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ABSTRACT

The self-attention mechanism in Transformer models is widely adopted but re-
mains vulnerable to attention noise. Differential Transformer and its variant DEX
attempt to address this issue; however, the former requires training from scratch,
while the latter cannot directly mitigate noise during the attention computation
process. In this paper, we propose DAA (Differential Attention Adaption), a novel
method that can both reduce attention noise and be flexibly inserted during the
fine-tuning stage. Specifically, DAA introduces lightweight learnable modules in
the process of calculating attention scores, implementing the differential mecha-
nism to suppress noise. We find that DAA can offset attention noise while intro-
ducing few parameters (less than 1% of the total model parameters) and directly
act on the updates of the K and Q matrices, achieving effects similar to those of
a Differential Transformer model trained from scratch. We further compare our
approach with two methods that explore different positions of differentiation: one
modifies the input sequence to separately compute K, Q, or V, while the other reg-
ulates the output matrix (DEX). Experimental results show that DAA can better
effectively improve model performance with a small amount of fine-tuning data.

1 INTRODUCTION

The Transformer architecture has become the cornerstone of modern language models and a pivotal
technology in a wide array of artificial intelligence applications [Vaswani et al.|(2017); [Dosovitskiy
et al.[ (2020); Radford et al.| (undefined); Kirillov et al.| (2023); |Carion et al.| (undefined).Although
Transformers are widely used, many studies have shown that this architecture has difficulties in
retrieving key information due to the presence of attention noise.This misallocation of focus can
degrade language model performance, particularly in tasks involving long sequences or complex
data|Liu et al.|(2023); Lu et al.| (2021).

In response to this critical issue, researchers have proposed Differential Transformer|Ye et al.|(2025),
a novel architecture to reduce attention noise, inspired by differential amplifiers in electrical engi-
neering. It computes the difference between two parallel softmax attention maps to suppress noise
and amplify the signal from relevant tokens. While effective, the Differential Transformer necessi-
tates training a model from scratch, preventing its application to the existing pretrained language
models. To circumvent the need for complete retraining, some other methods are introduced Wu
et al.[(2025)); Kong et al.[(2025])). For example, OpAmp adaption shows excellent results in the fine-
tuning process, but complex processing of fine-tuned data is required in advance Wu et al.| (2025).
The other method, DEX, aims to integrate the benefits of Differential Transformer into the normal
fine-tuning stage by applying a learnable differential operation to the output value matrix Kong et al.
(2025)). However, it does not directly intervene in the attention score calculation, thus failing to
mitigate noise during the crucial attention computation phase.

Building on these insights, we introduce Differential Attention Adaption (DAA), a novel method
designed to overcome the limitations of both the Differential Transformer and DEX when applied to
conventional training datasets. Our approach inserts learnable modules directly into the self-attention
mechanism, implementing a differential operation during the calculation of attention scores. Specif-
ically, these modules act on the product of the Key (K) and Query (Q) matrices, allowing DAA
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Figure 1: Attention scores on ARC-E (Science Question Answering Generation task) for DAA (top)
and DEX (bottom). Darker red indicates stronger attention. Green boxes highlight that DAA demon-
strates more focused and accurate attention on core scientific associations (e.g., plants—plants sub-
ject continuity, sunlight—photosynthesis key scientific logic) compared to DEX.

Table 1: Comparison of differential attention architectures, where dpoqe; Tepresents the dimension of
the model’s hidden states.

Architecture Reduce Introduced to Existing # Parameters of Each
Attention Noise Transformer Models Attention Layer (h heads)

DIFF Transformer \/ X 7d§mde1
DEX X v (4+ £)d2o
DffK (Ours) v v 52 e
DiffQ (Ours) v v 5d2 ogel
DiffV (Ours) X v 5dmodel
DAA (Ours) v v (4+ 3)d2oi

to mitigate attention noise at its source. This direct intervention achieves an effect analogous to a
Differential Transformer but without the need for training the model from scratch. To validate our
approach, we compare DAA against two alternative differentiation strategies: one that alters the
input sequence to compute K, Q, or V separately, and another (DEX) that adjusts the final output
matrix. Our analysis reveals that, unlike these methods, which tend to focus excessively on either
local or global features, DAA integrates a differential mechanism throughout the entire attention
score computation process. This holistic approach enables DAA to effectively offset attention noise
with the significant advantage of being applicable to pre-trained models.

