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Abstract

We rigorously establish a bipartite mutual in-
formation scaling law in natural language that
governs long-range dependencies. This scal-
ing law, which we show is distinct from and
scales independently of the conventional two-
point mutual information, is the key to under-
standing long-context language modeling. Using
this scaling law, we formulate the Long-context
Language Modeling (L2M) condition, which re-
lates a model’s capacity for effective long con-
text length modeling to the scaling of its latent
state size for storing past information. Our re-
sults are validated through experiments on both
transformers and state space models. This work
establishes a theoretical foundation that guides
the development of large language models toward
longer context lengths.

1. Introduction
Large language models (LLMs) have revolutionized natu-
ral language processing, achieving remarkable capabilities
across a wide range of tasks (Brown et al., 2020; Chowd-
hery et al., 2022; Touvron et al., 2023a;b). Recent ad-
vances, particularly with models like GPT-4 (OpenAI et al.,
2024), Claude-3.5, LLaMA-3 (Grattafiori et al., 2024), and
DeepSeek-V3 (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2024), have demon-
strated breakthroughs in tasks from code generation to math-
ematical problem solving, from text summarization to cre-
ative writing (Stiennon et al., 2020; Yuan et al., 2022; Gou
et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023). These models have become
increasingly powerful and versatile, pushing the boundaries
of what’s possible in natural language processing and mark-
ing significant steps toward artificial general intelligence
(Bubeck et al., 2023; Ge et al., 2023; Kosinski, 2023).
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Figure 1. Illustration of the central idea of our paper. (a) A random
block of text of length L is divided into two parts X and Y . (b)
The (bipartite) mutual information between the random variables
X and Y has a power-law scaling with respect to the length. (c)
Autoregressive neural networks parameterize conditional distri-
butions q(y|x) = (y|xℓ,z) via a hidden state z that caches past
information. (d) We formulate the Long-context Language Mod-
eling (L2M) condition, which states that a model’s state size for
storing past information must grow at least as the power-law scal-
ing of the bipartite mutual information for effective long context
length modeling.

In pushing these advances further, the ability to handle long
contexts has become increasingly crucial. This ability is the
key to document-level understanding, multi-turn dialogue,
and complex reasoning. Models like GPT-o1 and DeepSeek-
R1 often generate extensive chains of thought, sometimes
spanning thousands of tokens to solve complex problems
(Wei et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2024). However, process-
ing long contexts remains a significant challenge. While
transformer architectures have achieved remarkable success
and recent advances like DeepSeek have dramatically im-
proved the efficiency (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2024), they still
suffer from the intrinsic computational cost quadratic in
sequence length, resulting in challenges in long sequence
length generation.

Although various architectures have been proposed to ad-
dress the quadratic scaling (Katharopoulos et al., 2020; Gu
et al., 2022a; Zhu et al., 2021; Beltagy et al., 2020; Ding
et al., 2023; Gu & Dao, 2024; Dao & Gu, 2024; Peng et al.,
2023; Sun et al., 2024), a fundamental gap persists in our
theoretical understanding of how their effectiveness for cap-

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
3.

04
72

5v
1 

 [
cs

.C
L

] 
 6

 M
ar

 2
02

5

mailto:chenzhuo@mit.edu
mailto:omayne@mit.edu
mailto:jinzhta@mit.edu
mailto:diluo@mit.edu
mailto:soljacic@mit.edu
mailto:chenzhuo@mit.edu


L2M: Mutual Information Scaling Law for Long-Context Language Modeling

turing long-range dependencies scales. In spite of existing
efforts to characterize these dependencies through various
statistical measures (Ebeling & Pöschel, 1994a; Debowski,
2011; Bentz et al., 2017; Futrell et al., 2019) theories guid-
ing practical efficient architecture design have not yet been
formulated.

In this work, we address the challenges of understanding
long-context language modeling through the following con-
tributions (Fig. 1).

1. We establish a bipartite mutual information scaling
law, based on the relaxed Hilberg conjecture (Hilberg,
1990; Łukasz Debowski, 2015), which governs the true
long-range dependencies of natural language and is the
key to understanding long-context language modeling,
fundamentally distinct from conventional two-point
mutual information scaling.

2. We validate this new scaling law across various nat-
ural language datasets using state-of-the-art LLMs,
including both LLaMA (Grattafiori et al., 2024) and
DeepSeek (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2024) models, reveal-
ing strongly consistent power-law growth behavior.

3. We formulate the Long-context Language Modeling
(L2M) condition and prove that a model’s state size
for storing past information must scale faster than
the bipartite mutual information scaling for effective
long context length modeling, which is further empiri-
cally verified with transformer and state space models
trained on varying sequence lengths.

Our theoretical foundation for understanding LLMs’ capa-
bility for long sequence length modeling provides crucial
insights and quantitative analysis for improving LLM archi-
tectures, enabling more effective long-context applications,
and guiding the development of more capable and scalable
AI systems.

2. Related Works
2.1. Mutual Information Estimation and Application in

Machine Learning

Mutual information estimation and optimization have been
extensively studied in machine learning, with approaches
including variational bounds (Poole et al., 2019), neural es-
timators (Belghazi et al., 2021), nearest-neighbor methods
(Kraskov et al., 2004; Gao et al., 2015), and various upper
bounds (Cheng et al., 2020). It has wide applications in
feature selection (Brown et al., 2012), representation learn-
ing (Tschannen et al., 2020), disentanglement (Chen et al.,
2016), and generative modeling (Hjelm et al., 2019).

2.2. Statistical Properties of Natural Language

Natural language exhibits characteristic statistical scaling
behaviors across different levels of analysis. Zipf’s law
(Gelbukh & Sidorov, 2001) describes how word frequencies
decay with their rank following a power-law distribution.
Heaps’ law (Gelbukh & Sidorov, 2001) characterizes vo-
cabulary growth, showing that the number of unique words
scales sublinearly with text length. Hilberg’s conjecture
and its relaxed version posit specific scaling laws for en-
tropy and bipartite mutual information in natural language,
respectively (Hilberg, 1990).

2.3. Neural Scaling Laws

Power-law relationships between model performance, archi-
tecture, and computational requirements have been estab-
lished (Kaplan et al., 2020; Biderman et al., 2023), though
theoretical understanding remains limited (Bahri et al., 2024;
Bordelon et al., 2024). These empirical observations have
guided the development of larger models, complementing
our theoretical framework for context length scaling.

2.4. Architectures for Efficient Long-Context Modeling

Various approaches have been proposed for processing
long sequences. Architectural innovations targeting the
quadratic complexity include sparse attention (Child et al.,
2019; Ding et al., 2023; Beltagy et al., 2020; Zaheer et al.,
2020), recurrent mechanisms (Dai et al., 2019; Rae et al.,
2019; Sukhbaatar et al., 2019), and alternative formulations
(Katharopoulos et al., 2020; He et al., 2024; Gu et al., 2022a;
Gu & Dao, 2024; Dao & Gu, 2024; Peng et al., 2023; Sun
et al., 2024; Gu et al., 2022b; Beck et al., 2024; De et al.,
2024). Memory-efficient implementations like Flash At-
tention (Dao et al., 2022; Dao, 2023; Shah et al., 2024),
Lightning Attention (Qin et al., 2024), and Paged Attention
(Kwon et al., 2023) have improved computational efficiency
while maintaining the underlying complexity scaling.

2.5. Long-Form Reasoning and Context Utilization

Chain-of-thought prompting (Wei et al., 2022) and scratch-
pad methods (Nye et al., 2021) demonstrate the importance
of extended context for complex reasoning tasks, emphasiz-
ing the need for effective long-range dependency modeling.

2.6. Information Theory and Physics-Inspired
Approaches

Recent work has demonstrated how information-theoretic
principles and physics-inspired approaches can guide ma-
chine learning (Tishby & Zaslavsky, 2015; Goldfeld &
Polyanskiy, 2020; Chen & Luo, 2024), leading to novel
architectures (Luo & Clark, 2019; Luo et al., 2023; Wang
et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2022; Lami et al., 2022; Wu et al.,
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2023; Chen et al., 2023; Dugan et al., 2024), training meth-
ods (Stokes et al., 2020; Chen et al., 2024b;a), and broad
applications (Carleo et al., 2019; Lee et al., 2020; Luo et al.,
2022; Moro et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2024b; Choi et al.,
2024). Our work continues this direction by establishing
concrete connections between information-theoretic princi-
ples and practical model architectures.

