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SpecPV: Improving Self-Speculative Decoding
for Long-Context Generation via Partial Verification
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Abstract

Growing demands from tasks like code gener-
ation, deep reasoning, and long-document un-
derstanding have made long-context generation
a crucial capability for large language models
(LLMs). Speculative decoding is one of the most
direct and effective approaches for accelerating
generation. It follows a draft—verify paradigm,
where a lightweight draft model proposes several
candidate tokens and the target model verifies
them. However, we find that as the context length
grows, verification becomes the dominant bottle-
neck. To further accelerate speculative decoding
in long-context generation, we introduce SpecPV,
a self-speculative decoding approach that per-
forms fast verification using partial key—value
states (KV) and periodically applies full verifica-
tion to eliminate accumulated errors. We validate
SpecPV across multiple long-context benchmarks
and models, including LLaMA-3.1-8B-Instruct
and Qwen3-series. Experimental results show
that SpecPV achieves up to 6x decoding speedup
over standard autoregressive decoding with minor
degradation. Our code is available at: https:
//github.com/TanZhendong/SpecPV

1. Introduction

Long-context generation has become an essential capability
for large language models (LLMs). Most modern models,
such as DeepSeek and Qwen3 (Liu et al., 2024a; Yang et al.,
2025a), now support context windows up to 128K tokens.
The demand for long-context generation arises in two main
scenarios. On the one hand, as LLMs become more power-
ful, applications such as document analysis, summarization,
and code generation require processing much longer inputs,
driving the need for extended context lengths. On the other
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Figure 1. Drafting and verification time of EAGLE-3 speculative
decoding on LLaMA-3.1-8B-Instruct. As the context length in-
creases, verification gradually becomes the dominant bottleneck.

hand, as think modes become more prevalent (Guo et al.,
2025; Jaech et al., 2024), models are required to explic-
itly generate their reasoning process. This often leads to
longer and even verbose outputs,which further amplifies the
challenge of efficient long-context generation.

Many approaches have been proposed to improve the ef-
ficiency of long-context model generation, such as sparse
attention (Tang et al., 2024; Xiao et al.), KV cache quan-
tization (Liu et al., 2024c), and even the exploration of
new architectures (Wei et al., 2025; Yang et al., 2024). Be-
yond these, one of the most direct and effective methods
is speculative decoding. During autoregressive generation,
the model can only predict one token at a time, requiring
repeated forward passes when producing long sequences.
Speculative decoding alleviates this limitation through a
draft—verify framework: a lightweight draft model first gen-
erates multiple candidate tokens, which are then verified by
the target LLM in a single forward pass. Since the draft
model is much faster and multiple tokens can be accepted at
once, this approach substantially reduces decoding latency.

Recent studies have explored applying speculative decoding
to long-context generation in pursuit of lossless acceleration
(Sun et al.; Wu et al., 2025; Sadhukhan et al.). When han-
dling long contexts, the primary challenges lie in the rapidly
growing KV cache and the complexity of attention. Conse-
quently, these methods typically focus on designing draft
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Figure 2. lustration of three verification processes in SpecPV. For short context, we adopt classic full verification, whereas for long
context, we use partial verification to improve efficiency. Periodic full verification eliminates accumulated errors and refreshes the partial
KV cache. Taken together, these modes balance efficiency and accuracy across different context length.

models with lightweight KV cache, while relying on full
KV cache during verification to ensure lossless generation.

However, when applying EAGLE-3 (Li et al., 2025) to long-
context generation, we measure the average drafting and
verification time, as shown in Figure 4. For shorter contexts,
although each draft step is relatively fast, searching and gen-
erating a tree-structured set of candidate tokens still incurs
a non-negligible cost. As the context length increases, how-
ever, the verification time grows from around 60% to nearly
80%, gradually becoming the dominant bottleneck. This
observation motivates our work: can we more aggressively
utilize partial KV cache for verification while maintaining
minimal performance degradation, thereby mitigating the
overhead caused by full verification?

A natural concern arises that partial verification might harm
model performance. However, numerous studies (Zhang
et al., 2023; Tang et al., 2024; Xu et al.) have shown that
attention in LLMs exhibits strong sparsity, especially when
processing long context. This indicates that, by employing
carefully designed retrieval strategies, one can achieve ef-
fective verification using partial KV cache with negligible
accuracy loss.

