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ABSTRACT

With the advent of large models based on the Transformer architecture, researchers have observed
an anomalous phenomenon in the Attention mechanism—there is a very high attention on the first
element, which is prevalent across Transformer-based models. It is crucial to understand it for
the development of techniques focusing on attention distribution, such as Key-Value (KV) Cache
compression and infinite extrapolation; however, the latent cause leaves to be unknown. In this paper,
we analyze such a phenomenon from the perspective of waiver phenomenon, which involves reducing
the internal values of certain elements in the sequence, allowing them to absorb excess attention
without affecting their contribution to information. In specific models, due to differences in positional
encoding and attention patterns, we have found that the selection of waiver elements by the model
can be categorized into two methods: positional-encoding-based and feature-distribution-within-
elements-based.

Keywords Transformer Models · Attention Distribution · Waiver Phenomenon

1 Introduction

Transformer architectures [1, 2, 3] have become the most popular foundational structures in deep learning due to
their remarkable ability to effectively model long-range dependencies [4] and their scalable parameterization [5],
enabling excellent learning capabilities. At the core of these models is the attention mechanism, which dynamically
assigns weights to input elements, allowing the model to effectively prioritize relevant information. The impact and
significance of Transformer models in the field of artificial intelligence are profound, as they have revolutionized natural
language processing, computer vision, and other AI applications, establishing themselves as a cornerstone of modern
AI advancements.

∗Citation: Yan et al. Unveiling and Controlling Anomalous Attention Distribution in Transformers.
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Regardless of its significant impact, an interesting anomaly [6, 7, 8] has been observed in the attention mechanisms [1]
of Transformer models: a disproportionate emphasis on the first element in a sequence. This counterintuitive behavior
is widespread across multiple Transformer-based architectures [9], necessitating a deeper investigation into its origins
and consequences.

It is quite vital to understand such anomaly, because: 1) it impacts the efficiency of KV cache compression [9], a
crucial technique for deploying large models in resource-constrained environments. Existing studies [9] have leveraged
attention distribution patterns to develop adaptive KV cache compression methods, significantly reducing memory
usage during generative inference with minimal impact on performance [9]; 2) this phenomenon affects methods that
rely on attention distribution patterns, such as infinite extrapolation, making it essential to clarify the underlying factors
driving this behavior; 3) recent research [7] has highlighted the importance of attention sinks, where initial tokens act as
a repository for excess attention weights. This mechanism helps maintain performance in streaming applications despite
finite attention windows [7]. Moreover, they have utilized attention sinks to achieve infinite extrapolation, demonstrating
the critical role of understanding attention mechanisms to enhance the efficiency and scalability of Transformer models.

Although existing research [9, 7] has identified the tendency of attention mechanisms in Transformers to focus
significantly on the first element and has utilized these patterns to improve Transformer performance, a comprehensive
explanation remains elusive. This paper aims to delve into such phenomenon under the perspective of waiver, which
means that the model reduces the weights of certain elements in the Softmax function to absorb excess attention
without significantly impacting their interaction with other elements. Building on this, we investigated how trained
natural language models select waiver elements, proposing two selection strategies: positional-encoding-based and
feature-distribution-within-elements-based. Additionally, to validate our hypothesis, we designed methods that can
arbitrarily control whether an element becomes a waiver element based on the mechanisms of these two selection
strategies, achieving significant results in our experiments.

The main contributions of this paper are highlighted as follows:

• Unlike previous studies that directly leverage the excessive focus on the first element in Transformer models to
enhance performance, we are the first to attempt to explain this phenomenon and propose a coherent explanation
from the perspective of the waiver phenomenon.

• We study the selection process of the element that absorbs excessive attention and identify two methods to regulate
whether an element becomes a waiver option based on the feature distribution within the position encoding embedding
vector or the element embedding vector.

2 Related Work

2.1 Transformers

The Transformer [1] model has rapidly become the prevailing architecture in natural language processing. Its innovative
incorporation of the self-attention mechanism significantly enhances performance in sequence-to-sequence tasks.
Subsequent innovations have led to widespread adoption and modification of the model, resulting in numerous variants,
primarily categorized into BERT [2] (Global Attention) and GPT [3] (Causal Attention) branches.

