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Abstract

The key-value (KV) cache in the tensor version of transformers presents a significant bottle-
neck during inference. While previous work analyzes the fundamental space complexity barriers
in standard attention mechanisms [Haris and Onak, 2025], our work generalizes the space com-
plexity barriers result to tensor attention version. Our theoretical contributions rely on a reduc-
tion from communication complexity and deduce the memory lower bound for tensor-structured
attention mechanisms when d = Ω(log n). Furthermore, we introduce two types of tensor at-
tention cache and present a trade-off between time and memory for two scenarios. Overall,
our work provides a theoretical foundation for us to understand the time-memory tradeoff of
KV-Cache compression in tensor attention decoding and offers more perspectives in developing
more memory-efficient tensor attention Transformer architectures.
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1 Introduction

Transformers [VSP+17] have emerged as the dominant architecture in modern deep learning sys-
tems, revolutionizing performance across natural language processing, computer vision, and multi-
modal tasks [BMR+20, DBK+21]. Many popular large language models including GPT-o3 [Ope24],
Llama 3.3 [LT24, AI24], and Claude 3.7 [Ant24] have demonstrated unprecedented reasoning abili-
ties. At the core of these architectures is the self-attention mechanism, which dynamically weights
different parts of the input sequence, enabling models to capture long-range dependencies and
contextual relationships [VSP+17, BMR+20].

Autoregressive transformers represent a particularly influential variant that has dominated text
generation tasks [KVPF20, SGS+24]. These models generate sequences one token at a time, with
each prediction conditioned on all previously generated tokens [YDY+19]. During inference decod-
ing, transformers utilize a masked self-attention mechanism that prevents the model from attending
to future tokens, maintaining the causal structure necessary for proper text generation. While this
approach has proven remarkably effective, it introduces unique computational challenges, particu-
larly regarding memory usage and inference speed for long-context generation.

To resolve the significant memory challenges during inference, the concept of key-value (KV)
cache is introduced in [PDC+23]. This KV cache, while essential for efficient inference by avoiding
redundant computation, demands memory that scales linearly with sequence length. For large
language models (LLMs) processing extensive contexts of tens or hundreds of thousands of tokens,
this memory requirement still becomes prohibitively expensive.

Since the current KV cache grows linearly with sequence length, a range of work has been
devoted to addressing this challenge [CDW+21, LWD+23, LDL+23, ZSZ+23, JLZM24, ZDH24,
XTC+24, ZHMK24, LLP+25] by compressing the KV cache and aiming for sublinear space com-
plexity. However, these methods often rely on certain assumptions regarding the structure of
key-value embeddings [HO25]. For example, the sliding window attention mechanism [DYL+24]
only preserves key-value embeddings within a narrow range of preceding tokens and ignores em-
beddings lying outside this small window. Minicache [LLP+25] proposes a method to merge two
caches into a single one.

A recent study [HO25] has illuminated fundamental space complexity barriers of Ω(nd) for
the KV cache compression of standard attention-based transformer. [SHT23, AS24b, LLS+24a,
LSSZ24b, ZLY+25] introduce a novel tensor attention-based transformer that can efficiently capture
high-order correlations. Thus, it is natural to ask a question:

What is the space complexity and running time for the KV cache in tensor-attention transformer
decoding?

In this work, we provide a theoretical foundation for understanding the compression, expressivity
trade-off in tensor attention mechanisms, providing new perspectives into developing memory-
efficient Transformer architectures. In particular, we introduce two kinds of KV cache for the tensor-
attention transformer. We show that two-cache-matrix (Definition 3.8) require less computation
time, while four-cache-matrix (Definition 3.7) require less memory.

Our contribution can be described as follows:

• We introduce two formulations of KV Cache for tensor Attention-based Autoregressive Trans-
formers (see Definition 3.7 and 3.8).

• We derive the running time and memory trade-off between two cache scenarios under d =
Ω(log n). The four-cache-matrix case requires a space lower bound of Ω(nd) and the two-
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cache-matrix case requires Ω(n2d) (Theorems 4.1 and 4.2), while the two-cache-matrix case
computation is faster by Ω(n2d) compared to the four-cache-matrix case (Theorem 4.3).

• We prove the optimality of SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache in the low dimensional
regime d = o(log n) (see Theorem 6.3 and 6.4).

Our derived theoretical bounds illuminate the fundamental space limitations of tensor attention-
based Transformers and reveal an inherent trade-off between time and memory.

Roadmap. In Section 2, we review relevant literature related to our study. In Section 3, we
provide the necessary background. In Section 4, we present our main theoretical lower bound
results for memory usage when d = Ω(log n). In Section 5, we introduce key algorithms and
mathematical foundations enabling efficient memory usage. In Section 6, we explore the space
complexity of tensor attention in the low-dimensional regime where d = o(log n). In Section 7, we
conclude the paper.

2 Related Work

Tensor Computation for High-order Representation. Tensors offer a superior framework
over matrices for modeling multi-dimensional relationships inherent in data. The process of deriving
low-rank factorizations or approximations of tensors is vital across a multitude of computer science
domains, including natural language processing [CYYM14, LXZ+14, LZM+15, BNR+15], computer
vision [AFdLGTL09, PLY10, LFC+16, CLZ17], computer graphics [VT04, WWS+05, Vas09], se-
curity [ACKY05, ACY06, KB06], and data mining [KABO10, RST10, KS08, Mør11]. Moreover,
tensors play an essential role in numerous machine learning applications [PBLJ15, JO14, HK13,
ALB13, ZSJ+17, YSST19, SSL+22] as well as in several other diverse fields [RTP16, CMDL+15,
ZCZJ16, YCS16, RNSS18].

Transformers and Autoregressive Models in Computer Vision. Recent advancements in
computer vision have been driven by the integration of Transformers and autoregressive models,
significantly enhancing both discriminative and generative tasks. Initially designed for natural
language processing, Transformers have been adapted for vision, with Vision Transformer (ViT)
pioneering the treatment of images as patch sequences [DBK+21]. Subsequent works, such as
Swin Transformer, leverage hierarchical designs and shifted-window self-attention to improve ef-
ficiency [LLC+21], while DETR reframes object detection as a set prediction task [CMS+20]. In
multimodal learning, CLIP employs natural language supervision to learn transferable visual repre-
sentations, enabling zero-shot classification [RKH+21]. Similarly, DeiT and BEiT enhance training
efficiency through knowledge distillation and self-supervised pre-training, respectively [TCD+21,
BDPW22]. On the generative front, Image Transformer and DALL-E extend Transformer architec-
tures to autoregressive image synthesis [PVU+18, RBHP21], while Visual Autoregressive Modeling
(VAR) redefines autoregressive learning as next-scale prediction, achieving superior performance
over traditional autoregressive and diffusion models [TJY+24]. Building on this, FlowAR and
ARFlow integrate flow-based techniques with attention mechanisms to advance high-resolution
generation [RYH+24, HZY+25]. These developments highlight the complementary strengths of
Transformers and autoregressive models in visual understanding and generation.

