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Abstract. As inference-time scaling becomes critical for enhanced reasoning capabilities, it is
increasingly becoming important to build models that are efficient to infer. We introduce Nemotron-
H, a family of 8B and 56B/47B hybrid Mamba-Transformer models designed to reduce inference cost
for a given accuracy level. To achieve this goal, we replace the majority of self-attention layers in the
common Transformer model architecture with Mamba layers that perform constant computation and
require constant memory per generated token. We show that Nemotron-H models offer either better
or on-par accuracy compared to other similarly-sized state-of-the-art open-sourced Transformer
models (e.g., Qwen-2.5-7B/72B and Llama-3.1-8B/70B), while being up to 3x faster at inference.
To further increase inference speed and reduce the memory required at inference time, we created
Nemotron-H-47B-Base from the 56B model using a new compression via pruning and distillation
technique called MiniPuzzle. Nemotron-H-47B-Base achieves similar accuracy to the 56B model,
but is 20% faster to infer. In addition, we introduce an FP8-based training recipe and show that it
can achieve on par results with BF16-based training. This recipe is used to train the 56B model. All
Nemotron-H models will be released, with support in Hugging Face, NeMo, and Megatron-LM.

1. Introduction

Attention (Vaswani et al., 2023) traditionally has been the powerhouse of large language models
(LLMs). Yet, to generate one token during auto-regressive inference, the self-attention layer must
perform computation that scales linearly with the number of tokens seen so far since it models
interactions between all pairs of tokens in a sequence (potentially in a causal way); as a result, self-
attention layers also have to store state in a KV cache during inference that is linearly proportional to
the number of tokens in the sequence (Kwon et al., 2023). Recent reasoning LLMs, however, exhibit
inference-time scaling, where generating more tokens at inference time can improve the quality of
model responses (OpenAl, 2025; DeepSeek-Al, 2025a). Thus, attention layers can fundamentally
limit overall model intelligence.

To address this issue, much recent work has proposed alternative architectures (Katharopoulos et al.,
2020; Beltagy et al., 2020; Gu & Dao, 2024; Dao & Gu, 2024). One such example is a series of
hybrid models that replace the majority of the self-attention layers in the standard Transformer
architecture with more efficient layers (e.g., Mamba, Mamba-2, or sliding-window attention layers)
that have sub-linear or even constant compute and memory requirements. Recent work has shown
hybrid models to be competitive with more traditional Transformer architectures (Waleffe et al.,
2024; Lieber et al., 2024; DeepMind, 2025).

Motivated by improving inference efficiency, we introduce the Nemotron-H family of hybrid Mamba-
Transformer models. The Nemotron-H models consist of a mixture of Mamba-2, self-attention and
MLP layers, and achieve state-of-the-art accuracy and improved inference speed when compared
to open-sourced Transformer models of similar size (Figure 1). The Nemotron-H family has a
series of 8-billion-parameter models (Nemotron-H-8B-Base, Nemotron-H-8B-Instruct, Nemotron-
H-8B-VLM), and a series of 47/56-billion-parameter models (Nemotron-H-47B-Base, Nemotron-
H-56B-Base, Nemotron-H-56B-VLM) that offer either better or on-par accuracy compared to
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Figure 1 | MMLU-Pro accuracy (Wang et al., 2024) versus per-GPU inference throughput for
Nemotron-H-56B/47B-Base compared to existing similarly-sized Transformer models. Nemotron-H
models provide state-of-the-art accuracy and inference time speedups.

Qwen-2.5-7B /Llama-3.1-8B and Qwen-2.5-72B/Llama-3.1-70B, respectively. For example, Nemotron-
H-56B-Base outperforms Llama-3.1-70B on 16 out of 17 tasks that we evaluated (§2.5). With larger

sequences (65536 input sequence length, 1024 output tokens), we measure up to 3x higher inference
throughput on NVIDIA H100 GPUs.

To achieve the above results, we pre-train Nemotron-H models on up to 20 trillion tokens of
high-quality curated and synthetically-generated data (Su et al., 2024; Akter et al., 2024). Nemotron-
H-56B-Base is the first Nemotron model to be fully pre-trained using a FP8-based recipe. Our recipe,
called per-tensor current scaling, is coarse grained and involves quantizing entire tensors using a
single scaling factor. This factor is chosen to preserve the largest value in the given tensor; any value
too small to fit in the desired FP8 format is flushed to zero. In addition, we find it important for
training stability and convergence to leave the first and last 4 GEMMs of the model in BF16. In
smaller ablations with 8B-parameter models on token horizons up to 15 trillion tokens, we show that
FP8 per-tensor scaling can reach equal or better downstream task accuracy compared to BF16.

To efficiently tailor Nemotron-H models for different deployment scenarios, we introduce a new
compression via pruning and distillation paradigm, called MiniPuzzle, that combines the simplicity
of Minitron (Sreenivas et al., 2024) and the versatility of Puzzle (Bercovich et al., 2024). MiniPuzzle
can be used to turn a larger model into a smaller model satisfying specific memory, parameter count,
or latency constraints. We use MiniPuzzle to distill Nemotron-H-56B-Base to Nemotron-H-47B-Base,
using only 63 billion training tokens and FP8 training. Nemotron-H-47B-Base can be deployed in
FP4 precision on a single NVIDIA RTX 5090 GPU with 32GiB of memory (Nemotron-H-56B-Base’s
model weights would require roughly 29.5GiB alone, limiting maximum context size).

The Nemotron-H base models can also be effectively post-trained to produce models with high
accuracies on vision-language, instruction following, and long-context (e.g., RULER) benchmarks.
Vision-Language Models (VLMs) based on both Nemotron-H-8B and Nemotron-H-56B have already
been used to develop very strong reasoning models for physical Al as part of the Cosmos-Reasonl
project (NVIDIA et al., 2025).

Overall, the Nemotron-H family of models demonstrates that hybrid models can be state-of-the-art in
terms of capabilities while offering improved inference speed. Moreover, we believe FP8 pre-training
and compression techniques like MiniPuzzle can make it cheaper and more efficient to create such
models. To enable further research, we are releasing the models discussed in this report.

The rest of this technical report is organized as follows:
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Figure 2 | Nemotron-H-8B/56B model architectures. Roughly 8% of the total layers in the model
are self-attention layers; these layers are evenly dispersed throughout the model. The rest of the
model is made up of alternating Mamba-2 and FFN layers.

o In §2, we discuss the Nemotron-H model architecture and the pre-training process (including
details on the pre-training dataset and FP8 recipe used).

e In §3, we describe the pruning and distillation methods used for model compression.

e In §4, we introduce the vision-language models based on the Nemotron-H models.

e In §5, we show that Nemotron-H models can be extended to create competitive instruct and
long-context versions.

2. Base Models and Pre-Training

In this section, we discuss the Nemotron-H-8B-Base and Nemotron-H-56B-Base model architectures,
as well as key details in the pre-training process used to produce these models. We also compare
Nemotron-H-8B/56B-Base with existing open-source state-of-the-art Transformer models on both
accuracy (on common benchmark tasks used for base models) and inference speed.

2.1. Model Architecture

Nemotron-H models consist of a mixture of Mamba-2 (Dao & Gu, 2024), self-attention, and FFN
layers as summarized in Figure 2 and Table 1. As suggested by prior work (Waleffe et al., 2024),
we set the number of attention layers to be roughly 8% of the total number of layers and evenly
disperse them throughout the model. This amounts to 4 self-attention layers (out of 52 layers) for
Nemotron-H-8B and 10 for Nemotron-H-56B (out of 118 layers). The rest of the layers consist of an
even split between FFN and Mamba-2 layers. We also ensure that a) the first layer in the model is a
Mamba-2 layer, b) the last layer in the model is a FFN layer, and c) self-attention layers always
precede FFN layers (as they do in a standard Transformer block like in Vaswani et al. (2023)).