Advancements within the global attention branch have led to several significant innovations. RoBERTa [10] enhances
this model’s capabilities with longer training sequences; ALBERT [11] contributes further by implementing a parameter-
sharing mechanism to boost processing efficiency. The T5 [12] model broadens the architecture’s applicability;
XLNet [13] advances these methodologies by integrating a generalized autoregressive pretraining approach. These
developments showcase the continuous evolution and enrichment of global attention architectures in natural language
processing.

The causal attention branch of Transformer models also significantly impacts natural language processing, particularly
celebrated for its implementations of large-scale language models. Major developments within this lineage include
OpenAI’s GPT series [14, 15, 16, 17], Meta’s LLaMA series [18, 19, 20], Google’s PaLM series [21, 22]. These
series collectively emphasize the transformative role of causal attention architectures in advancing the complexities of
language understanding, generation, and the broad application of AI in everyday technology.

Given the substantial computational demands of the Transformer model, enhancing model efficiency while maintaining
performance has emerged as a critical area of focus within the community. Researchers have proposed numerous
effective improvements, including the Transformer-XL [23], Linformer [24], Adaptive Sparse Transformer [25],
Reformer [26]. Besides the work above, many other ongoing improvements in various aspects of Transformer models
exist. However, all these efforts underscore the importance of a deep understanding of the intrinsic mechanisms of
Transformer models for driving advancements.
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2.2 Attention Sinks

As early as 2020, Manzil Zaheer et al. [6] discovered that transformer-based natural language models tend to focus
more on the first few elements in a sequence. Based on this observation, they designed the Big Bird model, which
calculates attention only on specific elements [6].

In late 2022, with the release of ChatGPT-3.5 by OpenAI, researchers began to focus on large models. Large models
have strong learning capabilities, enabling them to generate very long outputs, which poses significant challenges to
hardware systems’ caching and computational capabilities. To address these challenges, Xiao et al. [7] designed an
efficient inference method that retains the first few tokens, achieving infinite extrapolation in large model scenarios.
In their work, they pointed out that the first four elements absorb a lot of attention, referring to this phenomenon as
Attention sink [7]. Therefore, excluding the first few elements can cause severe numerical instability in attention
distribution, preventing the model from functioning properly.

In 2024, Yao Fu [8] analyzed the distribution in the LLaMA-2-7B-80K [19] model and found that most layers in the
model allocate more attention to the first few elements. This phenomenon provided new insights for other researchers to
compress the KV Cache. Subsequently, Suyu Ge et al. [9] designed a KV Cache compression strategy called FastGen
based on the attention distribution, effectively improving the inference performance of various transformer-based natural
language models [27].

3 Analysis from a Waiver Perspective

3.1 Waiver and its Latent Cause

Self-attention [1] plays a pivotal role in the contemporary machine learning communities, with the formulation

Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax
(
QK⊤
√
dk

)
V, (1)

where Q, K, and V are the Query, Key, and Value matrices, respectively, and dk is the dimension of the key vectors.
The calculation of each attention weights a(i, j) by the softmax function is:

a(i, j) =
exp(e(i, j))∑seqlen

k=0 exp(e(i, k))
, (2)

where e(i, j) represents the input of the softmax function, i and j indicate positions in the attention matrix
RB×num_heads×L×L, where i corresponds to the first L (the row index) and j corresponds to the second L (the column
index), and seqlen represents the length of the input sequence. Note that softmax forces the sum of the output to be 1.
Now, let us assume an extreme scenario where we focus on the attention of the last element on all elements. In the
multi-head self-attention scenario, a situation may arise where the last element within the current head has little to no
relationship with each element. However, under the constraint of the softmax output summing to 1, some attention must
still be allocated to certain elements. Therefore, the least impactful strategy is to choose an element as a waiver option,
so that even if it is allocated a large amount of attention, it will not significantly affect the final weighted sum.