Fast Attention Computation. The attention mechanism is widely noted for having a compu-
tational cost that scales quadratically with the context length, a limitation that grows increasingly
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significant for contemporary LLMs [AAA+23, Ope24, LT24, AI24, Ant24]. Nevertheless, polyno-
mial kernel approximation methods [AA22] offer a viable solution by enabling low-rank approxima-
tions of the attention matrix. This approach can substantially accelerate computations, allowing
a single attention layer to train and infer at speeds approaching linear time [AS23, AS25]. Our
work further generalizes this efficiency across multiple transformer layers for both training and
inference. Moreover, these kernel-based techniques naturally extend to more sophisticated atten-
tion variants, such as tensor attention, maintaining near-linear complexity in both training and
evaluation [AS24b, LSSZ24c]. Beyond these methods, alternative theoretical approaches also exist,
with the conv-basis technique in [LLS+24b] presenting another strategy for expediting attention
computations.

3 Preliminary

In this section, we provide the necessary preliminaries. In Section 3.1, we present our notation.
In Section 3.2, we introduce the column-wise Kronecker product and the softmax function. In
Section 3.3, we present the Johnson-Lindenstrauss (JL) random projection. In Section 3.4, we
formalize the attention mechanism and outline the KV cache compression problem. In Section 3.5,
we define the Index problem. In Section 3.6, we establish the communication complexity lower
bound for the Index problem. In Section 3.7, we introduce the concept of clusterability for key
embeddings.

3.1 Notations

For n ∈ Z+, where Z+ denotes positive integers, we use [n] to denote set {1, 2, · · · , n}. We use
E[·] to denote the expectation. We use Var[·] to represent the variance. We use Pr[·] to denote the
probability. We use 1{C} to represent an indicator variable that takes the value 1 when condition C
holds and 0 otherwise. B⊤ is defined as (B⊤)i,j := Bj,i. We use xi,j to denote the j-th coordinate
of xi ∈ Rn. We use ∥x∥p to denote the ℓp norm of a vector x ∈ Rn, i.e., ∥x∥1 :=

∑n
i=1 |xi|,

∥x∥2 := (
∑n

i=1 x
2
i )

1/2. Suppose there are two vectors c, d of the same length, we denote the entry-
wise multiplication using the notation c⊙ d; that is, the i-th entry in that vector is cidi. We use 0d
to represent the vector of all zeros in dimension d. We use |M | to denote the length of a sequence
M . For two vectors x ∈ Rn and y ∈ Rn, we use ⟨x, y⟩ to denote the inner product between x, y,
i.e., ⟨x, y⟩ =

∑n
i=1 xiyi.

3.2 Useful Definitions

We state a standard notation which is called column-wise kronecker product. Such notation has
been used in previous [AS24b] (see Section 2).

Definition 3.1 (⊘ Column-wise Kronecker Product). Given matrices K1 ∈ Rn1×d,K2 ∈ Rn2×d,
we define matrix K := K1 ⊘K2 ∈ Rn1n2×d as follows

Ki1+(i2−1)n1,j := (K1)i1,j · (K2)i2,j ,

∀i1 ∈ [n1], i2 ∈ [n2], j ∈ [d].

This operation constructs K by combining elements of K1 and K2 in a column-wise manner,
yielding a matrix with n1n2 rows while preserving the column dimension d. It provides a compact
and computationally efficient framework for subsequent tensor-based operations.
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Next, we introduce the Softmax function, which is a fundamental unit in transformer architec-
ture [VSP+17].

Definition 3.2 (Softmax). The function σi2 : Ri2 → Ri2 is the softmax function, defined for any
vector z ∈ Ri2 as:

σi2(z)j =
exp(zj)∑i2

k=1 exp(zk)
∀j ∈ [i2]

3.3 Johnson-Linderstrauss (JL) Random Projections

In this section, we introduce a fundamental tool from random projection theory, the Johnson-
Lindenstrauss (JL) Random Projection, which enables dimensionality reduction while approxi-
mately preserving inner products. We begin by defining the JL-transform [JL84] and its properties
following the framework established in [Woo14].

Definition 3.3 (JL-tranform [JL84], see Definition 3 in [Woo14] as an example). For a random
matrix S ∈ Rk×n forms a Johnson-Lindenstrauss transform with parameters ϵ, δ, f or JLT(ϵ, δ, f)
for short, if with probability at least 1 − δ, then for any f -element subset V ⊂ Rn, for all v, v′ ∈ V
it holds that

|⟨Sv, Sv′⟩ − ⟨v, v′⟩| ≤ ϵ∥v∥2∥v′∥2

The next lemma establishes when a random Gaussian matrix satisfies the JL-transform property.

Lemma 3.4 (Theorem 4 in [Woo14]). If the following conditions hold:

• Let ϵ, δ ∈ (0, 0.1).

• Let S = 1√
k
R ∈ Rk×n where the entries Ri,j of R are independent standard normal random

variables.

Then if k = Ω(ϵ−2 log(f/δ)), we have:

• S is a JLT(ϵ, δ, f).

By simple algebra, it is obvious that Lemma 3.4 will imply the following Lemma. For more
examples of the following Lemma, we refer the readers to see Theorem 13 in [Woo14], Lemma A.2
in [SXZ22], and Lemma 22 in [HO25].

Lemma 3.5 (Johnson-Lindenstrauss (JL) Random Projections, an immediate application of Lemma 3.4
, [Woo14]). If the following conditions hold:

• Let ϵ ∈ (0, 0.1).

• Let V = {v1, ..., vn} ⊂ Rn such that ∥vi∥2 ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [n].

• Let S = 1√
d
R ∈ Rd×n where the entries Ri,j of R are independent standard normal random

variables.

Then if d = Ω(ϵ−2 log(n)), we have:

• With probability at least 1 − 1/ poly(n), for all vi, vj ∈ V , it holds that:

|v⊤i vj − (Svi)
⊤(Svj)| ≤ ϵ.
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For the completeness of the paper, we still provide a proof.

Proof. Setting parameters k = d, f = n and δ = 1
n in Lemma 3.4, we have if d = Ω(ϵ−2 log(n)),

then with probability 1 − 1/ poly(n), for all vi, vj ∈ V , we have

|v⊤i vj − (Svi)
⊤(Svj)| ≤ ϵ∥vi∥2∥vj∥2

≤ ϵ

where the first step follows from Definition 3.3, and the second step follows from that ∥vi∥2 ≤ 1 for
all i ∈ [n].

3.4 Attention Mechanism with KV Cache

We restate a definition from previous work [AS24b].

Definition 3.6 (Tensor Attention, a variation of [AS24b]). Let d, i ∈ R where d is the embedding
dimension and i is the current sequence length. Let ⊙ : Rd × Rd → Rd denotes the Hadamard
product and σi2 is the Softmax function from Definition 3.2. Given a query vector qi ∈ Rd and four
matrices K1,i,K2,i, V1,i, V2,i ∈ Ri×d

K1,i =


k⊤1,1
k⊤1,2
...

k⊤1,i

 , K2,i =


k⊤2,1
k⊤2,2
...

k⊤2,i

 , V1,i =


v⊤1,1
v⊤1,2
...

v⊤1,i

 , V2,i =


v⊤2,1
v⊤2,2
...

v⊤2,i


are four i× d matrices containing the historical key and value vectors.