We use a hidden dimension of 4096 for Nemotron-H-8B and 8192 for Nemotron-H-56B. For our
smaller model, we use FFN hidden dimension of 21504, 32 attention query heads, and Mamba-2 state
dimension of 128; for the larger model, we use FFN hidden dimension of 32768, 64 attention query
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Number of Model FFN Q KV State Mamba
Model . . . . . .
layers dimension dimension heads heads dimension groups
Nemotron-H-8B 52 4096 21504 32 8 128 8
Nemotron-H-56B 118 8192 32768 64 8 256 8

Table 1 | Summary of the Nemotron-H hybrid Mamba-Transformer architectures.

heads, and Mamba-2 state dimension of 256. Both models use Grouped-Query Attention (Ainslie
et al., 2023) with 8 key-value heads, 8 Mamba-2 groups, and squared ReLU (So et al., 2022) activation
for FFN layers. We do not use any position embeddings. For Mamba-2 layers, we retain the default
values for head dimension (64), expansion factor (2), and window size for convolution (4). We also
use RMSNorm (Zhang & Sennrich, 2019) for normalization, separate embedding and output layer
weights, and no dropout. We do not use bias weights for linear layers. We include a residual skip
connection around each Mamba-2, self-attention, and FFN layer in the architecture.

Nemotron-T-8B Transformer baseline. To compare Nemotron-H-8B-Base to a Transformer
model in an apples-to-apples fashion, we also trained Nemotron-T-8B-Base on exactly the same
data. The Nemotron-T-8B architecture follows the style of GPT-3 (Brown et al., 2020). We use 32
Transformer layers (each has a self-attention layer followed by a FFN layer). As for Nemotron-H-8B,
we use a hidden dimension of 4096, 32 query heads, GQA with 8 kev-value heads, a FFN hidden
dimension of 21504, squared ReLU activation, RMSNorm, no bias weights for linear layers, no
dropout, and separate parameters for model embeddings and output layer weights. We use RoPE
for position embeddings (Su et al., 2023).

2.2. Pre-Training Data

Nemotron-H-8B-Base and Nemotron-H-56B-Base are pre-trained on a large corpus of high-quality
curated and synthetically-generated data.

2.2.1. Curated Data

We have separate data curation pipelines for four broad data categories: general web crawl data,
math data, code data, and “academic” data. We discuss each in turn next.

Web crawl data. For Nemotron-H, we made several key innovations in our processing of English
Common Crawl data compared to Nemotron-4 (Parmar et al., 2024; NVIDIA, 2024); these innovations
substantially improved data quality. For full details on how this dataset was prepared and various
ablations, please refer to the dedicated paper (Su et al., 2024). We provide a brief summary here.

We focus primarily on extracting as many high quality tokens as possible, so that we can train
Nemotron-H for long token horizons (e.g., 15 trillion or more tokens). As is common, we begin
with HTML-to-text extraction, language filtering, global fuzzy de-duplication, and exact substring
de-duplication. At this stage, however, we deviate from the norm and employ an ensemble of three
model-based classifiers to bucket each document into five quality categories. By using an ensemble,
we obtain a larger and more diverse set of high-quality tokens compared to approaches that use a
single model-based classifier. To retain as many high-quality tokens as possible, we apply heuristic
and perplexity filters to the low, medium-low, and medium quality buckets. We also rephrase the
low-quality tokens to boost their quality; §2.2.2 describes the synthetic data generation pipeline.

The resulting dataset consists of 6.3 trillion tokens, including 4.4 trillion globally de-duplicated
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Quality label Tokens (billions) Tokens (%)

High 554 8.8
Medium-High 505 8.1
Medium 2026 324
Medium-Low 896 14.3
Low 403 6.4
Synthetic-High 1536 24.6
Synthetic-Low 336 5.4

Table 2 | Quality distribution of the 6.3 trillion English Common Crawl tokens.
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Figure 3 | MMLU scores for 8B-parameter models trained for 1 trillion tokens. Compared to DCLM,
our methods enable us to either create a 4x larger dataset of similar quality or increase the MMLU
using a high quality subset of the tokens. Having a larger dataset (in terms of unique tokens), is
crucial when training over long horizons (e.g., 15 or 20 trillion tokens).

“real” tokens and 1.9 trillion tokens of rephrased synthetic data. The quality distribution is shown
in Table 2. As shown in Figure 3, our dataset results in higher-quality models compared to other
leading English Common Crawl preparations like DCLM (Li et al., 2024) and FineWeb-Edu (Penedo
et al., 2024): using a high-quality subset increases MMLU by 5.6 points over DCLM, whereas using
the full dataset without any weighting of quality buckets achieves comparable accuracy to DCLM
while having 4x more unique tokens. Having more unique tokens enables pre-training over longer
token horizons without having to do more than 4 to 8 epochs over the full dataset. Higher epoch
counts lead to diminishing returns (Muennighoff et al., 2024; Feng et al., 2024).

For the benefit of the community, we have publicly released the dataset (as Nemotron-CC') under
the Common Crawl terms of use.

Math data. To ensure that technical pages in Common Crawl retain their mathematical content,
we leverage the recipe and code base from Paster et al. (2023). We also find it essential to apply this
recipe to other high-quality data sources such as Wikipedia. We found that a smaller, higher-quality
dataset led to a larger improvement on relevant benchmarks, similar to FineMath (Allal et al., 2025).

"https://data.commoncrawl .org/contrib/Nemotron/Nemotron-CC/index.html.
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Source Raw tokens Prompt Synthetic tokens

Low 403.0 Wikipedia 336.3
Wikipedia 372.9
Diverse QA Pairs 499.5

High 451.3 Distill 157.6
Extract Knowledge 303.6
Knowledge List 203.2

Table 3 | Synthetic data token counts (billions) for web crawl, generated with the instruct version of
Mistral NeMo 12B.

Code data. We pre-train Nemotron-H models with a considerable number of code tokens. We
started from our previous work on Nemotron-4 (Parmar et al., 2024; NVIDIA, 2024), and chose to
reduce the number of tokens in markup and configuration languages such as HIT'ML, Markdown,
YAML, CSS, JSON, and Makefile. Tokens that would have previously come from these languages
are instead taken from popular languages like Python, C++, C, and Java.

Academic data. The Nemotron-H pre-training dataset contains additional tokens gathered from
“high information” English texts, including permissively-licensed books and articles. We utilize
examples across a wide variety of domains (e.g., science, math, humanities, law, and engineering) and
a large range of document types including peer-reviewed journal publications, textbooks, published
novels, and patent documents.

As the original data formats of these documents range widely—including EPuB, HTML, XML, plain
text, PDF, LaTeX, and markdown—we write custom functions to parse text from the input format
into a standardized output format. We maintain appropriate formatting in markdown or LaTeX for
complex segments like tables, lists, and equations. We utilize Eclair (Karmanov et al., 2025) for
PDF-to-text extraction. We also develop specialized heuristic filters to remove extraneous information
contained within headers or footers of pages. We then apply the Nemotron-4 heuristic and perplexity
filters to remove low-quality documents from the set of documents used for pre-training.

In order to better weight examples from these sources in our final data blend, we developed classifiers
to rate documents on their educational content and difficulty. We also try to determine each
document’s domain (one of biology, business, chemistry, computer science, economics, engineering,
history, law, mathematics, medicine, philosophy, physics, psychology, or other). For educational
content, we rated all documents on a numerical scale from 0 (no educational information) to 3
(highly relevant educational information). For educational difficulty, we categorized documents with
high educational content into the following levels: elementary school, middle school, high school,
undergraduate, and graduate. We were able to use these buckets (e.g., “biology at the undergraduate
level with high educational content”) to determine document weights (§2.2.3). As expected, we
found increasing the weight of highly educational content in important domains at the high school /
undergraduate levels to be most helpful.

2.2.2. Synthetically-Generated Data

We also synthetically generate data to de-noise low-quality data and to increase the diversity of
tokens given to the model. We use different processing pipelines to synthetically re-write web crawl,
math, and code data.
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Web crawl data. We found rephrasing text by LLMs to be an effective way to reduce noise and
errors in low-quality crawl data, and produce additional variants of high-quality data with new
unique tokens. This leads to better results on downstream tasks.

