat stream. At each agent step,
Flide thus computes the new tokens and a short uncached tail only once for all questions, saves a checkpoint
for the next step, and forks the questions from the completed state, as illustrated in Figure 2(d).

3.5 Bitwise Determinism

Proposition 1 makes the result of the tree independent of the flat layout in exact arithmetic, yet in floating
point a matrix product over more rows may pick another kernel, tile shape or reduction split and reorder the
sums of an output element (He and Thinking Machines Lab, 2025). Flide therefore offers an optional mode, in
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Workload Source Requests Questions Perrequest State Stream Sequences Copies Per level
RACE RACE-M test 256 256 1.0 250 325 325 4 1,024
QuALITY QuALITY val., cut 256 256 1.0 3,355 3,443 3,443 4 1,024
DI Decision Index 679 3,635 54 323 1,349 3,387 2 1,358
RACE, all RACE-M test 256 1,019 40 255 546 1,283 4 1,024
QuALITY, all QuALITY val. 115 2,086 18.1 5,835 7454 107,085 2 230
MultiRC MultiRC val. 83 3,948 47.6 327 2,663 17,808 4 332

Table 2. Workloads. Mean tokens of the state, of the stream with the state once and every question once, and of one
sequence per question, in the prompts of Flide and vLLM.

the spirit of batch-invariant inference (He and Thinking Machines Lab, 2025), in which no reduction depends
on the composition of the round. Every matrix product sums each output element in a fixed order whatever
the number of rows, and every question gets attention tiles and Gated DeltaNet chunks of its own, which start
its reductions exactly at the fork. A question asked alone also runs as its state and one branch in this mode,
and every answer computed from a full state therefore keeps the bits of the question asked alone under any
load on the same hardware and software.

4 Experiments

4.1 Settings

Workloads. We build six workloads from four public datasets, RACE (Lai et al., 2017), QUALITY (Pang et al.,
2022), MultiRC (Khashabi et al., 2018) and the Decision Index (Decision Index, 2026). Two of them send one
question per state, with RACE passages and with QuALITY articles cut to 3,600 tokens. The other four send
every question of a state in one request, as the datasets come, from four questions per RACE passage to 48 per
MultiRC paragraph on average, as Table 2 lists and Appendix C details.

Baselines. We compare against vLLM (Kwon et al., 2023) and SGLang (Zheng et al., 2024a) through their
decision endpoints, against SGLang’s multi-item scoring (SGLang Project, 2026a), MIS in the tables, and on the
dedicated decision models against vllm-jev (mode-io, 2026) and its RadixFlow scheduler (Jing et al., 2026).
vLLM, SGLang and Flide serve the instruct models of Qwen3.5 (Qwen Team, 2026) from 0.8B to 27B and
of Gemma 4 (Gemma Team, 2026) from E2B to 31B, multi-item scoring the Qwen3.5 models and vllm-jev
Open-Jev-2B and Open-Jev-9B (Open-Jev, 2026), all in bfloatl6 with CUDA graphs on, except multi-item
scoring, which turns them off. Flide and vLLM read the same prompts, while SGLang and vllm-jev render
their own templates, and Appendix B lists the versions and settings of every engine.

Metrics. Lat. is the median latency in milliseconds of a request from a single client, and C8, C32 and C64 are
the requests per second under 8, 32 and 64 closed-loop clients. Against a float32 forward pass of the same
model, Agr. is the share of questions with the same top answer, TV the mean total variation distance in points,
P99 the 99th percentile of the largest change in one option’s probability, and Flip the share of decisions that a
threshold of 0.5 takes differently. Acc. is the share of correct answers, and Stab. the share of questions whose
top answer at 64 clients equals the one at a single client.

Setup. All measurements run on one NVIDIA H200 GPU, with the engines started one after another and every
prefix cache emptied before each level. Every row is sent four times, twice for DI and the full QUALITY articles,
and each copy’s state starts with its own tag, which keeps any request from reusing the state of another.

4.2 Main Results

Table 3 compares the three engines on Qwen3.5 and Gemma 4, while Figure 3 summarizes their relative speeds
across workloads, from which we draw three findings.

First, Flide is faster even with a single question per state. On Qwen3.5, it cuts the latency of a lone request
by up to 3.2 times on the smallest model. The gain comes from one flat-graph replay per round, against the
heavier front ends and schedulers of generation engines. Under load, where model computation dominates,
Flide matches the best baseline.

Second, the advantage grows substantially when multiple questions share a state. Flide leads at every model
size and concurrency level, achieving up to 9.5 times lower latency and 8.5 times higher throughput than the
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One question per state All questions of a state
RACE QuALITY DI RACE QuALITY MultiRC
Model Engine Lat.| C8T C647 Lat.| C8T C647 Lat.| C8T C647 Lat.| C87 C64T Lat.| C87 C64T Lat.| C8T C647

Qwen3.5
vLLM 19.9 154 527 35.1 84.1 894 232 69.1 107 473 882 208 362 45 4.6 154 141 144
0.8B SGLang 27.0 153 418 353 76.5 78.8 28.6 61.5 98.2 31.0 957 174 359 46 44 130 16.6 15.1

_______ Flide _ EGNEEE 672 BIE1 936 565 e WSl PSS R
VLLM 246 130 196 68.6 193 193 27.7 316 360 57.6 492 67.0 476 43 42 281 7.1 49
4B SGLang 31.6 965 179 753 185 185 348240 279 374 454 498 727 24 2.1 272 52 53

