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Abstract

This paper introduces an information-aware
quantization framework that adaptively com-
presses the key-value (KV) cache in large
language models (LLMs). Although prior
work has underscored the distinct roles of key
and value cache during inference, our sys-
tematic analysis—examining singular value
distributions, spectral norms, and Frobenius
norms—teveals, for the first time, that key ma-
trices consistently exhibit higher norm values
and are more sensitive to quantization than
value matrices. Furthermore, our theoretical
analysis shows that matrices with higher spec-
tral norms amplify quantization errors more sig-
nificantly. Motivated by these insights, we pro-
pose a mixed-precision quantization strategy,
KV-AdaQuant, which allocates more bit-width
for keys and fewer for values since key matri-
ces have higher norm values. With the same
total KV bit budget, this approach effectively
mitigates error propagation across transformer
layers while achieving significant memory sav-
ings. Our extensive experiments on multiple
LLMs (1B - 70B) demonstrate that our mixed-
precision quantization scheme maintains high
model accuracy even under aggressive com-
pression. For instance, using 4-bit for Key
and 2-bit for Value achieves an accuracy of
75.2%, whereas reversing the assignment—-2-
bit for Key and 4-bit for Value—yields only
54.7% accuracy. The code is available at
https://tinyurl.com/kv-adaquant.

1 Introduction

Large language models (LLMs) have advanced
NLP by enabling parallel processing and captur-
ing complex dependencies (Vaswani et al., 2017;
Sutskever et al., 2014), which have scaled from
GPT-1’s 117M (Radford et al., 2018), GPT-2’s
1.5B (Radford et al., 2019) to GPT-3’s 175B
(Brown et al., 2020) and GPT-4’s 1.8T parameters
(OpenAl et al., 2024). Open-source models like
Llama have grown to 405B (Touvron et al., 2023),
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Figure 1: Key cache needs more bits. (Left): Spectral
norms of the key cache (blue) and value cache ( )
across layers in Llama3.3-70B show that key caches
consistently exhibit higher norms. (Right): GSM8k
accuracy for two schemes: KyVy, representing 2-bit
allocation for the K cache and 4-bit allocation for the V
cache and K4V, representing 4-bit allocation for the K
cache and 2-bit allocation for the V cache, demonstrates
that allocating more bits to the key cache maintains
strong performance, confirming the efficacy of norm-
aware, mixed-precision quantization.

with Mistral Large (123B) (Mistral-Al, 2023) and
DeepSeek V3 (671B) (DeepSeek-Al, 2023) also
emerging. In parallel with increasing parameter
counts, longer context windows are becoming es-
sential for chain-of-thought reasoning, necessitat-
ing an expansion of the KV cache and contributing
to memory bottlenecks (Wei et al., 2022). New
systems support context windows of up to 1M
tokens (DeepMind, 2025), 200k tokens (OpenAl,
2024, 2025), and 130k tokens (DeepSeek-Al et al.,
2025). NVIDIA’s Blackwell architecture intro-
duces low-precision formats like FP8, FP4, and
INT4 (NVIDIA, 2025), emphasizing the need for
precise quantization methods. The KV cache is a
critical component in these models and its effective
operation is paramount and significant.

To accommodate larger context windows, the
KV cache can become a significant memory bottle-
neck. One effective solution is to quantize the key
and value caches from high-precision formats (e.g.,
FP32 or BF16) to lower-precision ones (e.g., INT4
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or INT2). However, we first discovered that the
Key cache generally exhibits higher norms than the
Value cache, making it more sensitive to uniform
quantization. Since matrices with larger norms are
more prone to quantization errors, bit-width alloca-
tion should be tailored to each matrix’s norm distri-
bution. To confirm this, we conducted experiments
with Llama3.3-70B (see Figures 1 (Left) and 2), as
the Key cache (blue) consistently shows elevated
norm values compared to the Value cache ( ).
Furthermore, Figure 1 (Right) demonstrates that
the Kbi)V(2bity scheme significantly outperforms
the Kbty V 4biry configuration on GSM8K dataset.
These results underscore the need for a norm-aware,
mixed-precision strategy that allocates higher pre-
cision to Keys and lower precision to Values.
Guided by these inspiring observations, we pro-
pose a mixed-precision quantization strategy, KV-
AdaQuant, which allocates different bit-width to
more bits for keys and fewer bits for values. since
key matrices consistently have higher norm values.
With the same total KV bit budget, this approach
effectively mitigates error propagation across trans-
former layers while achieving significant memory
savings. KV-AdaQuant uses singular values, spec-
tral norms, and Frobenius norms to assign more bits
to Keys and fewer to Values, balancing memory
savings with preserving critical information. This
work makes the following contributions: Guided
by these insights, we propose a mixed-precision
quantization strategy, KV-AdaQuant, which as-
signs a higher bit-width to key caches and a lower
bit-width to value caches—reflecting the consis-
tently higher norm values observed in key matrices.
KV-AdaQuant leverages metrics such as singular
values, spectral norms, and Frobenius norms to
identify the critical information in KV cache. By
maintaining the same overall KV bit budget, our
approach effectively mitigates error propagation
across transformer layers while offering significant
memory savings. Our contributions include:

* We systematically investigate the KV cache in
transformers, uncovering structural patterns in
how information is stored and retrieved.

e We introduce KV-AdaQuant, an information-
aware quantization method that leverages singu-
lar value distributions to allocate mixed preci-
sion—assigning higher bit-widths to keys and
lower bit-widths to values.

* We demonstrate the efficacy of our approach on
the GSMS8K benchmark, achieving substantial

memory savings without compromising perfor-
mance.

2 Key and Value are Different

This section investigates the differences between
key and value caches to enhance quantization strate-
gies.