We rephrased our low-quality data using the “medium Wikipedia” prompt from Maini et al. (2024).
For high-quality documents, we generated synthetic data using four additional prompts:

1. Diverse question-answer (QA) pairs. Ask questions in various forms (e.g., yes/no question,
open-ended question, multi-choice question) about factual information in the text.

2. Distill. Rewrite the text into a concise and clear passage.

Extract knowledge. Rewrite knowledge from the text and disregard uninformative content.

4. Knowledge list. Extract key information from the text as an organized list.

w

These prompts required the model to provide clear and concise responses while preserving factual
information and concrete details such as numbers. In total, we generated over 1.8 trillion synthetic
tokens using the instruct version of Mistral NeMo 12B. The breakdown of source and generated
tokens by quality and prompt is shown in Table 3. The full details of this synthetic data generation,
including the prompts used, have been published separately in Su et al. (2024).

Math data. We use synthetic data to enhance mathematical reasoning benchmarks like GSM8K
and MATH (Cobbe et al., 2021; Hendrycks et al., 2021b), as detailed in Akter et al. (2024).
We expand OpenWebMath (Paster et al., 2023) from 14 billion to over 100 billion tokens using
Nemotron-4-340B (NVIDIA, 2024), yielding an 18-point improvement on GSM8K in controlled
experiments.

To achieve this, we start with technical pre-training documents from Common Crawl and leverage
Nemotron-4-340B to generate dialogues, where a knowledgeable persona guides a less-experienced
one (e.g., an interaction between student and teacher). This approach aligns with insights from
the Physics of Language Models series (Allen-Zhu & Li, 2024), and incorporates strategies such as
presenting incorrect answers alongside corrections. By structuring content as learning interactions,
our method distills broad knowledge from public language models without overfitting to benchmarks.

Code data. With the goal of adding diverse code data centered around problem solving, we
chose to synthetically generate mixed natural language and code datasets across 11 programming
languages, e.g., Python, C++, C, C#, and Java. To do this, we prompted Mixtral 8x22B to generate
a programming problem inspired by sampled pieces of source code from our curated code dataset.
The samples range from 1 to 15 lines of code (LOC), and typically are just a small function. We
also prompted Mixtral 8x22B to solve the generated problems and removed clearly invalid solutions
on a minimal-effort basis. For example, we extracted the Python code generated by the model
and attempted to parse it into an abstract syntax tree (AST), discarding samples which fail to
parse. Finally, to form a sample for training, we combined the generated problem and answer into a
single sample which is a mix of natural language instruction, generated code (typically enclosed in a
markdown code block), and usually an explanation of the approach.

SFT-style data. We further add synthetic SFT-style data to the pre-training corpus; this
improves the ability of base models to follow instructions. We use the Qwen2.5 series, Mixtral
8x22B, Nemotron-4-340B, and DeepSeek-R1 (only for 56B) models to produce these datasets. We
improve math abilities following the pipeline presented in OpenMathInstruct-2 (Toshniwal et al.,
2024) using carefully curated seed data such as AoPS?. We also synthesize code data using the
approach proposed in Genetic Instruct (Majumdar et al., 2024), with tigerbot-leetcode® and

’https://artofproblemsolving. com.
Shttps://huggingface.co/datasets/TigerResearch/tigerbot-kaggle-leetcodesolutions-en-2k.



https://artofproblemsolving.com
https://huggingface.co/datasets/TigerResearch/tigerbot-kaggle-leetcodesolutions-en-2k

Nemotron-H: A Family of Accurate and Efficient Hybrid Mamba-Transformer Models

multilingual

5.0%

multilingual
3.7%

crawl++ crawl++
4.0% 7.0%
academic academic  / M
8.8% 12.0% 40.7%
code b |
web craw
20.0% -

t 59.0%
wiki
2.9%

(a) Data mixture of Phase 1. (b) Data mixture of Phase 2.

SFT-style web craw!
12.6% 13.5%
multilingual web crawl SFT-style
37 32.7% 31.8% math

crawl++
7.0%

Qo/

multilingual
3.7%

academic
12.0%

crawl++ code
7.0% 20.0%
code academic
200% 0 = 1.1% 12.0%

(c) Data mixture of Phase 3. (d) Data mixture of Phase 4.

Figure 4 | Data mixtures for each phase of Nemotron-H pre-training.

the-stack-v2? as seed data. In order to equip the base model with high-quality general knowledge,
we generate question-solution pairs with selected topics and domain-specific documents. In total, we
add 230 billion synthetic SFT-style tokens (174 billion math tokens, 35 billion code tokens, and 21
billion tokens with general knowledge) to the training corpus.

2.2.3. Data Mixture and Ordering

Our data mixture consists of seven high-level data categories: web crawl, math, wikipedia, code,
academic, crawl++, multilingual, and synthetic SFT-style data. Crawl++ consists of web-crawl
derivatives like OpenWebText, BigScience and Reddit. Our multilingual data has nine languages:
German, Spanish, French, Italian, Portuguese, Chinese, Japanese, Korean, and Russian. We design
the data mixtures in such a way that all data sources of a given quality are weighed similarly, and
data sources of higher quality are weighed higher than data sources of lower quality. We provide
more details on estimating the quality of datasets in Feng et al. (2024).

We use a phased data-blending approach (Feng et al., 2024) to pre-train both Nemotron-H base
models. In the first phase, we use a data mixture that promotes diversity in data; in the second
and third phases, we primarily use high-quality datasets (e.g., Wikipedia). We switch to the second
phase at the 60% point of training, and to the third phase at the 80% point of training. The fourth
phase is performed for the last 380 billion training tokens. The data mixtures used in each phase
are shown in Figure 4. Our initial experiments on a 8-billion-parameter model trained on 1 trillion
tokens show that a phased approach for pre-training outperforms random data ordering by 3.4%.

‘https://huggingface.co/datasets/bigcode/the-stack-v2.
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Figure 5 | The relative training loss gap between a pair of 8B-parameter Transformer models trained
for 3 trillion tokens in BF16 and FP8. The gap is initially large, then shrinks, and then grows again
in the last stage of training.

2.3. FP8 Recipe

Nemotron-H-56B-Base was pre-trained using layer-wise mixed precision: all linear layers in the
model (including both linear layers in FFN blocks and the QKV / output projection in the attention
block) were computed in FP8 precision, except the first 4 and last 4 layers, which were kept in BF16.
We quantized both the forward and backward passes of the linear layers. As in Micikevicius et al.
(2022), we use a hybrid FP8 approach which uses E4M3 for weight and activation tensors, and E5M2
for the gradient tensors.

We used FP8 per-tensor dynamic quantization, which has several steps: we first compute a quantiza-
tion scale (with a check for division by zero); then, we multiply the input tensor with the quantization
scale and cast it to the desired FP8 format. The quantization scale is computed as a ratio of the
maximum representable value for that FP8 data format divided by the maximum absolute value of
the input tensor.

We observed that the log-likelihood loss curves for FP8 pre-training experiments were almost always
higher than for their BF16 counterparts, but by a surprisingly small amount, with typical relative
gaps less than 0.1% on both training and validation. This loss gap tended to decrease as training
progressed but then widened in the last quarter of training. We conjecture that this is because
extremely small gradient updates, which dominate the latter parts of training, get flushed to zero
despite operating in ESM2. Figure 5 shows a typical relative loss gap between a BF16 and FPS8
experiment during pre-training.

Despite the marginally worse loss curves, we observed that downstream evaluations for models trained
with FP8 were as good or better than BF16 experiments. Log likelihood, which has traditionally
served as a proxy for downstream task, was not a reliable predictor in our experiments; in fact, we
often observed models with better loss curves to perform worse on downstream evaluation tasks.

For coding and math tasks, experiments using per-tensor current scaling often had results that
were substantially better than BF16 experiments. Figure 6 shows the accuracy gap between two
8B-parameter Transformers trained for 15 trillion tokens, with one trained in FP8 and the other in
BF16. Because of the equal or better downstream results on the same token horizon, we never had
to overtrain FP8 models relative to BF16 ones. We ran evaluations in both BF16 and FP8 precision
for models trained in FP8; they were typically the same, with BF16 evaluations usually slightly
better. However, for the 56B model, the FP8 evaluations eventually outperformed the BF16 ones.
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Figure 6 | Downstream task accuracies for a pair of 8B-parameter Transformer models trained on
15 trillion tokens with BF16 and mixed precision FP8. FP8 accuracies are consistently equal to or
better than BF16 ones. The jump in accuracies at 9 trillion tokens is a result of switching data
mixtures from Phase 1 to Phase 2.