As highlighted in Table[I] DAA uniquely combines the key advantages of its predecessors. It effec-
tively reduces attention noise, similar to the original Differential Transformer, but crucially, it can
be applied to existing pre-trained models. Furthermore, it achieves this with the same parameter ef-
ficiency as DEX, introducing a minimal number of new parameters (less than 1% of the total model
parameters). As experimental results demonstrate, DAA enhances model performance with only a
small amount of fine-tuning data effectively, offering a practical and efficient solution for fine-tuning
pretrained Transformer models.

2 BACKGROUND

The attention noise in Transformer models has spurred the development of novel architectures aimed
at enhancing signal clarity during the self-attention process. In this section, we review two significant
preceding works : the Differential Transformer and its lightweight adaptation, DEX.
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2.1 DIFFERENTIAL TRANSFORMER

Inspired by differential amplifiers in electrical engineering, the Differential Transformer |Ye et al.
(2025) introduces a novel attention mechanism, known as DIFF attention, to actively suppress atten-
tion noise and amplify relevant signals within the input sequence. This is achieved by computing the
difference between two parallel attention maps, which effectively cancels out common-mode noise.

The core of the Differential Transformer lies in its unique formulation of the attention mechanism.
Given an input sequence X € RV >*dmu it first generates two distinct sets of queries (Q1, Q2) and
keys (K1, K5) from separate learnable projection matrices, while sharing a single value matrix V.
The differential attention is then computed as follows:

[Q1; Q2] = XWq, [Ki; K] =XWgk, V=XWy,
1K )
where Wq, Wi, Wy, € Rémow*2d gre Jearnable parameter matrices, @1, Q2, K1, Ko € RV*? and

V e RVX2d depote projected matrices. Aq, Ao are the softmax attention scores, A is a learnable
scalar that balances the contribution of the two attention maps. O’ is the differential attention output.

)
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The primary advantage of the Differential Transformer is its remarkable effectiveness in reduc-
ing attention noise, leading to sparser and more focused attention patterns. This noise cancellation
enhances the model’s ability to identify and prioritize key information, which has been shown to
improve performance on a variety of downstream tasks, including long-context modeling, mitigat-
ing hallucinations, and in-context learning. By design, it directly intervenes in the attention score
calculation to improve the signal-to-noise ratio.

However, despite its innovative approach, the Differential Transformer has a significant limitation: it
requires training a model from scratch. This necessity prevents its direct application to the vast num-
ber of powerful, pre-existing language models. This makes it hard for researchers and practitioners
to enhance existing language models.

2.2 DEX (DIFFERENTIAL EXTENSION)

To address the training-from-scratch limitation of the Differential Transformer, DEX (Differential
Extension) Kong et al.| (2025) is proposed as a more lightweight and flexible alternative. DEX is
designed to integrate the principles of differential mechanisms into pre-trained models without re-
quiring complete retraining.

Instead of modifying the core attention score computation, DEX applies a differential adaptation
to the output of the attention heads. The standard attention scores A are first calculated. Then, a
differential update is applied:

Q=XWqo, K=XWg, V=XWy

T
A = softmax <Qj%> 2

O = AV (I — \(t))WpEx,

where Wpgx is a learnable matrix, initialized as an identity matrix, [ is an identity matrix. A(t)
is a time-dependent weighting factor. This approach allows for targeted updates (attention layer
parameters) while keeping most of the model parameters, including the feed-forward networks,
frozen during training.

