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Abstract

Large language models (LLMs) with extended context windows enable tasks
requiring extensive information integration but are limited by the scarcity of high-
quality, diverse datasets for long-context instruction tuning. Existing data synthesis
methods focus narrowly on objectives like fact retrieval and summarization, re-
stricting their generalizability to complex, real-world tasks. WildLong extracts
meta-information from real user queries, models co-occurrence relationships via
graph-based methods, and employs adaptive generation to produce scalable data. It
extends beyond single-document tasks to support multi-document reasoning, such
as cross-document comparison and aggregation. Our models, finetuned on 150K
instruction-response pairs synthesized using WildLong, surpasses existing open-
source long-context-optimized models across benchmarks while maintaining strong
performance on short-context tasks without incorporating supplementary short-
context data. By generating a more diverse and realistic long-context instruction
dataset, WildLong enhances LLMs’ ability to generalize to complex, real-world
reasoning over long contexts, establishing a new paradigm for long-context data
synthesis.

1 Introduction

The growing demand for AI systems capable of processing and reasoning over extensive information
has driven the development of large language models (LLMs) with significantly expanded context
windows (Dubey et al., 2024; Achiam et al., 2023; Team et al., 2024). Among long-context tasks,
needle-in-a-haystack (NIAH) (Kamradt, 2023) retrieval—where models locate specific information
within large contexts—has emerged as a relatively simple benchmark, with previous work showing
that continued pretraining on long-context data significantly boosts NIAH performance (Fu et al.,
2024; Hsieh et al., 2024; Li et al., 2024c). However, while many LLMs excel at NIAH, they often
struggle with more complex challenges, such as passage ranking and dialogue analysis, which require
reasoning and synthesis across extended contexts (Hsieh et al., 2024; Yen et al., 2025; Zhang et al.,
2024b; Levy et al., 2024; Vodrahalli et al., 2024; Li et al., 2024b). The ability to reason over long
contexts is essential for real-world applications, such as legal document analysis and book review
(Liu et al., 2024b; Karpinska et al., 2024; Xu et al., 2024b,c; Jimenez et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2024a).
These more difficult tasks require models not only to retrieve information but also to integrate and
reason over it in realistic, multi-faceted scenarios. Addressing this gap calls for high-quality, diverse,
and generalized instruction-tuning datasets designed specifically for long-context reasoning. Such
datasets are essential for equipping LLMs to effectively leverage their extended context capabilities
in complex, real-world applications.

A major bottleneck in enhancing long-context reasoning is the lack of high-quality instruction tuning
data. Unlike short-context tuning, which benefits from abundant human-annotated data, manually
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Figure 1: Overview of the two-stage WildLong Framework. Stage 1 extracts meta-information from
real-world user-chatbot conversations, classifies documents by type, constructs graphs to represent
meta-information relationships, and samples paths to generate tailored instructions. Stage 2 pairs
long documents from the pre-training corpus with these instructions, generating instruction-response
pairs by rewriting the instructions and answering based on the document context.

constructing long-context instruction data is impractical due to the complexity of reasoning over
extended contexts. Existing methods rely on data synthesis using LLMs (Dubey et al., 2024; An et al.,
2024b; Bai et al., 2024; Xiong et al., 2024, 2025b). For instance, prior approaches (Xiong et al., 2024;
Bai et al., 2024) generate long-context instruction-tuning data by extracting short text spans from long
documents, synthesizing question-answer pairs based on these snippets, and incorporating the full
document during training. Other approaches, such as Llama-3.1 (Dubey et al., 2024), further utilize
hierarchical summarization to construct long-context datasets. While effective at leveraging models’
short-context capabilities for data generation, these methods primarily focus on fact extraction and
summarization. This narrow scope limits the diversity and generalizability of the resulting data,
leaving critical gaps in supporting more complex and realistic tasks.

To address this limitation, we propose WildLong, a scalable framework for generating diverse
and realistic instruction-response pairs for long-context reasoning. Our approach integrates meta-
information extraction, graph-based modeling, and adaptive instruction-response generation. The
pipeline of our framework is illustrated in Figure 1. We extract meta-information, such as user
intents, tasks, and constraints, from real-world user-chatbot conversations. This process ensures
that the generated instruction-response pairs are grounded in realistic interactions and reflect the
complexity of real-world scenarios. To enhance diversity and scalability, we model the extracted meta-
information as a graph, where nodes represent individual meta-information value and edges capture
their co-occurrence frequencies. By performing random walks on this graph, we generate novel
combinations of meta-information, introducing diverse and varied instruction templates. Adaptive
instruction-response generation further supports scalability and diversity. Each combination of meta-
information is paired with long-context examples sampled from the pretraining corpus, introducing
variability in the contexts associated with the instructions. The availability of abundant pretraining
data ensures that large-scale datasets can be generated efficiently. As shown in Figure 3, our dataset
spans a wide range of document types and task types, reflecting the diversity and complexity required
for real-world long-context reasoning.

We fine-tuned Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.22 and Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct3 on 150K synthesized instruction-
response pairs and evaluated them on various long-context benchmarks with input lengths up to 128K
tokens. Notably, our fine-tuned Mistral-7B model achieves a substantial +14.7 improvement on the
RULER benchmark (Hsieh et al., 2024), while our Llama-3.1-8B model performed competitively with
much larger models, scoring 84.1 on RULER (vs. 85.1 for Llama-3.1 70B) and 6.8 on LongBench-
Chat (Bai et al., 2024) (vs. 6.7 for Llama-3.1 70B). Importantly, our fine-tuned models retain
short-context performance without fine-tuning on additional short-context data, which existing

2https://huggingface.co/mistralai/Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2
3https://huggingface.co/meta-llama/Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct
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surroundings for a magical evening.

Write a heartfelt monologue for the main character 
reflecting on their personal growth.

Could you explain in detail the significance of the key 
plot twists so far and how they have impacted the 
overall story development?

Figure 2: This figure demonstrates examples of instructions generated from sampled paths in a
narrative text graph. Solid lines represent connections within paths, while dotted lines show node
interconnections during graph construction. Using a random walk algorithm, diverse instructions
are generated by combining nodes. For instance, the knowledge node “understanding of narrative
structure” and the context node “participation in a creative storytelling exercise” appear in multiple
paths but result in distinct instructions due to varying other meta information.

methods typically use to prevent degradation. This demonstrates the robustness and generalizability
of our synthetic data.