We found it very important to do verification on a minimum of 8B parameters when constructing our
FPS8 recipe, as results with smaller models did not generalize. All experiments used token horizons
of at least 1 trillion tokens.

2.4. Pre-Training

We trained Nemotron-H-8B-Base on a token horizon of 15 trillion tokens and Nemotron-H-56B-Base
on a token horizon of 20 trillion tokens. We used a sequence length of 8192 and global batch size of
768 (6291456 tokens per batch). We do not use any batch size ramp-up. For Nemotron-H-8B-Base,
we used a peak learning rate of 8-10~* and warmup over 8.3 billion tokens; for Nemotron-H-56B-Base,
we used a peak learning rate of 4 - 10~* and warmup over 25 billion tokens. In both cases, we used
cosine learning rate decay with a minimum value equal to 1% of the peak value, weight decay of 0.1,
and 0.9 and 0.95 for Adam (; and fs, respectively

We pre-train Nemotron-H using Megatron-LM?; we rely on Transformer Engine® for FP8 support.
We use 8-way tensor model parallelism (Shoeybi et al., 2020) with sequence parallelism (Korthikanti
et al., 2022) for additional memory savings, and 768-way data parallelism with optimizer state
distributed over the data-parallel replicas (Rajbhandari et al., 2020).

Shttps://github.com/nvidia/megatron-1lm.
Shttps://github.com/nvidia/transformerEngine.

10


https://github.com/nvidia/megatron-lm
https://github.com/nvidia/transformerEngine

Nemotron-H: A Family of Accurate and Efficient Hybrid Mamba-Transformer Models

2.4.1. Resiliency

We also focus heavily on minimizing downtime when training models at scale: over long training
jobs on a large number of GPUs, job failures and slowdowns are inevitable, leading to lost training
productivity. Failures can occur due to GPU-related errors (e.g., uncorrectable ECC errors or
GPUs falling off the bus), errors in shared infrastructure like the network fabric or Lustre, or
application-induced failures (e.g., numerical instability in certain operations or “bad” data). We
can also experience job slowdowns due to a variety of reasons (e.g., single-GPU throttling or slower
communication collectives).

To minimize the impact of the above issues, we focus on a) accurately attributing failures to the
correct infrastructure and application components to prevent repeated disruptions, and b) reducing
the recovery overhead of each failure. To do so, we leverage the DGX Cloud Resilience service” to
ensure failures are correctly attributed and the appropriate hardware component (e.g., particular
HGX node with failing GPU) is not included in the next instance of the training job, preventing
repeated failures. With DGX Cloud Resilience enabled, we obtained a 3.3x improvement in mean
time between failures (MTBF) in our cluster.

We also proactively save checkpoints frequently in order to minimize the amount of work lost when a
failure occurs (weight updates from the last checkpoint save to the failure are lost). We use NVRx®
to facilitate checkpointing with low overhead by asynchronously saving checkpoints without blocking
training. We also optimized job restart times (i.e., the set of operations needed by Megatron-LM
before training iterations can start like distributed runtime initialization and checkpoint loading).

Altogether, the above components enable us to train Nemotron-H-56B-Base with high efficiency on
6144 NVIDIA H100 GPUs.

2.5. Base Model Evaluations

We run evaluations of all models ourselves unless otherwise stated. Our evaluation setup is built on
top of 1lm-evaluation-harness’ for fair comparisons, with the following changes:

1. For mathematical reasoning, we evaluate on the GSM8K and MATH (Cobbe et al., 2021;
Hendrycks et al., 2021b) benchmarks. We also highlight the competition-level slice of the
MATH benchmark as “MATH Level 5”. After carefully looking through disagreeing cases,
we use a combination of Math-Verify'® and the math grading utilities of NeMo-Skills!! to
grade solutions.

2. We also include a MATH-R1 version of the MATH task, where we provide few-shot examples
generated by DeepSeek-R1 (DeepSeek-Al, 2025a). Both Nemotron-H and the Qwen 2.5 models
show significant improvement on the benchmark by simply changing the prompt.

3. For code tasks (HumanEval (Chen et al., 2021), MBPP (Austin et al., 2021) and their EvalPlus
variants), we always sanitize the generations using EvalPlus (Liu et al., 2023b).

4. General reasoning benchmarks (OpenBookQA (Mihaylov et al., 2018), PIQA (Bisk et al.,
2019), Hellaswag (Zellers et al., 2019), Winogrande Sakaguchi et al. (2019)) are unchanged
except for ARC-Challenge (Clark et al., 2018), where we present all options at the same time,
similar to MMLU (Hendrycks et al., 2021a).

"https://developer.nvidia.com/blog/ensuring-reliable-model-training-on-nvidia-dgx-cloud/.
Shttps://github.com/NVIDIA/nvidia-resiliency-ext.
“https://github.com/EleutherAl/lm-evaluation-harness.
Ohttps://github. com/huggingface/math-verify.
"https://github.com/NVIDIA/NeMo-Skills/blob/main/nemo_skills/code_execution/math_grader.py.
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Task N-H N-H Qwen-2.5 Llama-3.1 DS-V3 Llama-3.1
56B-Base 47B-Base 72B-Base 70B-Base 671B-Base 405B-Base

General

MMLU-Pro (5-shot COT) 60.5 61.8 58.8 51.3 64.4 52.8

MMLU (5-shot) 84.2 83.6 86.1 78.8 87.1 84.4

Math

GSMS8k (8-shot COT) 93.7 93.3 90.9 83.9 89.8 83.5

MATH (4-shot COT) 59.4 57.4 64.6 42.9 61.6 49.0

MATH Level 5 (4-shot COT) 35.2 34.1 41.2 21.1

MMLU STEM (5-shot) 80.6 79.8 84.9 70.5

Code

HumanEval (0-shot greedy pass@1) 60.4 61.0 56.7 57.3 65.2 54.9

HumanEval+4 (0-shot greedy pass@1) 54.3 56.1 50.0 52.4

MBPP sanitized (3-shot greedy pass@1) 77.8 75.9 78.2 70.0 75.4 68.4

MBPP+ (0-shot greedy pass@1) 67.2 65.6 1.7 66.9

Commonsense understanding

Arc-Challenge (25-shot) 95.0 94.6 95.8 93.0 95.3 95.3

Hellaswag (10-shot) 89.0 87.9 87.6 88.1 88.9 89.2

Winogrande (5-shot) 84.5 83.9 84.4 85.6 84.9 85.2

PIQA (0-shot) 85.0 83.9 83.6 84.1 84.7 85.9

OpenbookQA (0-shot) 48.6 48.8 46.2 47.6

Long-thought reasoning

MATH (R1-style 4-shot COT) 87.8 73.9 38.7

MATH Level 5 (R1-style 4-shot COT) 74.8 53.2 16.7

Table 4 | Accuracy of Nemotron-H-56B-Base (and its distilled version Nemotron-H-47B-Base,
discussed in §3) versus existing SoOTA models. N-H is short for Nemotron-H, DS is short for
DeepSeek. Numbers in italics are from the DeepSeek-V3 report (DeepSeek-Al, 2025b), all other
numbers are run by us. We bold the highest accuracy in each row, excluding italicized numbers.

Accuracy results for Nemotron-H-56B-Base and Nemotron-H-8B-Base on common benchmark tasks
are shown in Table 4 and Table 5. Nemotron-H-56B-Base and Nemotron-H-47B-Base are both
evaluated in FP8, and all other models are evaluated in BF16. Across both model sizes, Nemotron-
H base models reach comparable or better accuracy relative to similarly-sized state-of-the-art
Transformer models.