3. Preliminaries
3.1. Mutual Information

Mutual information I(X;Y ) quantifies the statistical depen-
dence between random variables X and Y , defined as:

I(X;Y ) = DKL(pXY |pX ⊗ pY ), (1)

where DKL(·|·) denotes the Kullback–Leibler (KL) diver-
gence and pXY is the joint distribution of X and Y . For
discrete random variables, mutual information can be equiv-
alently expressed as:

I(X;Y ) = H(X) +H(Y )−H(XY )

= H(X)−H(X|Y )

= H(Y )−H(Y |X),

(2)

where H(·) denotes the (Shannon) entropy and H(·|·) de-
notes the conditional entropy. For continuous distributions,
these relations hold when entropy is replaced by differential
entropy h(·). While differential entropy lacks some prop-
erties of Shannon entropy, the mutual information remains
well-defined and maintains its key properties. This defini-
tion naturally extends to collections of random variables,
which we denote as I(X1:m;Y1:n), where the notation Xi:j

represents the sequence (Xi, . . . , Xj). For notational con-
venience, we use boldface notation X := Xi:j when the
indices are clear from context. Similarly, we often drop the
index of a single variable X := Xi when appropriate.

3.2. Autoregressive Neural Networks

Modern large language models (LLMs) predominantly em-
ploy autoregressive neural architectures. An autoregressive
neural network models a sequence of conditional probability
distributions over tokens {q(wi|w1:i−1, wBOS)}Li=1, where
wBOS denotes the beginning-of-sentence token1. Through-
out this paper, we use q to denote model-generated probabil-
ity distributions and p to denote the true underlying distribu-
tions; upper case letters denote random variables and lower
case letters denote specific values or realizations of random
variables. These conditional distributions jointly model the

1Some early LLMs, such as the original GPT, did not include
this token.

probability for a sequence of tokens given a prefix:

q(wℓ:L|w1:ℓ−1, wBOS) =

L∏
i=ℓ

q(wi|w1:i−1, wBOS). (3)

When ℓ = 1, this reduces to the unconditional generation
distribution q(w1:L|wBOS). During inference, tokens are
sampled sequentially from these conditional distributions to
generate text or respond to prompts. Our theoretical analysis
is independent of the specific sampling procedure employed.

4. Mutual Information Scaling Laws
In this section, we establish and empirically verify two dis-
tinct types of scaling laws for mutual information in natural
language: bipartite mutual information scaling between
adjacent text segments [Fig. 2 (a)] and two-point mutual
information scaling between pairs of tokens [Fig. 2 (d)]. We
then demonstrate that bipartite mutual information provides
crucial insights into long-range dependencies in natural lan-
guage in Section 5, and connect an LLM’s long context
length modeling capacity to its ability to capture correct
bipartite mutual information scaling, leading to the L2M
condition.

4.1. Bipartite Mutual Information and Relaxed Hilberg
Conjecture

While classical scaling laws in natural language (e.g., Zipf’s
law and Heaps’ law) focus on token-level statistics, under-
standing language modeling requires analyzing dependen-
cies between text segments. The bipartite mutual informa-
tion between adjacent text blocks emerges as a particularly
illuminating measure.

Definition 4.1 (Bipartite Mutual Information [Fig. 2(a)]).
For a consecutive sequence of tokens (random variables)
W1:L of length L, consider a biparition of the tokens:
X1:ℓ := W1:ℓ and Y1:L−ℓ := Wℓ+1:L. The bipartite mu-
tual information is the mutual information between the two
parts IBP

ℓ;L := I(X1:ℓ;Y1:L−ℓ)

When L = 2ℓ, the bipartite mutual information in natu-
ral language is conjectured to follow a power-law growth
(Hilberg, 1990; Łukasz Debowski, 2015),

Conjecture 4.2 (Relaxed Hilberg Conjecture2). For equal
lengths3 of X and Y , the bipartie mutual information scales
as IBP

L/2;L ∼ Lβ for some β ∈ [0, 1].

We note this power-law growth is sometimes also referred

2The original conjecture does not concern tokens specifically,
but the scaling should be similar when measured on symbols,
tokens or words.

3Having equal lengths may not be necessary, but it presents in
the original statement of the conjecture.
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The quick brown fox  jumps over the lazy  ……

Bipartite Mutual Information:              𝐼𝐼 𝑿𝑿:𝒀𝒀 ∼ 𝐿𝐿𝛽𝛽

Two-point Mutual Information:           𝐼𝐼 𝑋𝑋:𝑌𝑌 ∼ 𝑑𝑑−𝛼𝛼
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𝑋𝑋 𝑌𝑌

𝑑𝑑

(b) (c)

(e) (f)

(a)

(d)

Figure 2. Illustration and estimations of bipartite and two-point mutual information in natural language. (a) The bipartite mutual
information measures statistical dependence between two adjacent segments within a text block of length L. (b, c) Estimations using
LLaMA 3.1 405B model (Meta) on PG19 dataset (Rae et al., 2020) of pre-1919 books and WIKIPEDIA (Foundation). Both direct
estimation and vCLUB approximation (Cheng et al., 2020) show consistent results across datasets. See Appx. A.IV for results using
DeepSeek and other LLaMA models. (d) The two-point mutual information measures statistical dependence between tokens separated by
distance d. (e, f) Two-point mutual information estimations on PG19 dataset and WIKIPEDIA.

to as the sub-volume law. We will use the two terms inter-
changeably depending on context.

While empirical verification of this power-law growth is
intuitively appealing, rigorous validation has proven chal-
lenging due to difficulties in estimating high-dimensional
entropy and mutual information from samples. Early work
by Hilberg (Hilberg, 1990) considered a stricter version of
the conjecture (also see Appx. A.I) and found β ≈ 0.5, with
limited data and only for sequences up to 100 characters.
Later studies using universal compression codes estimated
β ≈ 0.95 for millions of tokens (Łukasz Debowski, 2015),
though these results may be sensitive to compression al-
gorithm choice and likely overestimate the exponent (see
Appx. A.II). Recent work using kNN and MINE estimators
found a related scaling IBP

ℓ;L ∼ ℓ0.82 for ℓ/L ≤ 0.2 and
L ≤ 200 (Lu et al., 2024), but suffered from dimensional
bias issues4.

Despite these estimation challenges, all studies support the
existence of power-law growth. In Sec. 4.3, we verify this
conjecture using LLM approximations to the underlying dis-
tribution of natural language and demonstrate clear power-
law scaling.

4The dimensional bias is severe enough that their measured
IBP
50;100 exceeds IBP

50;200, violating basic mutual information in-
equalities.

4.2. Two-point Mutual Information

Before presenting our empirical results on bipartite mu-
tual information scaling, we first address two-point mutual
information, which was previously thought to indicate long-
range language dependencies. In Sec. 4.4, we show why
two-point mutual information is inadequate for capturing
true multi-token dependencies, while bipartite mutual infor-
mation provides a more complete understanding.

Definition 4.3 (Two-point Mutual Information [Fig. 2(d)]).
The two-point mutual information measures the mutual in-
formation between two tokens (random variables) X and Y
separated by a distance d: ITP

d = I(X;Y ).

We note that the two-point mutual information has been
observed to follow a power-law decay ITP

d ∼ d−α (Ebel-
ing & Pöschel, 1994b; Ebeling & Neiman, 1995; MON-
TEMURRO & PURY, 2002; Shen, 2019). Based on this
scaling, it is often argued that natural language exhibits
similar structures and long-range dependencies to critical
physical systems (Lin & Tegmark, 2017), whose two-point
correlation function follows similar decay (Stanley, 1995).
We stress that this argument is misleading. The two-point
mutual information does not capture the multivariate long-
range dependencies in natural language. While the two-
point mutual information for both natural language and criti-
cal physical systems follows a power-law decay, the bipartite
mutual information scalings are drastically different—one-
dimensional critical physical system only exhibits logarith-
mically growing bipartite mutual information (Alcaraz &
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Rajabpour, 2013; Dai et al., 2020), much slower than the
sub-volume law growth expected in natural language. We
explain this in more detail in Sec. 4.4.

4.3. Empirical Verification of Mutual Information
Scaling Laws

4.3.1. BIPARTITE MUTUAL INFORMATION

Measuring bipartite mutual information presents significant
challenges without access to the underlying probability dis-
tribution p. Recent advances in LLMs provide a solution by
offering high-quality approximations q to these distributions.
As autoregressive neural networks, LLMs enable efficient
computation of conditional probabilities (Sec 3.2) and their
associated cross entropies (negative log likelihoods):

H(pY |X , qY |X) := −EpXY
log q(Y |X), (4)

where the expectation is taken over samples from the true
underlying distribution pXY . The cross entropy provides
an upper bound to the true entropy:

H(pY |X , qY |X) = DKL(pY |X ||qY |X) +Hp(Y |X),
(5)

where the conditional cross entropy and KL-divergence al-
ways implicitly average over pX , and Hp (or Hq) denotes
the entropy computed with respect to distribution p (or q).