Building on this insight, we propose a partial verification ap-
proach for self-speculative decoding. In this framework, the
target LLM and the lightweight draft module alternately per-
form forward passes. During verification, the target LLM
obtains the layer features of accepted tokens, which are
reused to guide subsequent drafts. Considering that LLMs
inevitably accumulate errors during partial cache generation,
we replace only part of the verification steps with partial
verification, while periodically performing full verification
to rectify deviations and ensure that the generated results
remain consistent with the original outputs. Moreover, since
the partial KV cache is much smaller than the full one, un-
der memory-constrained settings we can offload only the
full KV cache while keeping the partial cache on-device,
thereby achieving even better speedup. Finally, we evaluate

the model performance and efficiency of SpecPV across
different models and datasets using the EAGLE-3 draft (Li
et al., 2025). Experimental results demonstrate that SpecPV
incurs only negligible accuracy loss and provides substan-
tial efficiency gains, achieving up to 6x decoding speedup
compared to standard autoregressive decoding and around
2x speedup over full verification at a 60K context length.

In summary, our key contributions are as follows:

e We summarize the framework of Self-Speculative De-
coding and identify its bottlenecks in long-context gen-
eration.

* We propose SpecPV, a speculative decoding framework
with partial verification, which further accelerates long-
context generation.

* We evaluate SpecPV across different models and
datasets, showing up to 6x decoding speedup with
negligible accuracy loss.

2. Related Work

Speculative Decoding Speculative decoding is a widely
used approach for losslessly accelerating autoregressive
models. Leviathan et al. (2023) introduced Speculative Sam-
pling and demonstrated that it is theoretically equivalent to
standard sampling.

A key challenge in speculative decoding is how to orga-
nize candidate tokens to improve the accepted length during
drafting. Classical approaches employ a small speculative
model to generate a single candidate sequence. SpecInfer
(Miao et al., 2024) organizes candidate tokens into a token
tree, effectively increasing the number of accepted tokens by
expanding the candidate space. Building on this, subsequent
works (Li et al., 2024b; Liu et al., 2024b) have explored dy-
namic tree construction based on the draft model’s predicted
distribution.
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Another key challenge lies in designing a fast yet effective
draft model, as its speed and accept length directly deter-
mine the overall acceleration. Traditional approaches typi-
cally employ an independent small model, such as LLaMA-
68M, to serve as the draft (Miao et al., 2024). Several studies
leverage part of the target LLM’s layer features to construct
the draft model, a paradigm commonly referred to as self-
speculative decoding. Specifically, some studies implement
this paradigm through layer skipping or early exiting (Zhang
et al., 2024; Elhoushi et al., 2024; Liu et al., 2024b; Xia
et al., 2025). In contrast, methods such as EAGLE (Li
et al., 2024a), Medusa (Cai et al., 2024), and Multi-Token
Prediction (MTP) (Gloeckle et al., 2024) directly reuse the
top-layer features as part of the draft model’s input. Further-
more, EAGLE-3 (Li et al., 2025) adopts a training-time test
technique to avoid relying solely on the top layer and shifts
from feature prediction to direct token prediction. Over-
all, self-speculative decoding enables more efficient draft
prediction with less training data and smaller model size.
Therefore, our work focuses on this paradigm to further
enhance decoding efficiency in long-context generation.

Efficient Long-Context Generation The main bottle-
necks in long-context generation lie in the rapidly growing
KV cache and the complexity of attention. To address these
challenges, several research directions have emerged. KV
cache quantization (Liu et al., 2024c; Hooper et al., 2024)
reduces memory usage and accelerates attention through
faster data loading. Sparse attention (Xiao et al.; Tang et al.,
2024; Zhang et al., 2023) leverages the inherent sparsity
of attention patterns, allowing models to compute attention
over only a small subset of key—value pairs with minimal
accuracy loss. New architectures, such as Linear Attention
and Hybrid Linear Attention (Team et al., 2025), have also
been actively explored as alternatives to full attention with
superior efficiency.

Triforce (Sun et al.) introduces streaming cache drafting
and proposes a hierarchical speculation to alleviate memory
bottlenecks. MagicDec (Sadhukhan et al.) leverages a draft
model with sparse KV cache to accelerate generation for
large batch size. TokenSwift (Wu et al., 2025) employs
partial KV cache and a Medusa-style draft model to achieve
lossless acceleration for ultra long sequence generation. The
aforementioned methods primarily focus on the draft phase,
whereas our work targets the verification phase, adopting
an EAGLE-3—-style draft model and partial verification to
further accelerate long-context generation.