2.1 Singular Value Distribution of the KV
Cache

An extensive collection of models, ranging in size
up to 70B parameters (Llama 3.3 70B (Grattafiori
et al., 2024)), is examined to explore the singular
values of the KV cache. Random batches are sam-
pled from the C4 (Dodge et al., 2021), GSM8K
(Cobbe et al., 2021), and MMLU (Hendrycks et al.,
2021) datasets, and KV caches are extracted across
all attention heads and layers. Figure 3 illustrates
the distribution of singular values for the KV cache,
starting from the 5th largest singular value onward,
highlighting how keys and values diverge. Addi-
tionally, Figure 7 in Appendix C presents the full-
range distribution, further revealing the discrepancy
in larger singular values. Beyond individual sin-
gular values, the spectral norm (||M|2) and the
Frobenius norm (|| M/ || ) are computed, providing
empirical evidence of the substantial gap in key
and value matrix singular values and illustrating
how this characteristic of the KV cache can in-
form the theoretical analysis of quantization error
propagation in multi-layer attention networks. This
discrepancy underscores the importance of careful
precision allocation to mitigate performance degra-
dation while saving more memory in the inference
time.

2.2 Rank of KV Cache

The rank of a matrix corresponds to the number
of nonzero singular values and determines the ef-
fective dimension of its column or row space. In
multi-head self-attention, the key (K) and value
(V) matrices possess one fixed dimension, dpead,
and one variable dimension corresponding to the
sequence length, seq_len. Consequently, K and V'
can be analyzed in two distinct regimes: (a) when
seq_len < dpead, and (b) when seq_len > dpead-
In the first regime, the matrices are relatively short
and thus offer limited opportunities for compres-
sion. Accordingly, many existing KV-cache com-
pression methods either avoid compressing in this
stage or employ specialized strategies that differ
from those used later.



When seq_len > djeaq, the K and V' matri-
ces assume rectangular shapes with dimensions
seq_len X dpeaq. Although the exact rank is data-
dependent (since K = X Wy, where X is drawn
from a high-dimensional embedding space), empir-
ical observations suggest that both key and value
cache typically approach a rank close to dpeaq-
Therefore, in practical settings it is reasonable to
assume that there are approximately d}c,q nonzero
singular values for both K and V. In the remainder
of this section, we focus on this regime to analyze
how spectral and Frobenius norm considerations
guide our quantization strategy.

2.3 Stability of the Dequantized KV Cache:
Error Propagation

The spectral norm of a matrix M, denoted || M ||2,
quantifies the maximum stretching factor that M
can impart on any vector. In a multi-layer trans-
former (e.g., Llama 3.3 (Grattafiori et al., 2024)
with 80 layers or Phi-4 (Abdin et al., 2024) with
16 layers), the sequential application of transforma-
tions implies that quantization errors introduced at
one layer can propagate and amplify in subsequent
layers.

To illustrate this effect, consider a simplified
layer without normalization or additional scaling
(Elhage et al., 2021), where the hidden state at layer
(I + 1) is given by

hit1 = hy + Wihy, (D

Let W, denote the weight matrix at layer [. Define
W as the result of quantizing the KV cache, and
W; as the unquantized version. Then, the local
error incurred at layer [ can be bounded as

i1 — higalla = [[(W; — W)kl
< Wi = Willa |2

Propagating such errors through multiple layers
yields a cumulative effect that is proportional to
the product of the spectral norms at each layer. In
other words, even small perturbations introduced
by quantization can be significantly amplified if
the weight matrices exhibit large singular values.
Empirical observations indicate that key matrices
consistently have higher spectral norms than value
matrices. This suggests that errors in key ma-
trices are more prone to propagate and magnify
throughout the transformer stack. As a result, it is
advisable to employ less aggressive quantization
(e.g., 4-bit rather than 2-bit) for key matrices, while
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Figure 2: Frobenius norm of key and value cache across
layers for the Llama 3.3 70B model on the C4 dataset.
The x-axis represents the layer index. The shaded re-
gion shows the min-max range across attention heads
within each layer, and the solid line indicates the mean
norm per layer. Key matrices exhibit significantly higher
norms compared to value matrices, highlighting their
stronger representational capacity.

value matrices—characterized by lower spectral
norms—can tolerate more aggressive quantization
without incurring substantial distortion.

2.4 Total Energy of KV Cache (MSE
Perspective)

The Frobenius norm of a matrix, denoted by || M || 7,
is defined as the square root of the sum of the
squared entries:

IM|r = [> M
ij

Equivalently, it can be viewed as the square root
of the sum of the eigenvalues of A/ " M, meaning
it captures the total “energy” of M. In the context
of mean-squared error (MSE), the Frobenius norm
provides a direct indicator of how much overall
distortion might occur when quantizing the matrix.

Quantization Error and the Frobenius Norm.
When a matrix M is quantized to a lower-precision
representation )M, the quantization error in MSE
terms is often measured by the squared Frobenius
norm:

7112 7 )2
1M =M% = (M;; — M; ;).
/[:7j
A common assumption is that this error scales
with both the range of the entries in M and the gran-

ularity determined by the bit precision. Formally,
one may write

E[||M — MIJF] oc |[M][F > 27%,



where b denotes the number of bits used per entry.!
For matrices with the same dimensions (e.g., key
and value cache), the MSE and squared Frobenius
norm are directly proportional by a factor of 1/mn.
Consequently, when analyzing quantization error
for matrices of identical size:

« Minimizing ||M — M [|% is equivalent to min-
imizing MSE(M, M ), as the proportionality
constant 1/mn does not affect optimization
or relative comparisons.

