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ABSTRACT

With the development of large language models (LLMs), there has been an in-
creasing need for significant advancements in handling long contexts. To enhance
long-context capabilities, constructing high-quality training data with long-range
dependencies is crucial. Existing methods to select long-context data often rely
on sentence-level analysis, which can be greatly optimized in both performance
and efficiency. In this paper, we propose a novel token-level framework, Lon-
gAttn, which leverages the self-attention mechanism of LLMs to measure the
long-range dependencies for the data. By calculating token-level dependency
strength and distribution uniformity of token scores, LongAttn effectively quanti-
fies long-range dependencies, enabling more accurate and efficient data selection.
We filter LongABC-32K from open-source long-context datasets (ArXiv, Book,
and Code). Through our comprehensive experiments, LongAttn has demonstrated
its excellent effectiveness, scalability, and efficiency. To facilitate future re-
search in long-context data, we released our code and the high-quality long-context
training data LongABC-32K.

1 INTRODUCTION

Large language models (LLMs) have achieved impressive performance across a broad spectrum
of traditional natural language processing tasks (Touvron et al., 2023). To effectively address real-
world applications, these models further require enhanced capabilities in handling longer contexts,
particularly in key areas such as in-context learning (Brown et al., 2020), real-world question-
answering based on lengthy documents (Wang et al., 2024b), long-context dialogue with historical
context (Packer et al., 2023), and comprehensive document summarization (Koh et al., 2022).

To enhance LLMs’ long-context processing capabilities, data engineering remains fundamental.
Simple methods to construct long-context datasets are through naive methods like concatenating short
texts or randomly sampling existing sources (e.g., CommonCrawl, GitHub). However, studies by
de Vries (2023) and Chen et al. (2024a) emphasize that data obtained through such approaches fail to
effectively improve long-context capabilities of LLMs because the data lack meaningful long-range
dependencies. Inspired by this, a line of studies focus on exploring the identification and selection
of high-quality long-context with consideration of relations between text segments were proposed.
ProLong (Chen et al., 2024a) measures long-range dependencies between segments based on the
relative perplexity and relative distance. Lv et al. (2024) develop a set of metrics including complexity,
coherence, and cohesion based on various kinds of text segments (i.e., sliding windows, sentences,
paragraphs) to measure the quality of long texts. However, these methods have two main drawbacks:
(1) Linguistic metrics do not fully align with the underlying mechanisms of LLMs, as they often
fail to capture fine-grained token-level relationships. (2) They are computationally expensive and
inefficient. For example, ProLong reports that the speed of a 7B parameter model is roughly 1/16 of
that of a 350M parameter model, making such methods challenging to scale for LLMs.
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Figure 1: (a) How to measure long-range dependencies at the token level by using the self-attention
mechanism. DST indicates that the tokens in this data have strong long-distance dependencies,
while DUT prevents negative impacts from individual tokens’ high scores. (b) The comparison of
long-context retrieval capabilities of models trained with different scales of tokens selected randomly,
with sentence-level ProLong, and with LongAttn (ours).

Attention mechanisms have been proven to effectively model context understanding (Beltagy et al.,
2020; Zaheer et al., 2020). Some studies focusing on attention mechanisms and positional encoding
have shown that they can significantly improve a model’s long-context ability (Peng & Quesnelle,
2023; Peng et al., 2023). Motivated by this, we propose to address the limitations of sentence-level
selection methods leveraging the rich information provided in the attention mechanism. Specifically,
we propose LongAttn, a simple yet effective framework that leverages the attention patterns of LLMs
to analyse token-level dependency for long-context data selection.

LongAttn utilizes the long-range dependency indicator, LSDT , to measure the strength of dependen-
cies between tokens separated by a distance of at least k, which we define as the minimum token
distance. We break down the indicator into two scores: dependency strength(DST ) and distribution
uniformity(DUT ). As shown in Figure 1a, DST measures the strength of dependencies between
tokens separated by a distance of at least k, and DUT serves as a correction term, ensuring a consistent
distribution of token scores and preventing individual tokens with excessively high attention scores
from skewing the overall dependency assessment. To enhance computational efficiency and avoid the
Attention Sink (Xiao et al., 2023), we use the attention score calculated by the first decoder layer of
LLaMA (Dubey et al., 2024). To better integrate DST and DUT , we normalize them to the same
value range and then multiply the distribution uniformity (DUT ) by a correction factor α. In this way,
our framework effectively quantifies the degree of contextual information aggregation at the token
level, providing a reliable criterion for selecting high-quality long-context data.