Using these properties, we can construct a direct estimator
for bipartite mutual information:

IBP,direct
ℓ;L =EpXY

[log q(Y |X)− log q(Y )]

=H(pY , qY )−H(pY |X , qY |X)

=Ip(X;Y ) + ε(p, q),

(6)

where Ip(X;Y ) denotes mutual information with respect
to p and ε(p, q) = DKL(pY ||qY ) − DKL(pY |X ||qY |X).
While this estimator no longer provides a bound, it preserves
the key property that ε(p, q) → 0 as q → p.

We note this estimation method faces a specific challenge
with modern LLMs: they model q(wi|w1:i−1, wBOS) rather
than q(wi|w1:i−1), where wBOS denotes the BOS token.
When sampling from the dataset, we can ensure X starts at
sentence beginnings, making q(Y |X, wBOS) ≡ q(Y |X).
However, Y may start mid-sentence, creating a mismatch
where q(Y ) ̸= q(Y |wBOS). This introduces errors in esti-
mating H(pY , qY ). We address this using n-gram correc-
tions for the first two tokens, from where most of biases
come (see Appx. A.III).

To circumvent issues with estimating q(Y ), we also employ
the vCLUB estimator (Cheng et al., 2020):

IBP,vCLUB
ℓ;L = EpXY

log q(Y |X)−EpX⊗pY
log q(Y |X),

(7)

where the second term can be calculated by shuffling the
second halves of samples in the dataset. Analysis in (Cheng
et al., 2020) shows that vCLUB provides an upper bound
on the true bipartite mutual information when q closely
approximates p. Even when q deviates moderately from
p, though the upper bound property may not hold, vCLUB
continues to provide reliable estimates of the true bipartite
mutual information.

Our empirical analysis in Fig.2(b, c) examines equal-length
partitions of X and Y (ℓ = L/2), which maximizes bi-
partite mutual information for fixed L. Using both the
bias-corrected direct estimator [Eq.(6)] and vCLUB esti-
mator [Eq. (7)], we measure scaling on the PG19 dataset5

(Rae et al., 2020) (a collection of books before 1919) and
WIKIPEDIA (Foundation), employing the LLaMA 3.1 405B
model (Meta) as q. All measurements reveal clear power-
law scaling across thousands of tokens. Additional mea-
surements using LLaMA 3.1 70B (Meta) and DeepSeek V3
Base models (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2024), along with varying
ℓ/L ratios, can be found in Appx. A.V). We note that both
estimators likely underestimate the true exponent β (see
Appx. A.VI for discussion).

4.3.2. TWO-POINT MUTUAL INFORMATION

Two-point mutual information estimation is more straightfor-
ward, requiring only 1- and 2-gram statistics without LLM
approximations. We estimate this quantity using entropy
calculations for individual tokens and token pairs separated
by distance d. Following (Grassberger, 2008), we employ
their bias-reduced entropy estimator:

Ĥ(X) = Ĥ(Y ) = logN − 1

N

M∑
m=1

nmG(nm), (8)

where N is the total number of tokens, M is the vocabulary
size, nm is the number of tokens whose token ID equals nm,
and G(·) is defined as

G(n) = ψ(n) +
(−1)n

2

(
ψ

(
n+ 1

2

)
− ψ

(n
2

))
(9)

with ψ(·) the digamma function.

The entropy of pairs of tokens is estimated analogously,
with the summation running over all ordered pairs of tokens
(mi,mj), resulting in the total number of terms quadratic
in the vocabulary size. The mutual information is then
estimated as

ÎTP
d (X;Y ) = Ĥ(X) + Ĥ(Y )− Ĥ(XY ). (10)

5We couldn’t use the BOOKS3 dataset because it was removed
due to copyright infringement concerns.
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(a) (b)

Figure 3. Bipartite and two-point mutual information scalings for
two families of multivariate Gaussian distributions with varying
sequence lengths (see Appx. B). The two families of distributions
(a) have significantly different scaling for bipartite mutual informa-
tion (Lβ vs logL), but (b) identical two-point mutual information
scaling (d−α).

We note that this mutual information estimator exhibits
systematic bias. The entropy estimator has a negative
bias that increases (in absolute value) with dimension of
the sample space |Ω|. Since |ΩX | = |ΩY | = M where
as |ΩXY | = M2, the bias in Ĥ(XY ) exceeds that in
Ĥ(X) = Ĥ(Y ), leading to a positive bias in Îd. This
bias becomes particularly problematic at large distances d,
where H(XY ) ≈ H(X) +H(Y ) and Id approaches zero.
To mitigate this issue, we perform additional bias correction
by fitting the systematic bias from the data (see Appx. A.VII
for detail).

We apply this methodology to measure two-point mutual
information on both the PG19 dataset and WIKIPEDIA,
confirming power-law decay in both cases [Fig. 2 (e, f)].

4.4. Distinction between Bipartite and Two-point
Mutual Information

Bipartite and two-point mutual information differ funda-
mentally in their characterization of dependencies in multi-
variate systems. We demonstrate through two examples that
two-point mutual information can fail to capture the true
nature of long-range dependencies, leading to potentially
misleading conclusions.

Consider a simple distribution where all tokens must be iden-
tical: p(x1, x2, . . . , xL) = 1(x1 = x2 = · · · = xL)/M ,
with 1(·) being the indicator function that evaluates to
1 when the condition is satisfied and 0 otherwise, and
M the vocabulary size. Notice that this distribution per-
mits a Markov chain construction as p(x1) = 1/M and
p(xi|x1:i−1) = 1(xi = xi−1), and therefore has a simple
token-to-token dependency structure. Despite this simplic-
ity, the two-point mutual information of the distribution
suggests a misleading strong “long-range” dependency—it
maintains a large value of ITP

d = logM without any decay
as d increases, far exceeding that of natural languages. In
contrast, the bipartite mutual information correctly identifies

the simple dependency structure as IBP
ℓ;L = logM remains

constant for any choice of ℓ and L—two segments share ex-
actly the same amount of information (logM ) regardless of
their lengths, which is no more than the information shared
between just two adjacent tokens.

For a more realistic setting, in Fig. 3, we consider two
families of multivariate Gaussian distributions of different
lengths (see Appx. B for details in constructing these distri-
butions). In particular, both families show identical power-
law decay in their two-point mutual information between
variables at maximum separation. However, they exhibit
dramatically different bipartite mutual information scal-
ing—one scales as Lβ , similar to natural language, while
the other scales as logL, similar to critical physical systems.

These examples illustrate that two-point mutual information
alone is insufficient, and can be misleading: it may suggest
strong long-range dependencies where none exist, or fail to
distinguish between systems with fundamentally different
dependency structures.

5. Long-Context Language Modeling (L2M)
Condition

Having established bipartite mutual information as a more
reliable measure of dependencies, we analyze how a model’s
capacity to handle long contexts fundamentally depends on
its ability to store past information, using bipartite mutual in-
formation scaling as our theoretical framework. Intuitively,
to model natural language effectively, a model must be
able to capture all dependencies between past and future
tokens. Since these dependencies (measured by bipartite
mutual information) grow with sequence length, the model’s
state capacity for storing past information must necessarily
grow as well. We formalize this intuition through the Long-
context Language Modeling (L2M) condition and explore
its implications in detail throughout this section.

5.1. Theoretical Derivations

To analyze how models handle long-range dependencies,
we first formalize the notion of “model state for storing past
information”, which we call the history state.

Definition 5.1. Consider a sequence of tokens w1:L. De-
note x1:ℓ := w1:ℓ and y1:L−ℓ := wℓ+1:L. For autoregressive
neural networks that parameterize conditional probabilities
q(y1:L−ℓ|x1:ℓ), we define the history state at ℓ as the in-
termediate variables zℓ = f(x1:ℓ−1) of smallest size that,
together with xℓ, fully characterizes the model’s behavior
through q(y|xℓ, zℓ)

6 [Fig. 1(c)].

6We separate xℓ from zℓ to accurately reflect its distinct role
as current input token in autoregressive models, though including
it in zℓ would not affect the main results of this paper.
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As illuminating examples, the history state corresponds to
the latent state in RNNs and state space models (SSMs)
after processing token wℓ−1, and to the key-value pairs up
to token wℓ−1 for transformers (see Appx. C). Generally,
the history state zℓ should be chosen as the smallest hidden
state responsible for caching historical information.

We now establish that the size of this history state upper
bounds a model’s capacity to capture bipartite mutual infor-
mation:

Theorem 5.2. The maximum bipartite mutual information
that a model can capture is bounded by the size of its history
state:

IBP,q
L/2;L ≤ C · dim(zL/2) + log(M) (11)

where C is some constant and M denotes the vocabulary
size.

Here, we focus on ℓ = L/2 where the bipartite mutual
information reaches the maximum for a given L.