3.2 Properties of Waiver Elements

The self-attention mechanism essentially involves computing attention weights and performing a weighted sum with the
Value (V ) matrix to mix the elements in the sequence. Specifically, the attention weights are calculated by multiplying
the transposed Query (Q) and Key (K) matrices. These weights are then used to perform a weighted sum with the V
matrix, facilitating token-to-token information interaction. Each individual weighted operation can be expressed as:

outs(i) =
seqlen∑
j=0

a(i, j) · v(j), (3)

where a(i, j) represents the attention weights, v(j) represents the values in the V matrix, and seqlen represents the
length of the input sequence. Note that each term in the summation of Eq. (3) is a scalar multiplied by a vector, where
the scalar is the corresponding attention weight and the vector is the corresponding value from the V matrix. For an
element to act as a waiver option, its value in the V matrix should be sufficiently small, so that even when multiplied by
a large attention weight scalar, it does not exceed the magnitude of other elements’ vectors in the V matrix multiplied
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by their corresponding attention weight scalars. An effective way to measure the magnitude of a vector is based on the
L1 or L2 norm. Formally,

∥v(j)∥1 =
∑
k

|vk(j)|, ∥v(j)∥2 =

√∑
k

(vk(j))2, (4)

where vk(j) represents the k-th component of the vector v(j).

Since models in the Transformer architecture typically embed elements as relatively dense vectors, we choose the L2
norm to evaluate the magnitude of vectors based on their length in Euclidean space. From Eq. (4), it is straightforward
to derive Eq. (5), which shows that the L2 norm of a scalar multiplied by a vector is equal to the scalar multiplied by the
L2 norm of the vector.

∥a(i, j) · v(j)∥2 = a(i, j) · ∥v(j)∥2, (5)
This indicates that to reduce the magnitude of the corresponding v(j) multiplied by the attention weight scalar, the L2
norm of the corresponding v(j) should be reduced. Furthermore, the attention weights are calculated by taking the dot
product of the corresponding vectors in QK. The dot product calculation can be written as:

Q ·Ki = ∥Q∥2∥Ki∥2 cos(θ), (6)
where cos(θ) is the angle between the two vectors.

As mentioned earlier, the waiver strategy is learned by the model when the target element has little relation to most
elements. Assuming that most elements and the waiver option element have vectors in the K matrix that do not have
components in the same direction as the vector corresponding to the target element in the Q matrix, i.e., cos(θ) is less
than 0, this means that the vector corresponding to the waiver option element in the K matrix should be "smaller" to
yield a relatively large dot product result.

3.3 How Waiver Elements Work in the Model

We observed that in the meta-llama/Meta-Llama-3-8B (Llama3-8B) [28, 20] model released by Meta on
Huggingface[28], when the index of the first token is 128000 (i.e., the starting special token), the model assigns
high attention to the first element from the first layer and significantly lowers the L2 norm of the corresponding vector
in the V matrix compared to other elements, indicating a waiver phenomenon. However, we found that after changing
the first token, the model still exhibited the waiver phenomenon on the first element in the third layer. Additionally, in
the google-bert/bert-large-cased-whole-word-masking (Bert-Large) [28] model released by Google on Huggingface,
this waiver phenomenon not only appeared on the first element but also on the last element.

We posit that the observed phenomenon is influenced by the attention pattern, which we will delve into within this
section. When the first element cannot be distinguished by the attention pattern, the model uses learnable positional
encoding to distinguish the waiver option elements.

3.3.1 Models Using Causal Attention

Many popular models, such as the Llama series [18, 19, 20], use causal attention. The structured mask matrix of causal
attention is a lower triangular matrix. The calculation process is

CausalAttention(Q,K, V ) =


1 0 0 · · · 0
1 1 0 · · · 0
1 1 1 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

1 1 1 · · · 1

⊙ softmax
(
QK⊤
√
dk

)
V, (7)

where the lower triangular matrix represents the causal mask that ensures each position can only attend to previous
positions in the sequence, ⊙ represents the element-wise Hadamard product, Q and K are the Query and Key matrices,
QK⊤ is their matrix multiplication, dk is the dimension of the key vectors, and V is the Value matrix.