Through comprehensive experiments, the LongAttn framework has demonstrated significant ad-
vantages. We selected Arxiv, Book, and Code as the long-context datasets to be studied. After
pre-processing, we used the LongAttn framework to make selections, and the resulting data is referred
to LongABC-32K. Datasets selected using the ProLong framework (Chen et al., 2024a) and random
selection mechanism are designated as ProLong-32K and Random-32K, respectively. As shown in
Figure 1b, we compare the long-context retrieval abilities of models trained on these datasets across
different token scales. The experimental results demonstrate that models trained on LongABC-32K
consistently perform the best, even surpassing those trained on 20B tokens from the randomly selected
dataset, despite using only 5B tokens. Through further experiments, we found that, in addition to its
effectiveness (As seen in 5), LongAttn exhibits excellent scalability (Performs better with attention
map from larger models, as seen in 6.2) and efficiency (As seen in 6.3). Our contributions are
summarized as follows:

• We propose LongAttn, a framework which is the first to analyze long-range dependencies at the
token level by using self-attention mechanisms.
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• To facilitate future research in long-context data, we release LongABC-32K, a high-quality long-
context dataset with strong long-range dependencies.

• Through comprehensive experiments, we have demonstrated LongAttn’s excellent effectiveness,
scalability, and efficiency.

2 RELATED WORK

Long-context LLMs The ability to process extensive contextual information is a crucial aspect of
language models, with context length serving as a key determinant of their processing capacity. During
the pre-training phase, methods to enhance long-context capabilities primarily involve increasing the
training window through Adjusted Base Frequency (ABF) and then training with selected high-quality
long-context data (Dubey et al., 2024; Xiong et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2024a; Lv et al., 2024). In
the post-training phase, there are still efforts dedicated to post-training data (Gao et al., 2024; Fu
et al., 2024; Si et al., 2025; Wang et al., 2024a; Chen et al., 2024b; Bai et al., 2024; Wu et al., 2024).
There are also efforts dedicated to making structural adjustments, such as modifying positional
encoding (Chen et al., 2023a; Zhu et al., 2023; Peng et al., 2023; Ding et al., 2024; An et al., 2024a;b)
and attention mechanisms (An et al., 2024b; Jin et al., 2024), aiming to more efficiently enhance
the model’s ability to process long contexts. Accurately assessing a model’s ability to process
long contexts has also become increasingly important, and a series of comprehensive and complete
evaluation schemes have subsequently been proposed (Hsieh et al., 2024; Bai et al., 2023b; 2025;
Kuratov et al., 2024; Li et al., 2024; Zhu et al., 2024; Levy et al., 2024). From the above, it is evident
that data is always crucial. Below are related works on data.

Pre-training data Training data that exhibits long-range dependency patterns is crucial for enhanc-
ing the model’s ability to handle extended contextual information. For post-training data, numerous
methodologies have been explored to generate synthetic long-context data (Wang et al., 2024a; Chen
et al., 2024b; Bai et al., 2024; Wu et al., 2024). Conversely, for pre-training data, the predominant
approach involves the curation and selection of relevant text from existing corpora, which is exem-
plified by prominent models including Qwen (Bai et al., 2023a) and LLaMA (Touvron et al., 2023).
While scaling laws suggest that a model’s capabilities improve with more data (Kaplan et al., 2020),
large volumes of data bring about high resource demands. Therefore, optimizing data utilization
more effectively should become a key area of research. ProLong (Chen et al., 2024a) proposes a
framework for calculating long-distance dependencies of data at the sentence level. LongWanjuan
(Lv et al., 2024) also designed metrics and filtered data based at the sentence level. However, Xiong
et al. (2024) assert that the key factor affecting the long-context ability of LLMs is the positional
encoding’s capacity to aggregate information from distant tokens. Our method focuses on token-level
long-distance dependencies to select high-quality long-context data.

3 METHODOLOGY

As shown in Figure 2, our proposed method can be divided into three steps. Firstly, we gather and
preprocess the data to a predetermined length. Subsequently, we employ the self-attention mechanism
of a LLM to compute the long-distance dependency score for each data instance. Finally, we filter
the data based on the score and utilize the refined dataset for continued pre-training of the model.

3.1 DATA COLLECTION AND PREPROCESSING

To ensure the training data is suitable for long-context modeling, we carefully curate and preprocess
our dataset. We choose books, code, and Arxiv papers as our primary sources of long-context data,
drawing from open-source pre-training datasets such as RedPajama (Weber et al., 2024) and Dolma
(Soldaini et al., 2024). These sources are known for their rich content and long sequences, which are
essential for training models with extended context windows.