Then we are able to define the tensor attention function as:

Attn(qi,K1,i,K2,i, V1,i, V2,i) := (V1,i ⊘ V2,i)
⊤︸ ︷︷ ︸

d×i2

·σi2((K1,i ⊘K2,i)︸ ︷︷ ︸
i2×d

· qi︸︷︷︸
d×1

) ∈ Rd,

and ⊘ : Ri×d × Ri×d → Ri2×d denotes the column-wise Kronecker product from Definition 3.1,
which for any row indices a, b ∈ [i] with corresponding flattened index ℓ = (a− 1)i + b ∈ [i2], gives:

(K1,i ⊘K2,i)ℓ = k1,a ⊙ k2,b

(V1,i ⊘ V2,i)ℓ = v1,a ⊙ v2,b

Then we are able to present the definition of key-value cache in tensor attention.

Definition 3.7. For a list of indices 1, · · · , i, we say matrices K1,i,K2,i, V1,i and V2,i (be defined
as Definition 3.6) are collectively called the key-value (KV) cache. Specifically, K1,i,K2,i store key
representations and V1,i, V2,i store value representations, facilitating efficient tensorized attention
computations.

Next, we define the attention mechanism that consolidates the four KV cache matrices into two,
leveraging the column-wise Kronecker product.

Definition 3.8 (Tensor Attention with KV Cache, Two Cache Matrices Case). Let d, i ∈ R where
d is the embedding dimension and i is the current sequence length. Given a query vector qi ∈ Rd

and two matrices K̃i, Ṽi ∈ Ri2×d, we define the tensor attention function as:

Attn(qi, K̃i, Ṽi) := Ṽ ⊤
i · σi2(K̃i · qi) ∈ Rd,

6



and the two cache matrices K̃i and Ṽi are derived from the column-wise Kronecker product (see
Definition 3.1) of the original key and value matrices:

K̃i := K1,i ⊘K2,i ∈ Ri2×d

Ṽi := V1,i ⊘ V2,i ∈ Ri2×d

where K1,i,K2,i, V1,i, V2,i ∈ Ri×d are the four original cache matrices from Definition 3.7, and σi2
is the Softmax function from Definition 3.2.

This definition converts the original four KV cache matrices into two matrices, K̃i and Ṽi, each
of size i2 × d, by precomputing the column-wise Kronecker products. This approach reflects the
trade-off between preprocessing and space complexity, as discussed in Remark 3.9.

Remark 3.9 (Memory-Speed Trade-off Between Two and Four Cache Matrices). The two formu-
lations of tensor attention KV Caches present a trade-off between memory efficiency and compu-
tational speed during inference:

• Four Cache Matrices Case: This approach stores K1,i,K2,i, V1,i, V2,i ∈ Ri×d, requiring
O(id) memory. However, during inference, it must compute the column-wise Kronecker prod-
ucts K1,i ⊘ K2,i and V1,i ⊘ V2,i on-the-fly, resulting in O(i2d) computational complexity for
each attention operation.

• Two Cache Matrices Case: This approach directly stores the precomputed Kronecker prod-
ucts K̃i = K1,i ⊘ K2,i and Ṽi = V1,i ⊘ V2,i, requiring O(i2d) memory. While this uses sig-
nificantly more memory (quadratic in i rather than linear), it enables faster inference as the
expensive Kronecker product computation is eliminated.

This illustrates a fundamental space-time trade-off in attention mechanisms: the four cache
matrices formulation is memory-efficient but computationally expensive during inference, while the
two cache matrices formulation uses more memory but achieves faster inference times (see Figure 1).
Our lower bound proof in Theorem 4.2 demonstrates that the memory requirement of Ω(n2d) for
the two cache matrices case is unavoidable, highlighting the inherent cost of optimizing for inference
speed in this setting.

3.5 The Index Communication Problem

We use the same communication proof framework as [HO25] to prove our lower bound. We state
a well-known definition in the area of communication complexity.

Definition 3.10 (The Index Problem [Kus97, AB09]). In the Index problem, Alice holds a bit
string x ∈ {0, 1}n, and Bob holds an index i ∈ [n]. Alice sends a single message (one-way)
M ∈ {0, 1}∗ to Bob, whose goal is to output xi with probability at least 2/3.

3.6 Lower Bound on the Index Problem

We state a well-known tool in the area of communication complexity.

Lemma 3.11 (Complexity of the Index Problem [Kus97, AB09]). The complexity of randomized
one-way communication of Index is Ω(n).

7



Four Cache Matrices
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


K2,i


k⊤
2,1

.

.

.

k⊤
2,i




V1,i


v⊤
1,1

.

.

.

v⊤
1,i




V2,i


v⊤
2,1

.

.

.

v⊤
2,i




O(id) memory

K1,i ⊘ K2,i V1,i ⊘ V2,i

Attn(qi, K1,i, K2,i, V1,i, V2,i)

O(i2d) computation

Two Cache Matrices

K̃i = K1,i ⊘ K2,i Ṽi = V1,i ⊘ V2,i

O(i2d) memory

Attn(qi, K̃i, Ṽi)

Faster inference

Trade-off

Figure 1: Comparison of memory and computational requirements between four-cache and two-
cache matrix formulations in tensor attention. The four-cache approach (K1,i,K2,i, V1,i, V2,i) uses
linear memory O(id) but incurs O(i2d) computational cost for Kronecker products during infer-
ence. The two-cache approach (K̃i, Ṽi) pre-computes these products, requiring O(i2d) memory but
enabling faster inference.

3.7 Clusterability of Key Embeddings

We state a definition about Clusterability from recent work [ZHMK24, HO25].

Definition 3.12 (Clusterability Definition 1 on Page 5 in [ZHMK24], see Definition 10 from [HO25]
on Page 8 as an example). For a positive integer m and real-valued δ > 0, a dataset of points
x1, . . . , xn ∈ Rd is said to be (m, δ)-clusterable if there exists a partition of the dataset into m
clusters C1, . . . , Cm such that for all i ∈ [m] and x, y ∈ Ci it holds that ∥x− y∥2 ≤ δ.

4 Space Complexity Barriers for d = Ω(log n)

In this section, we present our lower bound results for memory usage when computing or approxi-
mating the tensor attention function when d = Ω(log n). In Section 4.1, we establish the memory
lower bound for four cache matrices. In Section 4.2, we establish the memory lower bound for two
cache matrices. In Section 4.3, we present the time complexity difference between the two cache
matrices case and the four cache matrices case. In Section 4.4, we extend our memory lower bound
to approximation algorithms for four cache matrices. In Section 4.5, we extend our memory lower
bound to approximation algorithms for two cache matrices.

4.1 Memory Lower Bound for Four Cache Matrices

Now we present our main theorem for the memory lower bound for computing the tensor attention
function with four cache matrices, which is a variation of Theorem 6 in [HO25]. The difference
is that we extend the proof from regular attention in [HO25] to tensor attention with four cache
matrices from Definition 3.7 using similar proof structure in [HO25].
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Theorem 4.1 (Memory Lower Bound for Four Cache Matrices, Informal Version of Theorem B.1).
If the following conditions hold:

• Let Cu > 1 be a universal constant.

• Let d ≥ Cu log n.