Flide 109 175 204 623 194 199 119 483 504 14.1 116 124 141 8.6 8.6 50.3 255 25.9

vLLM 247 96.0 117 106 11.3 11.3 26.0 21.4 22.7 60.1 384 464 562 3.0 35 308 58 3.1
9B SGLang 32.6 804 108 117 10.5 109 332 148 162 509 264 289 1.1k 15 14 416 3.1 3.1
Flide 13.7 106 119 102 11.5 11.5 143 284 29.2 204 67.1 71.0 232 5.1 5.1 81.1 14.7 149

vLLM 482 314 345 337 33 33 487 6.6 57 140126 130 12k 13 0.8 656 19 0.6
27B SGLang 559 279 32,6 363 32 32 571 46 48 134 80 84 33k 04 04 1.1k 10 1.0
Flide 41.2 323 348 340 33 33 411 83 85 66.1 199 21.0 781 15 15 270 43 43

vLLM 294 103 219 137 29.5 30.8 31.4 322 427 762 47.1 837 639 33 32 350 72 58
Average SGLang 36.8 89.4 184 148 27.2 279 384 262 36.8 633 439 652 14k 22 21 491 65 6.1
Flide 18.0 213 257 130 32.0 32.8 18.6 70.3 81.1 269 153 189 298 13.6 13.6 105 39.9 424

Gemma 4
vLLM 129 186 353 419 325 32.6 134 63.7 777 243 107 201 255 7.5 7.1 704 264 345
E2B SGLang 32.7 100 303 66.6 20.5 17.6 33.7 352 448 37.0 58.8 822 549 28 25 185 99 94
Flide 8.2 314 360 36.5 323 325 8.8 83.8 87.6 10.7 200 224 86.6 13.8 13.7 28.3 48.6 49.6

vLLM 145 154 192 65.7 18.0 18.0 14.8 39.7 426 258 954 109 364 43 42 87.2233 238
E4B SGLang 36.6 105 173 953 132 13.2 383 23.1 26.7 415377 454 708 19 18 265 56 55
Flide 11.3 172 193 63.8 17.8 179 11.6 45.5 47.1 153 106 117 148 7.8 7.8 50.2 25.3 25.7

vLLM 224 682 758 157 7.0 7.0 234 158 16.1 40.8 36.8 388 763 1.6 16 191 72 7.1
12B SGLang 36.5 60.1 699 218 52 5.1 389 92 9.7 658 166 181 15k 0.8 0.7 557 22 22
Flide 199 69.8 754 158 7.0 7.0 194 179 183 29.7 429 451 375 3.0 3.0 125 94 95

vLLM 469 27.7 30.1 400 2.7 26 452 62 62 831158 160 18k 0.6 0.6 347 35 35
31B SGLang 522 247 268 543 19 19 527 36 37 152 6.6 68 37k 03 03 14k 0.8 0.8
Flide 44.4 274 292 405 2.7 27 419 69 7.0 682 166 174 982 11 11 319 3.6 3.6

vLLM 242 109 163 166 15.1 15.1 242 313 356 435 63.7 912 804 35 34 174151 172
Average SGLang 39.5 724 143 231 102 94 409 178 212 742299 381 1.6k 15 13 594 46 45
Flide 209 146 164 166 149 15.0 20.4 38.5 40.0 31.0 914 101 398 64 64 131 21.7 22.1

Table 3. Flide leads most where a state carries many questions, and shading gives its gain over the best baseline.

best baseline. The largest gains occur on QUALITY and MultiRC, which carry the most questions per state,
since ForkAttention computes the shared state once for all of them while conventional engines repeatedly
compute or restore it. Multi-item scoring also shares the state but introduces delimiter tokens and runs without
CUDA graphs. Flide achieves higher throughput while preserving each question’s standalone computation in
exact arithmetic.

Finally, Flide also maintains its advantage on full-attention models. Even against vLLM’s prefix cache, which
already computes the shared state of Gemma 4 once, Flide cuts the latency of multi-question requests by 1.1 to
2.9 times. These results highlight the efficiency of executing an entire request in one forward pass, beyond the
computational savings provided by prefix caching.

4.3 Answer Fidelity

Table 4 reads the answers of the Qwen3.5 models, and averaged over the four sizes, Flide’s top answer agrees
with the float32 reference most often on every workload. Flide’s accuracy stays within 1.2 points of vLLM’s in
every cell, so it gains its speed at the same accuracy, and SGLang'’s differs more only on MultiRC, where it
words yes-or-no questions its own way. Batching changes the order of floating-point sums, so every engine
changes some answers between one and 64 clients, Flide at most 0.2 percent, SGLang up to 1.7 and vLLM up to
3.2 percent. In the mode of Section 3.5, Flide returns the same bits at any load, as Appendix E shows.
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One question per state All questions of a state
RACE QuALITY DI RACE QuALITY MultiRC
Qwen3.5 Engine Agr.T Acc.] Stab.T Agr.T Acc.T Stab.T Agr.T Stab.T Agr.T Acc.T Stab.T Agr.T Acc.T Stab.T Agr.T Acc.T Stab.T

vLLM 98.0 664 97.8 98.0 39.5 96.8 978 99.0 97.6 71.7 979 98.0 46.1 99.1 99.7 44.4 100.0
0.8B SGLang 98.0 67.2 983 98.0 39.5 992 969 99.7 97.1 71.6 993 97.7 46.2 99.5 989 471 99.9
Flide 99.6 67.2 100.0 98.4 38.3 100.0 98.8 99.9 99.0 71.7 100.0 98.1 45.6 100.0 99.8 44.5 100.0

vLLM 100.0 879 99.6 99.2 633 99.5 99.1 99.7 99.7 89.1 100.0 99.2 77.0 99.7 99.2 79.9 100.0
4B SGLang 99.6 88.3 99.6 99.6 633 99.7 993 99.8 99.6 89.2 100.0 993 77.5 99.5 983 749 999
Flide 99.6 87.5 100.0 98.8 63.3 100.0 994 99.8 99.6 89.2 100.0 99.6 77.1 100.0 99.5 80.2 100.0

vLLM 100.0 92.6 99.8 984 703 99.7 994 99.6 99.8 92.8 99.7 993 83.0 99.8 985 789 99.9
9B SGLang 99.2 922 999 988 703 992 994 99.7 99.8 92.8 99.8 99.5 83.0 99.6 99.0 782 99.9
Flide 100.0 92.6 100.0 99.6 70.3 100.0 99.6 100.0 99.8 93.2 100.0 99.8 82.8 100.0 99.5 79.8 100.0

vLLM 100.0 94.5 100.0 98.8 78.9 99.6 99.7 99.8 99.9 95.1 100.0 99.6 90.8 99.7 99.7 89.8 100.0
27B SGLang 100.0 94.5 99.9 988 789 995 994 99.8 99.8 950 100.0 99.8 90.8 99.7 99.7 90.5 99.9
Flide  100.0 94.5 100.0 99.6 78.9 100.0 99.9 100.0 100.0 95.0 100.0 99.7 90.8 100.0 99.9 89.8 100.0

vLLM 995 854 993 98.6 63.0 989 99.0 99.5 993 872 994 99.0 742 99.6 99.3 73.3 100.0
Average SGLang 99.2 855 99.4 98.8 63.0 994 987 99.7 99.1 872 99.8 99.1 744 99.6 99.0 72.7 99.9
Flide 99.8 85.5 100.0 99.1 62.7 100.0 994 99.9 99.6 87.3 100.0 99.3 74.1 100.0 99.7 73.6 100.0