Given that the computational complexity of self-attention layers grows quadratically with sequence
length, we set the context length to 32k tokens in this work. This length strikes a balance between
capturing long-range dependencies and maintaining reasonable computational complexity. To seg-
ment/divide the data into 32k-token chunks/segments, we employ a sliding-window approach, which
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LongAttn Framework

Figure 2: LongAttn Framework: After preprocessing the data, the long-distance dependency strength
at the token-level is analyzed using the self-attention mechanism of an LLM. This analysis serves
as the basis for filtering the data, which is then used for continual pre-training of a base model that
initially lacks long-context capabilities, resulting in our LongAttn model

is more effective than naive truncation in preserving the integrity of the information. Let the total
number of tokens in a text be n. The sliding-window strategy is as follows:

• If 32768(32k) < n ≤ 65536(64k), take both the front and back windows.
• If 65536(64k) < n ≤ 98304(96k), take the front, back, and middle windows.
• If n > 98304(96k), iteratively take the front and back windows until one of the two conditions

above is met.

The detailed algorithm is presented in Appendix A. After preprocessing, we obtain the long-context
pre-training dataset LongABC-32K-Raw, which we denote as D.

3.2 ASSESS LONG-DISTANCE DEPENDENCY VIA TOKEN-LEVEL ATTENTION

To effectively select high-quality long-context data, we need to accurately measure the long-range
dependencies within the data. In this section, we detail the process of assessing long-distance
dependencies in the data using token-level attention mechanisms.

3.2.1 TOKEN-LEVEL DEPENDENCY STRENGTH

Given a data instance s ∈ D, we input it into an LLM and extract the masked self-attention matrix M
from the first transformer decoder layer to quantify the long-range dependencies within the data. The
choice of using the first layer is driven by two primary reasons: (1) It is computationally efficient,
requiring approximately 1/32 of the inference time; (2) Due to the Attention Sink phenomenon
(Xiao et al., 2023), deeper layers of the model tend to disproportionately focus on the initial tokens,
irrespective of their semantic relevance to the language modeling task. Consequently, leveraging the
shallow layers of the model’s decoder is more optimal for capturing the contextual dependencies
among tokens in the data. Define Am,n as the cumulative attention score assigned by n to the first m
tokens (i.e., tokens from position 1 to m):

Am,n =

m∑
i=1

Mi,n (1)
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where Mi,n represents the attention score assigned by the n-th token to the i-th token. Since the
self-attention matrix M has been normalized by the softmax function, it follows that An,n = 1. For
the n-th token in the data, where n > k, An−k,n represents the sum of attention scores of all tokens
located at least k positions ahead of it. We define the contextual dependency strength of the n-th
token as:

DSn
T =

An−k,n

An,n
= An−k,n (2)

which quantifies the proportion of attention scores assigned to tokens at least k positions prior to
the n-th token, relative to the total attention scores. For cases where n ≤ k, we define DSn

T = 0 to
account for insufficient context. Finally, the token-level contextual dependency strength of the entire
data instance is defined as the average of DSn

T over all tokens:

DST =
1

L

L∑
i=1

DSi
T (3)

=
1

L

L∑
i=k+1

DSi
T (4)

=
1

L

∑
Mt (5)

where L is the total number of tokens in the data and Mt represents the lower triangular matrix in
the bottom left corner of matrix M :

Mt =


Mk+1,1 0 · · · 0
Mk+2,1 Mk+2,2 · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

ML,1 ML,2 · · · ML,L−k

 (6)

3.2.2 DISTRIBUTION UNIFORMITY OF TOKEN SCORES

While DST provides a measure of dependency strength, it is important to ensure that individual
tokens with high scores do not disproportionately influence the overall dependency assessment. For
example, In the previously mentioned Attention Sink phenomenon, the first token’s scores very high
in deeper decoder self-attention layers, which can have a significantly negative impact. Instead, the
scores across the entire data segment should be consistently high. To achieve this, we introduce the
distribution uniformity of token scores DUT to measure the uniformity of the score distribution:

DUT = −V ariance(Mt) (7)

This correction term helps to prevent individual tokens with excessively high attention scores from
skewing the overall dependency assessment.

3.2.3 COLLABORATIVE ENSEMBLE

To obtain a comprehensive measure of long-range dependencies, we combine the dependency strength
DST and the distribution uniformity DUT . Due to the differences in the magnitudes of DUT and
DST , as shown as Appendix E, we compute DUT and DST for all data and then standardize
them to independent normal distributions. We then use the following formula to calculate the final
long-distance dependency score:

LDST = Std(DST ) + α · Std(DUT ) (8)

where α is a correction factor that balances the contributions of DST and DUT , and Std represents
Z-Score standardization.