* The scaling relationship E[||M — MH%] x
| M2 x 272 holds equivalently for MSE,

since both metrics share the same dependence
onband | M|%.

Thus, the Frobenius norm of the quantization and
mean square of the quantization error can be used
interchangeably for key and value cache, as they
encode the same error structure up to a constant
scaling factor.

Larger Frobenius Norms Require Higher Preci-
sion. As we discussed in 2.1 empirical measure-
ments across multiple transformer models reveal
that key matrices have significantly larger Frobe-
nius norms than value matrices. This disparity
suggests that if key matrices are quantized too ag-
gressively (e.g., with fewer bits), the MSE incurred
could be disproportionately high. Formally, for two
matrices K (key) and V' (value), if

1Kz > [VIF,

then allocating the same limited bit precision to
both K and V would cause

1K = Kl > IV - VI,

since the error term for K is amplified by its larger
energy. Furthermore, errors introduced in earlier
layers propagate through subsequent layers in a
multi-layer transformer architecture, compounding
the negative impact of coarse quantization.

3 Method
3.1 Adaptive KV Cache Quantization
(KV-AdaQuant)

Building on the theoretical findings that matrices
with higher spectral norms propagate quantization
'The proportionality depends on the quantizer design and

the distribution of entries in M. For more details see Appendix
A.

error more strongly and that larger Frobenius norms
incur greater quantization error, along with empir-
ical evidence indicating that key matrices exhibit
higher norms than value matrices, a straightforward
strategy emerges: quantize keys with higher pre-
cision and values with fewer bits. In particular,
allocating 4-bit precision to keys and 2-bit preci-
sion to values effectively controls the overall mean
squared error (Figure 4), reducing memory usage
while mitigating error propagation through succes-
sive transformer layers.

3.2 Differences between KV-AdaQuant and
Other Methods

The Hugging Face Transformers library imple-
ments a KV cache quantization technique that ap-
plies uniform precision to KV cache. Although
straightforward, this approach can be suboptimal
due to the distinct sensitivities of keys and values
to quantization errors. Consequently, assigning the
same bit-width to both key and value often intro-
duces notable performance degradation. Further-
more, increasing the bit-width for value matrices
offers minimal or no additional benefits, indicating
that uniform quantization is not an ideal choice.

Other methods, such as SKVQ (Duanmu et al.,
2024) and QAQ (Dong et al., 2024), also propose
low-bit quantization for the KV cache, leverag-
ing mixed-precision settings. SKVQ, for example,
quantizes the key cache to 2 bits and the value
cache to 1.5 bits, demonstrating minimal accuracy
loss; however, it relies on fixed hyperparameter
configurations that do not deeply analyze the key
and value cache’ internal characteristics. QAQ sim-
ilarly introduces quality-adaptive quantization to
highlight the heightened sensitivity of key matrices
to quantization errors, yet does not thoroughly in-
vestigate the underlying matrix properties, making
generalization across diverse model architectures
and tasks less certain.

By contrast, the proposed approach offers a more
general framework of cache quantization that ex-
plicitly accounts for the distinct characteristics of
key and value cache. This strategy reduces error
propagation across transformer layers while achiev-
ing considerable memory savings. Additionally, it
remains adaptable to further enhancements, such
as calibration, grouping, and clustering, allowing
the integration of complementary techniques to im-
prove KV cache compression. This adaptability
renders the framework orthogonal to existing meth-
ods, providing a more comprehensive solution to
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Figure 3: Singular value distribution of key and value cache for the Llama 3.3 70B model on the C4 dataset.
The x-axis represents the singular value indices, ordered from the 5th largest to the smallest, while the y-axis
denotes the magnitude of the singular values. The shaded region indicates the minimum-to-maximum range across
attention heads within each layer, and the solid lines represent the mean singular value magnitude at each index. This
zoomed-in view reveals that, beyond the largest singular value (spectral norm), key matrices exhibit consistently
higher singular values even in the lower ranges, underscoring their greater representational significance compared to
value matrices. Consequently, key matrices should be quantized with less aggressive compression. See Figure 7 in

Appendix C for the complete range.

the challenges associated with KV cache quantiza-
tion.

4 Experiments

A series of experiments is designed to investigate
singular value patterns in KV cache and to demon-
strate how these patterns can be leveraged to en-
hance practical quantization strategies. The exper-
imental testbed consists of a diverse set of trans-
former models. Two distinct data setups are em-
ployed: one for analyzing the singular value distri-
butions and another for evaluating the effectiveness
of the proposed quantization approach.

4.1 Experiment Settings

Singular Value and Norm Analysis This sec-
tion examines structural differences between key
and value cache by analyzing their singular val-
ues and norms. The process begins by feeding
random batches (10 samples per batch) from the
C4, MMLU, and GSMS8K datasets into the model
for each query, where every sample is padded to
match the longest sequence to facilitate observa-
tions across diverse inputs. For each newly gen-
erated token (up to 1,000 tokens), the KV cache
from each attention mechanism is collected, yield-
ing matrices K,V € Reaxsed_len for each head
and layer. Singular value decomposition is then per-
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Figure 4: Quantization error (mean squared error) of key and value cache for the Llama 3.3 70B model on the
C4 dataset across all transformer layers. The x-axis represents the layer index, and the y-axis indicates the mean
squared quantization error. Key matrices exhibit consistently higher quantization error compared to value matrices,
with larger discrepancies observed in lower-bit quantization.

formed offline in float32 precision using the Py-
Torch torch.linalg. svd operator, and the result-
ing singular values, along with the spectral norms
(Il ll2) and Frobenius norms (|| - || ), are computed
and averaged across all heads and layers to capture
global patterns. This approach reveals how || K||2
and ||V||2 evolve in deeper layers, sheds light on
the total “energy” in these matrices, and clarifies
the distribution of larger and smaller singular val-
ues, offering insights into their susceptibility to
quantization errors.