Table 4. On Qwen3.5, Flide’s answers stay closest to a float32 reference, with all values in percent.

vLLM —&— SGLang —@— Flide

(a) Qwen3.5, alone (b) Qwen3.5, 64 clients (c) Gemma 4, alone (d) Gemma 4, 64 clients
RC-1 RC-1 RC-1 RC-1
MRC QL-1 MRC QL-1
QL DI QL DI
RC RC

Figure 3. Flide leads on every workload where a state carries several questions. Speed of each engine over the
fastest one, geometric mean over the four sizes. RC, QL and MRC stand for RACE, QuALITY and MultiRC,
and -1 marks one question per state.

DI QUALITY, all RACE

Variant Lat.| Req/sT Lat.| Req/sT Reg/sT
Flide 8.8 489 135.6 8.6 2103
without forks 8.7 20.7 1868.5 0.6 211.1
without flat graphs 85 435 1357 8.5 1349

without CUDA graphs 76.1 489 1372 8.5 191.6
without selective readout 8.9  47.8 140.1 8.3 2052

Table 5. Ablation on Qwen3.5-4B, timed inside the engine without its HTTP server. Each row removes one component
of Flide, and Req/s counts the requests per second of a round.

4.4 In-depth Analysis

Further analyses, from identical bits and the time one request spends in each part of an engine to the start-up
of a server, follow in Appendix E.

Ablation. Table 5 removes individual components of Flide on Qwen3.5-4B to isolate their performance
contributions. Without state forks, each question executes as an independent sequence, causing the latency of
a multi-question QUALITY article to increase by more than an order of magnitude. Without CUDA graphs, a
solitary request launches thousands of sequential kernels, yielding a severe latency penalty on short inputs.
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RACE QuALITY
Model Engine Lat.] C8T C327 C647 Acct Lat.] C87 C32T7 C647 Acc.]
vllm-jev 41.8 96.5 134.8 1339 75.4 61.6 334 332 325 50.8
Open-Jev-2B + RadixFlow 343 951 1158 1148 74.6 72.8 293 292 29.0 50.8
_____________ Flide _____ SR 42 BRISRAT LAl 508
villm-jev 578 31.8 329 329 84.4 1419 85 8.5 8.5 68.4
Open-Jev-9B + RadixFlow 475 30.4 31.7 31.7 84.4 153.9 8.2 8.1 8.2 68.4
Flide 171 935 99.1 100.7 84.4 108.2 113 114 114 68.4
vllm-jev 49.8 64.1 83.8 83.4 79.9 101.8 21.0 209 205 59.6
Average + RadixFlow 409 628 73.8 732 79.5 113.3 187 18.6 18.6 59.6
Flide 13.0 219.0 2503 2564 793 72.8 292 297 297 59.6

Table 6. Flide against the engine written for these models. Shading gives Flide’s gain over the better vllm-jev setting.

[ Flide vLLM  [] SGLang [ MIS
DI RACE QUuALITY MultiRC

e
]
O
1
1
1

000 - 1 T T -
1073 1073 107! 1073 1073 107! 1073 1073 107! 1073 10-3 107!

Total variation from the fp32 reference

Figure 4. Multi-item scoring shifts the whole distribution. Total variation of each answer from the float32
reference on Qwen3.5-4B, every question of a state in one request.

Without flat graphs, every request necessitates a distinct replay, stripping a round of short RACE requests
of over one third of its throughput. Finally, selective readout delivers further throughput gains by avoiding
redundant token projections across all workloads. Each component thus removes a distinct cost, from repeated
state computation to kernel launches, graph replays and final-layer work, and together they give Flide its
end-to-end speed.

Dedicated decision models. Table 6 evaluates Open-]Jev, the exact architecture vllm-jev and its RadixFlow
scheduler were designed to serve. Flide outperforms both baselines across all configurations, achieving roughly
threefold speedups on short inputs and maintaining an advantage of up to 1.7 times on long prompts where
the forward pass dominates execution time. This demonstrates that a generalized engine operating over the
logical request tree outpaces heavily specialized systems.

The cost of a delimiter. Multi-item scoring shares context by inserting a delimiter token before each question,
and Figure 4 illustrates the resulting penalty on Qwen3.5-4B. The median outputs of this delimiter approach
diverge from the float32 reference roughly twelve times as much as those of Flide, whereas the curves of Flide,
vLLM, and SGLang overlap. Across all sizes and workloads, the delimiter method flips up to 29 percent of
categorical decisions, compared to a maximum of 2.3 percent for Flide, as detailed in Table 11 of Appendix E.
Properly sharing the internal state thus keeps Flide closest to the float32 reference in total variation, confirming
that the shifted answers of multi-item scoring stem directly from its input modifications.

Questions per state. Figure 5a isolates a state of roughly two thousand tokens from a QUALITY article and
evaluates performance across a growing number of questions. Because vLLM and SGLang process each
question as an independent sequence, their latencies increase drastically as the questions grow. Flide computes
the shared state exactly once and only appends the tokens specific to each branch. With 64 questions on
the state, Flide operates 12.7 times faster than vLLM and maintains a substantial lead over SGLang. This
follows the cost analysis of Section 3.1, as the stream grows only by the tokens of each question, while separate
sequences repeat the whole state for every question.