• Let the output of any algorithm produces on ∈ Rd where on = Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n).

Then we have:

• Any algorithm producing on with probability at least 0.99 use Ω(nd) bits of memory.

4.2 Memory Lower Bound for Two Cache Matrices

Now we present our main theorem for the memory lower bound for computing the tensor attention
function with two cache matrices, which is a variation of Theorem 6 in [HO25]. The difference
is that we extend the proof from regular attention in [HO25] to tensor attention with two cache
matrices from Definition 3.8 using similar proof structure in [HO25].

Theorem 4.2 (Memory Lower Bound for Two Cache Matrices, Informal Version of Theorem B.2).
If the following conditions hold:

• Let Cu > 1 be a universal constant.

• Let d ≥ Cu log n.

• Let the output of any algorithm produces on ∈ Rd where on = Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn), where K̃n =
K1,n ⊘K2,n and Ṽn = V1,n ⊘ V2,n.

Then we have:

• Any algorithm producing on with probability at least 0.99 must use at least Ω(n2d) bits of
memory.

4.3 Time Complexity Difference

In this section, we present the running complexity statements, where the two-cache-matrix case is
running faster than the four-cache-matrix case during Tensor Transformer decoding.

Theorem 4.3. Let the four-cache-matrix and two-cache-matrix computations be illustrated in Fig-
ure 1. We show that the two-cache-matrix case computation is faster by Ω(n2d) compared to the
four-cache-matrix case computation.

Proof. Following from Definition 3.7 and Definition 3.8, this proof simply follows from the computa-
tion of Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n) and Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn) and the time complexity of computation

K̃n = K1,n ⊘K2,n and Ṽn = V1,n ⊘ V2,n is Ω(n2d).

9



4.4 Lower Bound on Approximation Algorithms for Four Cache Matrices

Having established memory lower bounds for exact computation of tensor attention, we now proceed
to consider the case of approximation computation of the tensor attention.

Corollary 4.4 (Approximation Algorithm Lower Bound for Four Cache Matrices, Informal Version
of Corollary B.3). If the following conditions hold:

• Let Zn := Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n) as in Definition 3.7.

• Let d = Ω(log n).

Then we have:

• Any algorithm that can, with probability at least 0.99, produce an output O ∈ Rd that is a
(1 ± η)-approximation of Zn for η ∈ (0, 1) must use at least Ω(nd) bits of memory.

4.5 Lower Bound on Approximation Algorithms for Two Cache Matrices

We now extend our investigation to approximation algorithms for the two cache matrices formula-
tion. This case is particularly important for practical implementations that optimize for inference
speed by precomputing the column-wise Kronecker products. The following theorem establishes
that the quadratic memory requirement persists even for approximation algorithms:

Corollary 4.5 (Approximation Algorithm Lower Bound for Two Cache Matrices, Informal Version
of Corollary B.4). If the following conditions hold:

• Let Zn := Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn) as in Definition 3.8.

• Let d = Ω(log n).

Then we have:

• Any algorithm that can, with probability at least 9/10, produce an output O ∈ Rd that is a
(1 ± η)-approximation of Zn for η ∈ (0, 1) must use at least Ω(n2d) bits of memory.

5 Main Algorithm for SubGen Clustering

This section introduces key algorithms and mathematical foundations that enable efficient mem-
ory usage in tensor attention mechanisms. In Section 5.1, we present the SubGen4Cache and
SubGen2Cache algorithms for four and two cache matrices. In Section 5.2, we provide an up-
per bound on the covering number of the unit sphere. In Section 5.3, we establish the inherent
clusterability of the SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache algorithms.

5.1 The SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache Algorithms

Following the same framework as [HO25], we also use the tool SubGen4Cache algorithm which is
from [ZHMK24] We present the SubGen4Cache (which can be viewed as a variation from previous
work [ZHMK24, HO25]).

Lemma 5.1 (SubGen4Cache Algorithm for Four Cache Matrices, [ZHMK24, HO25]). If the
following conditions hold:

10



• Let the input be a sequence of quintuples {(qi, k1,i, k2,i, v1,i, v2,i)}ni=1 in (Rd)5.

• Assume that the key embeddings k1,i and k2,i are (m, δ)-clusterable.

• Let ∥qi∥2 ≤ r for all i ∈ [n].

Then there exists

• An algorithm that uses O(dϵ−2 · (d + me2δr log n)) bits of space and outputs an estimate Ôn

such that with probability at least 0.99 it holds that:

∥Ôn − Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n)∥2
≤ ϵ · ∥Softmax((K1,n ⊘K2,n) · qn)∥2 · ∥V1,n ⊘ V2,n∥2

We extend Theorem 11 of [HO25] and introduce the SubGen2Cache algorithm with two cache
matrices, as defined in Definition 3.8.

Lemma 5.2 (SubGen2Cache Algorithm for Two Cache Matrices, [ZHMK24, HO25]). If the
following conditions hold:

• Let the input be a sequence of triples {(qi, k̃i, ṽi)}n
2

i=1 in (Rd)3.

• Assume that the key embeddings k̃i are (m, δ)-clusterable.

• Let ∥qi∥2 ≤ r for all i ∈ [n].

Then there exists

• An algorithm that uses O(dϵ−2 · (d + me2δr log n)) bits of space and outputs an estimate Ôn

such that with probability at least 0.99 it holds that:

∥Ôn − Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn)∥2
≤ ϵ · ∥Softmax(K̃n · qn)∥2 · ∥Ṽn∥2

5.2 Upper Bound on the Covering Number

We state a standard tool from previous work [Wu17].

Lemma 5.3 (Covering Number of the Unit Sphere, [Wu17]). If the following conditions hold:

• Let B2(1) be the unit sphere in Rd with respect to the ℓ2 norm.

Then we have:

• The covering number of B2(1) with respect to the ℓ2 norm and radius δ ∈ (0, 1) is bounded
by:

N(B2(1), ∥ · ∥2, δ) ≤ (3/δ)d

11



5.3 Clusterability of SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache Algorithms

We extend Lemma 14 of [HO25] and present the following lemma showing the clusterability of
SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache Algorithms.

Lemma 5.4 (Clusterability of SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache Algorithms, Informal Ver-
sion of Lemma B.8). If the following conditions hold:

• Let x1, . . . , xn ∈ Rd be a set of n points in d-dimensional space such that ∥xi∥2 ≤ 1 for all
i ∈ [n].

Then:

• This set is (m, δ) clusterable for m = ⌈ed⌉ and δ = e/3.

6 Space Complexity in Low-Dimensional Regime where d = o(log n)

Following the similar ideas in [HO25], we also provide several results for d = o(log n). In Section 6.1,
we establish the memory lower bound for four cache matrices when d = o(log n). In Section 6.2,
we establish the memory lower bound for two cache matrices when d = o(log n). In Section 6.3, we
prove the optimality of the SubGen4Cache algorithm. In Section 6.4, we prove the optimality of
the SubGen2Cache algorithm.

6.1 Lower Bound in the Low-Dimensional Regime for Four Cache Matrices

If d = o(log n), our preceding proof breaks down because the JL projection is not able to preserve
the inner products of all pairs of key vectors with high probability. Our technique, however, still
yields the following lower bound with four cache matrices:

Corollary 6.1. If the following conditions hold:

• Let Zn := Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n) as in Definition 3.7.