3. SpecPV

In this section, we introduce SpecPV, a partial verification
self-speculative decoding approach for long-context gener-
ation. We first introduce the inference framework of self-
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Figure 3. Illustration of the generation process in self-speculative
decoding. A key characteristic of self-speculation is that the draft
model reuses the layer features from the target LLM. For clarity,
we present the naive single-sequence drafting.

speculative decoding and identify its bottlenecks. Then, we
present our partial verification method. Finally, to mini-
mize potential performance degradation, we periodically
adopt full verification to mitigate accumulated errors. The
following subsections describe each component in detail.

3.1. Self-Speculative Decoding Framework

Traditional approaches typically employ a standalone small
speculative model that shares the target LLM’s vocabulary.
In practice, this model is usually a smaller member of the
same model family. In contrast, the key characteristic of
self-speculative decoding is that the draft model reuses layer
features from the target LLM. We provide an example in
Figure 3 to better illustrate it.

After the prefilling stage, the model predicts the next token
and generates a set of layer features that serve as inputs for
self-speculative drafting. Different methods make use of
these features in distinct ways: some rely solely on top-layer
features, while others combine token representations with
top-layer features. More advanced designs, such as EAGLE-
3, combine token representations with both top-layer and
intermediate features through a training-time test technique.
These methods also differ in how they produce multiple
future tokens. Multi-head designs assign each head to a
specific future position, whereas single-head approaches
repeatedly apply one prediction head in an autoregressive
manner. The draft module itself is typically lightweight,
often consisting of only a single decoder layer. It may also
share the target LLM’s output head or adopt a subset of its
vocabulary to further reduce parameters.
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A common misunderstanding is that drafting requires run-
ning the target LLM to obtain layer features, making it
appear as though the target model must participate in the
draft phase. In practice, verification already produces all
necessary layer features for the accepted tokens. The fea-
tures are naturally aligned with the next step predictions, in
which the feature corresponding to token x; is used to draft
token x; 1. As aresult, the draft phase consists solely of the
draft module computation, without invoking any additional
forward passes of the target LLM.

3.2. Partial Verification

As illustrated in Figure 2, we adopt partial verification to
improve the decoding efficiency. Since current KV cache
managers commonly organize the cache in block formats
(Kwon et al., 2023), we also select partial KV cache at the
block level.

The partial KV cache consists of four components. First,
due to the attention sink mechanism (Xiao et al.), keeping
the KV blocks of the initial tokens will largely preserve the
performance of window attention. Therefore, we always
retain the first few KV cache blocks as sink tokens. Next
is the retrieval tokens, which forms the main body of the
partial KV cache. Inspired by Quest (Tang et al., 2024), the
set of critical tokens depends on the current query. Owing to
the semantic continuity of natural language, which endows
attention with intrinsic locality (Yang et al., 2025b), the
partial KV cache does not need to be updated at every step
while still maintaining strong model performance. To further
accelerate the retrieval process, we cache the key-states
summary of each block.

Si _ (Kimax, Klmin) (1)

where K™% and K™ denote the element-wise maximum
and minimum of the key states within block i. Next, we
compute a score s; for each block based on the input query
states. During standard decoding, only a single token is
generated at each step, and thus only one query state is
produced. However, in the verification phase, the model
receives a sequence of candidate tokens generated by the
draft module, resulting in multiple query states. To accom-
modate this situation, we first compute per-query scores for
each block and then aggregate them into a single importance
score.

Sij = max(qj (Km)T, g (K™ i“)T) 2)
Sy 8i,M) 3)

S = f(sz,l, 5§,2y -

where s; ; denotes the score between the j-th query state
and the key state of block ¢, and f is a reduction function
(e.g., max, mean, or last), with last referring to the query
state of the most recently verified token.

Additionally, we retain a small number of recent local to-
kens, maintained as a fixed-size window. The last compo-
nent is a buffer. It keeps tokens that have been partially
verified and are awaiting correction. During forward phase,
the key states of all candidate tokens are temporarily kept
in this buffer so that invalid tokens can be removed once
verification is completed. Although we describe these four
components separately, they are contiguous in token order
and are handled as a single continuous KV segment during
the attention forward pass.