States that grow. We replay dozens of SWE-agent trajectories (Yang et al., 2024) from a public dataset (Nebius,
2024), truncating them after their initial steps to yield over a thousand total states, and pose multiple questions



Flide: Accelerating Decision Inference with Exact State Forking 11

VLLM  =A— SGLang ={O— MIS  =—O— Flide

(a) Questions on one state (b) A growing history, one agent solid and eight dotted
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Figure 5. Flide adds little latency per question and per step. Latency on Qwen3.5-4B as the questions on one
state and the history of an agent grow.

Qwen3.5-0.8B Qwen3.5-4B Qwen3.5-9B

One agent, ms Steps/s One agent, ms Steps/s One agent, ms Steps/s
Engine <4k| >12k| Growth] 17T 327 <4k| >12k| Growth| 17T 327 <4k| >12k| Growth| 1T 327

vLLM 173.8 333.7 135 46 7.8 2187 384.6 13.8 3.8 6.0 2185 3827 13.6 3.8 59
SGLang 642 1975 11.1 9.7 140 1162 279.8 132 6.0 124 167.6 355.5 145 45 82
MIS 524 883 29 164 289 81.8 2949 172 75 89 1022 4538 285 52 5.7
Flide 11.7 187 0.6 72.4 208.2 224 36.1 09 38,5 579 327 482 1.0 27.4 36.1

Table 7. Agents whose state grows by one step at a time. Latency of a step in ms with a history under 4k and over 12k
tokens, its growth per thousand tokens of history, and steps per second at 1 and 32 agents.

against the complete history at every turn. As Table 7 and Figure 5b illustrate, the marginal latency cost per
thousand tokens on Flide stays around one millisecond. In contrast, vLLM and SGLang suffer an order of
magnitude higher latency penalty by running each question independently, while multi-item scoring degrades
severely by recomputing the entire history at every step. Regardless of the agent count, Flide ultimately
completes 4.4 to 7.2 times the steps per second of the strongest baseline.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we presented Flide, an efficient and exact inference engine for decision models that decouples
the logical tree structure of each request from its physical execution within a single flattened token stream. By
leveraging ForkAttention, Flide forks intermediate states precisely across both attention and recurrent layers,
replaying arbitrary execution rounds through compact pre-recorded graphs while extending agent histories
directly from checkpoints saved in earlier passes. This architecture resolves the fundamental conflict between
hierarchical request logic and sequential token execution, eliminating both the redundant prefix computations
and the delimiter tokens that shift the answers of existing serving engines. Extensive evaluations across
hybrid and full-attention architectures, specialized decision benchmarks, and real-world agent trajectories
demonstrate that Flide achieves substantial speedups over current state-of-the-art frameworks while staying
closest to the float32 reference distributions on Qwen3.5. By unifying high-throughput parallel execution with
strict mathematical exactness, Flide establishes a principled foundation for scalable, latency-critical decision
intelligence in next-generation LLM agent systems.
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Engine Version Endpoint and settings
decision endpoint, --enable-prefix-caching --logprobs-mode
vLLM 0.32.0rc1 of 14 October, 0.32.1rc1  raw_logprobs, the later build also --prefix-match-unit 32;
Gemma 4 also through the completion endpoint of 0.32.0rcl
SGLang 0.5.21 decision endpoint, default settings
/v1/score, -—enable-mis --attention-backend flashinfer
SGLang MIS  0.5.21 --linear-attn-prefill-backend triton, which turns CUDA
graphs, the radix cache and chunked prefill off
vllm-jev 0.3.7 on vVLLM 0.29.0 vllm-jev serve with its defaults, and with --radixflow true
Flide release serve with two front-end processes and default batching

Table 8. Engine versions and launch settings.

A Proof of Proposition 1

Fix a request with state s of P tokens and a question g;. Every token of s @ g; enters the stream with the token
id and position it has in the standalone sequence, and norms, projections, the MLP and the rotary embedding
act on one token at a time. A full-attention layer lets each token of g; see exactly the tokens before it in s @ g;
by Equation 3, and each Gated DeltaNet layer continues g; from the recurrent state Sp and the convolution
window that s reaches alone. Equal inputs to a layer therefore give equal outputs, and induction over the
layers proves the proposition, since no step involves another request or question of the round. A checkpoint
restores the values that a fresh pass reaches at its position, and selective readout only drops rows that no read
uses, so both keep this equality.

B Engine Versions and Launch Settings

Table 8 lists the engines, and every cell of vLLM reports the faster of its two builds, while the analyses and the
comparisons on growing states, repeated states and images run the build of 14 October. SGLang and vllm-jev
use their own prompt formats, and multi-item scoring receives the state as the query and every question as
an item, as the token ids that Flide and vLLM read. The token-id rows of Table 13 send the same ids to the
completion endpoint of vVLLM and to the score endpoint of SGLang without multi-item scoring. For the images
of GQA, vLLM and SGLang serve their chat endpoints with one request per question, thinking off and one
output token, and a label outside the 20 most likely tokens counts as zero. The float32 reference runs with
TF32 disabled, a threshold of 0.5 acts when the probability of yes or of the top option reaches it, and the client
sends 32 warm-up requests before each level.

C Workload Construction

Table 2 lists the six workloads as the engines receive them, built from public sets by scripts in the release with
a fixed seed. Its token counts come from the tokenizer of Qwen3.5, and those of the Gemma 4 tokenizers
stay within 8 percent of them. RACE samples 256 questions of the middle-school test set of RACE with their
passages (Lai et al., 2017), and RACE all samples 256 passages of the same set with all of their questions.
QuALITY samples 256 questions of the validation set of QUALITY (Pang et al., 2022) and cuts each article at a
line boundary so that the article, the question and its longest option fit 3,600 tokens with room for the template,
inside the 4,096-token context of the Open-Jev models, while QUALITY all keeps all 115 validation articles at
full length with all of their questions. The comparison with vllm-jev runs its two Open-Jev models on RACE
and on this cut QUALITY. MultiRC (Khashabi et al., 2018) turns every candidate answer of a question into the
yes-or-no question question Is “answer” a correct answer?, adding whole questions to a paragraph while it holds
at most 64. DI samples 760 requests of the public set of the Decision Index (Decision Index, 2026), and 81 of
them hold a choice question with more than 26 options, more letters than the alphabet holds, so 679 requests
with 3,510 choice and 125 yes-or-no questions remain, 2,422 of them with a gold answer. Every engine reads
at most 26 options per choice question, 10 levels per score question and 64 questions per request, and every
other workload satisfies these limits as built. In the cold setting each copy of a row begins its state with a line
naming the copy and the row, so no request shares a prompt prefix with another, while the questions of one
request still share their state on every engine.