• Let d ≥ 2 with d = o(log n).

• Let p ≥ 9/10 denote the probability.

Then, there exists

• Any algorithm that can, with probability p, produce a (1± η)-approximation O ∈ Rd of Zn for
η ∈ (0, 1) must use at least Ω(ed · d) bits of memory.

6.2 Lower Bound in the Low-Dimensional Regime for Two Cache Matrices

Similarly, our technique still provides the following lower bound with two cache matrices when
d = o(log n).

Corollary 6.2. If the following conditions hold:

• Let Zn := Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn) as in Definition 3.8.

• Let d ≥ 2 with d = o(log n),

• Let p ≥ 9/10 denote the probability.

Then, there exists

• Any algorithm that can, with probability p, produce a (1± η)-approximation O ∈ Rd of Zn for
η ∈ (0, 1) must use at least Ω(ed · d) bits of memory.
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6.3 Optimality of SubGen4Cache in the Low-Dimensional Regime

The SubGen4Cache algorithm explores the inherent geometric structure of embeddings in low-
dimensional spaces, where data naturally clusters into a limited number of groups. This key insight
allows the algorithm to achieve exponentially better space complexity than would be possible in
higher dimensions, while still maintaining strong approximation guarantees.

Theorem 6.3 (Optimality of SubGen4Cache). If the following conditions hold:

• Let 2 ≤ d = o(log n).

• Define δ := e/3.

• Define r := O(log log n).

• Assume ∥k1,i∥2 ≤ 1 and ∥k2,i∥2 ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [n], where k1,i and k2,i are key embeddings in
Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n).

Then:

• The SubGen4Cache algorithm of Lemma 5.1 approximates the attention function with space
complexity Õ(ded).

Proof. By Lemma 5.4, the key embeddings k1,i and k2,i are (ed, e/3)-clusterable, and so we can
apply Lemma 5.1, the space complexity of the SubGen4Cache algorithm is:

O(dϵ−2 · (d + ed+2 e
3
log logn log n)) = Õ(ded)

The approximation guarantees are as in Lemma 5.1, though with some algebra, they could be
extended to arbitrary absolute error approximation. Combining this with Corollary 6.1, we see that
SubGen4Cache is essentially optimal in the low-dimensional regime for the four cache matrices
case.

6.4 Optimality of SubGen2Cache in the Low-Dimensional Regime

We now demonstrate that the SubGen2Cache algorithm is essentially optimal in the low-dimensional
case.

Theorem 6.4 (Optimality of SubGen2Cache). If the following conditions hold:

• Let 2 ≤ d = o(log n).

• Define δ := e/3.

• Define r := O(log log n).

• Assume ∥k1,i∥2 ≤ 1 and ∥k2,i∥2 ≤ 1 for all i ∈ [n], where k1,i and k2,i are key embeddings

underlying K̃n = K1,n ⊘K2,n in Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn).

Then:

• The SubGen2Cache algorithm of Lemma 5.2 approximates the attention function with space
complexity Õ(ded).
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Proof. By Lemma 5.4, the key embeddings k1,i and k2,i are (ed, e/3)-clusterable, and so we can
apply Lemma 5.2, the space complexity of the SubGen2Cache algorithm is:

O(dϵ−2 · (d + ed+2 e
3
log logn log n)) = Õ(ded).

The approximation guarantees are as in Lemma 5.2, though with some algebra, they could be
extended to arbitrary absolute error approximation. Combining this with Corollary 6.2, we see that
SubGen2Cache is essentially optimal in the low-dimensional regime for the two cache matrices
case.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we have addressed the critical memory challenges posed by the key-value (KV) cache
in the tensor version of Transformers, expanding the foundational space complexity barriers from
standard attention to tensor attention. Through a reduction from communication complexity, we
derived information-theoretic bounds that reveal how memory consumption scales under higher-
order token correlations. Our results demonstrate that when d = Ω(log n), there exists a running
time and memory trade-off between two cache scenarios. The four-cache-matrix case requires
a space lower bound of Ω(nd) and the two-cache-matrix case requires Ω(n2d), while the two-
cache-matrix case computation is faster by Ω(n2d) compared to the four-cache-matrix case. By
underscoring these theoretical and algorithmic insights, we aim to guide the development of more
memory-efficient tensor attention Transformer architectures.
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Appendix

A More Related Work

Large Language Models. Transformer architectures have quickly established themselves as the
prevailing approach for addressing numerous natural language processing (NLP) challenges, owing
to their expandability, adaptability, and capacity to identify intricate linguistic structures [VSP+17].
When these models expand to contain billions or trillions of parameters and undergo training on
extensive, heterogeneous datasets, they are designated as large language models (LLMs) or founda-
tion models [BHA+21]. These LLMs are crafted to broadly apply across various downstream tasks,
exhibiting remarkable versatility and effectiveness. Notable examples include BERT, which trans-
formed contextual language comprehension [DCLT19], PaLM, which demonstrates excellence in
multilingual and multitask functionalities [CND+23], Llama, which is enhanced for more efficient
implementation in academic and commercial settings [TLI+23], along with widely-utilized sys-
tems such as ChatGPT and GPT-4, both of which have advanced the capabilities of conversational
AI [Ope22, Ope23]. These expansive models have shown exceptional transferability across an exten-
sive range of downstream applications, spanning from machine translation and question-answering
to summarization, text generation, and more sophisticated reasoning challenges [BCE+23]. As
LLMs continue to develop, various strategies have emerged to improve their adaptability and tailor
them for particular use cases. A prevalent method involves incorporating adapter modules, which
permit fine-tuning for new tasks without altering the entire model [HysW+22, ZHZ+23, GHZ+23].

Calibration approaches have also been introduced to refine model predictions for enhanced
reliability across diverse inputs and environments [ZWF+21, ZLX+23]. To further enhance the ef-
fectiveness of LLMs in practical applications, multitask fine-tuning has gained significance, allowing
models to be trained simultaneously on multiple related tasks, improving their performance across
these domains [GFC21, VONR+23]. Complementing this are prompt-tuning techniques, where the
input prompt is strategically designed to direct the model’s response, enabling adaptation without
extensive retraining [GFC21, LARC21].

Theoretical Machine Learning. Our research is also informed by the following Machine Learn-
ing Theory work. Several studies examine neural network expressiveness through circuit complexity
theory [LLS+25b, KLL+25b, LLS+24a, CLL+24c, CLL+24a, GKL+25]. Various works focus on op-
timizing algorithms that can enhance neural network training speed [LLSZ24, KLSZ24, DLMS24,
DSWY22, ZPT+22, ZLP+23, DMS23, CLL+25a, SY23, SWYY25, LSS+22, LSX+22, HST+22,
HSW+22, HST+20, BSY23, DSY23, SYYZ25, GSY23, GSY25, GSYZ24, GSWY23, SYZZ24, LSW+24,
LSXY24, HSK+24, HLSL24, CLL+25b, CCL+25, CGL+25]. Additional research analyzes neu-
ral networks through regression frameworks [CLL+24b, GMS23, LSZ23, GSX23, SSZ23, CSS+23,
SYYZ23, SYZ23, SWY23, SYZ23, LLS+25a]. Some researchers employ reinforcement learning to
enhance neural networks [ZCY23, ZCZ+25, LWCY23, LY24, LLY24, LLWY24, LSWY23]. Other
works focus specifically on optimizing attention mechanisms [SXY23, LLS+24b].