4 EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

4.1 LONGATTN SETUP AND TRAINING DETAILS

In the process of filtering data using LongAttn, we utilize the first transformer decoder layer of
LLaMA-3.1 to calculate long-distance dependency score. The length of each data segment L is 32768
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and the minimum token distance k is set to L/4 (i.e., 8192). We set the correction factor α in the
Eq.8 to 0.5.

We adopt Adjusted Base Frequency (ABF) (Xiong et al., 2024) to continual pretrain LLaMA-3,
extending the context window size to 32,768 by adjusting the RoPE theta parameter. The continued
pre-training is based on the Megatron training framework (Shoeybi et al., 2019), utilizing 8x8 H800
GPUs. Detailed parameters can be found in the Appendix B.1.

4.2 CONTINUAL PRE-TRAINED DATASETS

We form the following datasets by combining short-context data with selections made through random
sampling, the ProLong framework, LongAttn based on LLaMA-3.1-8B, and LongAttn based on
LLaMA-3.1-70B: DRx(x ∈ {1, 3, 5, 10, 20}), DPx(x ∈ {1, 3, 5, 10}), DAx,8B(x ∈ {1, 3, 5, 10}),
and DAx,70B(x ∈ {1, 3, 5, 10}), with x representing the data size in Billions.

To ensure the diversity of the filtered data, we apply the filtering process within each category of
datasets separately. For detailed data composition, please refer to the Appendix C.

4.3 BASELINES

Data-Scale Comparison To demonstrate the effectiveness of LongAttn, We conduct a data-
scale comparison of the long-context retrieval capabilities of models continued pre-trained on
DRx(x ∈ {1, 3, 5, 10, 20}), DPx(x ∈ {1, 3, 5, 10}), DAx,8B(x ∈ {1, 3, 5, 10}), and DAx,70B(x ∈
{1, 3, 5, 10}).

Fixed-Scale Method Comparison To demonstrate the superiority of LongAttn, we conduct fixed-
data method comparison of the models trained on DRx(x ∈ {5, 10, 20}), DP5, DA5,8B , and DA5,70B .
Additionally, we compare them with similarly sized models that have excellent long-context capabili-
ties. Details of the baselines can be found in Appendix D.

4.4 EVALUATION TASKS

We assess the capability of the base model, continually pre-trained within the current window length,
based on the following long-context and short-context criteria: (1) The best reflection of the base
model’s long-context capabilities is its long-context retrieval ability, followed by its performance on
other long-context tasks. (2) No degradation in short-context performance. The evaluation tasks can
be divided into the following parts:

Long-context Retrieval Retrieval ability is the most crucial and best reflects the model’s long-
context ability before post-training. The ‘Needle In A Haystack’ task analysis in-context retrieval
ability of long-context LLMs. The original ‘needle in a haystack’ task was relatively simple. RULER
(Hsieh et al., 2024) introduced a more detailed and complex ‘needle in a haystack’ task, and we use
RULER with a length of 32k to comprehensively evaluate long-context retrieval ability.

Long-context Benchmark In addition to retrieval ability, we also want to evaluate the model’s
performance on formal long-context tasks. LongBench (Bai et al., 2023b) is the first proposed
bilingual long-context benchmark, which includes a total of 21 tasks categorized into 6 main types,
with task lengths ranging from about 0 to 20k. RULER provides longer, variable-length evaluations
across 13 complex tasks. Here, we will evaluate the tasks at the 32k length to assess changes in the
model’s long-context capabilities.

Fundamental Abilities of LLMs. We use HumanEval (Chen et al., 2021) to assess code evaluation
capability and OpenBookQA (Mihaylov et al., 2018) to assess book knowledge extraction ability.
Additionally, we use Hellaswag(Zellers et al., 2019) and MMLU Hendrycks et al. (2020) to assess its
broader short-context fundamental capabilities.
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Method Tokens
Niah-Single Niah-Multikey Multi- Multi- Avg.

Sigle-1 Sigle-2 Sigle-3 MK-1 MK-2 MK-3 Value Query Score

Random

1 B

99.8 100.0 93.4 91.0 11.6 11.4 91.7 93.2 74.0
ProLong 99.4 99.8 92.4 89.2 10.8 24.0 91.6 93.6 75.1
LongAttn-8 100.0 100.0 91.4 88.6 16.2 19.2 90.3 93.4 74.9
LongAttn-70 100.0 100.0 95.4 88.0 29.0 35.0 90.4 92.4 78.8