3.3. Rectified with Full Verification

During decoding, the errors introduced by partial verifica-
tion gradually accumulate, causing the generated output to
drift over time. In practice, this accumulation comes from
two sources: the key—value states of partially verified tokens
are inaccurate, and the retrieved context changes as genera-
tion progresses. A practical solution is to periodically apply
full verification to eliminate these accumulated errors.

Before entering the verification forward pass, the partially
verified tokens are prepended to the newly generated candi-
date tokens. During verification, we perform the attention
computation using the full KV cache and refresh the partial
KV cache accordingly. In this forward pass, we compute
key—value states for both the partially verified tokens and
the candidate tokens. Afterward, we update the retrieval
tokens and the local window tokens following the procedure
described in Section 3.2. Finally, once the candidate tokens
have been evaluated, we remove the invalid tokens from
both the partial and the full KV cache.

We illustrate the three verification processes in Figure 2.
When the sequence length is smaller than the partial KV
cache budget, partial verification is disabled. As the se-
quence grows and exceeds the partial KV cache budget,
we perform a full verification once to initialize the partial
KV cache, then smoothly transition into partial verification.
Additionally, we set a maximum buffer size for the partial
KV cache. When the total number of partially verified and
candidate tokens exceeds this buffer, we switch back to
full verification and refresh the partial KV cache. By ad-
justing the buffer size, we can control how frequently full
verification is triggered.

Furthermore, when memory is constrained, a common strat-
egy for scaling long-context inference is KV cache offload-
ing. Since the partial and draft KV cache are significantly
smaller than the full KV cache, we offload only the full KV
cache to host memory. At each layer, we keep only its key
and value states on device and prefetch the next layer when
needed. Under this setting, partial verification is especially
helpful because it reduces full cache access and lowers PCle
transfer overhead, thus improving inference efficiency.
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Algorithm 1 SpecPV Generation

1: Input: target model M, draft model M gyas:, prompt
p, cache configuration C, sampling configuration S,
max length 7, max new tokens A/

2: Output: generated sequence y
3 KVfUIh Kvpartiala KV ras InltKV(C)
4: h, T < ChunkPreﬁll(Mtgt, K‘/fu]h Mdraft; KVdraft,p)
5: y « concat(p, [x])
6: fort =1to 7 do
7. candidates < TreeDraft(Marafs, KVaratt, b, )
8:  mode + SelectMode(len(y), K Vpartial)
9: if mode = FULL then
10: Kvln — Kv;cull
11:  else if mode = PARTIAL then
12: K‘/in <~ Kvpartial
13:  else if mode = REFRESH then
14: KV, {Kvpartiala K‘/full}
15:  endif
16:  logits, h < TreeDecode( Mg, candidates, KV;iy,)
17:  x < PostEvaluate(candidates, logits, , KVi,, S)
18:  Appendztoy
19:  iflen(y) — len(p) > NMor EOS € z then
20: break
21:  end if
22: end for

Overall, the framework of SpecPV is summarized in Algo-
rithm 1.

4. Experiments

In this section, we design a series of experiments to eval-
uate SpecPV in both model performance and generation
efficiency.

4.1. Setup

Models We evaluate SpecPV on LLaMA-3.1-8B-Instruct
(Grattafiori et al., 2024) and the Qwen-3 series (4B, 8B and
14B) (Yang et al., 2025a). For the draft module, we adopt
the EAGLE-3 framework (Li et al., 2025), a state-of-the-
art approach for self-speculative decoding. The publicly
released EAGLE-3 models are trained with a 2K context
window. Building on these released weights, we further
apply YARN-based long-context adaptation (Peng et al.,
2023) using 6,400 PG-19 samples at a 32K sequence length.
By further adjusting the scaling factor, we extend the draft
model’s context window to 64K. Additional details are pro-
vided in Section A.

Tasks For efficiency evaluation, we construct a story con-
tinuation task on PG-19 (Rae et al.), which allows us to
measure speedup under different context lengths. For model

performance evaluation, we use tasks from LongBench v1
(Bai et al., 2024a) and v2 (Bai et al., 2024b), covering two
categories: document summarization and question answer-

ing.

Baselines We compare the efficiency of SpecPV against
three speculative decoding baselines:

* TriForce: TriForce (Sun et al.) employs an indepen-
dent draft model and performs hierarchical specula-
tion for long-context generation. The original method
supports only LLaMA-2 models, and pretraining a
standalone draft model from scratch would require sub-
stantial resources. Therefore, for LLaMA-3, we use
Qwama-0.5B-Instruct (Turboderp, 2024) as the draft
model, which is based on Qwen2-0.5B-Instruct but
adapted to the LLaMA-3 vocabulary.