We compare Nemotron-H-56B-Base directly with Qwen-2.5-72B-Base (Qwen, 2025) and Llama-3.1-
70B-Base (Meta, 2024). Out of the 17 task we evaluate, Nemotron-H-56B-Base achieves the highest
accuracy of the three models on 9 tasks, Qwen-2.5-72B-Base achieves the highest accuracy on 7 tasks,
and Llama-3.1-70B-Base achieves the highest accuracy on 1 task; Nemotron-H-56B-Base outperforms
Llama-3.1-70B-Base on all but that single task (Winogrande). We further compare Nemotron-H-56B-
Base with two much larger state-of-the-art models, DeepSeek-V3-671B-Base (DeepSeek-Al, 2025b)
and Llama-3.1-405B-Base (Meta, 2024); we use publicly-reported numbers for these two models on the
subset of common tasks where numbers are reported. Surprisingly, Nemotron-H-56B-Base remains
competitive with these models, outperforming DeepSeek-V3-671B-Base and Llama-3.1-405B-Base on
4 and 5 out of the 10 overlapping tasks respectively.

We observe similar accuracy results for Nemotron-H-8B-Base compared to Qwen-2.5-7B-Base and
Llama-3.1-8B-Base (Table 5). Out of the 15 tasks used for evaluation, Nemotron-H-8B-Base, Qwen-
2.5-7B-Base, and Llama-3.1-8B-Base achieve the highest accuracy of the three models on 7, 8, and
0 tasks respectively. Nemotron-H-8B-Base is particularly strong on commonsense understanding
tasks, achieving the highest accuracy on 4 out of 5 tasks in this category. As above, we also include
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Task Nemotron-H Nemotron-T Qwen-2.5 Llama-3.1 Gemma-3
8B-Base 8B-Base 7B-Base 8B-Base 12B-Base

General

MMLU-Pro (5-shot COT) 44.0 41.4 48.3 35.9 45.3

MMLU (5-shot) 72.8 73.2 74.2 65.3 74.5

Math

GSMS8k (8-shot COT) 87.1 89.0 83.3 55.5 74.1

MATH (4-shot COT) 46.5 46.7 49.8 19.5 42.1

MATH Level 5 (4-shot COT) 22.9 25.8 24.6 5.6 17.5

MMLU STEM (5-shot) 65.4 65.6 71.2 56.3

Code

HumanEval (0-shot greedy pass@1) 58.5 59.8 56.7 37.8 46.3

HumanEval+4 (0-shot greedy pass@1) 55.5 53.0 48.8 31.7 34.1

MBPP sanitized (3-shot greedy pass@1) 65.4 63.4 69.3 57.2 64.6

MBPP+ (0-shot greedy pass@1) 59.5 61.4 65.3 51.6 59.0

Commonsense understanding

Arc-Challenge (25-shot) 88.7 88.3 89.2 80.4

Hellaswag (10-shot) 83.2 82.5 80.3 82.3 84.2

Winogrande (5-shot) 80.5 78.8 76.1 78.1 74.3

PIQA (0-shot) 82.2 82.0 80.1 81.0 81.8

OpenbookQA (0-shot) 47.2 44.8 47.0 45.4

Table 5 | Accuracy of Nemotron-H-8B-Base versus existing SoTA models and a Transformer
(Nemotron-T-8B-Base) trained on exactly the same data. Likelihood-based evaluations of the
Gemma 3 model are based on the Gemma 3 report (DeepMind, 2025), all other numbers are run by
us. We bold the highest accuracy in each row, excluding italicized numbers.

comparisons to a larger model, Gemma-3-12B-Base (DeepMind, 2025); Nemotron-H-8B-Base is
competitive with the larger model.

Table 5 additionally includes the largest apples-to-apples comparison of a hybrid Mamba-Transformer
and pure Transformer model to date (Nemotron-H-8B-Base versus Nemotron-T-8B-Base). Nemotron-
H-8B-Base reaches higher accuracy than the Transformer trained on exactly the same data on 7 out
of 15 tasks, and is within one point on an additional 4 tasks. Overall, this experiment shows that
hybrid models can reach equal or better accuracy compared to Transformer models when trained at
state-of-the-art scales.

2.6. Inference Speed

Due to the reduction in self-attention layers, Nemotron-H-8B/56B-Base provide inference-time
speedups compared to the alternative Transformer models in Tables 4 and 5 above. To quantify these
speedups, we plot the MMLU-Pro accuracy versus inference throughput for Nemotron-H-56B-Base
and similarly-sized Transformer models in Figure 1 and for Nemotron-H-8B-Base and relevant
baselines in Figure 7. We use an input sequence length of 65536 and ask the models to generate 1024
output tokens. We use an initial Megatron-LM implementation for Nemotron-H inference and vLLM
v0.7.3'2 for baselines. In these experiments, we try to maximize per-GPU inference throughput by
using as large a batch size as possible, and we run all experiments on NVIDIA H100 GPUs. We
report results normalized by the number of GPUs used (i.e., output tokens per second per GPU).

In the setting described above, Nemotron-H-56B-Base can generate 2.4x more output tokens per

2https://github.com/vllm-project/vlim/tree/v0.7.3.

13


https://github.com/vllm-project/vllm/tree/v0.7.3

Nemotron-H: A Family of Accurate and Efficient Hybrid Mamba-Transformer Models

Input sequence length = 65536 / Output sequence length = 1024

5514
— ¢ Gemma-3-27B
&501 A Qwen2.578
8 451 4 Gemma-3-128 : @ Nemotron-H-8B
§40< ) Nemotr(?n-T-SB :
@ :
o 351 m Llama-3.1-8B : 1.8x
a :
330
S ) :

: m Llama-3.2-3B
20 . . . . . . . . ,
25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200 225 250

Throughput (Output tokens/s/GPU)

Figure 7 | MMLU-Pro accuracy versus inference throughput (normalized by number of GPUs used)
for Nemotron-H-8B-Base compared to existing similarly-sized Transformer models.

second per GPU compared to Qwen-2.5-72B and Llama-3.1-70B (and 2.9x more after distillation
to Nemotron-H-47B-Base, see §3). Compared to Llama-3.1-405B, Nemotron-H-56B-Base achieves
19.6x higher throughput. Similar to the larger models, Nemotron-H-8B-Base is also faster to infer
than corresponding Transformer models. As shown in Figure 7, on longer contexts, we measure
a 1.8x and 3x speedup compared to Qwen-2.5-7TB and Llama-3.1-8B. Inference speedups are a
byproduct of two factors: a) constant computation in the Mamba-2 layers as opposed to linear
computation in self-attention layers, b) lower memory footprint from Mamba-2 layers facilitates
using higher batch sizes, increasing efficiency. We expect further optimizing Nemotron-H inference
to lead to additional speedups compared to Transformers, which have been heavily optimzed over
the last couple of years.

3. Compression and Distillation

Efficient deployment of LLMs often requires tailoring the model architecture to specific constraints
imposed by hardware. In this section, we describe the pruning and distillation process used to
compress the 56B model to 47B parameters with the goal of running longer context inference on the
NVIDIA GeForce RTX 5090 GPU (storing the weights of a 56B parameter model in FP4 precision
on a RTX 5090 GPU with 32GiB of memory will require 29.5GiB, leaving only 2.5GiB for KV
cache and activation buffers). We introduce a novel model compression framework called MiniPuzzle
that combines the simplicity of Minitron (Sreenivas et al., 2024; Muralidharan et al., 2024) with
the versatility of Puzzle (Bercovich et al., 2024). Our approach uses roughly 300x fewer tokens to
obtain a 47B model compared to training from scratch. Our compressed 47B model achieves a 1.2x
inference speedup (Figure 1) while achieving accuracy on par with the original 56B model.

3.1. MiniPuzzle Overview

MiniPuzzle combines lightweight pruning with neural architecture search (NAS) to produce efficient
compressed models that meet specific target deployment constraints. Figure 8 provides a high-level
overview of the framework. MiniPuzzle’s optimization process consists of three stages: a) importance
estimation (§3.2), b) conditional NAS (§3.3), and ¢) knowledge distillation (§3.4).
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Figure 8 | MiniPuzzle’s optimization process: a) estimate layer and FFN importance scores, b) search
for the best model candidates using the conditional Neural Architecture Search (NAS) framework,
considering the 32GiB GPU memory constraint, c) select the best candidate with lightweight
distillation and recover the accuracy lost due to pruning with longer distillation.