Random

3 B

100.0 100.0 86.2 92.8 62 8.6 70.0 95.9 76.9
ProLong 100.0 99.8 79.6 93.8 60.4 32.0 85.9 95.0 80.8
LongAttn-8 100.0 100.0 88.8 92.2 60.0 31.2 79.7 94.7 80.8
LongAttn-70 100.0 100.0 91.6 93.6 57.4 19.8 88.8 96.2 80.9

Random

5 B

100.0 99.8 81.8 94.8 56.4 11.8 84.4 96.5 78.2
ProLong 100.0 100.0 78.0 92.8 64.8 40.4 77.8 95.9 81.2
LongAttn-8 100.0 99.8 81.6 92.4 62.6 37.2 87.6 97.3 82.3
LongAttn-70 100.0 100.0 83.8 92.8 84.8 46.8 78.8 95.2 85.2

Random

10 B

100.0 100.0 84.0 92.6 58.2 14.2 90.9 96.9 79.6
ProLong 100.0 100.0 83.4 92.8 74.4 32.2 88.7 95.5 83.4
LongAttn-8 100.0 100.0 87.4 93.0 72.2 23.0 93.1 96.8 83.2
LongAttn-70 100.0 100.0 86.8 92.4 80.6 34.4 92.0 96.5 85.3

Random 20 B 100.0 100.0 84.6 91.0 66.2 22.4 93.3 96.5 81.8

Table 1: Models trained with different methods for selecting varying scales of tokens were evaluated
on complex NIAH tasks. Random, ProLong, LongAttn-8, and LongAttn-70 represent random
selection, selection based on the ProLong framework, selection based on LongAttn with LLaMA-3.1-
8B, and selection based on LongAttn with LLaMA-3.1-70B, respectively. And bold number is used
to highlight the better-performing models within each data size category.

5 EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

We validate the effectiveness, scalability, and high efficiency of LongAttn through a series of
comprehensive experiments conducted on both varying data scales and fixed data scales.

5.1 PERFORMANCE ON RETRIEVAL ABILITY

We evaluate the retrieval capabilities of models trained with LongAttn-selected data and compare
them with models trained on randomly selected data and ProLong-selected data. The results are
shown in Table 1. The models trained with LongAttn-selected data consistently outperform those
trained on randomly selected or ProLong-selected data across all data scales, demonstrating the
effectiveness of LongAttn in improving data quality for long-context modeling.

Notably, models trained on a smaller amount of data filtered using our method even outperform those
trained on a larger amount of randomly selected data in retrieval tasks. For example, the model trained
on just 5B tokens filtered by LongAttn outperforms models trained on 10B or even 20B randomly
selected tokens. This indicates that LongAttn can significantly enhance the efficiency of data usage
for long-context pre-training.

5.2 PERFORMANCE ON LONG-CONTEXT BENCHMARK

As shown in Figure 3a and 3c, models trained on data filtered by LongAttn outperform those
trained on equivalent amounts of data selected randomly or by ProLong. LongAttn’s performance
is also comparable to models trained on larger data volumes. Additionally, on the RULER-32K
benchmark, LongAttn outperforms all other long-context models of similar parameter sizes. The
specific experimental results can be found in Appendix F.

As shown in Table 2, we compare model performance on LongBench, which consists of 21 evaluation
tasks. We calculate the average score for each of the six categories to represent overall performance.
The results show that LongAttn outperforms models trained on equivalent data selected randomly or
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by ProLong in almost all tasks and even surpasses models trained on larger amounts of randomly
selected data. However, while 5B data selected by LongAttn-70 outperforms 10B randomly selected
data, it does not perform as well as 5B data selected by LongAttn-8. We speculate this is because the
average context length in LongBench is far below 32k, thus not effectively showcasing the advantage
of 5B data selected by LongAttn-70.
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Figure 3: (a) and (b) show the performance of other long-context LLMs and LongAttn-trained
models on the RULER and complex NIAH tasks. (c) and (d) show the performance of models trained
with different methods on the same tasks. Toge. and LLORA represent Together and LongLORA,
respectively. 5B-LA and 10B-LA represent models trained on 5B and 10B tokens selected by
LongAttn. LA-8 and LA-70 represent LongAttn based on 8B and 70B models, respectively.

Method Toknes
Single-Doc Multi-Doc Summri- Few-shot Synthetic Code Com- Avg.