* TokenSwift: TokenSwift (Wu et al., 2025) adopts a
Medusa-style draft head and uses a partial KV cache
for drafting. It primarily focuses on ultra—long se-
quence generation, and therefore incorporates addi-
tional techniques such as token reutilization and con-
textual penalty.

* EAGLE3-YARN: We directly use our YARN-adapted
EAGLE-3 models for speculative decoding generation.

Metrics We evaluate both the generation quality and the
efficiency of SpecPV. For efficiency, we report two metrics:

* Overall Speedup «: The decoding time of all meth-
ods is compared against the standard autoregressive
baseline. Speedup is computed as:

Throughputg,..py

Speedup = 4)

Throughput,,

* Draft Accept Length 7: We measure the average
number of tokens accepted per verification step. Our
metric allows an accept length of O when all drafted
tokens are rejected.

For quality evaluation, we adopt task-appropriate metrics:

¢ Question Answering: We measure exact-match accu-
racy, comparing the generated answer with the ground
truth after normalization.

¢ Summarization: We measure ROUGE-L (Lin, 2004),
which measures longest common subsequence overlap,
and BLEURT (Sellam et al., 2020), a learned metric
that evaluates semantic similarity between sentences.

Implementations For consistency across baselines, we
implement all attention operations using the scaled dot prod-
uct attention of Pytorch. We evaluate decoding efficiency
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Table 1. Experimental results of LLaMA3.1-8B-Instruct across different context length. We compare SpecPV with various baselines
using partial KV caches of 8K, 4K, and 2K. In the table, o denotes the micro-averaged throughput speedup, while 7 represents the

macro-averaged draft accept length.

METHOD 10K 20K 30K 40K 50K 60K
o T o T o T o o T o T
TRIFORCE 1.72x 2.62 2.44x 2.82 2.65x 2.61 3.10x 2.80 3.42x 2.82 3.17x 2.61
TOKENSWIFT  1.41x 1.64 1.70x 1.73 1.83x 1.73 1.98x 1.77 2.06x 1.77 2.11x 1.75
EAGLE3-YARN 2.49x 3.38 2.74x 3.49 2.82x 3.38 3.02x 3.57 3.06x 3.46 3.11x 3.48
SPECPV-8K 2.53x 3.34 3.54x 3.51 4.23x 3.42 4.88x 3.56 531x 3.46 5.80x 3.57
SPECPV-4K 2.92x 3.29 4.00x 3.57 4.57x 3.43 5.46x 3.67 5.66x 3.52 6.15x 3.56
SPECPV-2K 2.88x 3.30 3.83x 3.42 4.75x 3.46 5.21x 3.55 5.79x 3.56 6.29x 3.57

=@= EAGLE3-YARN
=@=_SpecPV-4K
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Figure 4. Decoding throughput of LLaMA3.1-8B-Instruct on a
single RTX 4090 GPU with KV cache offloading. Since SpecPV’s
partial cache is small and does not require offloading to host mem-
ory, partial verification yields significant speedup.

on an A100 80GB GPU with context lengths up to 60K. In
memory-constrained settings, we additionally test efficiency
on a single RTX 4090 24GB GPU with KV cache offloading
enabled.

4.2. Generation Efficiency

We construct a test dataset from PG-19 by extracting seg-
ments of varying lengths while ensuring that sentences re-
main as complete as possible. Each model is then prompted
to continue the story, generating up to 1024 tokens with
a temperature of 0. For SpecPV generation, we use mean
reduction for KV cache retrieval and we size the buffer to
accommodate all tokens processed in a single verification
step with an additional margin of 20. We then evaluate
performance under different retrieval KV budget settings.

We compare SpecPV with other baselines on LLaMA3.1-
8B-Instruct across different context length, without KV-
cache offloading. The partial KV budget for both TriForce
and TokenSwift is set to 4K. For TokenSwift, its design pri-
marily targets ultra-long sequence generation, typically be-
yond 20K tokens. Under our evaluation settings, techniques
such as token reutilization have limited impact, resulting in
relatively modest speedup. For TriForce, the hierarchical
verification design yields solid acceleration in long-context

Table 2. Similarity between SpecPV and full generation on GovRe-
port and QMSum (temperature = 0) on Qwen3-8B and LLaMA3.1-
8B-Instruct. RL denotes ROUGE-L and BLT denotes BLEURT.
“~ indicates the difference between full generation and naive
autoregressive decoding.