2 Proposed Method

In this section, we describe our methodology for generating diverse and realistic instruction-response
pairs for long-context tasks. As shown in Figure 1, our approach comprises two main stages. In
Stage 1, we extract meta-information from real-world user-chatbot conversations and construct
document-type-specific graphs to model co-occurrences among meta-information. Instructions are
generated by sampling paths from these graphs. In Stage 2, these instructions are paired with long
documents from the pretraining corpus to create instruction-response pairs. Below, we provide an
overview of each component in the framework.

2.1 Meta Information Extraction

We leverage the WildChat dataset (Zhao et al., 2024b), a large corpus of user-chatbot conversations,
and focus specifically on single-turn conversations that involve long contexts. WildChat is particularly
suitable for our task because it contains realistic user queries and high-quality responses, which
facilitate the accurate annotation of meta information fields. From each conversation, we extract
13 fields of meta information that represent key attributes relevant to understanding and modeling
long-context instructions:

document type, tasks or requests, user intention, user profile, language style,
context, knowledge/commonsense involved for user, knowledge/commonsense involved for
chatbot, long context capability involved, output format, sentiment, constraint of
the request, simplified instruction.

These fields encompass essential aspects of the interaction, ensuring a comprehensive representation of user
intent, contextual nuances, and task-specific requirements. We prompt GPT-4 to extract meta information from
each conversation4. For example, tasks such as “extract details” for informational articles or “continue the story”
for fictional narratives are explicitly labeled. Contexts like “preparing for a presentation” or “research related to
ancient Greece” are extracted for professional or historical texts, respectively. The extracted meta information
reflects realistic user scenarios involving long-context conversations and serves as a structured foundation for
subsequent stages of our methodology.

4The prompt used for meta information extraction is detailed in Table 6.
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2.2 Graph Construction

Instructions are generally document-type-specific, necessitating the construction of separate graphs for each
document type. To build document-type-specific graphs, we first identify document types for each conversation
as free-form values during the meta information extraction process. To group these values into coherent and
meaningful categories, we apply K-Means clustering. The total number of clusters, set to 10, is predefined
to balance between generalization and specificity based on the observed diversity of the dataset. Each cluster
represents a distinct document type, and the cluster centers are rewritten to serve as the final document type
labels. The distribution of the document types is illustrated in Figure 3.

For each document type d, we construct an undirected graph Gd = (Vd, Ed) to model the co-occurrence
relationships among meta information values extracted from user-chatbot conversations5. This graph represents
the interactions between meta information fields and facilitates the systematic exploration of realistic and diverse
combinations for instruction generation. The construction process is detailed as follows.

Nodes Each node corresponds to a unique value of a meta information field. Let M = {m1,m2, . . . ,m11}
denote the set of 11 meta information fields used to construct the graph (e.g., task type, sentiment, output format).
The set of nodes Vd is defined as:

Vd = {v | v is a value of some field mi ∈ M in any conversation for document type d}.
Nodes are independent of individual conversations and collectively capture all unique meta information values
observed for the document type.

Edges Edges represent the co-occurrence of meta information values in the same conversation, provided they
belong to different fields. Formally, an edge (v, u) ∈ Ed exists if:

1. v is a value of field mi ∈ M,
2. u is a value of field mj ∈ M, where i ̸= j, and
3. v and u co-occur in at least one conversation for document type d.

For each conversation, the extracted meta information values from the 11 fields are interconnected, forming a
fully connected bipartite subgraph, where edges connect values from different fields.

Edge Weights The weight of an edge (v, u) ∈ Ed reflects the frequency of co-occurrence of v and u across
all conversations for document type d. The edge weight is computed as:

w(v, u) = log(fco(v, u) + ε),

where fco(v, u) is the raw count of co-occurrences, and ε is a small constant for numerical stability. The
logarithmic scaling mitigates the influence of highly frequent pairs while preserving distinctions among lower-
frequency edges.

We build document-type-specific graphs by fully connecting meta information values co-occurring in the same
conversation, with edges weighted by log-scaled co-occurrence. By preserving the variety of meta information
and accurately capturing their co-occurrence patterns, the graph facilitates the generation of realistic, meaningful
and diverse instruction paths.

2.3 Meta Information Path Sampling

To ensure that instruction generation is guided by realistic and diverse criteria, we first sample structured
combinations of meta information values. Since meta information fields interact in complex ways, manually
enumerating all meaningful combinations is infeasible. Instead, we apply a weighted random walk on the
document-type-specific graphs to systematically explore plausible meta information combinations. To generate
sampled paths P̂ = {v1, v2, . . . , vk} that represent meta information combinations, we employ a weighted
random walk algorithm on Gd.

The walk begins by randomly selecting an initial node v1 ∈ Vd from a uniformly sampled meta information
category mc ∈ M. At each step t, the walk transitions from the current node vt to a neighboring node vt+1,
which belongs to a different meta information category that has not yet been visited. The transition probability
from vt to vt+1 is determined by edge weights:

p(vt+1 | vt) =
exp(w(vt, vt+1))∑

vk∈N (vt)
exp(w(vt, vk))

, (1)

5Eleven meta information fields are used to construct the graph. The “document type” field is used to classify
documents such that we can construct a separate graph for each document type. The “simplified instruction”
field is used as a demonstration when generating instructions based on paths, see Section 2.4.
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where w(vt, vt+1) is the weight of the edge between vt and vt+1, and N (vt) is the set of neighbors of vt.
The walk continues for up to N steps, producing a path that spans N distinct meta information fields. Based
on our preliminary experiments on instruction synthesis, we determined that N = 6 strikes the right balance:
larger values of N introduce overly restrictive criteria, making instruction generation challenging and prone to
producing convoluted instructions joined by “and” to satisfy all requirements. Conversely, smaller values of N
result in overly simple instructions with limited complexity. The limit of six meta information fields provides
sufficient criteria to guide instruction generation while allowing the model to flexibly incorporate other relevant
meta information creatively. By leveraging edge weights to guide transitions, the algorithm captures realistic
co-occurrence patterns, enabling the scalable synthesis of diverse instruction templates, while maintaining
flexibility to explore less frequent connections. These paths serve as structured templates to generate diverse and
representative instructions for long-context tasks.