It maintains an interesting question whether the index of the first token can be any value. Note that Llama3-8B does
not apply Rotary Position Embedding (RoPE) [29] to the V matrix. By observing the calculation process of the first
element, it can be found that it is not affected by other elements. The first element is processed by the Transformer
structure, which is equivalent to being processed by a multi-layer perceptron (MLP). Therefore, in the output of the
first layer of the model, it is easy to distinguish the first element by observing each element separately. This is because
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Figure 1: The values of the elements of the non-mixture distribution in the FFN output of the second layer of the
Llama3-8B model.

the other elements are mixed together through the weighted sum of the attention mechanism and multiple projections,
and the first element is equivalent to multiple projections of its corresponding vector in the V matrix, as shown in
Eq. (8). For the first element, Eq. (8) does not explicitly write out the projections of Q, K, V calculated in the attention
mechanism and the projection of the output, because matrix multiplication satisfies the associative law. Therefore, for
the calculation of the first element, the projection in the attention mechanism can be moved to the implicit representation
in the MLP:

outs0 = MLP(emb0),

outs1,2,...,n = MLP(Attention(emb0, emb1, . . . , embn)).
(8)

With the fixed weights in the MLP, the feature distribution of the first element’s vector in the first layer’s output should
be finite and, more precisely, should be equal to the size of the vocabulary. This distribution should be noticeably
different from that of the other elements, which we refer to as non-mixed distribution. Therefore, in theory, all fully
connected layers after the first layer of attention mixing can learn to make these non-mixed distributions change
differently than other distributions. By observing the attention distribution, we found that excessive attention to the
first element appears in the third layer, so we believe that this fully connected layer that can distinguish the first and
last elements first appeared in the second layer’s feed-forward network (FFN). We observe that in the output of the
second layer FFN of the Llama-3-8B model, the vector corresponding to the non-mixed distribution becomes unique,
its L2 norm becomes very large, while the ratio of its L1 norm to L2 norm decreases, as shown in Figure 1, which is
significantly different from the characteristic distribution of the vectors corresponding to other elements.

Clearly, starting from the second layer, the model effectively distinguishes the first element from the other elements,
creating a significant difference in the distribution of the first element compared to the other elements. In each
subsequent layer, the model can distinguish the first element from the other elements based on the different distributions
and reduce the L2 norm of the corresponding vectors in the V matrix for specific distributions after projection. We refer
to this method of selecting waiver elements as feature-distribution-within-elements-based.
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Furthermore, if we generalize to the scenario where the first n elements of the model input are fixed, the feature
distribution of the vectors corresponding to the first n elements in each layer’s hidden states should also be fixed. The
model might assign special attention distributions to these fixed distributions or make these fixed features exhibit unique
distributions. Specifically, this scenario applies to models that have undergone instruction tuning, which can explain
why instruction-tuned models fail severely when the prompt is changed.

3.3.2 Models Using Global Attention and Learnable Positional Encoding

In models using global attention and learnable positional encoding, the method for selecting waiver elements can
differ significantly. Global attention allows each element in the sequence to attend to every other element, without the
constraints imposed by causal attention. This means that each token can be influenced by all other tokens, leading to
more complex attention patterns.

We observe that in models using global attention, there is generally higher attention given to the first element, and
similarly high attention to the last element. Additionally, we found that the L2 norms of the vectors corresponding to
the first and last elements in the V matrix are also lower than the L2 norms of other elements, indicating that they can
serve as waiver options. However, in global attention models, each element is mixed with other elements through the
attention mechanism, making it impossible to use the based on the feature distribution within elements method to
identify waiver elements.

After examining the pre-trained weights of the Bert-Large model, we found that the first and last indices in the learnable
positional encoding are assigned embedding vectors with significantly larger L2 norms than other indices, as shown in
Figure 2. Learnable positional encoding is mixed with word embeddings by adding them positionally. This means that
elements with the first and last positional indices are assigned biases different from other elements, which might lead to
feature distributions distinct from other elements. This distributional difference allows the model to distinguish waiver
option elements from other elements.