The main strength of DEX lies in its high adaptability and efficiency. It can be integrated into existing
pre-trained models, avoiding the prohibitive costs associated with training a large model from the
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Figure 2: Comparison of DEX, DAA, and Differentiate K, @), or V' to Differential Attention archi-
tectures. DEX inserts a learnable matrix to regulate output during the attention output stage; DAA
inserts a learnable matrix to regulate () — K connections during the attention score calculation stage;
the last three methods transform the input hidden states X when they are projected into @, K, or V'
matrices, to differentiate attention output.

ground up. By focusing the updates on a small subset of parameters within the self-attention module,
it provides a lightweight solution for fine-tuning.

However, since the differential operation is applied to the output value matrix after the attention
scores have been computed, DEX does not directly address the attention noise during the process of
score calculation. This is inconsistent with the Differential Transformer, which eliminates attention
noise directly during computation.

While both the Differential Transformer and DEX represent significant advancements in mitigating
attention noise, they possess notable limitations. The former requires complete model retraining,
and the latter only indirectly addresses noise in attention scores. This creates a clear need for a
method that is not only highly adaptable to pre-trained models but also directly optimizes attention
computations. Our proposed method is designed to fill this critical gap.

3 METHOD

Based on the analysis of Differential Transformer and DEX in the last Section, we discuss methods
for adjusting the attention mechanism during the fine-tuning phase to reduce attention noise in this
section. Specifically, our core idea is to introduce a lightweight, learnable module similar to DEX
and combine it with the existing self-attention mechanism to achieve an explicit differential attention
mechanism. Depending on the position where the module is inserted, we explore two approaches
to perform differential computation: (1) directly inserting it into the attention score calculation (our
proposal DAA), and (2) inserting it at the input sequence level, before projecting onto the query, key,
or value matrices. In the following subsections, we will detail the components of our framework and
their theoretical foundations.

3.1 WHY DIFFERENTIAL ADAPTION WORKS

Standard Transformer models (such as Llama) are highly correlated with differential Transformer
models in the absolute values of attention scores [Kong et al.| (2025)), indicating that both Atten-
tions consistently identify important information. Differential Transformer enhances flexibility by



Under review as a conference paper at ICLR 2026

introducing negative attention scores |[Lv et al.|(2024), enabling better differentiation of noise infor-
mation. These factors allow the self-attention of pretrained models to transition appropriately to the
differential attention.

Both the Differential Transformer (equation[d) and DEX (equation 2)) introduce A to regulate the dif-
ferential magnitude. In the Differential Transformer, X is reparameterized through several learnable
vectors rather than being learned as a single scalar, which helps improve its learning stability and
expressive power. In DEX, A introduces an annealing mechanism. During the early stages of fine
tuning, A gradually increases from an initialized zero value, guiding the model to adopt the differen-
tial mechanism; in the later stages of fine tuning, \’s value is fully learned by the model, allowing it
to adaptively adjust the differential strength. In this paper, we adopt the A mechanism from DEX to
regulate the differential mechanism, enabling the model to maximize the inheritance of pre-trained
knowledge while preliminarily introducing the differential mechanism to enhance performance.

3.2 DIFFERENTIAL ARCHITECTURES VIA (Q — K INTERACTION (DAA)

Our proposed method, DAA (Differential Attention Adaption), directly regulates the attention score
calculation process to reduce attention noise. Instead of creating parallel attention mechanisms, DAA
introduces a learnable matrix into the query-key interaction. Specifically, for each attention head, we
introduce a small, learnable differential matrix Wpaa € R% ¥4 which is initialized as an identity
matrix to preserve the pretrained knowledge at the beginning of fine-tuning.

The DAA mechanism computes two attention score matrices. The standard attention scores A; are
also first calculated, A, and then computed by applying the differential matrix Wpaa to the dot
product of the query matrix ) with the key matrix K. The final attention distribution is the difference
between these two scores, modulated by a dynamic weight A\(¢) like DEX [Kong et al. (2025):

where t is the current step in training, 7" is the annealing duration, \je,m is a learnable parameter
initialized around zero, and \;,; iS a constant.