2.4 Instruction Generation with Sampled Paths
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Figure 3: Distribution of document types (inner
circle) and task types (outer circle) in our dataset.

To synthesize instructions aligned with the sampled
meta-information paths, we prompt GPT-4 with a
one-shot demonstration. GPT-4 generates natural lan-
guage instructions that follow the criteria defined by
the meta information fields in the sampled path6. Fig-
ure 2 illustrates instructions generated from sampled
paths in a narrative text graph. Using the random walk
algorithm, diverse instructions emerge by combining
different meta information values. For example, two
paths may share “understanding of narrative structure”
as the “knowledge involved for chatbot” field but dif-
fer in others. One path, with values like “detailed lan-
guage style” and “literature research purpose,” guides
an instruction for analyzing plot development. An-
other, with “entertainment purpose” and “emotional
sentiment,” leads to an instruction for crafting a heart-
felt monologue.

2.5 Instruction-Response Pair Generation

Once the instructions are generated, we pair them
with long documents sampled from the SlimPajama7

dataset (Soboleva et al., 2023). SlimPajama’s wealth
of long documents makes it well-suited for tasks requiring extensive context. As instructions are document-
type-specific, we first classify sampled documents into one of ten predefined document types using a custom
classifier8.

To ensure the paired documents reflect realistic user needs for long-context capabilities, we resample SlimPa-
jama’s long documents to align their document type distribution with that of WildChat long conversations. This
adjustment ensures the data distribution is representative of how users typically query about long contexts.
Once the document types are predicted, we pair each document with an instruction generated from the graph
corresponding to its type. To make the instructions more contextually grounded, the sampled instruction and
paired document are provided as input to GPT-4, which generates an adapted instruction aligned with the
document, and a corresponding response9. This ensures the final instruction-response pairs are coherent, relevant,
and reflective of the document’s context.

2.6 Extending Instructions to Multi-Document Settings

We observe that the filtered WildChat dataset predominantly contains instructions designed only for single-
document contexts, with limited coverage of multi-document tasks. To address this gap, we extend our method
to generate instructions suitable for multi-document settings by adapting the extracted meta information and
graph-based framework.

The extension begins with adapting the “tasks or requests” field in the meta information to reflect multi-document
requirements while keeping other fields unchanged. Each single-document task node is rewritten to explicitly

6Details about how to select the demonstration can be found in Appendix A.2 and the prompt can be found
in Table 7 in Appendix C.

7SlimPajama is an open-source reproduction of the LLaMA pretraining data mixture (Touvron et al., 2023).
8Details about the classifier are provided in Appendix A.1.
9Details about the prompt can be found in Table 8 in Appendix C.
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involve handling information across multiple documents using GPT-4. For instance, a task like “Summarize
the key points of the document” is transformed into “Summarize and compare the key points across multiple
documents.”10

Following this adaptation, we construct document-type-specific graphs for multi-document tasks, sample paths
using the same random walk algorithm, and generate instructions based on the sampled paths. The steps for
graph construction, path sampling, and instruction synthesis remain largely consistent with the single-document
setting. During the document-instruction pairing stage, we sample pairs of documents of the same type from the
SlimPajama dataset, concatenate them, and pair the concatenated documents with a multi-document instruction
of the same type. The concatenated documents and their paired instruction are then input to GPT-4 to generate a
refined, contextually aligned instruction and a corresponding response. By integrating these modifications, our
method systematically generates instructions and responses that support multi-document reasoning tasks.

3 Experiments

We evaluate our framework comprehensively on both long-context and short-context benchmarks. This section
outlines implementation details, compares our method with baseline pretrained and specialized long-context
optimized models, benchmarks against existing long-context supervised fine-tuning (SFT) datasets, and presents
ablation studies to analyze the contributions of essential components in our framework.

3.1 Implementation Details

Data Curation We filter single-turn WildChat conversations exceeding 2K tokens, yielding 32K instances. We
then filter long-context documents from the SlimPajama corpus into two subsets: single-document (2K–30K
tokens) and multi-document (2K–20K tokens). For multi-document, we pair two same-type documents and
concatenate them. We sample 100K single-document and 50K multi-document examples, totaling 150K samples.

Training Details. We fine-tune Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2 and Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct using our curated dataset.
For Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2, we adjust the RoPE base from 1e6 to 1e7 to support longer positional embeddings11.
Both models are optimized using the Adam optimizer, with learning rates of 1e-6 and 5e-7 respectively. Training
is conducted for 2 epochs with a batch size of 51212.

3.2 Baselines

Proprietary Long-Context Models. We include two proprietary long-context models Gemini-1.5-Pro and
GPT-4 as upper bounds due to their strong performance on long-context tasks.

Open-Sourced Pretrained Long-Context Models. Additionally, we evaluate open-source pretrained language
models with long-context capabilities, including GLM4-9B (GLM et al., 2024), Yi-34B (AI et al., 2024),
Llama3.1-70B (Dubey et al., 2024), Phi-3-medium (Abdin et al., 2024), and Qwen2.5 (Yang et al., 2024).

Specialized Long-Context Optimized Models. We compare our approach to specialized long-context LLMs
that extend or optimize model capabilities for long inputs. FILM (An et al., 2024b) and ChatQA-2 (Xu et al.,
2025) fine-tunes Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2 and Llama-3-8B with synthetic long-context QA pairs. SEALONG (Li
et al., 2024d) applies preference optimization on Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct with extended-context QA pairs, while
ProLong (Gao et al., 2024b) continue-pretrain Llama-3-8B-Instruct to 512K context window and finetune with
short-context data.

Prior Long-Context SFT Data. We fine-tune Llama-3.1 on open-source long-context instruction-tuning
datasets. LongAlpaca (Chen et al., 2024b) comprises 9K curated long QA pairs and 3K short QA pairs, covering
tasks such as book questions and summarization. LongAlign (Bai et al., 2024) includes QA pairs generated by
Claude 2.1 from extended documents, while LongReward (Zhang et al., 2024a) similarly uses GLM4 to produce
long-context QA pairs via a self-instruct framework.