QA QA zation Learning Tasks pletion Score

Trained on 5B Tokens from Different Methods

Random 5B 10.11 6.57 13.72 64.10 1.83 65.05 24.46
ProLong 5B 11.95 12.59 17.87 63.33 4.15 65.01 26.93
LongAttn-8 5B 13.01 11.20 18.96 64.62 5.12 65.06 27.46
LongAttn-70 5B 12.39 9.33 19.72 64.1 3.42 65.03 26.78

Trained on over 5B Tokens Selected Randomly

Random 10B 9.41 8.93 19.30 63.89 4.83 65.57 26.27
Random 20B 11.45 11.72 20.41 64.13 9.67 66.51 28.23

Table 2: The performance of models continued pre-trained using data filtered by different methods
on LongBench. Random, ProLong, LongAttn-8, and LongAttn-70 represent data selected randomly,
data selected using the ProLong framework, data selected by the LongAttn framework with LLaMA-
3.1-8B, and data selected by the LongAttn framework with LLaMA-3.1-70B, respectively.

5.3 PERFORMANCE ON FUNDAMENTAL ABILITIES

Model Trained Short-Context Task
Avg.

Dataset MMLU HS HE OBQA

† 65.9 49.9 25.0 72.0 53.2

LLaMA
DR5 61.8 52.4 19.5 81.8 53.9

-3-Base
DP5 61.0 38.3 23.2 79.4 50.5
DA5,8B 61.6 47.1 25.6 82.6 54.2
DA5,70B 61.0 52.8 28.1 80.4 55.6

Table 3: The fundamental capabilities of our con-
tinued pre-trained models and LLaMA-3-base.
† indicates no training. MMLU, HS, HE, and
OBQA stand for the MMLU, HellaSwag, Hu-
manEval, and OpenBookQA tasks, respectively.

The results in Table 3 indicate that data selected
by LongAttn not only maintains the model’s
short-context capabilities but enhances them in
specific domains. For example, the LongABC-
32K-Raw dataset includes book and code data,
and our model performs well on short-context
tasks such as OpenBookQA (Mihaylov et al.,
2018) and HumanEval (Chen et al., 2021).

However, there is a slight decline in performance
on MMLU Hendrycks et al. (2020). This is ex-
pected, as we do not include such data during
continual pre-training, so the base model experi-
enced some forgetting in these areas.
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6 ANALYSIS

6.1 ABLATION STUDY

Model RULER-NIAH-32K

LongAttnDA3 80.83
w/ α = 1 79.49(-1.34)
w/o DUT 78.28(-2.55)

LongAttnDA5 82.30
w/ α = 1 81.05(-1.25)
w/o DUT 82.11(-0.19)

Table 4: Ablation experiments on the constraint
factor α and the correction term DUT were con-
ducted on the RULER-NIAH-32K task.

To investigate the impact of the constraint factor
α and the correction term DUT on regulating
LDST , we conduct ablation experiments on the
DA3 and DA5 datasets using retrieval tasks. The
default setting of the constraint factor α is 0.5.

As shown in the table 4, we can see that the cor-
rection term DUT plays a positive role in the data
selection results. In addition, the constraint on
the dependency strength DST by DUT should
not be too large, which suggests that the con-
straint on DST by DUT should be moderate to
avoid over-correction.

6.2 THE SCALABILITY OF LONGATTN

Figures 3c and 3d show that LongAttn significantly improves performance when using stronger
models. This indicates that more powerful models can better analyze the dependencies between
long-context tokens. It can be envisioned that using LongAttn with larger models could yield even
stronger performance.

However, in works like ProLong, computational efficiency is constrained by the approach, making it
unfeasible to use larger models. This unique advantage of LongAttn highlights its tremendous growth
potential.

6.3 THE EFFICIENCY OF LONGATTN

Method Model GPU Hours

ProLong OPT-350M 30
LLaMA-3.1-8B 600

LongAttn LLaMA-3.1-8b 50
LLaMA-3.1-70b 100

Table 5: Compared the GPU hours used by
different methods on LongABC-32K-Raw, us-
ing H800 GPUs. For implementation simplic-
ity, we used the traditional attention computa-
tion method in LongAttn. If efficient methods
like Flash-attn were adopted, the speed would
further improve.

Compared to sentence-level methods like ProLong,
LongAttn is significantly more efficient. ProLong di-
vides the data into sentence segments and calculates
the relative perplexity and distance between each
segment, which is computationally expensive, espe-
cially for LLMs. As a result, only smaller models
are used in their work. In contrast, LongAttn only re-
quires a single inference pass to obtain relative scores
between all tokens, using just the first layer of the
LLM’s decoder. This approach is far more efficient
and scalable.