The computation of attention output for a single head i is as follows:

QKT>
Ay = softmax [ —— |,
' ( Vd

QWDAAKT) €]
Vd
0" = (A) — A(t) AoV

Ao = softmax (

This formulation allows the model to learn to subtract a noise pattern identified by the second at-
tention scores, directly improving the final attention distribution. Because Wpa a has only di x dj,
parameters in each head, this adaptation is extremely lightweight.

3.3 DIFFERENTIAL ARCHITECTURES VIA INPUT DIFFERENTIATION

We also explore alternative methods, transforming the input hidden states X € RN *dmoet when
they are projected into @), K, or V' matrices, to implement differential attention. These methods all
introduce a single learnable identity matrix Wp € R@mowXdmosel ensuring a stable start to training
by beginning with a standard attention configuration. The core idea is to generate a differentiated
representation of the input and use the difference between the standard and differentiated pathways
to calculate the attention output.

Differential Adaption via Query. This architecture generates a different query matrix, @2, from
the transformed input sequence X’ = XWp,,. The standard query, @1, is computed from the orig-
inal input X. The attention is then calculated as the difference between two attention maps. The
subtraction of attention maps derived from a primary query ((J1) and a differentiated query (Q2)
acts as a differential mechanism:
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Qr=XWo, Q2=X'Wq=(XWp,)Wq
QLKT>
Vi
T
Ay = softmax (Q\j‘;ik )
O = (A1 — AH)A)V

A; = softmax (
&)

Differential Adaption via Key. Analogously, we can calculate another key matrix, K5, generated
from the transformed input X’. While the standard key, K, is derived from X. This approach
evaluates the query against two different content representations (via K7 and K5):

Ky =XWg, K,=XWg=(XWp, )Wk

QKEF)
Aq = soft
1 = SO max(M

Ay = softmax (%)
O = (A1 — AH)A)V

(6)

Differential Adaption via Value. This approach modifies the value stream directly. Instead of
subtracting attention distributions, it computes a modified value matrix V' by applying a dynami-
cally weighted differential transformation to the input sequence. This is distinct from DEX, as the
modification occurs before the final attention-weighted sum. The method effectively creates a pri-
mary value stream (V7) and a secondary stream (V5) that is subtracted from it. This can be viewed
as a learned, dynamic feature suppression mechanism that filters irrelevant information from the
retrieved content itself, rather than altering the attention scores.

Wg=1-X\t)Wp,
V' = (XWg)Wy = XWy — XO)XWp, Wy = Vi — A(t)Va
QKT> (7N
A = softmax
Yz
O = AV = AV; — \(t) AV,

Here, W serves as an effective transformation matrix that directly modulates the information car-
ried by the value vectors.

3.4 THEORETICAL ANALYSIS OF ADAPTATION STRATEGIES

Among the various differential fine-tuning adaptations, DAA is theoretically positioned as the most
effective due to its direct and holistic intervention in the attention score calculation process. The
principal source of attention noise is often the computation of inaccurate similarity scores within
the QKT dot product, which can arise from spurious correlations or “common-mode” distractions
where irrelevant tokens receive undue attention |Ye et al.| (2025).

We can formally model the computed attention logits, Scompued, as the sum of an ideal, noise-free
signal, Sjgeal, and a noise component, &:

QK"
Vi

The goal of a noise mitigation strategy is to suppress the influence of the noise matrix £ before the
softmax function, which can otherwise amplify these erroneous signals and degrade model perfor-
mance |Liu et al.|(2023). The attention noise ¢ is sampled from a multivariate normal distribution,
& ~ N(0, af)I 4). The symbol N denotes a multivariate normal distribution. The parameter, af)Id,

Scomputed = Sideal +§ = + f ®)
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is the covariance matrix. Here, 012) (sigma-p squared) is the variance, which measures the spread or
power of the noise. I is the d-dimensional identity matrix.