Accelerating Attention Mechanisms. The attention mechanism encounters considerable com-
putational hurdles due to its quadratic complexity relative to context length as sequence lengths
increase in contemporary large language models [Ope24, AI24, Ant24]. To address this limi-
tation, researchers have created polynomial kernel approximation methods [AA22] that utilize
low-rank approximations to efficiently compute the attention matrix. These approaches signifi-
cantly enhance computational efficiency, enabling attention layers to function with nearly linear
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time complexity during both training and inference [AS23, AS25]. Such techniques have been
successfully extended to more intricate attention variants, like tensor attention, while preserv-
ing almost linear computational efficiency [AS24b]. [KLL+25a] shows an almost linear time al-
gorithm for enhancing VAR Transformer inference. Additional innovations in this area include
RoPE-based attention mechanisms[AS24a, CHL+24] and privacy-preserving cross-attention tech-
niques [LSSZ24a]. The conv-basis approach presented in [LLS+24b] provides another method to
improve attention computation speed, offering complementary solutions to this performance con-
straint. Researchers have also explored various pruning-based strategies to optimize attention mech-
anisms [LLS+24c, CLS+24, LLSS24, SSZ+25b, SSZ+25a, HYW+24, WHL+24, XHH+24, SSZ+25b].

Gradient Approximation. Low-rank approximation represents a widely adopted approach for
enhancing transformer training by decreasing computational complexity [LSS+24a, LSSZ24b, AS25,
HWSL24, CLS+24, LSS+24b]. Expanding on the low-rank framework introduced in [AS23], which
initially concentrated on forward attention computation, [AS25] extends this method to approxi-
mate attention gradients, effectively reducing the computational cost of gradient calculations. The
research in [LSS+24a] further develops this low-rank gradient approximation for multi-layer trans-
formers, demonstrating that backward computations in such architectures can achieve nearly linear
time complexity. Additionally, [LSSZ24b] generalizes the approach of [AS25] to tensor-based at-
tention models, utilizing forward computation results from [AS24b] to enable efficient training of
tensorized attention mechanisms. Finally, [HWSL24] implements low-rank approximation tech-
niques during the training of Diffusion Transformers (DiTs), illustrating the adaptability of these
methods across various transformer-based architectures.

B Space Lower Bound

In this section, we present our lower bound results for memory usage when computing or approxi-
mating the attention function. Section B.1 and B.2 establish memory lower bounds for computing
the tensor attention function with four cache matrices and two cache matrices respectively. Sec-
tions B.3 and B.4 extend these bounds to approximate algorithms. Sections B.5 and B.6 analyze the
lower bound in the low-dimensional regime (d = o(log n)). Section B.7 defines the covering num-
ber. Section B.8 establishes the inherent clusterability of SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache
algorithms.

B.1 Memory Lower Bound for Four Cache Matrices Case

We now establish a memory lower bound for computing the tensor attention function with four
cache matrices. This result demonstrates that any algorithm achieving high-probability correctness
requires linear memory in both the sequence length and embedding dimension.

Theorem B.1 (Memory Lower bound for Four Cache Matrices case, Formal Version of Theo-
rem 4.1). If the following conditions hold:

• Let Cu > 1 be a universal constant.

• Let d ≥ Cu log n.

• Let the output of any algorithm produces on ∈ Rd where on = Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n).

Then we have:
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• Any algorithm producing on with probability at least 9
10 use Ω(nd) bits of memory.

Proof. We construct a reduction from Index, in which Alice holds a bit string x ∈ {0, 1}n×d and
Bob holds an index (i, j) ∈ [n] × [d]. Alice sends a single message to Bob, whose goal is to output
xij with probability at least 2/3.

We know by Lemma 3.11 that the one-way, randomized communication complexity of this
problem is Ω(nd). Our goal is to design a protocol for Index by using a supposed algorithm A
for calculating the attention function that uses S bits of memory. Having that reduction in place,
Alice simply communicates these S bits of the algorithm’s memory tape to Bob, allowing us to
show that S = Ω(nd), and thus proving the theorem.

Alice Alice begins by inserting the following n quintuples {(qt, k1,t, k2,t, v1,t, v2,t)}nt=1 of vectors
in Rd to A:

• q1, . . . , qn are all the zero vector in Rd.

• k1,1, . . . , k1,n ∈ Rd are calculated as d-dimensional projections of the orthonormal basis
e1, . . . , en of Rn that approximately preserve orthonormality. Specifically, using Lemma 3.5,
we produce vectors such that with probability at least 1 − 1

n it holds for all t ̸= s that:

|k⊤1,tk1,s| ≤ ϵ

and for all t ∈ [n] that:

|k⊤1,tk1,t − 1| ≤ ϵ

• k2,1, . . . , k2,n ∈ Rd are all set to the all-ones vector 1d.

• v1,1, . . . , v1,n ∈ Rd contain the rows of x ∈ {0, 1}n×d, i.e., v1,t = xt for all t ∈ [n].

• v2,1, . . . , v2,n ∈ Rd are all set to the all-ones vector 1d.

After inserting these n quintuples into A, Alice sends A’s memory state of S bits to Bob.

Bob Recall that Bob’s input is an index (i, j) into x.
Bob enters a single quintuple (q, k1,n+1, k2,n+1, v1,n+1, v2,n+1) into A, where:

q := C · k1,i ∈ Rd

k1,n+1 := 0d

k2,n+1 := 0d

v1,n+1 := 0d

v2,n+1 := 0d

where C is a positive value to be determined later.
Now, we claim that Bob can recover the value of xij from the output on+1 that A produces.

We analyze how the softmax distribution concentrates mass in the tensor attention calculation.

on+1 = Attn(qn+1,K1,n+1,K2,n+1, V1,n+1, V2,n+1)

= (V1,n+1 ⊘ V2,n+1)
⊤ · σi((K1,n+1 ⊘K2,n+1) · qn+1)
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Let s := (K1,n+1⊘K2,n+1) · q ∈ R(n+1)2 . For each pair (a, b) ∈ [n+ 1]× [n+ 1] with flattened index
ℓ = (a− 1)(n + 1) + b, we have

sℓ = (k1,a ⊙ k2,b)
⊤q

= C · (k1,a ⊙ k2,b)
⊤ · (k1,i) (1)

where the first step follows from Definition 3.1, and the second step follows from the definition of
q = C · k1,i

Then, we have

sℓ = s(a−1)(n+1)+b

= C · (k1,a ⊙ k2,b)
⊤ · (k1,i)

= C ·
d∑

t=1

(k1,a ⊙ 1d)t · (k1,i)t

=

{
C(1 − ϵ), if a = i

Cϵ, if a ̸= i
(2)

where the first step follows from the definition of ℓ, the second step follows Eq. (1), and the third
step follows from a, b ∈ [n] and k2,b = 1d, and the fourth step follows from Lemma 3.5.