63B tokens

3.2. Importance Estimation

MiniPuzzle first collects importance or sensitivity scores for each model component (e.g., layers,
FFN neurons) to help decide which components to remove; this is the importance estimation phase.
The scores computed in this phase are used to decide which model components can be pruned.
We note that sensitivity analysis based on gradient information is typically impractical at modern
LLM scale (Muralidharan et al., 2024); instead, we rely on a lightweight strategy that uses only on
forward passes. In this work, we use a simplified approach that works well in our ablation studies:
a) prune layers, and b) prune FFN hidden dimensions (effectively neurons). We also experimented
with pruning Mamba heads and Mamba head dimension; unfortunately, both axes caused severe
accuracy degradation (particularly head dimension pruning).

We now describe how we compute the importance of each layer and FFN neuron.

Layer importance. We use the scoring method from Puzzle to estimate the importance of each
layer in the model. Given an input tensor, layer importance is computed as the Mean Squared
Error (MSE) between the intermediate activation tensor just before the LM head of the full model
and the same activation tensor for a model with the particular layer removed. We average these
rankings over a small random subset of the training data (128 samples in our case) to obtain a
reliable estimate of importance that takes into account sample variability.

0.150 Per-layer importance

—— Average MLP layer

0.1254 Mamba layer Self-attention layer

0.1001

7

2 0.075-
0.050+

0.025+

0.000 T
0 20 40 60 80 100 118
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Figure 9 | Layer importance measured as the MSE between the full model and a model with that
layer removed, averaged over a small training subset. Vertical dotted lines indicate layer types:
self-attention (green), FFN (blue), and Mamba-2 (red).

Figure 9 plots average importance scores of each layer in Nemotron-H-56B-Base. The green, blue
and red dotted lines correspond to self-attention, FFN and Mamba layers. We notice from the figure
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that the 56B model follows a typical pattern observed in Minitron: the most important layers are
concentrated at the beginning and end of the model. Additionally, MSE importance reveals that
even though the 56B model only has 10 self-attention layers, some self-attention layers are ranked
among the least important, particularly the 84th (7th self-attention layer). However, layers 40, 51,
62 and 73 seem to be more important compared to the other layers in their immediate vicinity.

FFN importance. FFN layers internally are composed of two linear operators with a non-linear
activation in between:

FFN(X) = 6(X : WlT) - Wo.

Here, X denotes the input, and W and Wy are the two associated weight matrices in the FFN
layer. W1, Wy € R n*dmodet  where dypoqe; and d tfn are the model hidden dimension and FFN
hidden dimension respectively (Table 1). 6(+) refers to the non-linear activation function (squared
ReLU in this work).

Following the same procedure as Minitron, we compute the importance of each neuron in the first
linear operator of each FFN layer by examining the set of outputs it produces. We use a small
calibration dataset of 1024 samples for this purpose. Formally, we compute each neuron’s importance
score by aggregating its outputs given an input batch X:

Flfhon = Y 0(X(W})").
B,S

Here, W refers to the i*" row of the weight matrix Wy. >_B.s refers to aggregation along the batch
and sequence dimensions. We use the mean and 12-norm aggregation functions along the batch and
sequence dimensions, following the observations in the Minitron paper (Muralidharan et al., 2024).

For a sequence of scores S, mean aggregation is defined as % ™ 11Si|, and 12-norm is /> 1~ SZ.

3.3. Conditional NAS

MiniPuzzle’s conditional NAS utilizes the importance scores of every layer and FFN neuron (computed
as described in §3.2) to identify architectures that meet memory constraints while preserving the
most critical components. This process allows us to efficiently explore the vast search space of
possible layer configurations, and consists of three steps:

1. Pruned candidate enumeration. We iterate over a grid of possible layer counts for each layer
type (i.e., number of self-attention, FFN, and Mamba-2 layers), and FFN hidden dimension
(24576, 25600, ..., 32768). For each target layer count and FFN hidden dimension size, we
select the top layers and neurons based on their respective importance scores (see §3.2 for
details on importance estimation) and realize the corresponding architecture; i.e., we drop
the irrelevant layers and prune all FFN layers to the same target width. Only architectures
that meet the target memory constraint of less than 31.7 GiB (computed as the total memory
required for FP4 inference on a context of size 1 million tokens) are retained, resulting in
around 400 candidate architectures.

2. Architecture ranking. We score the candidate architectures using a lightweight metric that
compares them to the parent model (Nemotron-H-56B-Base) on a small validation corpus
with 1 million tokens. Specifically, we use two different scores to estimate the quality of each
candidate model: a) next-token accuracy which computes how often the child model correctly
predicts the next ground-truth token, and b) next-token parent agreement which computes
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Figure 10 | Average benchmark score for pruned candidates with different memory budgets. Each
dot represents a different candidate, i.e., model with different set of layers pruned with respect to
how much memory it consumes. The green dotted line marks the upper memory limit we consider

and the dots marked with red circles are the candidates selected for further distillation.
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Figure 11 | Pruned layers for the top three candidates. Each row represents a candidate, with dots
indicating dropped layers. Vertical dotted lines denote layer types: green for self-attention, blue for
FFN, and red for Mambea.

how often the child model agrees with the parent model about the greedy prediction of the
next token. We rank all candidate architectures using both scoring metrics, and retain the top
130 performers.

. Candidate selection. We now refine the set of ranked architectures from 130 to a manageable
3 by benchmarking them on a subset of evaluation tasks. The first column of Table 6 lists
the tasks we use to evaluate the final 3 candidates. We use the average scores across all these
tasks for evaluation. Figure 10 plots the average benchmark scores for all 130 candidates, and
Figure 11 illustrates the specific layers dropped by all three candidates. Candidates 1 and 2
achieve the highest benchmark scores and drop similar layers. Candidate 3, which drops a
slightly different set of layers, performs significantly worse after pruning. However, we include
it here to study the extent to which distillation can compensate for the loss.

3.4. Retraining with Distillation

To recover the accuracy lost due to pruning, the model undergoes continued training. Recent work
has demonstrated that distilling knowledge from the original model to the pruned model outperforms
conventional fine-tuning (as shown in Minitron and Puzzle); we thus adopt logit-based distillation for
continued training, employing forward KL divergence loss exclusively during the accuracy recovery

phase (see §3 of the Minitron paper for more details on the distillation loss formulation).

Following the initial candidate selection process described in §3.3, we perform short distillation of
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Nemotron-H Candidate 1

Candidate 2

Candidate 3

Benchmark 56B-Base 47B-pruned 47B-pruned 47B-pruned
MMLU 84.2 81.5 — 83.7 80.8 — 83.2 81.3 — 83.6
Commonsense understanding (average) 67.6 64.2 — 66.6 63.8 — 67.2  64.5 — 66.8
GSMS8k 91.4 67.9 — 89.2 60.7 — 91.1 19.5 — 90.5
Code (average) 67.0 52.0 — 64.9 52.7 — 64.6  23.0 — 64.9
AVERAGE 70.6 63.3 — 69.3 62.1 — 69.6 53.7 — 69.5

Table 6 | Comparison of benchmark scores for pruned candidates before and after lightweight
distillation. Scores might be slightly different to those presented in Table 4 due to minor differences
in evaluation settings and averages over different sets of tasks.

the top 3 candidates using ~7B tokens, with the 56B model as the teacher. We observe from our
experiments that this step is crucial for picking the best possible final candidate. Table 6 details
the benchmark scores for the 3 candidates before and after short distillation. The most accurate
candidate (averaged across all benchmarks) of the three is chosen for an extended distillation run
using 63 billion tokens to produce the final 47B model; in our case, Candidate 2 performs best, as
shown in Table 6. We observe that the choice of the final candidate varies based on the ultimate
objective; for instance, prioritizing accuracy in coding tasks versus commonsense reasoning tasks.

All distillation runs use FP8 precision, a softmax temperature of 1.0, which controls the softness of
the probability distribution during knowledge distillation (Hinton et al., 2015), sequence length of
8192, and a batch size of 768 samples.