DAA addresses this challenge directly. By generating a primary attention map from the noisy logits
and subtracting a secondary, corrective map, it performs an explicit noise cancellation operation.
The two attention distributions are:

(€))

KT
Ay = softmax(Seompuea) and Ap = softmax (QVVDAA>

ven

The core hypothesis is that the lightweight, learnable matrix Wpaa enables the model to learn a
transformation that isolates the noise pattern. During fine-tuning, the model is incentivized to learn
a Wpaa such that the secondary logits approximate the noise component itself:

A1 — My = softmax(Sigear) (10)

By subtracting the resulting attention map, O’ = (A; — AA2)V, DAA directly counteracts the
noise within the attention distribution. This mechanism is a close parallel to the common-mode
signal rejection found in differential amplifiers, which is the original inspiration for the Differential
Transformer Ye et al.| (2025)).

In contrast, other architectures offer more indirect solutions. Input differentiation methods (DiffQ,
DiffK) alter one of the core components of the attention calculation. For example, DiffQ computes
its secondary attention map using a transformed query, Q" = (XWp,,)W¢. While this generates
a different attention map, it is less direct because the noise IV arises from the interaction of the
original ) and K. The model must learn a global transformation Wp,, on the entire hidden state
in the hope that the resulting @ will produce an attention map suitable for subtraction, rather than
directly modeling the noisy interaction itself.

Similarly, post-hoc correction methods like DEX operate after the potentially noisy attention scores
have already been computed and applied. The DEX operation is applied to the final output:

O = (A1V)(I — \(t)WpEgx) an

Here, the attention map A; = softmax(Scomputed) 18 already corrupted by N. DEX can only attempt
to filter the output by transforming the weighted value vectors; it cannot rectify the misallocated
attention weights within A;. DAA, by intervening at the critical stage of score calculation, provides
a more principled and direct mechanism for noise mitigation, which we expect to yield superior
performance.

4 EXPERIMENTS AND ANALYSIS

We first conduct comparative experiments on different differential adaptation methods using the
pre-trained language model GPT-2 (117M) Radford et al.| (2019). Subsequently, we introduce the
DAA architecture into the Llama-3.2-1B, Llama-3.1-8B models |Dubey et al.| (2024)); Metal (2024
for fine-tuning to validate the generality of the DAA architecture. The comparative experiments
quantitatively validate the effectiveness of DAA in eliminating attention noise and improving model
performance.

4.1 DIFFERENTIAL ADAPTION FOR FOUNDATIONAL LANGUAGE MODELING

Experimental Settings. We introduce five differential attention architectures (DEX; DAA,; differ-
entiate via key, query, value) into the pre-trained GPT-2 model to construct five new models. To
ensure that the fine-tuned models still keep basic capabilities, we select a subset of the OpenWeb-
Text dataset (OWT) Peterson et al.|(2019) as the fine-tuning data source (this dataset is similar to
the GPT-2 pre-training data). Finally, we fine-tune the five new architecture models and the standard
attention mechanism (eager) GPT-2 model on the fine-tuning dataset.

Experimental Results and Analysis. During training, every model records the training loss every
100 steps, and the results are shown in the Figure
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Table 2: Comparison of models before and after fine-tuning with different attention architectures. FT
represents the standard fine-tuning method. PPL stands for Perplexity, lower is better. ACC stands
for Accuracy, higher is better. Bold values indicate the best performance in that column. WKT?2
represents the WikiText2 corpus, NR represents the needle retrieval.

Model OWT (PPL) OWT(new) (PPL) WKT2 (PPL) LAMBADA (PPL) LAMBADA (ACC) NR (ACC)
GPT-2 (117M)

Base 333 324 24.7 42.98 473 84.9
+FT 29.0 28.1 25.6 43.1 48.1 85.3
+DEX 28.9 28.2 252 42.95 482 87.4

+ DiffQ (Ours) 292 28.4 24.4 4355 48.0 84.4

+ DiffK (Ours) 29.3 28.5 24.4 43.55 48.1 88.3

+ DiffV (Ours) 29.1 283 25.3 4321 48.1 84.4

+ DAA (Ours) 28.9 28.1 24.7 4225 48.9 89.5

v'/ A —— loss_diifQ
3.30 p \ \ loss_diffk
S ,"\\ /\/ — Ioss_DlEX
@35 —— loss_diffVv
S~ 5 loss_DAA
loss_eager