Quantization Error Hardware typically sup-
ports 2-bit, 4-bit, and 8-bit quantization, but in
theory, any bit-width can balance compression and
accuracy. We measure quantization error across
bit-widths from 2 to 8 by quantizing and dequantiz-
ing key-value matrices, finding that MSE (and thus
the Frobenius norm) behaves similarly across all
bit-widths. As shown in Figure 5, the key matrix
consistently exhibits higher error.

Bit-Width Configurations. The effect of differ-
ent bit-widths used to represent each entry in K
and V is quantified. Uniform settings include
bit-widths ranging from 2 to 8 bits for both keys
and values (e.g., (2,2), (4,4), or (8,8)). Mixed-
precision settings compare (2,4) and (4, 2), assign-
ing 2 bits to either values or keys and 4 bits to the
other.
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Figure 5: Mean squared error (MSE) of KV cache quan-
tization for the Llama 3.3 70B model on the C4 dataset,
using quantization bit-widths ranging from 2 to 8. The
x-axis represents the quantization bit-width, while the
y-axis shows the MSE on a logarithmic scale. A loga-
rithmic scale is used to highlight differences at higher
bit-widths, where MSE values decrease significantly
and approach zero, particularly at 8-bit. Solid lines in-
dicate the mean MSE across layers, while the shaded
regions represent the min-max range of errors.

Quantization Procedure. Hugging Face’s Opti-
mum library is used for low-level CUDA kernels.
No additional outlier or chunk-based grouping tech-
niques are applied, so as to isolation of the effect
of K-vs-V bit allocation.

Error Metric: MSE. To measure the quantiza-
tion distortion, we record

1

— = IK-K|?
dhead X seq_len I I

MSE(K,K) =

and likewise for V. In addition to per layer and
per head comparison, we average MSE across all



Table 1: Quantization error (mean =+ std) for key and value cache at 2-bit, 3-bit, and 4-bit quantization (/; and V;)
across different datasets.

Dataset Model 2-bit 3-bit 4-bit
Ky Vo K3 V3 Ky Vi
Llama3.2-1B 4,851 1037 0.127 0101 1.037 20265 0.021 20015 0.227 20059 0.005 +0.003
Llama3.1-8B-it 6.003 = 1782 0.187 +0.127 1.082 +0244 0.028 +0.019 0.235 +0055 0.006 = 0.004
Llama3.3-70B-it 4.883 1106 0.112 0003 0.942 +0.198 0.016 +0.012 0.206 =0.043 0.003 =0.003
MMLU Phi4 5.929 1545 0.657 0472 1.306 0231 0.103 20070 0.286 +0.050 0.022 +0.015
Mistral0.3-7B 4.718 1340 0.398 0405 0.941 +0.240 0.059 +0.059 0.206 0053 0.013 20013
Qwen2.5-14B 5.184 +2241 1.270 + 1547 1.005 20288 0.182 20221 0.223 20067 0.040 +0.052
DeepSeekR1Q-14B 5.126 +2375 1.406 = 1.609 0.900 = 0260 0.198 0226 0.199 +0.062 0.044 = 0.052
Llama3.2-1B 4.885 1056 0.207 +0.166 1.074 <0280 0.030 +0.024 0.233 0.062 0.006 =0.005
Llama3.1-8B-it 6.262 1789 0.254 20185 1.128 20249 0.036 +0.026 0.247 ~0.056 0.008 = 0.005
Llama3.3-70B-it 4.391 +1.027 0.121 0097 0.847 +0.175 0.017 +0.013 0.186 =0.038 0.004 =0.003
C4 Phi4 5.715 + 1442 0.850 +0684 1.316 20245 0.124 20003 0.291 +0.056 0.027 +0.020
Mistral0.3-7B 5.027 1332 0.543 0493 1.014 0260 0.079 +0.068 0.223 0060 0.017 +0.015
Qwen2.5-14B 4.382 2170 1.544 <1872 0.846 +0250 0.220 0205 0.187 0060 0.048 +0.060
DeepSeekR1Q-14B 4.832 +2354 1.651 + 1914 0.927 0283 0.232 20267 0.201 +0.061 0.051 =0.060
Llama3.2-1B 5.703 + 1557 0.179 20136 1.213 20352 0.026 +0.020 0.266 =0.078 0.005 = 0.004
Llama3.1-8B-it 6.445 + 1837 0.213 0161 1.184 20268 0.030 20022 0.257 0060 0.007 =0.005
Llama3.3-70B-it ~ 4.967 =1.127 0.113 <0091 0.978 <0203 0.016 =0.012 0.214 0044 0.004 = 0.003
GSMSK Phi4 6.610 +1.624 0.785 0598 1.498 20203 0.116 0082 0.330 +0064 0.025 +0.017
Mistral0.3-7B 5.308 + 1367 0.461 <0434 1.065 0288 0.067 +0.061 0.232 0061 0.015 +0.013
Qwen2.5-14B 4.829 :2.179 1.736 2659 0.979 0204 0.241 0372 0.214 20061 0.051 =0.077
DeepSeekR1Q-14B 4.477 +2.176 1.424 + 1750 0.830 0256 0.200 0242 0.181 +0.058 0.044 = 0.056

heads, layers, and tokens in a batch. This approach
yields a global view of how severely each bit-width
compresses K vs. V.

Experimental Protocol. For each model and
dataset subset (C4, MMLU, GSMS8K):
1. Run a forward pass to produce unquantized
KV caches in bfloat16.
2. Quantize to a chosen bit-width, then immedi-
ately dequantize to bfloat16.
3. Compare the dequantized version K / V to the
original K/V in MSE terms.
4. Repeat for all bit-width settings of interest.