3.3 Evaluation Benchmarks

To comprehensively evaluate the performance of our model, we assess both long-context and short-context
capabilities. For long-context tasks, we benchmark our model against established baselines, whereas for
short-context tasks, we compare its performance with the base model used for fine-tuning.

10The rewriting prompt is shown in Table 9. The modifications emphasize the need for synthesis, comparison,
or aggregation across documents while preserving coherence and relevance.

11Increasing RoPE base supports longer context. More details can be seen in Appendix B.
12More details about computational budget and and infrastructure can be found in Appendix A.
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Table 1: Main evaluation results of our models on RULER, HELMET and Longbench-Chat compared
with baselines. Results on RULER and HELMET are averaged over sequence lengths ranging from
4K to 128K and 8K to 128K respectively.

Models Size RULER HELMET Long
NIAH VT Agg QA Avg RAG ICL Cite Rank QA Summ Avg Chat

Proprietary Long-Context Models

Gemini-1.5-Pro - 99.7 99.9 96.6 77.2 93.4 72.1 78.8 44.5 69.0 47.6 38.5 58.4 7.6
GPT-4 - 95.4 99.9 93.4 70.3 89.8 70.6 65.1 24.9 53.4 47.7 32.6 49.1 8.4

Open-Sourced Pretrained Long-Context Models

GLM-4-1M 9B 98.2 99.4 72.2 69.4 84.8 67.9 77.3 31.4 41.7 44.2 28.8 48.6 5.9
Yi-200k 34B 95.1 93.6 74.3 67.1 82.5 64.1 78.6 04.8 33.4 25.1 12.2 36.4 4.0
Llama-3.1 70B 96.1 93.2 83.3 67.8 85.1 68.6 77.2 32.9 52.2 46.0 33.3 51.7 6.7
Phi-3-medium 14B 88.7 76.5 77.4 59.3 75.5 58.9 67.0 17.1 23.9 22.4 26.6 36.0 5.2
Qwen2.5 7B 83.3 81.7 73.2 57.0 73.8 53.1 75.8 17.7 31.2 28.4 28.1 39.1 5.8

Specialized Long-Context Optimized Models

FILM 7B 81.7 92.8 64.9 63.0 75.6 52.6 78.0 6.4 28.0 26.9 22.1 35.7 4.9
ProLong-512k 8B 98.5 97.8 69.4 65.5 82.8 67.2 76.4 14.4 39.1 36.7 25.9 43.3 5.9
ChatQA-2 8B 97.1 98.1 66.8 53.6 78.9 63.2 81.3 02.9 23.7 36.2 13.9 36.9 3.7
SEALONG 8B 98.4 91.0 66.6 66.1 80.5 64.9 78.5 19.6 45.0 36.2 30.1 45.7 6.6

Mistral 7B 72.6 74.4 64.4 52.2 65.9 47.1 63.6 8.2 25.0 19.2 20.3 30.6 4.5
+ WildLong 7B 95.2 95.9 67.0 64.2 80.6 62.1 74.6 12.4 34.3 34.4 29.2 41.2 6.3

LLaMA 3.1 8B 98.1 91.6 66.2 66.1 80.5 66.1 77.4 18.5 39.0 37.1 28.0 44.5 6.2
+ WildLong 8B 98.7 95.7 74.3 67.9 84.1 67.6 78.8 22.6 40.8 38.5 30.8 46.5 6.8

For long-context tasks, we use three benchmarks designed to test a wide range of capabilities across varying
input lengths:

RULER (Hsieh et al., 2024). This benchmark evaluates four synthetic task types across input lengths ranging
from 4K to 128K tokens, including Needle-in-a-haystack (NIAH) retrieval, Multi-hop Tracing with Variable
Tracking (VT), Aggregation (Agg), and Question Answering (QA).

HELMET (Yen et al., 2025). We evaluate our model on six tasks from HELMET: Retrieval-augmented
generation (RAG), Generation with citations (Cite), Passage re-ranking (Re-rank), Long-document question
answering (LongQA), Summarization (Summ), and Many-short in-context learning (ICL). The Recall task is
excluded due to its overlap with the synthetic NIAH task in RULER.

Longbench-Chat (Bai et al., 2024). This benchmark tests instruction-following abilities over long contexts (10K
to 100K tokens) using real-world queries. It includes 40 queries in English and 10 in Chinese. GPT-4-128K
serves as an impartial judge to evaluate model-generated responses.

For short-context tasks, we assess general language understanding and reasoning using MMLU (Hendrycks
et al., 2021), Winogrande (Sakaguchi et al., 2020), ARC-C (Clark et al., 2018), and GSM8K (Cobbe et al., 2021),
and evaluate instruction-following capabilities with IFEval13 (Zhou et al., 2023).

3.4 Results

Our finetuned models demonstrates strong performance over established models. We significantly improve
upon our baseline models, with Mistral-7B gaining +14.7 and +10.6 points on RULER and HELMET, and
Llama-3.1-8B gaining +3.6 and +2.0. Against open-source long-context models, our Llama-3.1-8B matches or
exceeds larger alternatives. Notably on LongBench-Chat, our Llama-3.1-8B model outperforms most established
models except for proprietary ones. We also outperform specialized long-context methods. Despite using ten
times more data, FILM scores lower than our Mistral-7B (e.g., 75.6 vs. 80.6 on RULER). SEALONG, based on
Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct achieves lower scores, with an 8-point deficit on RULER compared with our Llama-based
model. ProLong and ChatQA-2 perform well on synthetic tasks but struggle with real-world queries and complex
tasks. These results highlight the effectiveness of our framework.