We present an intuitive proof below assuming discrete his-
tory states zL/2. This assumption naturally aligns with
float point or quantized numerical representations in neural
networks, and does not affect our theoretical conclusions.
A complete proof with relaxed assumptions is provided in
Appx. D.

Proof. By the data processing inequality:
Iq(X1:L/2;Y1:L/2) ≤ Iq(ZL/2, XL/2;Y1:L/2). This
is upper bounded by the entropy: Hq(ZL/2, XL/2), which
is further upper bounded by Hq(ZL/2) + Hq(XL/2) ≤
C · dim(zL/2) + log(M), where the last inequality follows
from the bound on entropies of discrete variables.

Having established that a model’s history state dimension
bounds its ability to capture bipartite mutual information,
we now formalize how models must scale to maintain per-
formance as sequence length increases. To systematically
analyze this scaling behavior, we consider both increasing
sequence lengths and model sizes, examining whether mod-
els can continue to capture the mutual information present
in the data as both scales grow. We formalize this notion
through the following definition of MI-capable model scal-
ing.

Definition 5.3. Let {W1:L}∞L=1 be a series of natural lan-
guage datasets of different lengths, which we obtain by
truncating an ideal infinite-length dataset. Define a scaling
of a model architecture (or simply a scaling of models) as
a series of models {qL}∞L=1 of the same architecture, with
possibly increasing model sizes as L grows. We say a scal-
ing of models is MI-capable if and only if each model qL
can achieve the desired bipartite mutual information for its
corresponding sequence length L: IBP,qL

L/2;L = IBP
L/2;L.

Since each model’s mutual information is bounded by its his-
tory state dimension, we can now characterize the necessary
scaling of history states for MI-capability.

Theorem 5.4 (L2M Condition). For a scaling of mod-
els {qL}∞L=1 to be MI-capable, their history states
zqL
L/2 just before token wL/2 must satisfy the scaling

dim(zqL
L/2) ≳ IBP

L/2;L ∼ Lβ .

In other words, to capture the full bipartite mutual informa-
tion at each sequence length, the history state dimension
must grow at least as fast as the power-law scaling of mutual
information in the data.

Proof. We prove by contrapositive. By Thm. 5.2, each
model’s mutual information is bounded by its history state
dimension: IBP,qL

L/2;L ≲ dim(zL/2). If dim(zqL
L/2) ≺ IBP

L/2;L,

then IBP,qL
L/2;L ≺ IBP

L/2;L
7, implying there exists some L where

IBP,qL
L/2;L < IBP

L/2;L, violating MI-capability.

This is the central result of the paper and establishes the
minimal scaling required for a model’s history state dimen-
sion to capture the power-law growth of bipartite mutual
information in natural language.

5.2. Implications to Common LLM Architectures

Our theoretical framework allows us to analyze how differ-
ent architectures’ history states scale with sequence length,
and what this implies for their ability to capture long-range
dependencies.

In transformer-based models (excluding sparse attention and
linear attention variants), the history state consists of stored
key-value pairs for all previous tokens. With fixed model
size, the size of key-value pairs already grows linearly with
sequence length: dim(zqL

L/2) ∼ L ≳ Lβ . This means trans-
former models naturally satisfy the L2M condition without
model size scaling, as the history state dimension automat-
ically grows with sequence length, despite the quadratic
computational cost.

On the other hand, although often celebrated for their “in-
finite” context length and linear complexity, SSMs, RNNs,
and linear attention models do not satisfy the L2M condition
without scaling up model sizes as sequence length increases.
When the model size is fixed, the history state dimension
remains constant regardless of the sequence length. Our
theory shows this constant-size state cannot capture the
growing mutual information. To actually satisfy the L2M
condition, these architectures require increasingly larger
models as sequence length grows, so that their history state

7We use “≲” to denote scaling at the same or lower rate, and
“≺” to denote scaling at a strictly lower rate.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4. Evaluation of KL-divergence across model architectures
trained on sub-volume Gaussian distributions. (a, b) Average
KL-divergence per token for models trained on different sequence
lengths. (c, d) Position-wise conditional KL-divergence for models
trained on sequence length 4096. Lower values indicate better
performance.

dimensions can increase accordingly. This requirement ef-
fectively offsets their computational efficiency advantage
for long sequence length modeling.

For other architectures like sparse attention models, we can
similarly analyze their history state scaling to understand
when they can or cannot satisfy the L2M condition.

We note that the L2M condition only addresses a model’s
ability to capture long-range dependencies, not its overall
language modeling capability. Therefore, the L2M condition
remains a necessary but not sufficient condition—failing to
satisfy it implies inherent limitations at longer sequences,
while satisfying it does not guarantee effective language
modeling. It is also distinct from neural scaling laws, which
typically study how model performance scales with model
size, dataset size, and compute budget at a given sequence
length.

6. Empirical Verification
Having established the L2M condition and its implications
for various LLM architectures, we now empirically validate
our theoretical predictions.

6.1. Experimental Setup

We first validate our theory using the sub-volume Gaus-
sian distributions introduced in Fig. 3. This distribution
family closely resembles both the bipartite and two-point
mutual information scaling observed in natural language,

(a) (b)

Figure 5. Position-wise conditional negative log likelihood (NLL)
evaluation for models trained on 4096-token sequences on the
PG19 dataset (Rae et al., 2020). Lower values indicate better
performance, with performance differences at later positions high-
lighting varying capabilities in modeling long-range dependencies.

while allowing for efficient calculation of conditional prob-
abilities and KL-divergences (see Appx. B), which would
be intractable with real natural language datasets. To thor-
oughly stress the models, we stack 64 sub-volume Gaussian
distributions together and group the random variables at the
same position into a single token (see Appx. E for details).

We then extend our analysis to the PG19 dataset (Rae et al.,
2020), a high-quality collection of pre-1919 books with long
contextual dependencies.

We evaluate GPT2 (Brown et al., 2020), Mamba (Gu & Dao,
2024), and Mamba2 (Dao & Gu, 2024) models of varying
sizes as representative transformer and state space model
architectures. Additional experimental details can be found
in Appx. E.

6.2. Results

In Fig. 4, we present the average per-token KL-divergence
(a, b) and position-wise conditional KL-divergence (c, d) for
both architectures (see Appx. E for definition). We specifi-
cally use KL-divergence rather than negative log likelihood
(NLL) for more interpretable results. NLL conflates model
performance (KL-divergence) with the inherent entropy of
the data, which can obscure differences in model capabili-
ties, particularly at longer sequence lengths where both the
sub-volume Gaussian distribution and natural language tend
to have lower conditional and average entropies.

Our results reveal that GPT2 maintains consistent KL-
divergence across varying sequence lengths and positions.
In contrast, smaller Mamba and Mamba2 models demon-
strate increasing difficulty with longer contexts, requiring
substantially larger model sizes to achieve comparable per-
formance at sequence length 4096. These findings directly
align with our L2M condition and remain consistent across
both Mamba variants, providing strong empirical validation
of our theoretical framework.
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In Fig. 5, we show the position-wise conditional NLL of
models trained on the PG19 dataset (Rae et al., 2020) with
4096-token sequences, where calculating KL-divergence is
not feasible. In this experiment, we observe two important
patterns. In (a), GPT2-125M and Mamba-130M achieve
comparable performance early in sequences, but GPT2’s
advantage becomes evident at later positions. In (b), we see
similar behavior with GPT2-Medium (355M) and Mamba-
370M. Furthermore, GPT2-Medium (355M) initially under-
performs Mamba-790M at early token positions, yet their
performance converges at later positions despite the Mamba
model being more than twice the size. These observations
confirm transformers’ stronger capacity for modeling long-
range dependencies, consistent with predictions by our L2M
condition.

We emphasize that Mamba’s linear computational complex-
ity can make larger Mamba models practically more efficient
than smaller transformers. Our results should not be inter-
preted as suggesting Mamba’s architectural inferiority. They
simply demonstrate that a model’s capacity for capturing
long-range dependencies aligns with our theoretical L2M
framework, regardless of the architecture.

Additional experimental results can be found in Appx. F.

7. Conclusion
In this work, we establish a bipartite mutual information
scaling law, based on the relaxed Hilberg conjecture, to
characterize long-range dependencies in natural language,
fundamentally distinct from conventional two-point mu-
tual information scaling. Through evaluations on diverse
datasets with state-of-the-art LLMs, we validate this law
and observe a consistent power-law growth pattern. We
introduce the L2M condition, proving that a model’s state
size must scale faster than bipartite mutual information for
effective long-context modeling, which we verify empir-
ically using transformers and state space models. These
findings suggest promising directions, such as designing
synthetic language datasets with proper mutual information
scaling and developing memory- and computation-efficient
LLM architectures. Two intriguing questions emerge: is it
possible to design architectures that just meet this theoreti-
cal minimum requirement, and can there exist architectures
with linear computational complexity that satisfy the L2M
condition? By bridging theoretical scaling laws with empir-
ical verification, our work provides a solid foundation for
advancing long-context language modeling.