Flide and vLLM render a question as vLLM’s decision endpoint renders it for chat models, one user turn
with the state, a blank line and the question, followed by the opening of the assistant turn with thinking
turned off, as shown in Figure 6. The answer is the distribution of the next token over the labels of the options,
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Prompt of one question, in the wording of vLLM

<|im_start|>user
state

Question: question
options
reply<|im_end|>
<]im_start|>assistant
<think>

</think>

options are A: name - description per option of a choice question, yes and no for a yes-or-no question, and @: [level per level of a score
question. reply is Answer with the letter of one option only., Answer with yes or no only. or Answer with the number of
one level only.

Figure 6. The prompt of one question. The answer is the next token over the option labels.

1 client 8 clients 32 clients 64 clients
Workload Engine Med.| P99] Thr.] Med.| P99] Thr.l Med.|] P99] Thr.T Med.] P99| Thr.T

vLLM 246 37.6 385 599 80.6 130 164 194 192 315 428 196
RACE, one SGLang 31.6 46.8 30.1 834 992 965 182 216 173 351 440 179

Flide 62.3 685 16.6 413 437 194 1.6k 1.7k 199 3.2k 34k 199

DI MIS 673 352 12.1 308 1.1k 202 974 2.1k 30.7 1.8k 3.0k 332
Flide 119 268 374 139 559 483 614 14k 502 13k 2.0k 504

VLLM  57.6 874 170 157 269 492 490 657 656 970 12k 67.0

RACE. all SGLang 374 554 255 173 222 454 640 1.1k 483 13k 14k 49.8
’ MIS 66.6 693 149 160 412 48.6 407 695 67.0 892 12k 75.6
Flide 141 239 702 688 848 116 258 371 122 505 565 124

MIS 86.1 370 115 725 1.1k 105 24k 33k 13.0 39k 4.7k 156
Flide 50.3 650 214 316 388 255 13k 14k 259 24k 2.6k 259

Table 9. Full results on Qwen3.5 4B. Median and 99th percentile latency in ms (k for thousands) and requests per second
at every number of clients.

renormalized over those labels. In Flide the part of the prompt before the question is the state of the stream
and every question with the rest of the prompt is a branch, so its tokens are exactly those of vLLM’s prompt.
SGLang writes structured states as compact JSON and opens a yes-or-no question with Is the following
true? followed by the question, listing only the outcomes that carry a description, and the reference for SGLang
is computed in this wording.

D Full Results

Figures 7 and 8 follow Qwen3.5-4B and Gemma 4 E4B from one to 64 clients. Tables 9 and 10 list every level of
each engine on every workload for Qwen3.5-4B and Gemma 4 E4B, where multi-item scoring serves only the
Qwen3.5 workloads with every question of a state in one request, with the median and 99th percentile latency
and the throughput. With more than one question per request, Flide keeps the lowest 99th percentile latency
at every number of clients on both models, which extends Table 3 to the tail.
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1 client 8 clients 32 clients 64 clients
Workload Engine Med.] P99| Thr.T Med.| P99] Thr.T Med.| P99| Thr.] Med.] P99]| Thr.T
vLLM 145 239 67.1 51.1 66.5 154 167 212 187 325 379 192
RACE, one SGLang 36.6 457 27.1 76.0 894 105 203 278 155 361 474 173
Flide 11.3 172 875 459 56.0 172 169 193 188 327 362 193

Flide 63.8 68.8 16.1 452 474 178 1.8k 1.9k 17.9 3.6k 3.7k 179
vLLM 14.8 337 263 125 920 39.7 745 2.0k 42.8 14k 3.5k 426
DI SGLang 383 593 127 238 1.2k 23.1 1.1k 2.2k 269 23k 4.5k 26.7
Flide 11.6 284 36.1 142 693 455 626 14k 47.1 1.3k 22k 47.1
vLLM 25.8 403 382 812 131 954 293 437 107 592 738 109
RACE, all SGLang 415 56.8 234 190 259 377 722 869 45.6 14k 1.6k 454
Flide 153 20.0 65.8 74.0 92.0 106 276 336 115 540 594 117
vLLM 364 493 3.0 1.9k 24k 43 72k 85k 4.3 15k 18k 4.2
QuALITY, all  SGLang 708 998 14 42k 51k 19 16k 21k 1.9 32k 42k 1.8
Flide 148 187 7.3 11k 1.3k 7.8 41k 47k 7.8 8.0k 9.0k 7.8
vLLM 872 140 11.8 338 488 233 1.3k 1.5k 243 2.6k 3.0k 23.8
MultiRC SGLang 265 430 3.6 1.5k 1.8k 5.6 58k 6.5k 5.5 11k 13k 5.5
Flide 50.2 63.6 21.7 318 381 253 1.2k 14k 25.8 24k 2.7k 25.7

Table 10. Full results on Gemma 4 E4B. Median and 99th percentile latency in ms (k for thousands) and requests per
second at every number of clients.

vLLM —/— SGLang =—O— Flide
QUuALITY, one question DI QUuALITY, all questions MultiRC

E o—0—"0—° _o——0=0
S 18 45 O/O—’_O_O . 24

2

g 12 30 5.0 16

2

§ 6 15 2.5 A/A—ANA 8

[P}

=2} T T 0 - AALL T 0.0 T T 0

107 10° 10’ 107 10° 10° 10* 10° 10° 10*

Median latency (ms)