Our method enhances performance compared to other long-context instruction-tuning data. We compare
our method with previous long-context instruction-tuning datasets, including LongAlpaca, LongAlign and Lon-
gReward. We finetune Llama-3.1-8b-instruct with all these datasets with the same hyperparameters. As demon-
strated in Table 2, these datasets yield only slight improvements, with scores of 81.4, 81.9, and 81.2 on RULER,
respectively. In contrast, our method significantly improves performance across all tasks, achieving an average

13Details on evaluation settings are in Appendix A.3.
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Figure 4: Comparison of short-context performances between finetuned and the baseline models.
Models fine-tuned with our method preserve short-context capabilities.

score of 84.1 on RULER. The substantial improvements in aggregation tasks, which involve integrating multiple
relevant details, can likely be attributed to our dataset’s focus on detail-oriented summarization and information
synthesis, as illustrated in Figure 3. This broad coverage appears to better equip models for complex long-context
reasoning. This suggests our dataset’s diversity better equips models for complex reasoning and aggregation tasks.

Table 2: Performance comparison of Llama-3.1-
8B-instruct fine-tuned with various long-context
instruction-tuning datasets.

Models RULER
NIAH VT Agg QA Avg

LongAlpaca 97.9 95.2 67.0 65.4 81.4
LongAlign 98.5 94.8 65.7 68.5 81.9
LongReward 98.4 94.2 65.6 66.7 81.2
WildLong 98.7 95.7 74.3 67.9 84.1

Short context performance is preserved without
mixing short-context data. Previous works (An
et al., 2024b; Bai et al., 2024; Zhang et al., 2024a)
mix short-context instruction-tuning data into the fine-
tuning data to mitigate degradation in short-context
capabilities after long-context alignment. In con-
trast, our approach exclusively employs long-context
data while effectively preserving short-context perfor-
mance. Referring to Figure 4, we maintain an average
score of 75.9 for Llama-3.1-8B, comparable to the
baseline 75.8. For Mistral-7B, we observe a slight
drop of less than one point, potentially due to changes
in RoPE base. We analyze this further in Section 3.5.
These results underscore the effectiveness of our dataset: finetuning on general, realistic long-context data
significantly enhances long-context capabilities while largely preserving short-context performance without
additional data mixing.

3.5 Ablation Studies
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Figure 5: Short-context and long-context perfor-
mance of variations of Mistral models.

We conduct comprehensive ablation studies to inves-
tigate the efficacy of our data synthesis framework.

Effectiveness of graph-based modeling. To evaluate
the effectiveness of our graph-based instruction gen-
eration approach, we compare it against two baseline
methods for synthesizing long-context instruction-
tuning datasets, using 20k samples for each setting.
The first baseline, denoted as simple-instruct, directly
extracts instructions from user-chat conversations in
WildChat and pairs them with long documents sam-
pled from SlimPajama. The second baseline, de-
noted as WildChat-long, finetunes directly on sam-
ples from the filtered long WildChat subset. We fine-
tune both Mistral-7B-Instruct-v0.2 and Llama-3.1-8b-
instruct using these three datasets and evaluated them
on the RULER benchmark. As shown in Table 3,
our graph-based method consistently outperforms the
baselines. In particular, Mistral-7B achieves a score
of 78 with WildLong, outperforming WildChat-Long
and Simple-Instruct by +5 and +3.8 points. We suspect the improved performance, particularly on complex tasks
like aggregation and variable tracking, arises from the graph-based method’s ability to generate more diverse
and challenging instructions while preserving generalizability.
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Effectiveness of multi-document data. We assess the impact of multi-document data by fine-tuning both
Mistral and Llama models on 20k datasets across three settings: single-document, multi-document, and a mix of
both. As shown in Table 4, the results reveal varying effects depending on the model and task. For the Mistral
models, the multi-document setting significantly enhances performance on tasks requiring complex reasoning,
such as variable tracking (VT) and aggregation (Agg). In contrast, single-document data proves more effective
for QA tasks, which focus on extracting specific information from a single source. For the Llama models,
the effect of multi-document data is less pronounced. The multi-document setting performs slightly worse on
aggregation (69.3 vs. 70.5) and QA (67.0 vs. 68.2) compared to the single-document setting. However, the
mixed setting achieves the highest performance on variable tracking (93.7 vs. 93.0 for both single and multi) and
matches the single-document setting in overall average performance (82.6). These findings suggest that while
single-document and multi-document data have distinct strengths, combining them provides greater diversity
and balance, enabling models to perform robustly across a wide range of tasks.

Effectiveness of WildLong under RoPE Scaling. We investigate the impact of modifying the RoPE base
parameter to extend the context length of the Mistral-7B model. Specifically, we compare three variants: (1)
Mistral-7B (Baseline): The original model with context length 32k and RoPE base 1e6, (2) Mistral-7B (RoPE
1e7): Extended RoPE base of 1e7, and (3) Mistral-7B (Ours): RoPE base 1e7, finetuned with our WildLong
data. Performance is evaluated on short-context tasks (<1k) and long-context tasks (4k-128k).

The length-wise performance is shown in Figure 5. Our results reveal that increasing the RoPE base parameter
enables support for longer contexts, improving performance on tasks requiring extreme context lengths (e.g.,
64k-128k, +18.6 and +32.7 points over the baseline Mistral-7B respectively). However, this adjustment comes
with a significant trade-off, as short-context performance drops markedly from 58.2 to 55.0, and performance
on mid-range context lengths (4k-8k) also slightly declines. Finetuning with WildLong mitigates these trade-
offs, recovering short-context performance to 57.4 while further boosting mid- and long-context performance.
This analysis highlights that while extending RoPE theta directly allows models to process longer contexts,
it introduces a clear trade-off in short-context capability. Finetuning with generalized long-context datasets,
such as Wildlong, not only recovers some short-context degradation but also enhances performance across
mid-range and extended contexts. These findings address a gap in prior research and emphasize the importance
of finetuning strategies to balance short- and long-context performance effectively.

Table 3: Effect of graph-based modeling
adopted by WildLong compared with two
baseline methods.

Model Dataset RULER
NIAH VT Agg QA Avg

Mistral
WildChat-long 87.7 84.2 59.9 60.3 73.0
Simple Instruct 89.5 90.2 52.6 64.3 74.2
WildLong 91.4 92.0 64.7 63.9 78.0

LLaMA
WildChat-long 98.2 93.5 69.3 67.7 82.2
Simple Instruct 98.5 94.1 67.6 68.7 82.2
WildLong 98.9 93.7 70.0 67.7 82.6

Table 4: Performance comparison among
single-document, multi-document, and a mix-
ture of single- and multi-document data.