Limitations
Our theoretical framework specifically examines models’
capacity to capture long-range dependencies, without ad-
dressing other aspects of language modeling, such as reason-

ing or world knowledge. While our empirical validation on
the Gaussian distribution dataset captures the essential mu-
tual information scaling effects, it may not fully reflect the
complexities of natural language. Our analysis is currently
limited to English text, primarily because the LLMs used for
approximation were predominantly trained on English data,
and verification of the scaling law in other languages would
provide valuable insights into potential universal proper-
ties across different linguistic structures. Additionally, our
theory focuses on autoregressive language models, and ex-
tending it to other architectures such as discrete diffusion
models or even vision models could reveal similar informa-
tion scaling behaviors in different domains. Our evaluations
rely on open-source models like LLaMA and DeepSeek,
and further verification using closed-source state-of-the-art
models would provide additional validation of our findings.

Impact Statement
This work advances our theoretical understanding of how
language models process long-range dependencies, with im-
plications for the design and deployment of more efficient
LLM architectures. By establishing the L2M condition,
we provide a principled framework for evaluating architec-
tures’ fundamental capacity for long-context modeling. This
could lead to more efficient models that maintain effective-
ness while reducing computational resources, potentially
decreasing the environmental footprint of training and in-
ference. Our findings may influence the development of
specialized architectures for tasks requiring long-context
understanding, such as legal document analysis, scientific
research, and complex reasoning. However, improved long-
context modeling could also amplify existing challenges in
LLMs, including the propagation of biases over longer con-
texts and enhanced capabilities for generating persuasive
misinformation. Research applying the L2M framework
should consider these ethical dimensions, particularly how
improvements in long-range dependency modeling might
affect model safety, fairness, and the verifiability of model
outputs.
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A. Additional Details on Mutual Information Scalings
A.I. Hilberg Conjecture

In the main text, we mainly discussed the bipartite mutual information with equal splitting of tokens

IBP
L/2;L := I(X1:L/2, Y1:L/2) (A.1)

with X1:L/2 := W1:L/2 and Y1:L/2 := WL/2+1:L where W1:L is the sequence of tokens. The relaxed Hilberg conjecture
states that this bipartite mutual information follows a power-law growth

IBP
L/2;L ∼ Lβ . (A.2)

In Hilberg’s original work (Hilberg, 1990), however, he considered a more strict conjecture that says the entropy of natural
language should also follow a power law

H(W1:L) ∼ Lβ . (A.3)

It is easy to see that the Hilberg conjecture leads to the relaxed Hilberg conjecture.

IBP
L/2;L = H(W1:L/2) +H(WL/2+1:L)−H(W1:L) = A

(
L

2

)β

+A

(
L

2

)β

−ALβ = A(21−β − 1)Lβ ∼ Lβ . (A.4)

However, the converse is not true—allowing the entropy of natural language to have an additional linear term does not alter
the biparitite mutual information scaling.

A.II. Universal Compression Code Approximation of Mutual Information

One important result in information theory is the relation between the entropy of a random variable, to its average
compression rate. In particular, The average number of bits needed to store the random variable, often referred to as the
Kolmogorov complexity, is upper bounded by its entropy

K(X) = E[|C(X)|] ≤ H2(X), (A.5)

where C(·) denotes a compression algorithm, |·| is the length of the bitstring, and H2(·) = log 2H(·) is the entropy measured
in bits, to distinguish from entropy measured in nats used in the main text. Because this difference in unit only results in a
difference in multiplicative constant and does not alter the scaling, we will drop this log 2 constant and make no distinction
between the units in later discussions.

The Kolmogorov complexity allows the bipartite mutual information to be estimated as

IBP
L/2;L ≈ IBP,Kol

L/2;L := K(W1:L/2) +K(WL/2+1:L)−K(W1:L). (A.6)

Since no compression code perfectly compresses natural language, it is reasonable to believe that the Kolmogorov complexity
grows faster than the entropy of natural language. Assuming the original Hilberg conjecture [Eq. (A.3)] is true, it is reasonable
to believe that the Kolmogorov complexity scales as

K(W1:L) ∼ Lβ+ε, (A.7)

with ε due to the inefficiency of compression code. Therefore, the Kolmogorov estimation of the mutual information would
also grow as

IBP,Kol
L/2;L ∼ Lβ+ε, (A.8)

resulting in an overestimation of the scaling exponent.

A.III. Direct Estimation of Biparitite Mutual Information Using LLMs

In the main text, our direct estimator for the bipartite mutual information is

IBP,direct
ℓ;L = EpXY

[log q(Y |X)− log q(Y )] = H(pY , qY )−H(pY |X , qY |X) = Ip(X;Y ) + ε(p, q). (A.9)
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where as usual, X := X1:ℓ := W1:ℓ and Y := Y1:L−ℓ := Wℓ+1:L with W1:L being a sequence of tokens. However, as
discussed in the main text, the H(pY , qY ) term suffers from an additional bias—we cannot guarantee that Y starts at the
beginning of a sentence, but LLMs model distributions conditioned on BOS token. To mitigate this issue, we use n-gram
calculations to correct the entropy of the first two tokens as explained below.

We first rewrite the (marginal) cross entropy as

H(pY , qY ) = −Ep[log q(Y )] = −
L−ℓ∑
i=1

Ep[log q(Yi|Y1:i−1)], (A.10)

where as usual, the omitted expectation over the conditional variable is implied in the cross entropy calculation.

In modern LLMs, we can only compute q(yi|yi:i−1, wBOS) ̸= q(yi|yi:i−1), resulting in an additional error in the bipartite
mutual information estimation. In practice, this difference becomes less pronounced for larger i, because it matters less if the
sequence starts at the beginning of a sequence or not if there are many yi:i−1 prior tokens to conditional on. Therefore, we
focusing on reducing the bias for small i. In addition, if i is small, we can iterate over the dataset and construct a histogram
for the i-gram distribution p(y1:i).

We denote the count for each i-tuple of tokens with ny1:i and the total number of samples with N . Then, the entropy of the
distribution can be estimated naively as

Ĥnaı̈ve(Y1:i) = −
∑
y1:i

ny1:i

N
log

ny1:i

N
= logN − 1

N

∑
y1:i

ny1:i log ny1:i , (A.11)

where the summation runs over all possible combination of tokens y1:i := (y1, y2, . . . yi).

However, this estimation is severely biased and underestimates the true entropy, due to the concavity of logarithm function.
In (Grassberger, 2008), a bias-corrected estimator is proposed by replacing the logarithm function with a new function

ĤG(Y1:i) = logN − 1

N

∑
y1:i

ny1:i
G(ny1:i

), (A.12)

where

G(n) = ψ(n) +
(−1)n

2

(
ψ

(
n+ 1

2

)
− ψ

(n
2

))
, (A.13)

with ψ(·) the digamma function. We note that Ref. (Grassberger, 2008) was not able to obtain the closed form expression
for G(·), which we derived with the help of Wolfram Mathematica (Inc.).

Figure A.1. Effect of bias correction method in the direct estimator. The bias only affects the estimation at small sequence lengths, and all
methods converge at large sequence lengths.

This bias-corrected estimator still underestimates the true entropy, but much less compared to the original naı̈ve estimator.
In the main text, we estimate the (marginal) cross entropy with 2-gram correction in the following way. Breaking up the
cross entropy as

H(pY , qY ) = −
L−ℓ∑
i=3

Ep[log q(Yi|Y1:i−1)] +H(pY1Y2
, qY1Y2

). (A.14)
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For the first term, we use LLM generated q(yi|yi:i−1, wBOS) as approximation. For the second term, we mitigate the bias
from LLM estimation by combining it with Eq. (A.12) as H(pY1Y2 , qY1Y2|wBOS

)/5 + 4ĤG
p (Y1, Y2)/5. In Fig. A.1, we also

present the result without this correction and show that this bias correction mostly affects the estimation at small lengths L,
and does not alter the generalizing scaling behavior. In addition, since the result from this bias-corrected direct estimator
agrees with the vCLUB (Cheng et al., 2020) estimator, we believe this correction is reasonable.

A.IV. Bipartite Mutual Information Scaling Using Various LLMs

In the main text, we use the LLaMA 3.1 405B model to approximate the underlying distribution of natural language. In this
section, we provide additional estimations of the bipartite mutual information scaling using the DeepSeek V3 Base model
and LLaMA 3.1 70B model. We note that because we are merely measuring the conditional probabilities of the input tokens
without interactions with the agent, we believe the non-instruction-finetuned model better suits our tasks.