Figure 7. Flide serves more requests at a lower latency. Requests per second against median latency for 1, 8, 32
and 64 clients on Qwen3.5-4B.
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Figure 8. Flide serves more requests at a lower latency on Gemma 4. Requests per second against median
latency for 1, 8, 32 and 64 clients on Gemma 4 E4B.
E Further Analysis

A growing state. Figure 5b follows the step latency of Section 4.4 on Qwen3.5-4B over the full range of history
lengths, with one agent and with eight. Every engine keeps its cache on except multi-item scoring, whose
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DI RACE QuALITY MultiRC

Qwen3.5  Engine TV] P99 Flp| TV] P99] Flip| TV] P99 Flip| TV] P99] Flip|
vLLM 1.05 3.3 2.3 1.08 43 14 1.34 43 3.2 0.58 2.7 0.3

0SB SGLang 1.09 33 3.2 1.07 4.2 14 1.41 4.5 2.6 0.83 3.1 1.1
’ MIS 747 402 121 9.16 323 14.1 14.80 423 289 3.10 16.1 1.7
Flide 0.67 2.2 1.0 0.91 3.7 2.3 1.11 39 2.1 0.37 1.9 0.2

VLLM 073 32 10 028 29 03 056 40 09 059 30 08

4B SGLang 0.75 3.5 1.0 0.29 3.1 1.3 0.60 43 0.9 0.85 3.0 1.7
MIS 577 254 6.3 251 288 3.1 573 423 8.1 4.69 298 53

Flide 0.51 2.5 0.8 0.23 24 0.7 0.45 34 0.9 0.36 1.9 0.5

vLLM 0.46 32 1.1 0.27 2.5 0.4 0.55 3.1 0.8 0.61 2.8 1.5

9B SGLang 0.47 33 0.9 0.30 2.6 0.2 0.56 32 0.6 0.61 2.8 1.0
MIS 347 344 4.4 2.04  19.6 2.4 3.87 253 5.7 479 24.1 4.7

Flide 0.32 2.7 0.6 0.21 1.9 0.3 0.40 2.5 0.6 0.32 1.5 0.5

vLLM 0.33 29 0.4 0.12 2.1 0.0 0.32 2.7 0.4 0.23 2.8 0.3

>7B SGLang 0.34 32 0.7 0.14 23 0.2 0.35 29 0.5 0.29 33 0.3
MIS 2.65 246 3.3 0.87 145 0.8 234 231 3.1 2.50  30.1 2.1

Flide 0.24 2.6 0.3 0.10 1.6 0.0 0.24 2.2 0.2 0.18 2.0 0.1

vLLM 0.64 32 1.2 0.44 3.0 0.5 0.69 3.5 1.3 0.50 2.8 0.7

Average SGLang 0.66 3.3 1.4 0.45 3.0 0.8 0.73 3.7 1.2 0.65 3.1 1.0
MIS 484 312 6.5 3.64 238 5.1 6.69 332 114 377 251 35

Flide 044 25 0.7 036 24 0.8 055 3.0 1.0 030 1.8 0.3

Table 11. Multi-item scoring moves the answers it shares, with every question of a state in one request.

One question per state

All questions of a state

RACE QuALITY DI RACE QuALITY MultiRC
Model Mode  Lat.| C647T BitsT Lat.| C647T BitsT Lat.| C647 BitsT Lat.| C647 BitsT Lat.| C64T BitsT Lat.| C647T BitsT
Qwen3.5
0.8B Default 6.1 654 88.8 179 96.7 99.5 6.8 237 855 74 544 734 373 38.6 982 17.2 121 94.1
Invariant 7.7 754 100 183 944 100 80 229 100 89 505 100 38.8 369 100 17.8 115 100
4B Default 10.8 204 26.7 624 199 864 11.7 504 67.1 143 118 332 142 8.6 92.6 50.7 25.6 314
Invariant 14.5 184 100 63.0 19.6 100 154 49.0 100 16.7 118 100 146 83 100 51.3 249 100
9B Default 142 116 27.2 103 11.3 909 15.1 287 60.0 20.7 703 357 235 50 764 83.4 14.5 440
Invariant 19.2 109 100 104 11.2 100 204 282 100 22.8 672 100 241 49 100 83.4 14.3 100
Gemma 4
E2B Default 8.6 354 13.8 37.2 322 100 9.0 86.6 88.6 10.5 218 61.9 87.4 13.5 100 282 47.2 100
Invariant 13.5 331 100 40.5 31.6 100 139 843 100 14.7 206 100 92.0 12.7 100 31.0 43.6 100
EAB Default 11.2 190 84.9 64.7 179 100 11.8 46.8 922 150 117 100 147 7.8 100 49.8 25.8 100
Invariant 17.5 181 100 68.4 17.6 100 17.8 459 100 20.5 112 100 154 7.5 100 53.1 24.3 100
12B Default 19.6 755 653 158 7.0 100 19.0 182 90.6 29.0 456 84.1 370 3.1 100 124 9.6 100
Invariant 25.2 72.5 100 163 6.9 100 27.7 18.0 100 33.7 44.0 100 388 29 100 129 9.0 100

Table 12. Identical bits at any load. Bits gives the percent of answers whose bits do not change with the load.

launch settings turn its radix cache off, and each agent sends its next step once the last one is answered.

Identical bits. With the batch-invariant mode of Section 3.5, every answer in Table 12 keeps its bits at any load
on all six models and six workloads. On each Qwen3.5 model, every forked answer also has the bits of its
question asked alone, on all 626 questions of DI, RACE, MultiRC and QuALITY. The invariant mode costs
at most 10 percent of the throughput at 64 clients, against the 34 percent that the batch-invariant kernels of
SGLang lose on Qwen3-8B (SGLang Team, 2025).