Downstream Evaluation. While MSE is a rea-
sonable proxy for overall distortion, the ultimate
question is whether the quantized KV cache pre-
serves model quality on realistic tasks. We there-
fore evaluate the final model performance on
GSMS8K in two prompting modes: 1-shot and 8-
shot prompting using 4 quantization settings:

* K2bit) V(2bit): Aggressive uniform quanti-

zation.
* K(4bit) V (apbit): More conservative uniform

quantization.

* K2bit) V(abit) V5. Kabit) V(2bit): Mixed-
precision assignments, giving 2 bits to either
K or V and 4 bits to the other.

4.2 Experiment Results

Table 1 shows that across datasets and models,
quantization error for the key matrices is consis-
tently and substantially higher than that for the
value matrices. For instance, in the MMLU dataset,
Llama3.2-1B exhibits an error of 4.85 4 1.04 for
K versus only 0.13 & 0.10 for V4. This trend
persists for both the 3-bit and 4-bit settings, where
increasing the bit-width reduces the error for both
matrices, yet the keys still incur a notably higher
error. Similar patterns are evident in the C4 and
GSMBS8K datasets, highlighting that key matrices
are inherently more sensitive to quantization noise.
Furthermore, Figure 6 in the Appendix B illustrates
the quantization error per attention head in each
layer for the Llama3.1-8B model on C4, MMLU,
and GSMSK, reinforcing our observation (see Ap-
pendix D for extended results). Table 2 shows ac-



Table 2: GSMS8K 1-shot and 8-shot performance of various models under different key-value quantization settings.
KV denotes i-bit quantization for the K cache and j-bit for the V cache. The K 4pit) V (2bit) column, highlighted

below, represents our main finding.

1-shot ‘ 8-shot
Model K2V2 K2V4 K4V2 K4V4 ‘ K2V2 K2V4 K4V2 K4V4
Llama3.2-1B-it 0.033 0.035 0.338 0.357 | 0.031 0.031 0289 0.369
Llama3.1-8B-it 0.511 0547  0.752  0.754 | 0408 0441 0.770 0.782
Phi4-14B 0759 0.783 0913 0923 | 0.771 0.815 0927 0.931
DeepSeekR1Q-14B  0.772  0.775 0.865 0.867 | 0.763 0.792 0.876  0.875

curacy on GSM8K under 1-shot and 8-shot prompt-
ing. Uniform K gpip) V (2pir) settings degrade accu-
racy noticeably, especially in the longer 8-shot con-
text. By contrast, K4pi) V (2bir) nearly matches the
unquantized baseline, confirming that providing
higher precision to keys preserves model quality
while still compressing values aggressively. The
reversed assignment K apit) V (4pir) consistently un-
derperforms, underscoring that allocating fewer
bits to key matrices adversely affects accuracy.

5 Related Work

Model Quantization. for large models such as
LLMs (Wan et al.,, 2024), which is why post-
training quantization (PTQ) techniques are gen-
erally preferred for quantizing these models.

Quantization reduces the computational cost of
neural network inference by lowering model bit-
precision (Han et al., 2016; Nagel et al., 2021).
It can be divided into Post-Training Quantization
(PTQ) and Quantization-Aware Training (QAT).
PTQ requires no re-training or labeled data (Jacob
et al., 2017; Nagel et al., 2019) and is preferred for
large models like LLMs, whereas QAT demands
fine-tuning with labeled data (Nagel et al., 2021;
Gholami et al., 2022) but scales poorly for such
models (Wan et al., 2024).

LLMs Quantization. Researchers consider three
post-training quantization settings for LLMs:
weight-only, weight-activation, and KV cache
quantization. Weight-only quantization focuses
solely on weights (Frantar et al., 2023a,b; Lin et al.,
2024), while weight-activation quantization targets
both weights and activations (Dettmers et al., 2022;
Xiao et al., 2023; Shao et al., 2024). Since longer
inputs inflate the KV cache’s memory overhead
(Pope et al., 2023), KV cache quantization offers
memory savings similar to weight-activation meth-
ods while maintaining performance near that of

weight-only quantization (Yue et al., 2024).

KV Cache Quantization. Recent KV cache
quantization methods reduce LLM memory and
accelerate inference, falling into three categories:
outlier redistribution, fixed-precision, and mixed-
precision (Li et al., 2025). Outliers in KV cache
are addressed by redistributing them or applying
smoothing transformations (Xiao et al., 2023; Lin
et al., 2024; Shao et al., 2024). Fixed-precision
methods use a uniform bit-width (Yao et al., 2022;
Sheng et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2024) but can over-
look token importance and outliers. In contrast,
mixed-precision allocates higher precision to criti-
cal tokens and lower precision elsewhere (Hooper
et al., 2024; Yue et al., 2024; Li et al., 2024; Dong
et al., 2024; Duanmu et al., 2024). Existing meth-
ods like SKVQ and QAQ rely on specific engineer-
ing solutions or predefined parameters, whereas
KV-AdaQuant uses a principled, analysis-driven
framework that leverages the intrinsic properties of
key and value caches for a more robust and adapt-
able quantization approach.

6 Conclusion

In this work, we systematically analyze KV cache
matrices from the perspectives of linear algebra
and information theory to uncover distinct patterns
in the information carried by these matrices. Build-
ing on the singular value distribution of the KV
cache, we propose an information-aware quantiza-
tion framework for KV cache compression. We
evaluate the effectiveness of our approach on two
widely used datasets, GSM8K, demonstrating its
practical impact. While our current study focuses
on the per-token quantization methods, the pro-
posed framework is general and can be applied to
any key-value quantization technique.