Figure A.2. Bipartite mutual information estimation using Deepseek V3 Base model and LLaMA 3.1 70B model compared to LLaMA 3.1
405B model on the PG19 dataset. All direct measurements include the bias correction described in Appx. A.III. Both models appear to
produce worse estimations of bipartite mutual information at long sequence lengths, but still suggest a power-law scaling.

In Fig. A.2, we report the results on PG19 dataset and compare them to LLaMA 3.1 405B model’s results. We find that the
DeepSeek V3 Base model estimates consistently lower bipartite mutual information compared to the LLaMA 3.1 405B
model, especially at long sequence lengths. Based on our argument in Appx. A.VI, this suggests that the DeepSeek V3 Base
model does not approximate the probability distribution at long sequence lengths as well as the LLaMA 3.1 405B model.
We believe this could be attributed to the following reasons. (1) The DeepSeek V3 Base model is a mixture-of-expert (MOE)
model. When we draw samples randomly from the dataset, the topic may not be immediately clear, whereas an MOE model
usually needs to know the topic to correctly predict the conditional probabilities. (2) The DeepSeek model is trained without
using the cross-sample attention masking (DeepSeek-AI et al., 2024) whereas the LLaMA model is (Grattafiori et al., 2024).
Without the mask, concatenated training samples affect the model’s learned long-range dependencies. In spite of this, the
DeepSeek model still largely suggests the existence of power-law growth of bipartite mutual information.

LLaMA 3.1 70B model, on the other hand, being a smaller mode, estimates lower biparitite mutual information at large
sequence lengths. It is unsurprising because a smaller model is expected to be a worse approximation to the true underlying
distribution of natural language In addition, since its predecessor, the LLaMA 3 70B model, only has a context window
of 8192, this model, despite having a larger claimed context window, is likely not trained on as much high-quality long
context length data as LLaMA 3.1 405B. Nevertheless, even the small LLaMA 3.1 70B model estimates the bipartite mutual
information growth closer to power law than logarithmic.

A.V. Bipartite Mutual Information Scaling Under Various Ratios of ℓ/L

In the main text, we focused on the bipartite mutual information with equal splits. However, the bipartite mutual information
scaling is not limited to equal biparitition. In this section, we provide additional results for various ratios of ℓ/L.

In Fig. A.3, we provide estimation of the bipartite mutual information scaling for ℓ/L = 3 and ℓ/L = 4. All results show
clear power-law relations, and are consistent with Fig. 2 in the main text.

A.VI. Why The Estimated Exponent β Is Likely An Underestimation?

In the main text, we mentioned that our measured exponent β using LLMs likely underestimates the true β. Here, we discuss
the reasons.
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Figure A.3. Bipartite mutual information estimation using different ratios of ℓ/L. All results suggest the existence of power-law scaling,
with various fitted exponents.

For the direct estimator,
IBP,direct
ℓ;L = H(pY , qY )−H(pY |X , qY |X), (A.15)

both terms (without the minus sign) overestimates the true (conditional) entropy, but for different extent and at different
scales.

At small L, the first term suffers from the bias from the BOS token as discussed in Appx. A.III. The second term, despite
also an overestimation, does not suffer from the BOS token issue. Therefore, at small L, the direct estimator tends to
overestimate the true entropy.

At large L, the bias from the BOS token is less severe. However, modeling p(Y |X) requires the model to correctly capture
all the dependencies between X and Y , making it significantly harder than modeling p(Y ) along. Therefore, q(Y |X) is
likely a worse estimation of the true distribution than q(Y ), resulting in more overestimation in the second term, and an
underestimation of the bipartite mutual information.

This means that the direct estimator tends to overestimate the true bipartite mutual information at small L and underestimate
it at large L, resulting in an underestimation of the fitted exponent.

The vCLUB estimator, as pointed out in (Cheng et al., 2020), is an upper bound to the true mutual information if q is close
to p, but fails to maintain the property when the KL-divergence between them increases. Therefore, it is likely that this
estimator also overestimates the true bipartite mutual information at small L and underestimates it at large L, resulting in
a similar underestimation of the fitted exponent as our direct estimator. As our fitted exponent for the vCLUB estimator
is smaller than that of the direct estimator, we conclude that the vCLUB estimator has a larger bias in this case, and it is
reasonable to believe that the true exponent is even larger.

A.VII. Estimation of Two-Point Mutual Information

As discussed in the main text, the estimation of two-point mutual information can be calculated directly using the n-gram
approximation [Eq. (A.12)], and compute the two-point mutual information as

ÎTP
d (X;Y ) = ĤG(X) + ĤG(Y )− ĤG(XY ). (A.16)

As discussed in Appx. A.III, this entropy estimator has a negative bias, whose magnitude depends on the ratio |Ω|/N ,
with |Ω| the size of the corresponding sample space. Since the sample space for the joint distribution is larger, it has a
larger negative bias, resulting in a positive bias in Î . When d is small, this bias is relatively small compared to the mutual
information itself. However, as d becomes larger, X and Y become less correlated, and H(XY ) → H(X) +H(Y ). In this
case, the estimator can be dominated by this bias, and fitting for the power-law exponent becomes impossible.

To mitigate this issue, we propose a bias-corrected estimator.

ÎTP,corrected
d (X;Y ) = ĤG(X) + ĤG(Y )− ĤG(XY )− C, (A.17)

where C is an unknown positive constant that does not depend on the distance d, which accounts for the bias of the original
estimator.
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To obtain this bias correction term and fit the power-law exponent, we minimize the following loss function∑
d

(log (ÎTP
d − C)− (logA− α log d))2, (A.18)

which is just ÎTP
d = Ad−α + C fitted in log-log space. Then, we take the fitted C as the systematic bias and α as the fitted

power-law exponent.

Figure A.4. Effect of bias correction for two-point mutual information. The bias causes a plateau at large distances.

In Fig. A.4, we compare the corrected and uncorrected two-point mutual information as a function of d (only the corrected
version is shown in the main text). Without the bias correction, the data appear to have larger long-range dependencies,
but after the bias correction, all points lie on a straight line in a log-log plot. The bias correction constant is much smaller
than the entropies involved in the calculation, even the smallest two-token entropy measured is 12.5, at least two orders of
magnitude larger than the fitted bias correction. In addition, a single variable added to the fitting function can fit the data so
well, These suggest the bias correction is reasonable and highly effective.

We note that on WIKIPEDIA, we were only able to measure the two-point mutual information up to d = 256, due to limited
long-context length data in WIKIPEDIA.

B. Multivariate Gaussian Distributions
In the main text, we considered two families of multivariate Gaussian distributions of different sequence lengths to
demonstrate the distinction between bipartite and two-point mutual information scalings. In particular, one is designed to
mimic natural language, both in terms of the sub-volume law growth of the bipartite mutual information and the power-law
decay of two-point mutual information. This family of distributions is also used to empirically verify our theory on L2M
condition for different LLM architectures. The other is designed to have the same two-point mutual information scaling, but
very different bipartite mutual information scaling, showcasing that one can have distributions with the same two-point
mutual information scaling, but drastically different bipartite mutual information scalings.

B.I. Construction

Let’s start by considering the family of distributions with sub-volume law growth. The distributions are constructed in a
hierarchical manner.

We start at the first layer, with four independent standard Gaussian random variables (X1, X2, X3, X4). Then, define the
change-of-coordinate matrix

M =


γ γ γ ρ
−γ γ −γ ρ
−γ −γ γ ρ
γ −γ −γ ρ

, (B.19)

where we choose γ =
√
5/4 and ρ = 1/4. The output of the first layer is defined as

Y = MX, (B.20)
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where the independent random variables are correlated. It is easy to verify that this operation only changes the off-diagonal
elements in the covariance matrix, and leaves the diagonal elements unaffected.

For the second layer and up, we first stack three independently sampled copies from the previous layer and attach additional
independent standard Gaussian random variables as the fourth elements as

X =


Y1,1 Y1,2 Y1,3 W1

Y2,1 Y2,2 Y2,3 W2

Y3,1 Y3,2 Y3,3 W3

...
...

...
...

, (B.21)

where X refers to the input to the new layer, Yi,j refers to the ith output from previous layer of the jth copy, and Wi refers
to the ith newly sampled standard Gaussian random variable.