Let ξ := σ(n+1)2(s) ∈ R(n+1)2 . Then our attention becomes

(V1,n+1 ⊘ V2,n+1)
⊤ · ξ =

(n+1)2∑
ℓ=1

ξℓ · (V1,n+1 ⊘ V2,n+1)ℓ

=
n+1∑
a=1

n+1∑
b=1

ξ(a−1)(n+1)+b · (v1,a ⊙ v2,b) (3)

We will focus on the j-th component of the vector.
Then we have,

((V1,n+1 ⊘ V2,n+1)
⊤ · ξ)j =

n+1∑
a=1

n+1∑
b=1

ξ(a−1)(n+1)+b · (v1,a ⊙ v2,b)j

=

n∑
a=1

n∑
b=1

ξ(a−1)(n+1)+b · (xa,j · 1)

=
n∑

a=1

n∑
b=1

ξ(a−1)(n+1)+b · xa,j

=
n∑

a=1

xa,j ·
n∑

b=1

ξ(a−1)(n+1)+b

=

n∑
a=1

xa,j · (

n∑
b=1

e(k1,a⊙k2,b)
⊤·q∑n

a′=1

∑n
b′=1 e

(k1,a′⊙k2,b′ )
⊤·q ) (4)

where the first step follows from Eq. (3), the second step follows from v1,a = xa,∗ for a ∈ [n] and
v2,b = 1d for b ∈ [n], the third step follows from basic algebra, the fourths step follows from basic
algebra, the fifth step follows from Definition 3.7.
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By Eq. (2), we have

n∑
b=1

ξ(a−1)(n+1)+b =


n·eC(1−ϵ)

n·eC(1−ϵ)+n(n−1)·eCϵ , if a = i

n·eCϵ

n·eC(1−ϵ)+n(n−1)·eCϵ , if a ̸= i
(5)

Thus, we have

((V1,n+1 ⊘ V2,n+1)
⊤ · ξ)j = xi,j ·

n∑
b=1

ξ(i−1)(n+1)+b +
∑

a∈[n]\{i}

xa,j ·
n∑

b=1

ξ(a−1)(n+1)+b

= xi,j ·
n · eC(1−ϵ)

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ
+

∑
a∈[n]\{i}

xa,j ·
n · eCϵ

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ

where the first step follows from Eq. (4), and the second step follows from Eq. (5).
Now we consider two cases, xi,j = 0 and xi,j = 1.
Case One xi,j = 0:

((V1,n+1 ⊘ V2,n+1)
⊤ · ξ)j = 0 · n · eC(1−ϵ)

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ
+

∑
a∈[n]\{i}

xa,j ·
n · eCϵ

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ

=
∑

a∈[n]\{i}

xa,j ·
n · eCϵ

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ

≤ n · n · eCϵ

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ

=
n2 · eCϵ

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ
:= δ

where the first step follows from basic algebra, the second step follows from basic algebra, the third
step follows from

∑
a∈[n]\{i} xa,j ≤ (n− 1), and the fourth step follows from basic algebra.

Case Two xi,j = 1:

((V1,n+1 ⊘ V2,n+1)
⊤ · ξ)j = 1 · n · eC(1−ϵ)

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ
+

∑
a∈[n]\{i}

xa,j ·
n · eCϵ

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ

≥ n · eC(1−ϵ)

n · eC(1−ϵ) + n(n− 1) · eCϵ
:= ∆

where the first step follows from basic algebra, the second step follows from the basic lower bound
definition.

For Bob to distinguish two cases, we need to compare the upper bound of case one with the
lower bound of case two.

Since both δ and ∆ have the same denominator, they both have an n factor in the numerator.
Thus, if the final goal is to show δ < ∆, it is sufficient to show

n · eCϵ < eC(1−ϵ)

The above equation is equivalent to

n < eC(1−2ϵ)
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which is further equivalent to

C >
lnn

1 − 2ϵ
(6)

When n ≥ 3 and ϵ ∈ (0, 0.1), we choose C = 2 lnn, which we automatically satisfy Eq. (6),
allowing Bob to correctly determine the j-th component of the attention output.

Then we conclude the overall bits communicated is equal to the memory of A, which is Ω(nd)
bits.

Thus, we complete the proof.

B.2 Memory Lower Bound for Two Cache Matrices Case

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem B.2.

Theorem B.2 (Memory Lower Bound for Two Cache Matrices case, Formal Version of Theo-
rem 4.2). If the following conditions hold:

• Let Cu > 1 be a universal constant.

• Let d ≥ Cu log n.

• Let the output of any algorithm produces on ∈ Rd where on = Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn), where K̃n =
K1,n ⊘K2,n and Ṽn = V1,n ⊘ V2,n.

Then we have:

• Any algorithm producing on with probability at least 9
10 must use at least Ω(n2d) bits of

memory.

Proof. We construct a reduction from the Index communication problem. In this context, Alice
holds a bit string x ∈ {0, 1}n2×d (which can be viewed as an n2 × d matrix), and Bob holds an
index pair (i, j) ∈ [n2]× [d]. Alice sends a single message to Bob, whose goal is to output xi,j with
probability at least 2/3. The communication complexity of this problem is Ω(n2d).

Let A be a streaming algorithm for calculating the tensor attention function using S bits of
memory. We will show that S = Ω(n2d) by constructing a protocol for the Index problem using
A.

Alice: Alice inserts the following n2 triples {(qt, k̃t, ṽt)}n
2

t=1 into the streaming algorithm A:

• q1, . . . , qn2 are all the zero vector in Rd.

• k̃1, . . . , k̃n2 ∈ Rd are calculated before the protocol starts using the JL lemma to produce
vectors such that with probability at least 1 − 1

n2 it holds for all i ̸= j that:

|k̃Ti k̃j | ≤ ϵ

and for all i ∈ [n2] that:

|k̃Ti k̃i − 1| ≤ ϵ

• ṽ1, . . . , ṽn2 ∈ Rd contain the rows of x ∈ {0, 1}n2×d. In other words:

Ṽn2 := x
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After inserting these n2 triples into A, Alice sends its memory state (S bits) to Bob.
Bob: With the index (i, j) ∈ [n2] × [d], Bob enters a single triple (q, k̃n2+1, ṽn2+1) into A:

q := C · k̃i
k̃n2+1 := 0d

ṽn2+1 := 0d

where C is a positive value to be determined later.
Now, Bob can recover the value of xi,j from the output on2+1 that A produces:

on2+1 = Attn(q, K̃n2+1, Ṽn2+1) = Ṽ ⊤
n2+1 · σn2+1(K̃n2+1 · q)

Starting with s := K̃n2+1 · q ∈ Rn2+1, we know with probability at least 1 − 1
n2 that:

sℓ ≤ Cϵ for ℓ ̸= i and si ≥ C(1 − ϵ)

Let ξ := σn2+1(s) ∈ Rn2+1. The softmax vector ξ “spikes” at index i, which allows Bob to
extract xi,j via the value matrix. The j-th entry is as follows with ṽn2+1 = 0d..