Where the time goes. In Table 13, which takes one request on the 0.8B model apart, vLLM fed token ids
computes the same tokens on QUALITY and MultiRC as behind its endpoint. The 187 ms it loses on a QUALITY
article and the 57 ms on a MultiRC paragraph thus go to rendering and tokenizing the prompt of every
question. Below their front ends vLLM and SGLang still compute 1.5 to 6.5 times the tokens of Flide, since
every question carries its own copy of the state and a prefix cache restores only part of it. SGLang’s multi-item
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DI QuALITY,all MultiRC
Lat.| Tok.| Lat.| Tok.| Lat.] Tok.]

vLLM, endpoint ~ 26.7 2098 537 12448 154 17314
vLLM, tokenids ~ 20.1 2049 350 12448 97.3 17314

SGLang, endpoint 28.6 3268 359 30826 130 13358
SGLang, tokenids 26.4 2574 155 30826 86.2 13625
MIS 53.1 1364 66.2 7479 552 2717

Flide 6.6 1357 38.1 7460 17.7 2668

Table 13. Where the time goes. One request alone on 0.8B, ms and tokens computed.

Memory, GiB DI RACE QuALITY, all
1 client 64 clients 1 client 64 clients 1 client 64 clients

Engine Peak| Graphs| Busy Tok.T Busy Tok.T Busy Tok.T Busy Tok.T Busy Tok.T Busy Tok.T

vLLM 135.3 0.6 50 179 77 336 35 125 60 649 39 113 51 155

SGLang 131.7 1.9 59 199 91 37.1 28 104 60 60.5 67 10.5 84 16.5
M 1290 ____ - 32 167 71464 17 50 53 466 86 477 84 51O

vLLM, 10% 17.2 0.1 46 159 76 31.5 27 9.8 60 65.0 34 9.8 44 129
_SGLang, 10% _ 18.7 _ __ 14 _58__187 82 328 27 101 _ 56 540 _ 66 106 _ 82 153

Flide 18.8 2.1 77 49.5 88 68.4 64  30.0 58 67.6 92  59.0 88 63.5

Table 14. Memory and GPU use on Qwen3.5-4B. Busy is the percent of time a kernel runs, Tok. the useful tokens per
second in thousands, and the 10% rows cap the engine at a tenth of the card.
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Q

g 25 -

e

S 20 A

g o

S 15

Q

el

R L R o
T T T T
I 8 32 64

Concurrent clients

Figure 9. The lead under load. Flide over the best baseline in throughput on Qwen3.5, mean over 0.8B, 4B and
9B.

scoring computes the tokens of Flide to within two percent, one delimiter per question, yet at every size it takes
longer for a request alone, up to 8.0 times on the 0.8B model, and serves 1.1 to 4.0 times fewer requests at 64
clients, as it runs without CUDA graphs and builds the metadata of its Gated DeltaNet branches on the CPU.

Memory and GPU time. On Qwen3.5-4B in Table 14, which runs the vLLM build of 14 October, vLLM and
SGLang reserve most of the card for their key and value caches by default, and their peak follows a setting.
Flide holds 18.8 GiB at its peak, the model, 2.1 GiB of CUDA graphs and the work space of its largest rounds.
At 64 clients on DI every engine keeps a kernel running 71 to 91 percent of the time, yet Flide turns that time
into 68 thousand useful tokens per second against 32 to 46 thousand for the others, since vLLM and SGLang
spend part of it on states that they compute again for each question and multi-item scoring runs its kernels
without CUDA graphs. Busy time thus measures how full the GPU is, and useful tokens measure how much
of that work a decision needed. Held to a tenth of the card, vLLM and SGLang peak at 17.2 and 18.7 GiB, close
to Flide, and Flide’s lead holds at equal memory:.

The lead under load. As shown in Figure 9, the lead of Flide changes with the number of clients. With
few clients the GPU waits for the engine, and removing launches and scheduling rounds pays off on every
workload. With many clients the single-question workloads become bound by the forward pass, which every
engine computes in about the same time, and Flide still leads on QUALITY by about four percent. On DI the
lead persists at every level, because computing each state once saves GPU work as well as overhead.
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Speed Answers DI RACE QuALITY

Qwen3.5 Engine Lat.| C87 C647T TV| Flip| Acc.T Qwen3.5 Engine Lat.| C647 Lat.| C647 Lat.| C647
vLLM 168.0 16.8 228 1.06 14 70.1 vLLM 248 41.0 24.1 4039 36.0 123.1

0.8B SGLang 2516 7.6 83 1.05 14 70.0 0.8B SGLang 28.9 100.0 269 372.1 35.1 98.0
. Flide 24889 131082 01 W7 Flide 7.3 209570 594110 177.1
vLLM 1940 133 168 0.70 08 77.7 vLLM 285 249 27.1 1846 39.1 38.8

4B SGLang 282.8 7.1 83 074 1.1 779 4B SGLang 34.6 28.7 34.5 176.6 75.0 25.5
Pk 312500 25081 05 76 Fide 122 473 120 1935 184399
vLLM 1983 98 100 073 12 793 VLLM 295 164 295 1120 409 23.1

9B SGLang 277.5 7.6 82 0.77 1.1 79.1 9B SGLang 353 17.1 33.7 110.2 113.6 15.6
Flide 40.0 352 36.6 048 0.8 79.2 Flide 15.6 27.7 15.0 116.8 22.1 23.7

Table 15. Questions about images. GQA, every question Table 16. States that recur. Each engine keeps states

of an image in one Flide request. across requests with its own cache.
Start with Ready (s)] Compiled] Tuned]
Bundle 36.3 0 0
Bundle, other install 333 0 0
Copied cache 181.0 231 200
Empty cache 180.6 231 200

Table 17. Kernels shipped with the package. Start of a 0.8B server, kernels compiled and tuned.

Questions about images. Qwen3.5 reads images as well, and an agent that acts on a screen asks its questions
about what it sees. We take the 397 images of the balanced test-dev split of GQA (Hudson and Manning, 2019)
with their 4,525 yes-or-no questions, eleven per image on average, and send each image with all of its questions
as one request. This comparison runs the vLLM build of 14 October, whose decision endpoint takes no images
for these models, and SGLang’s endpoint takes none either, so both answer through their chat endpoints
with one request per question, the image first and the label probabilities read from the first output token. As
Table 15 shows, Flide answers an image 5.0 to 7.5 times faster than the better of the two alone and serves 3.1 to
5.4 times its requests at 64 clients, while its answers stay closest to the float32 reference on every model and all
three engines stay within half a point of the reference’s accuracy of 70.4, 77.7 and 79.3 percent.