Note that at this point, all rows are independent from each other; therefore we apply the change of coordinate matrix at each
row to correlate them. The matrix is then flattened to obtain Z

Z = (Z1,1, Z1,2, Z1,3, Z1,4, Z2,1, Z2,2, Z2,3, Z2,4, Z3,1, Z3,2, Z3,3, Z3,4, · · · ), (B.22)

where the subscripts denote the variables’ original position in the matrix. Before outputting from this layer, we perform an
addition operation to each pair of random variables (Zi,4, Zi+1,1), by applying a coordinate transformation that modifies
their correlations as

corr(Zi,4, Zi+1,1) →
2

5
(corr(Zi,3, Zi,4) + corr(Zi+1,1, Zi+1,2)) +

1

5
. (B.23)

This operation may seem arbitrary, but it is crucial to introduce correlations that give a linear ordering of the random
variables. Without this operation, the distribution simply forms a tree structure.

Now, we can truncate the construction at different layers l and form a family of distributions with different sequence lengths
L = 4l. In Fig. 3 of the main text, we consider up to 8 layers, and in Fig. 4 and 5, we consider l = 4, 5 and, 6.

The second family of distributions is constructed analogously. The only difference is that we replace Eq. (B.24) with a
single copy of Y and three independent copies of W as

X =


Y1 W1,1 W1,2 W1,3

Y2 W2,1 W2,2 W2,3

Y3 W3,1 W3,2 W3,3

...
...

...
...

, (B.24)

B.II. Properties

These two series of distributions have many nice properties, in addition to their bipartite and two-point mutual information
scalings. Due to the analytic construction, their biparite and two-point mutual information can be calculated exactly, without
relying on LLM approximations. Moreover, they permit efficient sampling and evaluation of conditional probabilities. In
addition, infinitely many samples can be drawn from the distribution, giving us an infinite dataset size.

C. Model State for Storing Past Information
In Definition 5.1 in the main text, we give a concrete definition of “model state for storing past information” as history state,
and claim that it is the past key-value pairs for transformers and latent state for SSMs and RNNs. Here, we explain them in
more detail.

C.I. Transformers

In transformers, only the attention block mixes information among different tokens, therefore we only need to analyze
the behavior of the attention block. We will be assuming the existence of the causal mask, as our theory only applies to
generative LLMs. Denoting the input and output of the attention layer as x and y (notice they are no longer two parts of the
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same sequence), the self-attention mechanism is defined as

y = softmax((Wqx)(Wkx)
T )Wvx, (C.25)

where Wq, Wk and Wv are the weight matrices. For simplicity, we drop the usual
√
hdim normalization and the output

weight matrix, as they are irrelevant to our discussion.

Separating the calculation for each token, the mechanism can be rewritten as

yi =

∑i
j=1 e

(Wqxi)(Wkxj)Wvxj∑i
j′=1 e

(Wqxi)(Wkxj′ )
=
e(Wqxi)(Wkxi)Wvxi +

∑i−1
j=1 e

(Wqxi)kjvj

e(Wqxi)(Wkxi) +
∑i−1

j′=1 e
(Wqxi)kj′

, (C.26)

where kj =Wkxj and vj =Wvxj are keys and values which we sum over past tokens. Clearly, the attention output only
depends on the current token xi and the past key-value pairs k1:i−1 and v1:i−1. This arguments extends to all yk with k ≥ i,
where all yk’s dependency on x1:i−1 is via k1:i−1 and v1:i−1. Therefore, key-value pairs are the model state for storing past
information, and their sizes grow linearly with input sequence length. We note that Eq. (C.26) also describes how key-value
caching works.

C.II. State Space Models and RNNs

State space models (SSMs) and RNNs, on the other hand, are easier to analyze. These models in general all have some
latent state, or hidden state, with a fixed size, and some mechanism to update the state when a new token is observed. The
output depends only on the past latent state, and the current token. They can in general be written in the following way.

hi = f(hi−1, xi),

yi = g(hi−1, xi),
(C.27)

for some update function f and output function g. It is obvious that the “model state for storing past information” is exactly
this latent state, which does not grow with the input sequence.

We note that this discussion also applies to linear attention models, whose key-value pairs can be merged into a latent state
with fixed size, due to the replacement of softmax function. Test time training (TTT) models can also be included in this
discussion. They can be viewed as SSMs with inner model parameters as latent state, and test time training process as update
function.

C.III. Other Architectures

For other models, such as sparse transformers or some compression-based models, the analysis has to be performed
separately. Nevertheless, in general, one wants to identify the smallest hidden state used to cache past information, as it is
the bottleneck for modeling long sequences with large bipartite mutual information.

D. Additional Proofs for Theorem 5.2
In the main text, we only provided an intuitive proof based on the discreteness of model states. Here, we relax this assumption
in different ways and provide additional proofs to the theorem. We start by restating the theorem.

Theorem D.1 (Restatement of Theorem 5.2). A model’s capacity to capture bipartite mutual information is bounded by the
size of its history state as

IBP,q
ℓ;L ≤ C · dim(zℓ) + log(M) (D.28)

where C is some constant and M denotes the vocabulary size.

We start with a proof assuming the following observed fact of neural networks—neural networks store distinct information
in almost orthogonal directions (AODs) of the hidden state (Elhage et al., 2022; Park et al., 2023; Jiang et al., 2024).

Proof. An autoregressive neural network’s dependency on past tokens is through the intermediate variable zℓ = f(x1:ℓ−1

such that q(y|x) := q(y|xℓ, zℓ). This can be viewed as the process X → (Zℓ, Xℓ) → Y . According to the data processing
inequality,

Iq(X1:ℓ;Y1:L−ℓ) ≤ Iq(ZℓXℓ;Y1:L−ℓ) ≤ Hq(ZℓXℓ) ≤ Hq(Zℓ) +Hq(Xℓ), (D.29)
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where we use H to denote a generalized notion of entropy which measures the amount of information that can be stored in
Zℓ, because the standard definition of entropy fails for continuous random variables. Notice that because we only care about
the general scaling of H, its exact definition does not matter in this proof. Since neural networks store distinct information
in AODs of the hidden state, H should scale at most logarithmically with respect to the number of AODs as the state size
increases. According to the Kabatjanskii–Levenstein bound (Kabatiansky & Levenshtein, 1978; Cohn & Zhao, 2014), given
an error tolerance ε, the number of AODs is upper bounded by exp(f(ϵ) · dim(zℓ)) for some function f that purely depends
on the error threshold. Therefore, the generalized entropy at most scales as Hq(Zℓ) ≲ log exp(f(ϵ) · dim(zℓ)) ∼ dim(zℓ).
It is easy to see that Hq(Xℓ) ≤ log(M) with M being the vocabulary size, so we conclude

IBP,q
ℓ;L ≤ C · dim(zℓ) + log(M). (D.30)

Alternatively, it is possible to prove the theorem only assuming certain Lipschitz continuous conditions.

Proof. This time, we again start with the data processing inequality, but we rewrite the bound as

Iq(X1:ℓ;Y1:L−ℓ) ≤ Iq(ZℓXℓ;Y1:L−ℓ) ≤ Iq(Zℓ;Y1:L−ℓ) + Iq(Xℓ;Y1:L−ℓ) ≤ Iq(Zℓ;Y1:L−ℓ) + log(M), (D.31)

where the last inequality used the fact that Iq(Xℓ;Y1:L−ℓ) ≤ Hq(Xℓ) ≤ log(M), with M again being the vocabulary size.
Notice that the history state is a function of the input tokens zℓ = f(x1:ℓ−1), with x1:ℓ−1 ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M}ℓ−1. Assuming f
satisfies

∥∥f(x1:ℓ−1)− f(x′1:ℓ−1)
∥∥
2
≤ Kf1(x1:ℓ−1 ̸= x′1:ℓ−1), then zℓ = f(x1:ℓ−1) lives in a d-dimensional ball of radius

Kf , where d is the size of zℓ. Now, consider a quantization of zℓ as Q(zℓ), which maps each zℓ to a nearest ε-ball that
covers the full space of zℓ. Then, we rewrite

Iq(Zℓ,Y ) = Iq(Q(Zℓ),Y ) +Hq(Y |Q(Zℓ))−Hq(Y |Zℓ). (D.32)

We assume the neural network is entropy-Lipschitz, satisfying |Hq(Y |zℓ)−Hq(Y |z′
ℓ)| ≤ KH∥zℓ − z′

ℓ∥2. Therefore
Hq(Y |Q(Zℓ)) − Hq(Y |Zℓ) ≤ KHε. For the first term, notice that Q(Zℓ) is discrete, which takes a maximum of
(2Kf/ε)

d possible values due to covering number argument. Therefore, Iq(Q(Zℓ),Y ) ≤ Hq(Q) ≤ d log(2Kf/ε), which
leads to Iq(Zℓ,Y ) ≤ d log(2Kf/ε) +KHε ≤ C · d for some constant C. This concludes our proof

IBP,q
ℓ;L ≤ C · d+ log(M) = C · dim(zℓ) + log(M) (D.33)

We believe this theorem is more universal and can be proved in additional ways, such as by connecting it to the channel
capacity and potentially showing IBP,q

ℓ;L ≤ d log(1 + SNR) + log(M). We also believe the theorem can be established with
more relaxed assumptions, similar to how the information dimension is proved to be the upper bound of lossless compression
of continuous random variables (Kawabata & Dembo, 1994). However, additional proofs are beyond the scope of this work,
and current proofs should be already applicable in any practical settings.