Model Dataset RULER
NIAH VT Agg QA Avg

Mistral
Single 91.6 90.9 63.9 64.2 77.7
Multi 92.1 94.4 66.9 64.1 79.4
WildLong 91.4 92.0 64.7 63.9 78.0

LLaMA
Single 98.6 93.0 70.5 68.2 82.6
Multi 98.8 93.0 69.3 67.0 82.0
WildLong 98.9 93.7 70.0 67.7 82.6

4 Related Work

Long-context Extending of LLMs. Several methods attempt to extend context windows with minimal training
overhead. Position extrapolation approaches (Chen et al. (2023); Peng et al. (2024); Su et al. (2021); Ding
et al. (2024); Chen et al. (2024a); Liu et al. (2024a); Zhu et al. (2024); Wu et al. (2024); Hu et al. (2024))
adjust positional embeddings or apply rope-based techniques to accommodate longer inputs. Others manipulate
attention mechanisms to scale context length (Jin et al. (2024); Xiao et al. (2024b,a); Ding et al. (2023); An et al.
(2024a, 2025)), ensuring model capacity for extended sequences without complete retraining. A separate line of
work focuses on novel architectures designed for efficient long-context modeling. These include methods like
Jamba (Lieber et al. (2024)), Unlimiformer (Bertsch et al. (2024)), and other enhancements (Wang et al. (2024b);
Yen et al. (2024)) to handle large inputs without quadratic complexity scaling. Some methods rely on significant
resources to equip LLMs with long-context capabilities. Llama3.1 (Dubey et al. (2024)) conducts extensive
continued pretraining on 800B tokens plus targeted fine-tuning on long-context data, and GLM (GLM et al.
(2024)) uses human-annotated datasets for supervised fine-tuning and DPO. While effective, these strategies can
be labor-intensive or costly. To mitigate data constraints, synthetic long-context datasets have been explored.
For instance, An et al. (2024b) synthesizes QA for short context and concatenates short contexts to form long
contexts, while Zhao et al. (2024a) synthesizes long tables to improve long-context reasoning. Xu et al. (2025)
uses NarrativeQA to construct long contexts by combining semantically related paragraphs, offering task-specific
solutions. Structured approaches have targeted specific long-context tasks. Chen et al. (2024c) model document
correlations to curate multi-hop datasets and generate QA pairs from intra-document data. Bai et al. (2024)
leverage Self-Instruct to create long-context instruction datasets but restrict prompts to four task types, limiting
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task generalization. Xiong et al. (2025a) trains the model on synthetic key-value retrieval data to improve
multi-document reasoning. These methods show promise but often remain narrow in focus or require substantial
manual or computational effort. Recent approaches like LongPO (Chen et al., 2025) and SEALONG (Li et al.,
2024d) have shown that LLMs can self-improve on long-context tasks, particularly in contextual QA. LongPO
extends short-context capabilities to long contexts through self-generated preference data, while SEALONG
uses multiple output sampling and preference optimization to refine model responses. However, these methods
focus primarily on QA tasks and do not address the broader range of challenges requiring full-context reasoning.
Our approach, WildLong, is orthogonal to these methods, offering a scalable way to generate generalized data
for diverse long-context tasks.

Scaling synthetic data creation Previous work on synthetic data creation for alignment has focused on
leveraging human interactions with LLMs (Conover et al., 2023; Zhao et al., 2024b; Zheng et al., 2024; Köpf
et al., 2023). However, manually crafting instructions is time-consuming and labor-intensive. Recent approaches
have scaled instruction datasets by prompting LLMs to generate synthetic instructions, starting with a small set
of human-annotated seed instructions (Yu et al., 2024; Wang et al., 2023; Taori et al., 2023; Xu et al., 2024a;
Sun et al., 2024). Keypoints-driven strategies (Li et al. (2024a); Tang et al. (2024); Huang et al. (2024)) enrich
prompts with diverse topics or knowledge bases. PersonaHub Ge et al. (2024) introduces billions of personas
to maximize coverage. We follow this keypoints-driven philosophy but focus on long-context data synthesis,
extracting meta-information from real-world conversations to generate diverse, realistic instructions closely tied
to document context. By integrating document type–specific details, our framework provides a scalable route for
creating high-quality long-context training data without excessive manual overhead.

5 Conclusion

We propose WildLong, a framework for synthesizing diverse, scalable, and realistic instruction-response datasets
for long-context tasks. It integrates meta-information extraction to ensure realistic complexity, graph-based
modeling for systematic instruction expansion, and adaptive instruction generation for enhanced contextual
relevance. Our fine-tuned models consistently outperform baselines and maintain short-context performance
without mixing short-context data. Notably, our finetuned Llama-3.1-8B model surpasses most open-source long-
context models on Longbench-Chat and demonstrates competitive performances with even larger models across
benchmarks. WildLong enables the synthesis of instruction-tuning data that produces robust models capable
of handling diverse long-context tasks. Extending beyond synthetic QA and summarization, it bridges the gap
to more complex, realistic challenges, advancing the effectiveness of long-context LLMs. We hope WildLong
provides insights into generalizing synthetic data and inspires further progress in long-context reasoning for
LLMs.

6 Limitations

While WildLong advances synthetic data generation for long-context tasks, several limitations warrant con-
sideration. First, although the framework mimics “realistic” instruction-response pairs, synthetic data may
lack the nuanced complexity, ambiguity, or cultural specificity inherent in human-generated interactions. This
could limit the model’s ability to handle edge cases or interpret context-dependent subtleties in real-world
scenarios. Second, biases embedded in the source meta-information extracted from real user queries—such as
language preferences, cultural assumptions, or domain-specific imbalances—risk propagating into the generated
dataset, potentially reinforcing societal or structural inequities. Finally, while graph-based modeling captures
co-occurrence relationships between entities, it may oversimplify semantic or causal dependencies, leading to
superficial multi-document reasoning. These limitations highlight the need for hybrid data pipelines combining
synthetic and human-curated examples, alongside rigorous bias audits, to enhance robustness.
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A Experimental Details

A.1 Document Classifier

We trained a random forest classifier on semantic features extracted from a small language model. The classifier
was trained on annotations of 20,000 long documents from SlimPajama, achieving 90% accuracy on a held-out
test set. Specifically, we annotated 20, 000 long documents sampled from SlimPajama using GPT-4. The
annotation prompt explicitly required the output to match one of the predefined document types, ensuring
consistency with the categories defined during meta information clustering. Using these annotations, we trained a
random forest classifier on semantic features extracted with StableLM-2-1.6B (Bellagente et al., 2024), where the
mean of the last layer’s hidden states was used as the feature representation. The classifier achieved 90% accuracy
on a held-out test set, enabling efficient and accurate predictions of document types for unseen SlimPajama data.