Limitations

Although our information-aware quantization
framework is effective, there are aspects that war-
rant further consideration. First, our experiments
utilize a maximum context length of 2K tokens.
While this setting aligns with many practical in-
ference scenarios, it may not fully capture the de-
mands of tasks requiring larger context windows
(e.g., 4K or 8K tokens). Extending our approach
to support longer contexts could reveal additional
challenges, such as increased quantization sensitiv-
ity and greater memory management overhead.

Ethical Considerations

Our research aims to reduce the memory footprint
and computational overhead of LLM in inference
time through KV cache quantization. Such ad-
vancements can potentially lower energy consump-
tion and expand access to resource-constrained
communities, contributing to more environmentally
sustainable and inclusive deployment of language
modeling based productions. However, the use of
proposal KV cache compression method must be
carefully monitored to ensure that accuracy trade-
offs do not disproportionately affect critical ap-
plications such as healthcare, legal, and financial
contexts.
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A Quantization and Dequantization
Error Bounds

In this appendix we establishes upper bounds on the
quantization error incurred when a matrix is repre-
sented using a finite bit-width in two’s-complement
format. Two theorems are presented: one that char-
acterizes the error in terms of the spectral norm and
another in terms of the Frobenius norm.

The first theorem demonstrates that the spectral
norm of the quantization error is bounded by
o Vi
This result implies that, for a given bit-width b,
matrices with larger spectral norms incur propor-
tionally larger quantization errors. Consequently, a
matrix that exhibits a larger spectral norm is more
susceptible to quantization errors. To control the er-
ror propagation in such matrices, a higher bit-width
is necessary.

The second theorem provides an analogous
bound for the Frobenius norm,

< Vmn

1A= Allz [[Al2-

14— Al 1Al -

Similar to the spectral norm result, this bound in-
dicates that the quantization error, measured in
the Frobenius norm, is directly proportional to the
norm of the original matrix. Hence, matrices with
larger Frobenius norms are also more vulnerable to
quantization errors and would benefit from a higher
precision during quantization.

Preliminaries and Notation

Let A € R™*™ denote a real matrix whose entries
are to be stored using a fixed number of bits in
two’s-complement representation. The following
notation is adopted:

¢ Bit Depth. Given b bits in two’s-complement
format, each representable integer ¢ lies in the
interval

ge{—2t b=t . 2ttt 1y,

* Maximum Entry Magnitude. Define
| Al

max
1<i<m,1<j<n

¢ Scale Factor. Set

(01 7212_1 1

This choice ensures that the scaled entries
Aj;j/a lie within the representable range.
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Quantization. Define the integer matrix () €
men by

A
Qij = round(i»
@
with Q5 € {—Qbfl, .. ,2b71 —

3)
1.

Dequantization (Reconstruction). The recon-
structed matrix A is given by

OéQij.

~

Objective. The aim is to bound the errors
|A—Allz and [|A—AlF,
in terms of b, m, n, and the norms of A.

Spectral Norm Bound

Theorem 1 (Spectral Norm Quantization Error).
Let A € R™" and b € N be given. Consider
two’s-complement quantization with scale factor

M
20-1 1’

o = M = max| Ay
7’7‘7
Define
Aij -~
Qij = round(—) and A;j = aQyj.
o
Then, the following bound holds:
M<||A—Aly < vmn 5

M
@1-1)
[|All2
< +/ _—
= VIS 9h-1 )

“

In approximate form for large b,

mn
Y2 Al

<

~

|A — Al

Proof. Entrywise Bound. By construction,

Aij 1
Cz] _Qij < 5
Multiplying by « gives
~ a M
A=Al = 5 = sy
Thus,
-~ M
ms 1 = Al < ey



Conversion to the Spectral Norm. Using the
inequality

[Bllz < vmn H3§X|Bij|7
with B = A — E, it follows that

~ M
_ < Vmn——
|A—All2 < vVmn ST 1)

Relating M to || A||2. Since

M = max|Ay] < A,
the bound can be written as

n HAHQ
— < - = .
|A—Al2 < \/772712(2[)_1 0

For large b, where 21 — 1 ~ 2!, the bound
becomes

< vmn

1A = All2 o5 1412

~

Frobenius Norm Bound

Theorem 2 (Frobenius Norm Quantization Error).
Under the same setup, the Frobenius norm of the
quantization error satisfies

4=l < vn it
< vmn %-
In approximate form,
-~ mn
14— Ale £ YR Al

Proof. Entrywise Bound. As established,

M

m for all Z.7 j

|4y — Ay <

Conversion to the Frobenius Norm. By defini-
tion,

A= AF = >0 (A — Ay)?,
i=1 j=1

which yields

- M 2
—_ A2 < e
|A—A|lx < mn <2(2b1 _1))
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Taking square roots leads to

~ M
A—-Alr < V —_—,

Relating M to || A|| . Since
m n
M? < Y0y AL = Al
i=1 j=1

it follows that M < ||A||r and hence

> 1Al »
_ < Vmn—20E
|A—A|lr < vV/mn 21— 1)

For large b, this simplifies to

AV n
o IAllF-

2b

<

~

|A— Allp

O]

Remark. The results indicate that both the spectral
norm and Frobenius norm errors satisfy similar
approximate bounds:

14— All2 S Yo | Alls,
-2 ©)
-~ mn
IA= Al S 5 Al

Quantizing KV Cache

Consider the key and value cache

V c RLthead7 K c RLthead7

with quantization bit-widths denoted by by and by,
respectively. Let V and K denote the dequantized
matrices, and define the quantization errors as

Ey = V-V, Ef = K-K.
An empirical observation is that
VI < 1K,
where * denotes either the spectral norm (|| - ||2)

or the Frobenius norm (|| - |). In practice, K
typically exhibits a larger norm than V.