E. Additional Details on Experimental Setup
In this section, we provide additional details on the experimental setup.

For experiments on the multivariate Gaussian distribution, as mentioned in the main text, we stack 64 copies of the
distribution and group the 64 Gaussian variables at each position to form a single token. More specifically, an example
sample looks like

W = (W1,W2, . . . ,WL) := ((Z1,1, Z1,2, . . . , Z1,64), (Z2,1, Z2,2, . . . , Z2,64), . . . , (ZL,1, ZL,2, . . . , ZL,64), (E.34)

where again, the two subscripts (i, j) refers to the ith random variable from jth copy. In this way, the bipartite mutual
information matches better with natural language, not only in scaling, but also in the coefficient (multiplicative constant).
We in addition prepend an all zero token W0 in each sample to mimic the effect of BOS token.
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In order to process continuous random variables, we replace the embedding layers of GPT2 and Mamba(2) models with
two layer MLPs. For output, since all the conditional distributions are also Gaussian, we use a different two layer MLP to
outputs the 64 conditional means µqZi,j |Z0:i−1,j

and standard deviations σqZi,j |Z0:i−1,j
.

As discussed in Appx. B.II, due to the analytical construction, the Gaussian distribution permits efficient calculation of
conditional probabilities. Therefore, instead of simply training the neural networks with negative log likelihood on the
samples alone, we use the average conditional KL-divergence estimated as

DKL(p||qθ) = EpZ

 1

L

L∑
i=1

1

64

64∑
j=1

log
σqZi,j |Z0:i−1,j

σpZi,j |Z0:i−1,j

+
σ2
pZi,j |Z0:i−1,j

+ (µqZi,j |Z0:i−1,j
− µpZi,j |Z0:i−1,j

)2

2σ2
qZi,j |Z0:i−1,j

− 1

2
(E.35)

instead to reduce the sampling variance.

For the Gaussian distribution training, during each iteration, we choose a batch size of 4 (4 times sequence length number of
tokens) with freshly generated samples, meaning we never reuse any sample, and therefore only has a single epoch, thanks to
the “infinite” dataset size. We train all neural networks using AdamW optimizer and a cosine decay scheduler with warmup.
We choose a peak learning rate of 0.00005, a weight decay of 0.01, 2000 warmup steps, and 500000 training steps in total.
The results reported are at the end of the training.

For the PG19 dataset, we train on standard average negative log likelihood. We first split the dataset into samples of
around 5000 tokens, where we ensure each sample starts at the beginning of some sentence. Then we train the models for 5
epochs (around 235000 iterations) with a batch size of 8 (32768 tokens for sequence length of 4096). Similar to the other
experiments, we train all neural networks using AdamW optimizer and a cosine decay scheduler with warmup. We choose a
peak learning rate of 0.00005, a weight decay of 0.01 2000 warmup steps, and 500000 steps in total. The results reported are
at the end of the training using a separate evaluation dataset containing 10000 samples. To keep consistency across different
models, we always use the same tokenizer from GPT-Neo-X (Black et al., 2022).

In the main text, we report results on the position-wise conditional KL-divergence

D
(i)
KL(p||qθ) = EpW

[log p(Wi|W1:i−1)− log qθ(Wi|W1:i−1)] , (E.36)

average KL-divergence

DAvg
KL (p||qθ) =

1

L

L∑
i=1

D
(i)
KL(p||qθ), (E.37)

and position-wise conditional NLL

NLL(i)(p||qθ) = −EpW
[log qθ(Wi|W1:i−1)] . (E.38)

One can also define a average NLL as

NLLAvg(p||qθ) =
1

L

L∑
i=1

NLL(i)(p||qθ), (E.39)

which we will use in Appx. F.

Our experiments are performed mostly on H100 GPUs, with varying VRAM size between 80GB and 94GB. Some
experiments are performed on A100 GPUs with 80GB VRAM instead. We use the the vLLM library when running inference
to estimate the mutual information scaling. For DeepSeek V3 and LLaMA 3.1 405B models, we run the FP8 version of the
models using 8 H100 GPUs (with 94GB VRAM); and for LLaMA 3.1 70B model, we run the FP16 version of the model
using 4 H100 GPU (with 94GB VRAM). The model weights and configurations are downloaded from HuggingFace (Wolf
et al., 2020).

When training GPT and Mamba(2) models on the Gaussian distribution, we use our custom library developed in PyTorch,
(Paszke et al., 2019); when training GPT and Mamba models on the PG19 dataset, we use the trainer from HuggingFace
transformers library. All models are initialized from scratch, with model configurations taken from HuggingFace. All
training experiments are performed on individual H100 and A100 GPUs, with FP32 precision to avoid possible training
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failures. Although training with FP16 would make the experiments run faster, it should not affect the actual results. We note
that for Mamba2, we use the official implementation instead of the HuggingFace version, and for the GPT2 experiments
on PG19, we re-implement the attention mechanism with FlexAttention (Li et al., 2024) to save memory, as the official
FlashAttention (Dao et al., 2022; Dao, 2023; Shah et al., 2024) does not support FP32 precision.

The code for reproducing our mutual information estimation and the PG19 results is available at https://github.
com/LSquaredM/mutual_info_scaling_law.

F. Additional Experimental Results

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

(g) (h)

Figure F.5. Evaluation of KL-divergence across model architectures trained on sub-volume Gaussian distributions. (a, b) Average
KL-divergence per token for models trained on different sequence lengths [same as Fig. 4 (a, b)]. (c, d) Position-wise conditional
KL-divergence for models trained on sequence length 256. (e, f) Position-wise conditional KL-divergence for models trained on sequence
length 1024. (g, h) Position-wise conditional KL-divergence for models trained on sequence length 4096 [same as Fig. 4 (c, d)]. Lower
values indicate better performance.
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In this section, we show additional experimental results. In Fig. F.5, we include additional positional-wise conditional
KL-divergences of models trained on sub-volume Gaussian distributions with sequence length 256 (c, d) and sequence
length 1024 (e, f). As clearly demonstrated in the figure, for short sequence lengths, Mamba maintains similar performances
to GPT2; Mamba models of different sizes also appear to have a smaller performance gap. However, as we go to longer
sequence lengths, smaller Mamba models starts to fail, while GPT2 always maintain relatively stable performances,
consistent with our theory.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure F.6. Negative log likelihood (NLL) across model architectures trained on sub-volume Gaussian distributions (a, b) Average NLL
per token for models trained on different sequence lengths. (c, d) Position-wise conditional NLL for models trained on sequence length
4096. Lower values indicate better performance.

In Fig. F.6, we show the negative log likelihood (NLL) of models trained on sub-volume Gaussian distributions. As mentioned
in the main text, because NLL combines the KL-divergence with the intrinsic entropy of the underlying distribution (the
average and position-wise conditional of which decays as sequence lengths), the differences between model performances
are less visible. It’s worth noting that, since Gaussian random variables are continuous, NLL values can differ by an arbitrary
additive constant by rescaling the distribution. Therefore, the exact values of conditional NLL do not carry intrinsic meaning,
though relative comparisons (which is exactly the same as the KL-divergence) between models remain valid.

(a) (b)

Figure F.7. Position-wise conditional negative log likelihood (NLL) evaluation for models trained on 4096-token sequences of the PG19
dataset.

In Fig. F.7, we show additional comparisons of the conditional NLL of models trained on PG19 dataset. Ignoring the decay
of conditional NLL with token position, which is likely due to the decay in inherent conditional entropy of natural language,
the relative differences between models exhibits similar trend as the sub-volume Gaussian results. Since the models have to
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learn additional sematic meanings of natural language in addition to the long-range dependencies, we find it reasonable for
smaller models to perform even worse on PG19 dataset than on the sub-volume Gaussian distribution. The results here are
consistent with our theory.

Model Average Negative Log Likelihood ↓
GPT2 (125M) 2.977
GPT2-medium (255M) 2.771

Mamba-130M 3.111
Mamba-370M 2.875
Mamba-790M 2.766

Table F.1. Average conditional negative log likelihood evaluation for models trained on 4096-token sequences of the PG19 dataset.

For completeness, we further show the average NLL of the models trained on PG19 dataset with a sequence length of 4096
in Table F.1, where results similar to Fig. F.7 is observed. Notice that, in Fig. F.7, the token position is plotted in log-scale;
therefore, the average NLL is very close to the conditional NLLs at later token positions.
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