A.2 Instruction Generation with Paths

To synthesize instructions aligned with sampled meta information paths, we prompt GPT-4 with a one-shot
demonstration derived from seed paths extracted from the WildChat long conversations. Each seed path includes
all meta information fields and a corresponding simplified instruction. Given a sampled path P̂ , we identify
the most similar seed path P ∗ based on the of their nodes. The similarity between paths is computed as
intersection sim(P̂ , P ∗) = |P̂ ∩ P ∗|. The selected example path and its instruction are included in the prompt
to guide GPT-4 in generating a new instruction given a new path. This ensures the generated instruction aligns
with the sampled meta information criteria, while benefiting from the contextual relevance provided by the seed
example. GPT-4 synthesizes a natural language instructions adhering to the sampled path’s constraints with the
prompt shwon in Table 7.

A.3 Evaluation Settings

For short-context evaluation, we utilize the lm-evaluaton-harness framework Gao et al. (2024a) and follow-
ing the evaluation settings in (Beeching et al., 2023): 25-shots for ARC-C, and 5-shots for MMLU, Winogrande
and GSM8K. We use 0-shot for IFEval. We report the acc norm metric for ARC-C, the acc metric for MMLU,
Winogrande and GSM8K. We average the metrics prompt level strict acc, inst level strict acc,
prompt level loose acc, and inst level loose acc for IFEval.

For long-context evaluations, we evaluate our models and all baselines following the settings in the original
benchmarks. Table 5 presents the sources of evaluation results for the models across three benchmarks.

Table 5: Evaluation source for each model on three benchmarks. ✔ indicates that the evaluation was
conducted by ourselves, while ★ indicates that results were sourced from the original benchmark.

Models RULER HELMET Longbench-Chat
Proprietary Long-Context Models

Gemini-1.5-Pro ★ ★ ✔
GPT-4 ★ ★ ★

Open-Sourced Pretrained Long-Context Models

GLM-4-1M ★ ✔ ✔
Yi-200k ★ ★ ✔
Llama-3.1-70B ★ ★ ✔
Phi-3-medium ★ ★ ✔
Qwen2.5 ✔ ✔ ✔
Mistral-7B ✔ ✔ ✔
Llama-3.1-8B ✔ ✔ ✔

Specialized Long-Context Optimized Models

FILM ✔ ✔ ✔
ProLong-512k ✔ ✔ ✔
ChatQA-2 ✔ ✔ ✔
SEALONG ✔ ✔ ✔

A.4 Technical Details

We employ several open-source libraries and tools for model training. Specifically, we use PyTorch (Paszke
et al., 2019) and the Hugging Face Transformers library (Wolf, 2019) for implementing and fine-tuning the
model. To enhance computational efficiency, we integrate FlashAttention 2 (Dao, 2024) for optimized attention
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computation. The fine-tuning process is conducted on eight AMD Radeon Instinct MI300 GPUs, each equipped
with 192GB of memory. Training on 150K synthetic data samples requires approximately 480 GPU hours.

B Discussion on RoPE Base

Recent studies demonstrate that adjusting the base value in Rotary Position Embedding (RoPE) significantly
enhances language models’ ability to handle long-context sequences (bloc97, 2023). The scalability of RoPE for
long-context has been systematically demonstrated through base parameter adjustments (Liu et al., 2024c). By
increasing the base parameter (e.g., from 104 to 106), the wavelength of positional encoding grows exponentially
as λi ∝ base2i/d, where d is the embedding dimension and i indexes frequency bands. This prolongs the
non-repeating positional patterns across distant tokens, effectively mitigating encoding collisions that impair
long-range dependency modeling. Practical implementations like Code Llama (Grattafiori et al., 2023) and
ChatGLM (GLM et al., 2024) have adopted base scaling to extend context windows to 16k+ tokens while
preserving local positional sensitivity. Our experiments align with these findings, showing that larger base values
improve coherence in tasks requiring cross-sentence reasoning.

C Prompts

The prompts used by the WildLong framework can be seen from Table 6, Table 7, Table 8, and Table 9.
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Below is a conversation between a user and an AI Language Model, likely involving a long
document.

Conversation
{conversation}

Your Tasks
Based on the conversation above, try to finish the following tasks.
- Determine whether the query of the user involves a long document (or any form of long text).
- If the conversation involves a long document, analyse the conversation and provide the following
information using concise phrases.

- Document Type: Specify the format or category of the document, such as a research paper,
technical report, fictional story, instruction manual, etc. Ideally, extract one document type.
However, if you believe there are multiple types, limit the number to two.

- Tasks or Requests: Identify 1 to 3 the specific tasks the user wants the chatbot to perform
given the long context. This may include summarizing key points, integrating multiple pieces of
information, continuing the dialogue or story, providing an analysis, or any other specific task
relevant to the long text. - Purpose of Query: Define the objective behind the user’s query, such as
educational purposes, decision-making, research, entertainment, etc. List 1 to 3 items.

- User Intention: Determine the underlying goal or reason behind the user’s request, such as
completing an assignment, preparing for a debate, gaining a general understanding, etc. List 1 to 3
items.

- User Profile: Describe the possible characteristics and background of the user in 1 to 5 phrases.
- User’s Language Style: Identify the language style of the user. List 1 to 3 items.
- Context: Describe the situational background influencing the query, such as working on a group

project, preparing for an exam, etc. List 1 to 3 context items.
- Knowledge/Commonsense Involved for User: Identify the prior knowledge or commonsense

the user is expected to have. List 1 to 5 items.
- Knowledge/Commonsense Involved for Chatbot: Identify the prior knowledge or commonsense

the chatbot is expected to have to address the query. List 1 to 5 items.
- Long Context Capability Involved: Determine the comprehension and information processing

skills required to address the user’s request, such as long document comprehension, key information
retrieval, handling multiple perspectives, etc. List 1 to 3 items.