3.5. Results

Using the MiniPuzzle approach, we efficiently compress the 56B model to 47B parameters by
pruning full layers (depth) and FFN hidden dimension size, improving inference speed and enabling
longer-context inference on a 32GiB NVIDIA GeForce RTX 5090 GPU. The 47B model retains
half the self-attention layers of 56B (5 instead of 10), along with 44 Mamba-2 layers (down from
54) and 49 FFN layers (down from 54). Additionally, the FFN intermediate size was pruned from
32768 to 30720. As shown in Figure 1 and Table 4, the resulting 47B model achieves a 1.2x faster
inference on long contexts and near-lossless accuracy on benchmarks while requiring roughly 300x
fewer tokens compared to training from scratch.

4. Vision-Language Models

In this section, we introduce Nemotron-H-8B-VLM and Nemotron-H-56B-VLM, which are built on
Nemotron-H-8B-Instruct and Nemotron-H-56B-Base. Vision-Language Models (VLMs) are generally
recommended to be built on aligned models to enhance instruction-following capabilities (Dai et al.,
2024). In this work, we chose to build Nemotron-H-8B-VLM and Nemotron-H-56B-VLM on Nemotron-
H-8B-Instruct and Nemotron-H-56B-Base (since Nemotron-H-56B-Instruct was unavailable). Both
Nemotron-H-8B-VLM and Nemotron-H-56B-VLM have been used as the base models for building
Cosmos-Reasonl (NVIDIA et al., 2025), a family of frontier reasoning models for physical Al

4.1. Model Architecture

In previous studies, VLMs were constructed by integrating a text-only LLM with a vision encoder.
Two prevalent architectures for this integration are the decoder-only architecture (Liu et al., 2023a)

18



Nemotron-H: A Family of Accurate and Efficient Hybrid Mamba-Transformer Models

and the cross-attention-based architecture (Alayrac et al., 2022). We use the decoder-only NVLM-D
architecture (Dai et al., 2024) due to its simplicity, parameter efficiency, ability to process high-
resolution image inputs, and unified handling of multiple modalities by mapping non-text tokens
(e.g., images, audio, videos) into the same embedding space as text tokens. Nemotron-H-VLM
comprises a vision encoder, a projector (a two-layer FFN), and the Nemotron-H LLM backbone.

Vision encoder. For both the 8B and 56B VLMs, we use InternViT-300M-V2.5 (Chen et al.,
2024) as the vision encoder. It processes static 448 x448 pixel images as input with patch size 14x14,
and generates 1024 visual tokens in total. Each visual token is represented by a 1024-dimensional
vector. Following the NVLM design (Dai et al., 2024), we dynamically resize the input image to the
closest predefined aspect ratio {a : b} (a and b are integers) based on its resolution and segment it
into a x b < 12 tiles'?, each corresponding to a 448 x448-pixel image tile. To preserve global context,
we also generate a thumbnail 448x448 tile, which is a scaled-down version of the whole image. For
example, given a 1920x1080 image, the closest predefined aspect ratio is 3 : 2. The image is resized
to 1344x896 and divided into 3 x 2 + 1 = 7 tiles, including one thumbnail tile.

To reduce processing overhead for the LLM, we downsample 1024 tokens to 256 by grouping four
neighboring image tokens and concatenating them along the channel dimension. The image tokens
from multiple tiles are concatenated with an interleaved tile ID tag in raw text format, which gives
the downstream LLM information about the dynamic tiling structure; we find this is crucial to
improving accuracies on various vision-language benchmarks. For more details, see the NVLM
technical report (Dai et al., 2024). The concatenated visual tokens are processed by a two-layer FEN
block, which maps each visual token into the text token embedding space. These embeddings are
then fed into the LLM backbone.

4.2. Training Method and Data

Following NVLM (Dai et al., 2024), Nemotron-H-VLM is trained in two stages:

1. VL pre-training. We train only the two-layer FFN for modality alignment while keeping
both the Nemotron-H backbone and vision encoder frozen.

2. VL SFT. We fine-tune the vision encoder, FFN projector, and Nemotron-H backbone end-to-
end on various task-oriented SF'T data.

For VL pre-training, we utilize a large and diverse image-text pre-training dataset from NVLM (Dai
et al., 2024), including captioning (Lin et al., 2015; Sharma et al., 2018; Ordonez et al., 2011; Li
et al., 2022), visual question answering (VQA) on natural image (Goyal et al., 2017; Krishna et al.,
2017), visual chart (Kafle et al., 2018) and document understanding (Marafioti & Laurencon, 2024),
optical character recognition (OCR) (Mishra et al., 2019) and scene-text recognition (Veit et al.,
2016), and visual math reasoning (Lindstréom & Abraham, 2022) data. Overall, our VL pre-training
dataset consists of 130 million samples. We apply careful sanitization to remove any potentially
harmful content.

For VL SFT, we leverage diverse and high-quality datasets from NVLM (Dai et al., 2024) and
Eagle2 (Li et al., 2025). In addition to the previously mentioned categories, the dataset also includes
knowledge-based VQA (Marino et al., 2019), visual reasoning (Hudson & Manning, 2019), science-

3The predefined ratios are {a : b} ={1:1,1:2, 1:3
1,2:2,2:3,2:4,2:5,2:6,3:1,3:2,3:3, 3:4,
1,10:1, 11:1, 12:1}.

14, 1:5, 1
1,4:2 4

)

1
4
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Task Nemotron-H VLM w/ Llama3.1 VLM w/ Qwen2.5

8B-VLM 8B-Instruct 7B-Instruct
MMMU (val) 51.3 44.8 51.1
MathVista 62.5 61.7 63.8
ChartQA 84.8 85.4 84.9
AI2D 89.6 90.9 91.0
OCRBench 840 847 836
TextVQA 76.2 76.4 76.1
RealWorldQA 62.2 60.9 60.6
DocVQA 90.6 91.3 91.2

Table 7 | Evaluation of Nemotron-H-8B-VLM on vision-language benchmarks. We compare to the
VLMs built with Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct and Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct using the same training recipe.

Nemotron-H VLM w/ Qwen2.5 NVLM-D-1.0

Task 56B-VLM 72B-Instruct 72B (2024-09-17)
MMMU (val) 63.6 65.1 62.67
MathVista 70.7 70.5 66.71
ChartQA 89.4 88.9 86.0
AI2D 94.7 94.9 94.2
OCRBench 862 869 853
TextVQA 81.1 83.5 82.1
RealWorldQA 68.4 71.4 69.7
DocVQA 93.2 92.0 92.6

Table 8 | We evaluate Nemotron-H-56B-VLM on a range of vision-language benchmarks, and compare
it to a VLM built using Qwen2.5-72B-Instruct with the same training recipe. We also compare
with NVLM-1.0-D 72B, a previous state-of-the-art VLM developed by NVIDIA. TWe evaluate
NVLM-1.0-D 72B on MMMU and MathVista using VLMEvalKit (Duan et al., 2024); this is the
same evaluation setup used for other models and yields better results than the official numbers.

related VQA (Lu et al., 2022), and visual instruction-following data. Overall, our VL. SFT dataset
consists of 6 million image-text samples. Dai et al. (2024) and Li et al. (2025) have more details.

4.3. Vision-Language Benchmark Results

We evaluate Nemotron-H-8B-VLM and Nemotron-H-56B-VLM on a comprehensive set of vision-
language benchmarks, including MMMU (Yue et al., 2024), MathVista (Lu et al., 2024), ChartQA
(Masry et al., 2022), AI2D (Kembhavi et al., 2016), OCRBench (Liu et al., 2024), TextVQA (Singh
et al., 2019), RealWorldQA (xAI, 2024), and DocVQA (Mathew et al., 2021). These benchmarks
assess a broad range of capabilities such as multimodal reasoning, mathematical reasoning in visual
contexts, natural image understanding, scene-text recognition, chart & document understanding,
real-world perception, and OCR.