MODELS  BUDGET GOVREPORT QMSuMm
RL BLT RL BLT
- 77.3 73.8 81.2 80.4
LLAMA3. 1 4096 62.5 61.8 61.2 67.0
2048 56.1 56.6 56.1 64.1
512 47.0 52.1 485 599
- 72.1  73.8 842 83.6
QWEN3 4096 62.1 639 604 67.8
2048 56.0 59.7 555 65.1
512 494 549 472 60.6

settings. However, it does not refresh the partial KV cache,
and each verification step relies on full verification to re-
main lossless. In addition, its standalone draft model yields
slightly shorter draft accepted length in our experiments.
These factors together contribute to its slower decoding
speed compared with SpecPV. After applying our YARN-
based long-context adaptation, the EAGLE-3 model also
achieves notable draft accept length in long-context sce-
narios. When the context is relatively short, the speedup
from partial verification is limited. However, as the context
further increases, the benefits become far more significant.
We also observe that different partial KV budgets lead to
variations in draft accept length. In practice, the partial
KV budget should be chosen flexibly based on the actual
context length in order to balance efficiency and accuracy.
Furthermore, we also evaluate performance on a single RTX
4090 GPU with KV cache offloading. Since the primary
bottleneck in this setting is PCle transfer, and the partial KV
cache is small enough to avoid host and device transfers,
SpecPV achieves significant speedup.

We also evaluate SpecPV under different partial KV cache
budgets on the Qwen3 series. For continuation tasks, we use
the no-think mode. The results are shown in Table 3. Due to
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Table 3. Experimental results on the Qwen3 series across different

context length. We report the throughput speedup («) and draft accept

length (7) under various partial KV cache budgets. For the 60K context length, we set the YARN scaling factor of Qwen3 to 2.0 to

accommodate the extended context window.

SIZE METHOD 10K 20K 30K 40K 50K 60K
(0% T « T (0% T [0 T (0% T (e T
EAGLE3-YARN 2.43x 3.27 2.59x 3.28 2.61x 3.21 2.54x 3.05 2.70x 3.13 2.79x 3.18
4B SPECPV-8K 2.46x 3.35 3.50x 330 4.02x 3.23 4.50x 3.14 5.04x 3.11 5.52x 3.11
SPECPV-4K 2.55x 3.37 3.40x 3.11 4.22x 3.17 4.73x 3.17 5.44x 3.28 5.89x 3.29
SPECPV-2K 2.76x 3.39 3.69x 3.31 431x 3.25 4.84x 3.20 5.32x 3.15 5.82x 3.14
EAGLE3-YARN 2.44x 3.23 2.65x 3.25 2.79x 3.35 2.78x 3.35 2.78x 3.29 2.83x 3.22
SB SPECPV-8K 2.39x 3.02 3.33x 3.19 4.00x 3.19 4.46x 3.25 497x 3.27 531x 3.11
SPECPV-4K 2.44x 298 3.47x 3.06 4.13x 3.02 4.83x 3.37 5.21x 3.29 5.44x 3.06
SPECPV-2K 2.53x 290 3.58x 3.05 4.14x 3.01 4.61x 3.13 5.24x 3.32 5.35x 3.01
EAGLE3-YARN 2.46x 3.03 2.74x 3.30 2.83x 3.34 3.12x 3.81 3.18x 3.78 2.98x 3.31
14B SPECPV-8K 2.46x 291 3.35x 3.11 3.83x 298 5.06x 3.79 5.45x 3.57 5.63x 3.44
SPECPV-4K 2.75x 2.89 3.68x 3.14 4.13x 3.02 5.37x 3.71 6.02x 3.69 5.83x 3.23
SPECPV-2K 2.74x 2.79 3.73x 3.08 4.37x 3.10 5.37x 3.66 599x 3.60 5.73x 2.96
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Figure 5. Accuracy on QA tasks under different partial KV cache budgets. For LongBench v2, samples exceeding 64K context length are
excluded. For all datasets, we first generate a chain of thought and then prompt the model to produce a standardized final answer. For
most datasets, SpecPV achieves performance comparable to full verification under a 4096 token KV budget.

its mixed think and no-think output modes, Qwen3 produces
slightly shorter draft accept length than LLaMA3.1. Overall,
SpecPV provides consistent acceleration across different
LLMs and model size.