Table 5 compares the GPU hours consumed by the
two methods using models of different sizes on the
LongABC-32K-Raw dataset. LongAttn, even with
the traditional attention computation method, is much
faster than ProLong. If more efficient methods like
Flash-attention were adopted, the speed of LongAttn
could be further improved.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce LongAttn, a framework evaluates long-range dependencies at the token
level. LongAttn is effective as the self-attention mechanism captures relationships between all token
contexts during inference. This approach to measuring long-range dependencies aligns better with
the underlying operating principles of LLMs. We validate the effectiveness, scalability, and high
efficiency of LongAttn through a series of comprehensive experiments. Additionally, our research
contributes to the previously limited study of high-quality long-context training data. This finding
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suggests promising directions for future research, and we anticipate further advancements in this
domain through subsequent investigations.

LIMITATIONS

Although LongAttn has demonstrated satisfactory performance, there is still room for improvement.
Specifically, we used the traditional attention map calculation method, which is inefficient. While
its efficiency is satisfactory, there is still significant potential for enhancement. In future work, we
hope to overcome the shortcomings, refine our method further, and advance the development of
long-context capabilities in LLMs.
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A ALGORITHM FOR PRE-PROCESS

Algorithm 1

Sliding Window Sample Algorithm

Require: Input data data and window size W (where W > 0).
Ensure: A set of sampled windows S.
1: function SLIDINGWINDOW(data,W )
2: if len(data) < W then
3: return ∅
4: end if
5: l← 0

6: r ← len(data)
7: S ← ∅
8: while r − l > 3W do
9: S ← S ∪ {data[l : l +W ]}

10: l← l +W

11: S ← S ∪ {data[r −W : r]}
12: r ← r −W

13: end while
14: ∆← r − l

15: if W < ∆ ≤ 2W then
16: S ← S ∪ {data[l : l +W ], data[r −W : r]}
17: else if 2W < ∆ ≤ 3W then
18: m← l + ⌊(∆−W )/2⌋
19: S ← S ∪ {data[l : l +W ], data[m : m+W ], data[r −W : r]}
20: end if
21: return S

22: end function

The Algorithm 1 demonstrates how we perform sliding window pre-processing on the data. The
length of the data processed using this method will remain consistent with the window size, and
compared to the truncation method, this algorithm better preserves the completeness of the original
information. Some of our code is based on the (Haosheng Zou & Zhang, 2024).

B TRAINING DETAILS

B.1 TRAINING PARAMETERS

The specific experimental parameters for continual pre-training using Megatron (Shoeybi et al., 2019)
are shown in Table 6.

B.2 TRAINING DATASET

When continuing pre-training, we use the data ratios shown as Table 7, where ArXiv, Book, and Code
data refer to the data selected through different methods (random selecting, based on the ProLong
(Chen et al., 2024a) framework, or based on the LongAttn framework).

C DETAILS OF CONTINUAL PRE-TRAIN DATASET

As shown as Figure 8, LongABC-32K-Raw is a dataset obtained by sampling long-context data and
then preprocessing it as mentioned in 3.1.
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Params Methods

Random ProLong LongAttn

learning rate(lr) 1×10−5 1×10−5 1×10−5

lr decay style cosine cosine cosine
GPUs (H800) 8× 8 8× 8 8× 8

mbs 1 1 1
gas 8 8 8

tp size 8 8 8
pp size 1 1 1
dropout 0.1 0.1 0.1

seq length 32768 32768 32768

Table 6: Parameter settings for continual pre-training by different methods based on the Megatron
framework.

Types length Source Ratio

Wiki Short Dolma (Soldaini et al., 2024) 3%

Github Short Pile (Gao et al., 2020) 3%

Web Short Refinedweb (Penedo et al., 2023) 4%

ArXiv Long LongABC-Arxiv 30%

Book Long LongABC-Book 30%

Code Long LongABC-Code 30%

Table 7: The types of data and their proportions used during the continuation of pre-training.
LongABC-Arxiv, LongABC-Book, and LongABC-Code refer to the types of data selected using
different methods from LongABC-32K-Raw.

LongABC-32K-Raw serves as the data source. We filter it using different methods, including random
selecting, selecting based on the ProLong framework, and selecting based on the LongAttn framework.
The filtered data is then combined with quantified short-context data to form our pre-training dataset,
as shown in Table 7.

Category Source Scale

ArXiv ArXiv (Clement et al., 2019) 12B Tokens

Book
Dolma Soldaini et al. (2024),

12B Tokens
RedPajama (Weber et al., 2024)

Code Dolma (Soldaini et al., 2024) 12B Tokens

Table 8: Data source of LongABC-32K-Raw and composition of its various parts.