We compare Nemotron-H-8B-VLM with VLMs built on LLaMA-3.1-8B-Instruct and Qwen2.5-7B-
Instruct, using the same training methodology and dataset. As shown in Table 7, Nemotron-H-8B
proves to be a strong LLM backbone for developing best-in-class VLMs. We further compare
Nemotron-H-56B-VLM with NVLM-1.0-D (Dai et al., 2024) and the VLM built with Qwen2.5-72B-
Instruct using the same training recipe in Table 8. Nemotron-H-56B-VLM achieves state-of-the-art
results, demonstrating superior quality compared to previous models.
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5. Alignment and Long Context

Finally, we study the extent to which our hybrid Mamba-Transformer models can be effectively
post-trained to produce instruct and long-context variants.

We use the Nemotron-H-8B-Base model as the starting point for this study and conduct instruction-
tuning and long-context extension using a pipeline consisting of three stages. In the first stage
(stagel), we perform supervised fine-tuning (SF'T) over a data blend consisting of 6 million code- and
math-related prompts and responses, as well as other data with general instruction-following tasks.
This data blend is enhanced with long-context dependencies by sampling a small set of (prompt,
response) pairs and synthetically extending them to create longer contexts. Concretely, given a
(prompt, response) pair from the stagel dataset, we extend the sample to (prompt, response,
extended_prompt, extended_response) where extended_prompt and extended_response are
generated using an instruction-tuned model. We repeat this process until the sample reaches the
desired length (e.g., 32k tokens) and include these additional long-context examples in the stagel
dataset for SFT training.

In the second stage (stage?2), we start with preference tuning on general-domain prompts instead of
SFT. For preference optimization, we employ offline RPO (Sun et al., 2025). Following this step, we
perform a round of RPO focused on narrow instruction following, similar to the style of prompts
and responses in the IFEval Benchmark (Zhou et al., 2023).

In the last stage (stage3), we use on-policy RPO, in which both preferred and dis-preffered responses
are generated by the stage2 model checkpoint. For on-policy-RPO, we add additional safety data
derived from AEGIS2.0 (Ghosh et al., 2025). We also increase the scale of the rewards used in this
stage as we found it resulted in better scores for downstream benchmarks.

To support long contexts, we extend our stagel SFT dataset to 512k tokens and (in similar fashion)
our off-policy RPO dataset to 32k tokens. We observed that training on longer samples (e.g., 512k
tokens) improved RULER (Hsieh et al., 2024) scores on shorter sequence lengths as well (e.g., 128k).

Llama-3.1 Qwen2.5 Nemotron-H

Task 8B-Instruct 7B-Instruct 8B-Instruct
IFeval Prompt 73.2 72.6 74.7
IFeval Instruct 81.2 80.2 82.5
BFCL (V2) 38.9 61.1 62.6
MATH500 47.8 76.4 77.6
MT-Bench 7.49 8.04 7.90
MMLU (0-shot generative) 63.1 70.9 68.7
MBPP 75.1 79.9 81.0
MBPP+ 61.9 67.5 67.7
HumanEval 69.5 82.3 79.3
HumanEval+ 64.0 75.6 74.4
GSMSK 81.6 89.8 90.4

Table 9 | Comparison of benchmarks after post-training across Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct, Qwen2.5-7B-
Instruct, and Nemotron-H-8B-Instruct.

We conduct a thorough evaluation of the final aligned checkpoint across a diverse set of benchmarks,
and compare to Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct and Qwen-2.5-7B-Instruct (Meta, 2024; Qwen, 2025). Table 9
shows Nemotron-H-8B-Instruct to be competitive with state-of-the-art instruction-tuned Transformer
models. We also use the RULER benchmark (Hsieh et al., 2024) to evaluate each of the three model’s
long-context capabilities (Table 10). Despite having only four self-attention layers, Nemotron-H-8B-
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Llama-3.1 Qwen2.5 Nemotron-H

Context length 8B-Instruct 7B-Instruct 8B-Instruct

16,384 91.6 93.0 91.5
32,768 87.4 91.1 89.8
65,536 84.7 90.4 87.6
131,072 777 84.4 81.7

Table 10 | Comparison of RULER scores across sequence lengths between Llama-3.1-8B-Instruct,
Qwen2.5-7B-Instruct, and Nemotron-H-8B-Instruct.

Instruct is competitive with these models on the RULER long-context benchmark.

Comparison to Transformer model alignment. The above results are consistent with our
internal ablations comparing post-training of Transformer and hybrid Mamba-Transformer models
pre-trained in similar ways.

Before developing Nemotron-H-8B-Instruct, we conducted smaller-scale post-training experiments
on a Transformer (Nemotron-T-8B-Exp-Base) and hybrid model (Nemotron-H-8B-Exp-Base) pre-
trained on identical datasets. Table 11 shows the accuracies of these two base models across selected
benchmarks involving math, code, and general knowledge tasks. As for the final Nemotron-H-8B-Base
and Nemotron-T-8B-Base models in Table 5, both experimental models reach comparable accuracy.

Nemotron-T Nemotron-H

Task 8B-Exp-Base 8B-Exp-Base
MMLU (5-shot) 70.3 69.9
GSM8k 64.8 64.1
MBPP+ (0-shot greedy pass@1) 53.7 54.5
PIQA (0-shot) 81.1 82.8
OpenBookQA (0-shot) 454 46.2

Table 11 | Comparison of experimental Transformer and hybrid base models on various tasks.

We post-trained Nemotron-T-8B-Exp-Base and Nemotron-H-8B-Exp-Base to obtain corresponding
instruction-tuned models, Nemotron-T-8B-Exp-Instruct and Nemotron-H-8B-Exp-Instruct. Both
models were post-trained using a multi-stage pipeline similar to the one described above for Nemotron-
H-8B-Instruct. More specifically, we used:

o Initial supervised fine-tuning (SFT), focusing on code and math (20 million samples), as well
as general instruction-following tasks (200k examples).
e Subsequent preference optimization using a dataset of 200k paired comparisons.

For preference optimization, we experimented with using multiple rounds of iterative offline RPO and
multiple rounds of iterative DPO. Overall, we observed the two methods to be similar, with marginal
differences between them. For the comparison in this section, we select the best final model amongst
all candidate models produced through RPO or DPO; the best Nemotron-T-8B-Exp-Instruct model
was produced used three rounds of iterative offline RPO and the best Nemotron-H-8B-Exp-Instruct
model was produced using two rounds of iterative DPO.

We compare Nemotron-H-8B-Exp-Instruct and Nemotron-T-8B-Exp-Instruct on key alignment
benchmarks in Table 12. Across these benchmarks, both models achieved comparable results.
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Benchmark Nemotron-T Nemotron-H
8B-Exp-Instruct 8B-Exp-Instruct
MT-Bench 7.9 8.0
MMLU (0-shot generative) 68.0 67.4
MBPP+ 65.6 66.9
MATH 68.8 68.5
IFEval Prompt 74.3 74.7
IFEval Instruct 81.8 82.1
BFCL (V2) 64.3 65.4

Table 12 | Comparison of experimental aligned models on key alignment benchmarks.

We also observed similar long-context capabilities for the two models, with both models reaching
comparable RULER scores for context lengths of 131,072. These ablation experiments provide
additional evidence that hybrid Mamba-Transformer models can be post-trained to yield instruction-
tuned models that are on-par or better when compared to equivalent Transformer models.

6. Conclusions

The Nemotron-H family of models demonstrates that hybrid model architectures can offer the best
of both worlds: comparable to state-of-the-art Transformer models in terms of capabilities while
offering improved inference speed. We find the Nemotron-H base models offer either better or on-par
accuracy compared to other similarly-sized state-of-the-art open-sourced Transformer models (e.g.,
Qwen-2.5-7TB/72B and Llama-3.1-8B/70B), while being up to 3x faster at inference. We also find
these base models can be adapted to yield effective VLMs as well as instruction-tuned models.
Additionally, both our FP8-based training recipe and MiniPuzzle can be used to reduce the cost of
creating these models.

We will be releasing the Nemotron-H family of models described in this paper (along with instruct
and reasoning models based off of Nemotron-H-47B-Base) with support in Hugging Face, NeMo,
and Megatron-LM to facilitate further research.
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