(Ṽ ⊤
n2+1 · ξ)j =

n2+1∑
ℓ=1

ξℓ · (ṽℓ)j =

n2∑
ℓ=1

ξℓ · xℓ,j

Then, we have two cases: xi,j = 0 and xi,j = 1.
Case One xi,j = 0:

n2∑
ℓ=1

ξℓ · xℓ,j = 0 · ξi +
∑

ℓ∈[n2]\{i}

ξℓ · xℓ,j

=
∑

ℓ∈[n2]\{i}

ξℓ · xℓ,j

≤
∑

ℓ∈[n2]\{i}

ξℓ

where the first step follows from substitution, the second step follows from basic algebra, and the
third step follows from xℓ,j ≤ 1.

Then, we can further show that ∑
ℓ∈[n2]\{i}

ξℓ = 1 − ξi

= 1 − esi∑n2

ℓ=1 e
sℓ

=

∑n2

ℓ=1 e
sℓ − esi∑n2

ℓ=1 e
sℓ

=

∑
ℓ∈[n2]\{i} e

sℓ∑n2

ℓ=1 e
sℓ

where the first step follows from basic algebra, the second step follows from the definition of ξi, the
third step follows from basic algebra, and the fourth step follows from basic summation rules.
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Given that sℓ ≤ Cϵ for ℓ ̸= i and si ≥ C(1 − ϵ), we can bound this as:∑
ℓ∈[n2]\{i} e

sℓ∑n2

ℓ=1 e
sℓ

≤ n2 · eCϵ

eC(1−ϵ) + n2 · eCϵ
:= δ

Case Two xi,j = 1: By substituting xi,j = 1, we can have

n2∑
ℓ=1

ξℓ · xℓ,j = ξi +
∑

ℓ∈[n2]\{i}

ξℓ · xℓ,j

Since ξi = esi∑n2

ℓ=1 e
sℓ

, we can establish a lower bound:

n2∑
ℓ=1

ξℓ · xℓ,j ≥ ξi

=
esi∑n2

ℓ=1 e
sℓ

≥ eC(1−ϵ)

eC(1−ϵ) + n2 · eCϵ
:= ∆

where the first step follows from basic inequality, the second step follows from the definition of ξi,
the third step follows from si ≥ C(1 − ϵ).

For Bob to distinguish two cases, we need to compare the upper bound of case one with the
lower bound of case two.

Since both δ and ∆ have the same denominator, if the final goal is to show δ < ∆, it is sufficient
to show

n2 · eCϵ < eC(1−ϵ)

The above equation is equivalent to

n2 < eC(1−2ϵ)

which is further equivalent to

C >
2 lnn

1 − 2ϵ
(7)

When n ≥ 3 and ϵ ∈ (0, 0.1), we choose C = 4 lnn, which we automatically satisfy Eq. (7),
allowing Bob to determine the j-th component of the attention output correctly.

Then we conclude the overall bits communicated is equal to the memory of A, which is Ω(n2d)
bits.

Thus, we complete the proof.

This theorem demonstrates that precomputing the tensor structure in two cache matrices incurs
a memory cost of Ω(n2d), a quadratic increase over the four-matrix case, highlighting the trade-off
between preprocessing and space complexity in attention-based computations.
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B.3 Lower Bound on Approximation Algorithms for Four Cache Matrices Case

We now extend the result to the approximate computation of the attention function with four cache
matrices. Using the similar idea as Theorem 8 in [HO25], we can show the following result.

Corollary B.3 (Approximation Algorithm Lower bound for Four Cache Matrices, Formal Version
of Corollary 4.4). If the following conditions hold:

• Let Zn := Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n) as in Definition 3.7.

• Let d = Ω(log n).

Then we have:

• Any algorithm that can, with probability at least 9/10, produce an output O ∈ Rd that is a
(1 ± η)-approximation of Zn for η ∈ (0, 1) must use at least Ω(nd) bits of memory.

B.4 Lower Bound on Approximation Algorithms for Two Cache Matrices Case

Next, we consider the approximate computation of the attention function with two cache matrices.
Using the similar idea as Theorem 8 in [HO25], we can show the following result.

Corollary B.4 (Approximation Algorithm Lower bound for Two Cache Matrices, Formal Version
of Corollary 4.5). If the following conditions hold:

• Let Zn := Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn) as in Definition 3.8.

• Let d = Ω(log n).

Then we have:

• Any algorithm that can, with probability at least 9/10, produce an output O ∈ Rd that is a
(1 ± η)-approximation of Zn for η ∈ (0, 1) must use at least Ω(nd) bits of memory.

B.5 Lower Bound in the Low-Dimensional Regime for Four Cache Matrices
Case

Using the similar idea as Corollary 9 in [HO25], we can provide the following lower bound with two
cache matrices when d = o(log n).

Corollary B.5. Let Zn := Attn(qn,K1,n,K2,n, V1,n, V2,n) as in Definition 3.7, and d ≥ 2 with
d = o(log n). Any algorithm that can, with probability at least 9/10, produce a (1±η)-approximation
O ∈ Rd of Zn for η ∈ (0, 1) must use at least Ω(ed · d) bits of memory.

This corollary establishes a fundamental limit on memory efficiency in the low-dimensional
regime, showing an exponential dependence on d. It suggests that sublinear space complexity in n
may be achievable, prompting exploration of algorithms tailored to this setting.

B.6 Lower Bound in the Low-Dimensional Regime for Two Cache Matrices
Case

Using the similar idea as Corollary 9 in [HO25], we can provide the following lower bound with two
cache matrices when d = o(log n).

Corollary B.6. Let Zn := Attn(qn, K̃n, Ṽn) as in Definition 3.8, and d ≥ 2 with d = o(log n). Any
algorithm that can, with probability at least 9/10, produce a (1 ± η)-approximation O ∈ Rd of Zn

for η ∈ (0, 1) must use at least Ω(ed · d) bits of memory.
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B.7 Definition of Covering Number

To analyze clusterability in low-dimensional spaces, we introduce the covering number, a geometric
concept that quantifies the complexity of covering a set with balls of a given radius. This definition,
adapted from [Wu17], supports our subsequent bounds.

Definition B.7 (Covering Number, [Wu17]). Define the covering number N(Θ, ∥ · ∥, δ) of a set Θ
with respect to a norm ∥ · ∥ and a radius δ as the minimum number of ∥ · ∥-balls of radius δ needed
to cover Θ.

The covering number provides a tool to estimate the number of clusters required for a dataset,
linking geometric properties to algorithmic efficiency in low-dimensional settings.

B.8 Clusterability of SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache Algorithm

Similarly [HO25], we use the covering number, we establish the inherent clusterability of points in
low-dimensional spaces.

Lemma B.8 (Clusterability of SubGen4Cache and SubGen2Cache Algorithms, Formal Version
of Lemma 5.4). If the following conditions hold:

• Let x1, . . . , xn ∈ Rd be a set of n points in d-dimensional space such that ∥xi∥2 ≤ 1 for all
i ∈ [n].

Then:

• This set is (m, δ) clusterable for m = ⌈ed⌉ and δ = e/3.

Proof. Lemma 5.3 states that we can cover the unit-ball with at most (3δ )d = ed balls of radius
δ. We then partition the unit ball into m clusters by assigning each point to a ball that contains
it.
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