Spectral-Norm Perspective

Standard quantization error bounds yield

Vv L dhea

1Ev2 S by V]2, -
vV L dhead
|Ex]l2 S 27“ 1K]|2.

To achieve comparable spectral-norm errors (i.e.,
|IEv |2 ~ [[Ek]|2), it is necessary that

L dhed Vv L dhea

Vi ~
s [V~ Yo

1Kf2-

Cancelling the common factor v/ L dpeyq yields
2V ([V]2 ~ 2°F K],

or equivalently,

HVHz‘
1K

br—bv

Since | V]2 < ||IK

o, it follows that bx > by .

Frobenius-Norm (MSE) Perspective
Similarly, the Frobenius norm error bounds are

given by
\% L dhed

Bvle 5 S VI
[Billr < Vi |Klr

To achieve comparable Frobenius errors,

V L dhead ~ Vv L dhea

AY oS K
e V]lp & Yoo K,
which implies
2 |[V[lp ~ 2" K],
and therefore,
9br—by A, HVHF_
1K

Again, because ||V||r < ||K]
b > by.

r, it follows that

B Quantization Error Across Layers and
Heads

Figure 6 displays the MSE of the quantized key and
value caches in the Llama 3.1 8B model, evaluated
layer by layer across 32 layers and differentiated
by attention head. Results are presented for three
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datasets: C4, MMLU, and GSM&8k. Each subfigure
illustrates the 2-bit and 4-bit quantization config-
urations for the key and value caches. The error
patterns vary across layers, suggesting that certain
layers or heads may be more sensitive to aggressive
quantization; however, the overall pattern indicates
that assigning 4-bit to the key cache is comparable
to assigning 2-bit to the value cache.

C Extended Visualization of Singular
Value Distributions

Figure 7 provides the full-range view of the singu-
lar value distribution for the key and value cache
at various layers of the Llama 3.3 70B model on
the C4 dataset. The horizontal axis enumerates the
singular values in descending order, beginning with
the largest (i.e., the spectral norm), and the vertical
axis measures the corresponding magnitudes. The
shaded region captures the minimum-to-maximum
range of singular values across the attention heads
within each layer, while the solid curves depict the
mean singular value at each rank.

This figure underscores two main observations.
First, key matrices systematically exhibit higher
leading singular values than value matrices. In par-
ticular, the first singular value (the spectral norm)
for key matrices is consistently larger, confirming
that the key matrices possess a higher spectral norm.
Second, this behavior (significant gap) remains evi-
dent across the entire spectrum of singular values,
implying that the sum of the squares of these values
(i.e., the Frobenius norm) is also larger for key ma-
trices. Consequently, the stronger representational
capacity of key matrices, as reflected by both their
spectral and Frobenius norms, renders them more
sensitive to quantization errors.

D Extended Quantization Error Results

Tables 3, 4, and 5 present extended quantization
error results across a wider range of models and
settings for the MMLU, C4, and GSM8K datasets,
respectively. These tables offer a detailed break-
down of the error metrics under various bit-width
configurations, complementing the analysis pre-
sented in the main text and in Table 1.
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Figure 6: Quantization error (MSE) of K and V caches in the Llama 3.1 8B model across 32 layers for the (a) C4,
(b) MMLU, and (c) GSM8k datasets. The top row in each plot shows 2-bit quantization (k2, v2), while the bottom
row shows 4-bit quantization (k4, v4). Each point represents a different attention head in the corresponding layer.
The x-axis indicates the layer index, and the y-axis shows the quantization error in MSE.
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Figure 7: Complete singular value distribution of key and value cache for the Llama 3.3 70B model on the
C4 dataset. The x-axis denotes the singular value indices, ordered from the largest (spectral norm) to the smallest,
while the y-axis represents the corresponding magnitudes. The shaded region illustrates the range between the
minimum and maximum singular values across attention heads within each layer, and the solid lines indicate the
mean singular value magnitude at each index. This full-spectrum view highlights that key matrices consistently
maintain significantly higher singular values throughout the entire distribution, further reinforcing their dominant
representational capacity compared to value matrices.
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Table 3: Quantization error (mean * std) for the key and value caches (K; and V;) at 2-bit, 3-bit, and 4-bit
quantization, evaluated on the MMLU dataset.

Model K2 V2 K3 V3 K4 V4
Llama3.2-1B 4.851 +1.037 0.127 0101 1.037 0265 0.021 20015 0.227 0059 0.005 =0.00
Llama3.2-1B-it 4.373 21034 0.124 20000 0.879 +0218 0.019 =003 0.192 +0.047 0.004 = 0.00
Llama3.2-3B 3.943 10924 0.193 20096 0.849 +0.150 0.030 0015 0.183 20031 0.007 +0.00
Llama3.2-3B-it 4487 +1.150 0.202 =0.100 0.894 +0.150 0.030 =0.015 0.193 20037 0.007 =0.003
Llama2-7B 3.190 +0.783 0.259 0184 0.769 +0.194 0.042 20030 0.168 +0.042 0.009 = 0.006

Llama3.1-8B-it 6.003 =1.782 0.187 =0.127 1.082 +0.244 0.028 +0.019 0.235 0055 0.006 = 0.004
Llama3.3-70B-it 4.883 +1.106 0.112 20003 0.942 +0.198 0.016 =0.012 0.206 =0.043 0.003 =0.003
Memotron3.1-it 5.125 <1284 0.114 <0004 0.985 0207 0.016 0012 0.216 =0.046 0.003 = 0.003