The reason for the significantly larger L2 norms of the embedding vectors for the first and last positional indices in
learnable positional encoding might be that the first and last elements are always [CLS] and [SEP] during the training
of Bert-Large model. Therefore, the model learns these positional encoding embedding vectors differently from other
positions. Moreover, we observed that replacing the first element with something other than [CLS] and the last element
with something other than [SEP] results in an increase in the L2 norms of the vectors corresponding to the first and last
elements in the V matrix across layers of the model. However, due to the differing influences of positional encoding
embedding vectors, their L2 norms still differ from other elements but not significantly.

Since global attention models rely on the feature distribution of positional encoding embedding vectors to distinguish
waiver option elements from other elements, and these positional encoding embedding vectors are fused with token
embedding vectors and token type embedding vectors by positional addition before entering the first layer of the
Transformer, with no further fusion operations in subsequent layers, the attention mechanism tends to focus more on
the first and last elements as early as the first layer.

We refer to this strategy of distinguishing waiver option elements from other elements based on positional encoding as
positional-encoding-based. This strategy requires the model to also learn the feature distributions of the first and last
elements, as positional information alone is insufficient to effectively distinguish waiver option elements from other
elements.

4 Experiment

4.1 Protocols

Data: The experimental data is randomly selected from the dataset bigscience-data/roots_en_wikipedia [28], which
consists of English Wikipedia articles. This dataset contains 2.06M samples; considering the visualization burden, we
randomly selected 100 samples with a length of over 1024 characters (using Python’s built-in len method) for the actual
experiments.

Models: The models used in this experiment are Llama3-8B and Bert-Large. Llama3-8B is one of the leading
open-source large language models, utilizing rotary position encoding and causal attention. Bert-Large is a classic
natural language processing model whose encoder part employs global attention and, in the specific implementation on
Huggingface, uses a learnable positional encoding with a maximum length of 512.
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Figure 2: The L2 norms of the embedding vectors in the learnable positional encoding of the Bert-Large model.

4.2 Experimental Design

We aim to adjust the feature distribution of element embedding vectors to control whether an element becomes a waiver
option. By making these adjustments, we hope to observe the attention weights concentrating on the positions we
specify. Since the methods for identifying waiver option elements differ between models based on causal attention and
models based on global attention, we design two strategies: adjusting the structured mask matrix and adjusting the
feature distribution within positional encodings.

4.2.1 Adjusting the Structured Mask Matrix

As discussed earlier in this paper, the model treats elements with embedding vectors exhibiting non-mixed distribution
as waiver elements. Therefore, we need to adjust whether an element is mixed by the attention weighting mechanism.
In causal attention, we can control how the attention weighting mechanism affects a particular element by adjusting the
structured mask matrix. For example, the vector corresponding to the first element in the structured mask matrix is
shown in Eq. (9), while the vector corresponding to the k-th element is shown in Eq. (10). Obviously, if we modify
the vector corresponding to the k-th element in the structured mask matrix to the form in Eq. (11), this element will
no longer be mixed with elements in the sequence through the attention weighting mechanism, thereby exhibiting
non-mixed distribution, and the model will treat this element as a waiver option. Thus, we devise the following attention
mask matrices:

Mask1,j =

{
unmask if j ≤ 1

mask if j > 1
(9)

Maskk,j =
{
unmask if j ≤ k

mask if j > k
(10)

Maskmodified
k,j =

{
unmask if j = k

mask if j ̸= k.
(11)

Here, Maski,j represents the attention mask matrix, where i denotes the row corresponding to the element position in
the sequence, and j denotes the column corresponding to the position being attended to. A sign of unmask indicates
that the position j is attended to by position i, and mask indicates that the attention score is set to −∞ before applying
the softmax function, effectively masking the position j from being attended to by position i.

By modifying the attention mask matrix as shown in Eq. (11), we can ensure that the k-th element is not mixed with
other elements in the sequence through the attention weighting mechanism, making it exhibit non-mixed distribution,
and thereby allowing the model to treat this element as a waiver option.