4.3. Generation Quality

We evaluate generation quality on both summarization and
question answering tasks. For summarization, we use the
GovReport (Huang et al., 2021) and QMSum (Zhong et al.,
2021) datasets in LongBenchv1. Standard evaluation typ-
ically measures similarity between the model output and
the human-provided ground truth. In our setting, however,
we instead treat the full cache output as the reference and
measure the difference between SpecPV and full verifica-

tion under different retrieval cache budgets. The results
are shown in Table 2. In practice, we observe small varia-
tions between the outputs generated by full verification and
naive autoregressive decoding, mainly due to unavoidable
numerical discrepancies in floating-point computation. To
account for this intrinsic noise, we also compare full verifi-
cation against naive autoregressive decoding as a reference.
SpecPV shows minimal degradation and retains the essential
semantic content of the generated summaries.

For question answering, we use HotpotQA (Yang et al.,
2018) and MuSiQue (Trivedi et al., 2022) from Long-
Benchvl together with LongBenchv2 samples after exclud-
ing those that exceed a 64K context length. We first gener-
ate a chain of thought (CoT) and then prompt the model to
produce a standardized final answer. For Qwen3, we gener-
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Table 4. Different reduction results on GovReport. Mean, Max,
and Last denote different retrieval score aggregation strategies.

LAST
RL T RL T RL T

LLAMA3.1 56.1 3.53 55.8 3.52 54.0 3.47
QWEN3  56.0 2.77 55.5 2.76 55.4 2.77

MODELS MEAN MAX

LLaMA3.1-8B-Instruct Qwen3-8B

58 2.7

T T T T T T T T
10 20 30 40 50 60 10 20 30 40 50 60
Refresh Interval Refresh Interval

Figure 6. Experimental results of different refresh intervals on
QMSum. Solid lines indicate Rouge-L, and dashed lines indicate
speedup. Overall, larger refresh intervals lead to greater deviation
from full verification, but yield higher speedup.

ate the CoT in think mode to obtain stronger performance.
Overall, as the KV cache budget decreases, model accuracy
gradually declines. For most datasets, SpecPV achieves per-
formance comparable to full verification with a 4096 token
KV budget. In addition, we hypothesize that discarding
part of the KV cache can sometimes reduce long-context
noise, which explains why SpecPV even outperforms full
verification on certain datasets. Overall, SpecPV maintains
generation quality that is highly consistent with full verifi-
cation.

4.4. Ablation Study

In the previous experiments, we analyzed how different
KV budgets affect both efficiency and accuracy. In this
section, we focus on the impact of different query-reduction
strategies and the influence of buffer size.

We evaluate different reduction strategies on Qwen3-8B and
LLaMA-3.1-8B-Instruct using the GovReport dataset under
a 2K KV budget. The results are shown in Table 4. Overall,
the choice of reduction type has only a minor effect on per-
formance. Mean reduction yields the highest similarity and
also produces slightly longer draft accept length. Conse-
quently, we adopt mean reduction in all other experiments.

By adjusting the buffer size, we effectively control the inter-
val for partial KV cache refreshes. We evaluate this effect
on QMSum, as shown in Figure 6. Across different models,
we observe a similar trend: as the refresh interval increases,
the similarity between SpecPV and full verification gradu-
ally decreases, indicating that periodically partial KV cache
updates help preserve model performance. To balance effi-
ciency and accuracy, we typically set the buffer size to the

Summary of "Astral Worship"
by J. H. Hill, M. D.

This work explores the origins of
religious beliefs, particularly those of
Christianity, by tracing them back to
ancient forms of astral worship. Hill
argues that early religious systems,
such as those of the Magi, were based
on a geocentric view of the cosmos,
where the Earth was seen as the center
of the universe and the Sun as a divine
figure. These beliefs were expressed
through allegorical astronomy, with
the Sun and other celestial bodies
personified as gods and divine beings.

The text delves into the sacred
numbers 7 and 12, which were central
to ancient religious systems. The
number 7 is associated with the seven
planets and the seven days of the
week, while 12 relates to the twelve
signs of the Zodiac and the twelve
months of the year. These numbers
were used to structure religious cycles
and doctrines, including the 12,000-
year cycle, which was believed to
govern the rise and fall of human
civilization...