Phi3-Medium-128K-it 5.063 = 1914 0.584 ~0550 1.000 +0319 0.087 +0.083 0.217 ~0.068 0.019 =0.018

Phi4 5.929 1545 0.657 0472 1.306 0231 0.103 20.070 0.286 =0.050 0.022 +0.015
Mistral0.3-7B 4718 + 1340 0.398 20405 0.941 +0240 0.059 =0.059 0.206 0053 0.013 +0.013
Qwen2.5-14B 5.184 12241 1.270 = 1547 1.005 20288 0.182 +0221 0.223 20.067 0.040 =0.052

DeepSeekR1L-8B
DeepSeekR1Q-14B

5.502 + 1549 0.189 +0.118 0.955 <0204 0.028 =
5.126 2375 1.406 = 1.600 0.900 +0269 0.198 =«

017 0.209 =0.046 0.006 = 0.004
1226 0.199 0062 0.044 =0.052

Table 4: Quantization error (mean * std) for the key and value caches (K; and V;) at 2-bit, 3-bit, and 4-bit
quantization, evaluated on the C4 dataset.

Model K2 V2 K3 V3 K4 V4
Llama3.2-1B 4.885 +1.056 0.207 0.166 1.074 20280 0.030 +0.024 0.233 20062 0.006 =0.005
Llama3.2-1B-it 4.524 + 1008 0.193 20,137 0.925 0235 0.028 ~0.020 0.201 20.050 0.006 = 0.
Llama3.2-3B 3.885 +0.777 0.282 = 0.150 0.909 = 0.168 0.042 +0.023 0.194 0032 0.009 = 0.005
Llama3.2-3B-it 4.135 + 1088 0.274 20.137 0.912 20176 0.039 20020 0.195 20.036 0.009 = 0.
Llama2-7B 6.337 1710 0.456 20247 1.054 20263 0.071 20038 0.213 20052 0.015 £0.008
Llama3.1-8B-it 6.262 + 1780 0.254 +0.185 1.128 20249 0.036 ~0.026 0.247 <0056 0.008 = 0.005
Llama3.3-70B-it 4.391 +1.027 0.121 20097 0.847 +0.175 0.017 0013 0.186 =0.038 0.004 +0.003

Memotron3.1-it
Phi3-Medium-128K-it

5.367 <1332
4.831 +1.759

0.127 +0.105
0.788 ~0.726

1.049 0222 0.018 =0.013 0.231 <0.049 0.004 = 0.003
1.022 <0306 0.109 +0.007 0.220 +0.064 0.023 = 0.021

(
(
+(
+(

Phi4 5.715 + 1442 0.850 20684 1.316 20245 0.124 20093 0.291 +0.056 0.027 +0.020
Mistral0.3-7B 5.027 +1332 0.543 +0493 1.014 20260 0.079 0068 0.223 +0.060 0.017 +0.015
Qwen2.5-14B 4.382 +2.170 1.544 = 1872 0.846 +0250 0.220 20265 0.187 +0.060 0.048 +0.060
DeepSeekR1L-8B 4.575 <1122 0.204 <0.134 0.817 +0.141 0.030 0019 0.179 0033 0.006 = 0.

DeepSeekR1Q-14B 4.832 +2354 1.651 = 1914 0.927 0283 0.232 20267 0.201 +0.061 0.051 =0.060
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Table 5: Quantization error (mean + std) for the key and value caches (K; and V;) at 2-bit, 3-bit, and 4-bit
quantization, evaluated on the GSM8K dataset.

Model K2 V2 K3 V3 K4 \Z!

Llama3.2-1B 5.703 +1557 0.179 =036 1.213 20352 0.026 +0.020 0.266 = 0.078 0.005 = 0.004
Llama3.2-1B-it 5.002 +1383 0.171 0130 1.024 20287 0.025 20020 0.223 20.061 0.006 = 0.004
Llama3.2-3B 4.840 = 1396 0.261 20.136 1.045 0211 0.038 20021 0.226 =0.044 0.008 = 0.005
Llama3.2-3B-it 3.604 20550 0.226 =0.129 0.790 = 0.135 0.034 ~0.019 0.171 <0028 0.007 = 0.004
Llama2-7B 5.081 1396 0.405 <0231 0.969 = 0238 0.065 +0.037 0.205 +0.050 0.014 = 0.008
Llama3.1-8B-it 6.445 + 1837 0.213 0161 1.184 20268 0.030 £0.022 0.257 =0.060 0.007 = 0.005
Llama3.3-70B-it 4967 +1.127 0.113 20001 0.978 20203 0.016 +0.012 0.214 +0.044 0.004 +0.003
Memotron3.1-it 47752 1024 0.113 20089 0.940 20.194 0.016 20012 0.206 =0.042 0.004 +0.003
Phi3-Medium-128K-it 4.940 = 1834 0.605 0579 1.042 +0320 0.088 +0.082 0.227 +0.069 0.019 +0.018
Phi4 6.610 = 1.624 0.785 +0598 1.498 +0293 0.116 +0.082 0.330 +0.064 0.025 +0.017
Mistral0.3-7B 5.308 + 1367 0.461 0434 1.065 0288 0.067 0061 0.232 20061 0.015 £0.013
Qwen2.5-14B 4.829 +2179 1.736 2659 0.979 20204 0.241 20372 0.214 20061 0.051 +0.077

DeepSeekR1L-8B 5.547 <1517 0.193 20120 1.000 0212 0.028 = 0.018 0.218 £0.049 0.006 = 0.004
DeepSeekR1Q-14B  4.477 +2.176 1.424 + 1752 0.830 0256 0.200 20242 0.181 +0.058 0.044 ~0.056
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