4.2.2 Adjusting the Feature Distribution within Positional Encodings

This strategy involves replacing the positional encoding embedding vectors corresponding to other positions with those
corresponding to the first and last positions. By doing so, the replaced positions will also have the positional bias of the
first and last positions. As discussed earlier in this paper, the model will mark elements with such positional bias as
waiver option elements. However, since the tokens corresponding to the selected positions are uncertain, even if more
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attention is allocated to these positions, the L2 norm of the embedding vectors in the matrix corresponding to these
positions may not differ significantly from most other elements.

4.3 Results and Analysis

4.3.1 Experiments with Adjusting the Structured Mask Matrix on Llama3-8B

We selected the element with the position index 255 as the artificially designated waiver option, and the element with
the position index 0 corresponding to the word vector index 128000 and other random values. Since the last element
is crucial for generative tasks, we also observed the attention distribution of the last element to the elements in the
sequence. Due to the numerous attention heads in the model, it is impractical to display all of them in the paper, so we
selected representative results. The experimental results are shown in Figure 3.

(a) Special token; not changed. (b) Special token; changed. (c) Random token; not changed. (d) Random token; changed.

Figure 3: In each subfigure, points of the same color represent elements within a sequence. (a) Special start tokens, the
element at position index 255 is not changed; (b) Special start tokens, the element at position index 255 is changed;
(c) Random start tokens, the element at position index 255 is not changed; (d) Random start tokens, the element at
position index 255 is changed.

Clearly, at the adjusted position, there is an attention concentration similar to that of the first element, which aligns with
our expectations.

4.3.2 Experiments with Adjusting the Feature Distribution within Positional Encodings on Bert-Large

We selected the element with the position index 383 as the artificially designated waiver option and replaced its
positional encoding embedding vector with the vectors corresponding to position indices 0 and 511 (the last element) in
the positional encoding embedding matrix. Additionally, we set the word vector index of the element at position index
0 to 101 and other random values, with a sequence length of 512. To observe the attention weights assigned to the first
and last elements, we observed the attention distribution of the element with position index 383 to the elements in the
sequence and selected representative results. The experimental results are shown in Figure 4.

At the adjusted position, we observed that the attention given by the model to our adjusted position is similar to the
attention given to the first and last elements when their word vector indices are random values. However, there is
a certain difference when the word vector indices of the first or last elements are 101 or 102, but both attract more
attention compared to other elements. The experimental results also clearly show that the model pays more attention to
elements near the position index 383, which aligns with linguistic principles that closer elements are more likely to
provide relevant information.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented an in-depth analysis of the anomalous phenomenon observed in Transformer models,
where a disproportionately high attention is given to the first element in a sequence. We introduced the concept of the
waiver phenomenon to explain this behavior and proposed two methods for selecting waiver elements: positional-
encoding-based and feature-distribution-within-elements-based.

Through our experiments, we demonstrated that adjusting the structured mask matrix and feature distribution within
positional encodings effectively controls whether an element becomes a waiver option. Our findings provide a coherent
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(a) Special; not changed (b) Special; changed by first. (c) Random; not changed. (d) Random; changed by first.

(e) Special; not changed. (f) Special; changed by last. (g) Random; not changed. (h) Random; changed by last.

Figure 4: In each subfigure, points of the same color represent elements within a sequence. (a) Special start and end
tokens, the element at position index 255 is not changed; (b) Special start and end tokens, the element at position index
255 is changed by first position embedding; (c) Random start and end tokens, the element at position index 255 is not
changed; (d) Random start and end tokens, the element at position index 255 is changed by first position embedding;
(e) Special start and end tokens, the element at position index 255 is not changed; (f) Special start and end tokens, the
element at position index 255 is changed by last position embedding; (g) Random start and end tokens, the element at
position index 255 is not changed; (h) Random start and end tokens, the element at position index 255 is changed by
last position embedding.

explanation for the observed attention patterns and offer new insights for improving the efficiency and performance of
Transformer-based models.

Future work will focus on further refining these methods and exploring their applications in different Transformer
architectures and tasks. We believe that understanding and leveraging the waiver phenomenon can lead to more robust
and efficient models, particularly in resource-constrained environments.
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