- Output Format: Identify the desired format of the response. List 1 to 3 items.
- Sentiment: Determine the expected emotional tone or attitude in the response. List 1 to 3 items.
- Constraint of the Request: Identify the limitations or additional requirements that the user has

for the chatbot’s response. List 0 to 3 constraints, if any.
- Simplified Instruction by User: Provide a simplified version of the user’s request, removing any

context or background information.

Output Format
Document Type:
1. doc type 1 ...
2. doc type 2 ...

Task or Request:
1. request type 1 ...
2. request type 2 ...
...

Additional Requirements for Output
- Analyze the entire conversation to produce your answers, taking into account both the user’s and
the chatbot’s contributions. Do not limit your analysis to just one side.
- If the user query does not involve a long document (or any form of long text), output only ”No
long document involved”.
- For each output field, output commonly used phrases or short sentences in academic or industry
if applicable.
- If you cannot extract anything for a particular field, output ”NA” for that field.

Table 6: The prompt to extract meta information with GPT-4.
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You are tasked with generating 3 realistic user queries or instructions for a chatbot about a long
document. The user is interacting with a long {doc type}, but you do not have access to the
exact content of the document. Your task is to create reasonable user queries or instructions that
meet specific meta information criteria. There are 12 meta information categories that define the
characteristics of a user query or instruction. You will be provided with 6 key meta information
fields that must be incorporated into each of your generated queries or instructions. For the
remaining 6 categories, you have the flexibility to explore different possibilities to create varied
and diverse queries or instructions. You will be given an example meta information criteria and a
corresponding sample query or instruction to help you understand the context and how to apply
the meta information.

Additional requirements
- Incorporate All Key Fields: Aim to integrate all 6 key meta information fields into each query
or instruction you create. If a field is particularly challenging to include, substitute it with a
reasonable alternative.
- Ensure Coherence and Creativity: Your generated queries or instructions should be coherent,
natural, and flow smoothly. They should not appear as a direct combination of the meta information
fields, instead aiming for a realistic scenario that a user in the given context might actually
encounter.
- Creative Interpretation: The meta information criteria represent high-level characteristics of a
user’s query or instruction. You can interpret and apply them creatively to generate a range of
realistic and diverse outputs.
- Output Format: Present your generated queries or instructions in bullet points, formatted as
follows:
1. query 1
2. query 2
3. query 3

Definitions of the 12 meta information categories
- Tasks or Requests: tasks the user wants the chatbot to perform given the long context.
- Purpose of Query: the objective behind the user’s query, such as educational purposes, decision-
making, research, entertainment, etc.
- User Intention: the underlying goal or reason behind the user’s request, such as completing an
assignment, preparing for a debate, gaining a general understanding, etc.
- User Profile: the possible characteristics and background of the user.
- User’s Language Style: the language style of the user.
- Context: the situational background influencing the query, such as working on a group project,
preparing for an exam, etc.
- Knowledge/Commonsense Involved for User: the prior knowledge or commonsense the user is
expected to have.
- Knowledge/Commonsense Involved for Chatbot: the prior knowledge or commonsense the
chatbot is expected to have to address the query.
- Long Context Capability Involved: the comprehension and information processing skills required
to address the user’s request, such as long document comprehension, key information retrieval,
handling multiple perspectives, etc.
- Output Format: the desired format of the response.
- Sentiment: the expected emotional tone or attitude in the response.
- Constraint of the Request: the limitations or additional requirements that the user has for the
chatbot’s response.

Example meta information criteria
{example meta info}

Example query/instruction
{example instruction}

Your task
Generate a new query or instruction that aligns with the given meta information criteria:
{path meta info}

Table 7: The prompt to generate instruction given a sampled meta-information path.
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Long Document:
{long doc}

Example Query/Instruction:
{example instruct}

Your Task:
You have been provided with a long document above, along with an example query or instruction
that was formulated for another similar long document.
Your task is to create a new query or instruction that can be addressed using the information
contained within the long document provided.
The new query or instruction should be inspired by the structure and intent of the given example
but is not a direct copy. You should adapt the query or instruction to fit the context of the long
document while still addressing a similar type of task.
Once you have formulated the query or instruction, provide a response based on the content of the
long document.

Please format your output as follows:
Query/Instruction: {{query or instruction}}
Response: {{response}}

Table 8: The prompt to generate instruction-response pairs.

The following are tasks or requests made by users when querying a chatbot about a single document.
Modify the tasks or requests as if the user is querying multiple documents. Ensure that the
modifications reflect a realistic need to handle information across multiple sources, incorporating
cognitive operations usually applied to multiple documents.
The document type is {doc type}. Avoid simply adding phrases like ”across multiple documents.”
Instead, adapt each task to reflect a more complex interaction with multiple sources, focusing on
the cognitive operation that makes sense in the multi-document context.

Cognitive operations - Comparison: identifying similarities, differences, or evaluating multiple
documents
- Synthesis: integrating information from multiple sources to create a new, cohesive understanding
- Aggregation: collecting and presenting information from multiple sources without integrating or
interpreting
- Verification and Validation: cross-referencing and fact-checking across documents
- Consensus Analysis: identifying agreement across documents
- Divergence Analysis: recognizing conflicting or differing points of view
- Problem Solving: formulating solutions based on multiple documents
- Decision Making: formulating decisions based on multiple documents
- Exploration: discovery across multiple sources without a predefined goal
- Trend and Pattern Identification: detecting larger patterns or trends from multiple documents
- Hypothesis Generation: forming new hypotheses through integrated data
- Creative Synthesis: fostering novel ideas or concepts from the documents

Original tasks or requests {original tasks or requests}

Output format
1. {original tasks or requests}: {modified tasks or requests}
2. {original tasks or requests}: {modified tasks or requests}
...

Table 9: The prompt to convert single-document tasks to multi-document tasks.
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