Start-up. A Triton kernel is compiled on first use, and its tuning runs on first use as well, so an engine built
on Triton can spend minutes before its first answer. Flide ships its kernels compiled and tuned in a bundle
independent of the Triton installation. As Table 17 shows, a 0.8B server answers its first request after about 35 s
with the bundle against 181 s without it, since the bundle brings every kernel compiled and tuned, and its
answers are identical bit for bit.

F Recurring States

Table 16 sends every row once with every engine’s cache on, Flide’s saved states and the prefix caches of vLLM
and SGLang, so a state that recurs can be served from the cache. On the 4B model Flide answers a recurring
QUuALITY article in 18.4 ms against 39.1 ms for vLLM and 75.0 ms for SGLang, because it resumes from the
saved recurrent state without recomputing a block. Flide stays ahead in every cell, by 2.6 to 44 percent under
load on the single-question workloads and by 1.6 to 2.1 times on DL

G Correctness Tests

Every change to the engine passes a ladder of tests before any speed is measured. The kernel tests compare the
attention and fused pointwise kernels with a PyTorch (Paszke et al., 2019) reference over head sizes, grouped
heads, sliding windows and every layout of a round, where every error stays at the rounding level of float32
and bfloat16 and the key blocks read without a mask return the same bits as with one. The forward tests
run OneJev1.5-0.8B (OneJev Team, 2026) in float32 on ten requests of DI (Decision Index, 2026) against a
float64 forward pass, where the transformers library (Wolf et al., 2020) reaches a largest error of 6.0 X 10~ and
every change of Flide must stay within twice that error. Flide’s eager forward and its CUDA graphs, requests
replayed together in one flat graph, requests with images and videos and requests resumed from a saved
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Speedup?
Model Backbone Release DI RACE MultiRC QuALITY GQA
Fork
Intern-Decision 4B Qwen3.5 4B transformers  4.40 4.35 1.15 146 147
Senova 4B Qwen3.5 4B SGLang 3.13 3.65 28.10 1.18
Quyet Medium Qwen3.5 4B transformers ~ 5.95 5.90 7.02 1.37
cerno 4B Qwen3.5 4B vLLM 4.72 2.75 9.06 1.13
Drex v1.5 9B Qwen3.5 9B transformers  2.95 4.30 7.44 1.34
jiwo 4B Qwen3.5 4B custom 1.74 1.74 6.90 1.75
Kev 4B Qwen3.5 4B custom 5.60 1.51 1.30 1.15
JevAny 4B Qwen3.5 4B custom 1.48 1.10 5.85 1.17  4.39
Bespoke-Nimble 9B Qwen3.5 9B transformers ~ 2.58 3.94 2.13 1.59
torchcast 27B Qwen3.5 27B transformers  1.56 1.27 8.38 143 551
Darwin 27B Qwen3.5 27B custom 1.60 2.23 7.04 1.22
Lumma 27B Qwen3.5 27B custom 1.74 2.17 7.14 122 537
Linne 27B Qwen3.5 27B transformers  2.33 2.57 8.55 1.22
JADE 27B Qwen3.527B vLLM 200 233 9.17 1.75
Alev 12B Gemma 4 12B transformers ~ 3.71 4.29 9.30 2.60
KnowLine 26B Gemma 4 26B-A4B  SGLang 1.59 2.07 5.79 1.77
SynACK Decide 26B  Gemma 4 26B-A4B  custom 3.33 3.21 11.87 3.02
Wald 26B Gemma 4 26B-A4B  vLLM 1.56 1.85 12.71 1.54
Xor 26B Gemma 4 26B-A4B SGLang 249 276 6.17 277 6.01
Sieve 31B Gemma 4 31B transformers  2.97 2.54 14.26 2.58
mogan 31B Gemma 4 31B transformers ~ 1.57 1.38 8.53 1.78
Open-Jev 2B Qwen3.5 2B vllm-jev 4.15 3.85 5.01 1.65
OnelJev 0.8B Qwen3.5 0.8B qev 11.89 7.28 4.71
Fork, two-way state
elephant 9B Qwen3.5 9B transformers ~ 5.28 7.90 3.36 201 791
mammoth 27B Qwen3.5 27B transformers ~ 3.29 4.86 2.26 1.62 5095
Per question, two-way
Jeffan 4B Qwen3.5 4B transformers ~ 3.13 5.33 2.62 1.87
StartLux 4B Qwen3.5 4B vLLM 2.64 3.27 1.10 1.19
Lychee 27B Qwen3.5 27B transformers  1.42  2.09 1.50 1.42
Per request, two-way
pplx-decider 4B Qwen3.5 4B custom 3.10 4.26 1.40 120 1.92

Table 18. Decision models served by Flide. Median latency of each release engine over that of Flide for one request at
a time, where custom marks an engine that the release ships itself.

state all stay within this bound, while a request replayed after a different one and a server with two front-end
processes return the same results as before.

H Supported Models

Table 18 lists the decision models that Flide serves, each against its release engine on the first 32 requests of
RACE, MultiRC and QuALITY, of a 760-request sample of the Decision Index and of GQA with images. Both
mammoth and elephant read each block both ways in their full-attention layers, and since their state never
reads a question, their questions still fork it under the rule of Section 3.2 without ¢, < t,. Jeffan, StartLux and
Lychee read the whole prompt of each question both ways, so every question runs as a sequence of its own in
the stream, and pplx-decider reads all questions of a request in one sequence. Intern-Decision reads at most
16 questions a request, so its cells keep the requests within that limit among the first 32. The Open-Jev row
repeats RACE and QuALITY of Table 6, all 256 requests against the better setting of vllm-jev, and adds DI
and MultiRC on their first 32 requests against the same setting. The OneJev row compares OneJev1.5-0.8B
with gev, the engine it ran on before Flide, on all 760 requests of the DI sample and the first 32 of MultiRC and
QuALITY. Models built on Qwen3.8, which shares the architecture of Qwen3.5, appear in the table with a
Qwen3.5 backbone.
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