(Summarization Full)

Summary of "Astral Worship"
by J. H. Hill, M. D.

This work explores the origins of
religious beliefs, particularly those of
Christianity, by tracing them back to
ancient astrological and astronomical
practices. The author argues that early
religious systems, such as those of the
Magi and ancient civilizations, were
based on a geocentric view of the
universe, where the Earth was seen as
the center, and celestial bodies were
personified as divine entities. These
beliefs were later transformed into the
doctrines of various religions,
including Christianity, through a
process of allegorization and
reinterpretation.

The text discusses the sacred numbers
7 and 12, which were central to
ancient cosmology and religious
structures. It also delves into the
twelve-thousand-year cycle, a concept
that influenced the development of
religious doctrines, including the idea
of the fall and redemption of man. The
author suggests that these ideas were
not based on historical events...

(Summarization SpecPV-8K)

Figure 7. A case study on Qwen3-8B, where the LLM summarizes
a 50K tokens document using full verification and SpecPV.

number of tokens involved in one verification step plus 20.

4.5. Case Study

Figure 7 presents a case study on Qwen3-8B for book sum-
marization. We compare the output generated by full veri-
fication and SpecPV. From this example, we observe that
although SpecPV uses partial KV verification, it preserves
most of the key information, and the crucial factual content
(highlighted in red) remains correct. However, the output
generated with full verification includes more fine-grained
details, shown in blue. Because SpecPV relies on only a sub-
set of the KV cache, we conjecture that certain fine-grained
details may be lost, which is not well reflected by standard
accuracy metrics. We hope future long-context generation
methods will better address this limitation.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we propose SpecPV, a self-speculative decod-
ing approach that performs fast verification using partial KV
cache and periodically applies full verification to eliminate
accumulated errors. By accelerating the verification stage
within speculative decoding, SpecPV further improves gen-
eration efficiency in long-context settings. Our experiments
show that SpecPV achieves up to 6x decoding speedup
compared with standard autoregressive decoding, with only
minor accuracy degradation. We believe this work con-
tributes to enabling more efficient and practical speculative
decoding for long-context LLM applications.
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Impact Statement

This paper proposes a method aimed at advancing the effi-
ciency of large language models. While such improvements
may have some potential societal consequences, we do not
identify any specific ethical concerns that require particular
attention here.
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A. YARN-Based Extension of the EAGLE-3 Module

For the original EAGLE-3 draft module, directly applying it to long-context scenarios fails to produce effective draft
predictions. The core issue is that the decoder layer inside EAGLE-3 relies on RoPE position encoding, which does
not extrapolate well to extended context lengths. Moreover, most publicly available EAGLE-3 models are trained on
self-generated conversational data (Ding et al., 2023) with context windows around 2K tokens. As a result, we first need to
extend its positional embeddings.

We extend the context length using YARN. Since YARN finetuning only repairs the positional embedding and does not
require injecting additional knowledge, it can be trained with a relatively small amount of data. We construct a dataset
of 6,400 samples from PG-19 with a 32K context window. We fine-tune the EAGLE-3 module based on SpecForge
(Shenggui Li, 2025), and our training hyperparameters are listed in Table 5.

Table 5. Training hyperparameters for fine-tuning the EAGLE-3 module using SpecForge.

HYPERPARAMETER VALUE
NUM EPOCHS 1
LEARNING RATE 2E-5
WARMUP RATIO 0.05
MAX LENGTH 32768
TRANING-TIMETEST LENGTH 4
TENSOR PARALLEL SIZE (TP) 1
DATA PARALLEL SIZE (DP) 4
DRAFT MICRO BATCH SIZE 1
DRAFT GLOBAL BATCH SIZE 16
DRAFT ACCUMULATION STEPS 4
SCALING FACTOR 16.0

After training, we set the scaling factor to 32.0, which allows the model to extrapolate to a 64K context length directly. To
enable the EAGLE-3 module to perform autoregressive generation more effectively, the authors adopt the Training-Time
Test technique. During training, the model performs multiple rounds of generation, allowing the loss to be aggregated across
multiple decoding steps:

L=Lo+ali+a*Ly+---+a"L, (5)

The training loss curves are shown in Figure 8. As the training-time test step increases, the loss consistently decreases.
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Figure 8. Loss curves of EAGLE3 YARN fine-tuning on LLaMA3.1-8B-Instruct. The plots show both the raw loss and its time-weighted
exponential moving average (EMA) across training steps.
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