D BASELINES

Table 9 details the models and baselines for our data-scale and fixed-data method comparison
experiments.
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Comparison
Base Model Trained Dataset Selected Method TokensMethod

DRx Selected Randomly x ∈ {1B, 3B, 5B,10B,20B}

Data-Scale LLaMA-3
DPx ProLong x ∈ {1B, 3B, 5B, 10B}

DAx,8B LongAttn-8 x ∈ {1B, 3B, 5B, 10B}

DAx,70B LongAttn-70 x ∈ {1B, 3B, 5B, 10B}

DRx Selected Randomly x ∈ {5B, 10B, 20B}

LLaMA-3
DPx ProLong x ∈ {5B, 10B}

DAx,8B LongAttn-8 x ∈ {5B, 10B}

Fixed-Scale

Method
DAx,70B LongAttn-70 x ∈ {5B, 10B}

Yarn
† † †

(Peng et al., 2023)

LWM
† † †

(Liu et al., 2024)

Together
† † †

(Together.Ai, 2023)

LongLORA
† † †

(Chen et al., 2023b)

Table 9: The experiments compared different models and baselines. Selected Method indicates
the method used to filter the current training set, and Tokens represents the number of tokens used
for training. † indicates the absence of a given option. ProLong, LongAttn-8, and LongAttn-70
represent the ProLong framework, LongAttn based on LLaMA-3.1-8B, and LongAttn based on
LLaMA-3.1-70B, respectively.

E DISTRIBUTION OF DST AND DUT

The distribution DST and DUT measured by LongAttn based on LLaMA-3.1-70B is shown in Table
10. They are distributed across different value ranges.

Statistical Arxiv Book Code

Indicators DST DUT DST DUT DST DUT

Min Val. 0.25 2.2×10−7 0.21 1.6×10−7 0.18 9.7×10−8

Max Val. 0.50 1.8×10−6 0.59 4.9×10−6 0.54 2.4×10−6

Mean 0.43 8.5×10−7 0.40 4.8×10−7 0.39 6.1×10−7

Table 10: Statistical indicators of DST and DUT after evaluating LongABC-32K-Raw using the
LongAttn framework based on LLaMA-3.1-70B
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Method Tokens Retrival VT
Aggregation QA Avg.

Avg. CWE FWE Avg. QA1 QA2 Avg. Score

Trained on 5B Tokens from Different Methods

Random

5B

78.2 40.6 31.4 66.7 49.0 55.2 43.8 49.5 66.4
ProLong 81.2 51.8 13.0 65.4 39.2 57.2 43.4 50.3 67.7
LongAttn-8 82.3 50.3 19.8 71.0 45.4 53.4 44.0 48.7 69.0
LongAttn-70 85.2 43.4 16.8 68.5 42.7 55.6 43.0 49.3 69.9

Trained on 10B Tokens from Different Methods

Random

10B

79.6 48.8 53.3 74.2 63.7 55.4 43.6 49.5 70.2
ProLong 83.4 55.1 19.4 76.8 48.1 54.6 44.6 49.6 70.6
LongAttn-8 83.2 52.1 21.8 77.9 49.9 54.6 43.8 49.2 70.4
LongAttn-70 85.3 55.6 31.9 67.4 49.7 55.4 44.0 49.7 72.1

Trained on 20B Tokens Selected Randomly

Random 20B 81.8 47.4 51.9 87.9 69.9 51.9 56.0 46.4 73.0

Table 11: The performance of models continued pre-trained using data filtered by different methods
on RULER. Random, ProLong, LongAttn-8, and LongAttn-70 represent data selected randomly, data
selected using the ProLong framework, data selected by the LongAttn framework with LLaMA-3.1-
8B, and data selected by the LongAttn framework with LLaMA-3.1-70B, respectively.

F OTHER EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The evaluation results on RULER for models trained with data selected from LongABC-32K-Raw
using different methods are shown in Table 11. RULER includes 13 tasks, categorized into four
major types: retrieval ability, multi-hop tracking ability, information aggregation ability, and question
answering ability. The retrieval ability has been thoroughly evaluated earlier, so only the average
score is presented here.

17


	Introduction
	Related Work
	Methodology
	Data Collection and Preprocessing
	Assess Long-distance Dependency via Token-level Attention
	Token-level Dependency Strength
	Distribution Uniformity of Token Scores
	Collaborative Ensemble


	Experimental Setup
	LongAttn Setup and Training Details
	Continual Pre-trained Datasets
	Baselines
	Evaluation Tasks

	Experimental Results
	Performance on Retrieval Ability
	Performance on Long-context Benchmark
	Performance on Fundamental Abilities

	Analysis
	Ablation Study
	The Scalability of LongAttn
	The Efficiency of LongAttn

	Conclusion
	Algorithm for Pre-process
	Training Details
	Training Parameters
	Training Dataset

	Details of Continual Pre-train Dataset
	Baselines
	Distribution of DST and DUT
	Other Experimental Results