3.20

S
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Steps

Figure 3: Training loss of different attention architectures

According to the experimental results, the two architectures, differential adaption via key and query,
keep the low loss throughout the entire training process. The training loss of DAA is significantly
lower than DEX, while the training loss of the standard attention mechanism is the highest. Accord-
ing to |[L1u et al.| (2020), training loss of the model in the general dataset does not fully reflect its
generalization performance. In order to test the general capabilities of the models, we also conduct
a performance analysis of these models, and the results are shown in the Table

The evaluation results reveal the distinct advantages of the DAA architecture. While all fine-tuning
methods demonstrate improved perplexity on the OpenWebText dataset compared to the base GPT-2
model, their performance diverges on downstream tasks that are more sensitive to attention quality.
Most notably, DAA achieves the highest accuracy on both the LAMBADA |Grave et al.| (2016)) and
Needlehaystack benchmarks. This strongly indicates its superior ability to mitigate attention noise
and focus on relevant tokens. While DiffQ and DiffK show competitive perplexity on WikiText2,
they do not match DAA’s gains in the more challenging retrieval and reasoning tasks. The perfor-
mance of DiffV, which is comparable to standard fine-tuning, suggests that altering the value stream
is less effective than directly intervening in the attention score computation. Collectively, these re-
sults validate our hypothesis that directly modulating the Q-K interaction, as DAA does, provides a
more effective and robust mechanism for improving model performance by reducing attention noise
during fine-tuning.

4.2 DIFFERENTIAL ADAPTION FOR MULTI-TASKS MODELING

Experimental Settings. We further apply the five differential attention architectures (DEX; DAA;
differentiate via key, query, value) to the Llama-3.2-1B, Llama-3.1-8B models. Since the models
all have undergone pre-training, we select a subset of the allenai/tulu-3-sft-olmo-2-mixture-0225
dataset as fine-tuning data. The allenai/tulu-3-sft-olmo-2-mixture-0225 dataset is a large-scale, mul-
tilingual text dataset released by Allen Institute for Artificial Intelligence (AllenAl), specifically
designed for supervised fine-tuning (SFT) of language models|OLMo et al.|(2024). This corpus con-
tains 552M tokens (Llama-3 tokenizer), significantly smaller than the dataset size used for models
pretraining.
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Table 3: Green indicates improvement over the baseline, while gray indicates a decrease.

Model Arc-E  Arc-C  BoolQ Hellaswag OBQA WIC Winogrande WSC \ AVG A
Llama-3.2-1B

Base 62.08 36.3 61.8 63.6 34.6 48.6 56.49 36.5 | 51.31 -
+FT 65.08 33.56 57 64.13 30.8 50.1 56.2 3942 | 49.54 -1.77
+ DEX 65.86 3492 60.24 64.16 31.6 4843 56.75 53.65 | 51.93 +0.62
+ DiffQ (Ours) 65.26 3525  58.97 64.06 31.6 48.8 54.2 5529 | 51.68 +0.37
+ DiffK (Ours) 66.31 3559 6251 64.11 29.4 48.8 49.3 5572 | 50.1 +0.37
+ DiffV (Ours) 67.72 31.86 57.61 64.03 28.4 50.2 56.91 4327 | 500 -1.31
+DAA (Ours) 6596 3322  62.78 64.29 334 49.9 56.51 52.88 | 52.37 +1.06
Llama-3.1-8B

Base 78.9 52.6 74.9 78 42.1 51.9 73.1 58.6 | 63.76 -
+FT 76.01 52.2 74.39 80.5 43.2 52.8 73.46 58.94 | 63.94 +0.18
+ DEX 77.2 52.66 78.4 78.6 423 52.5 73.9 59.1 | 6433 +0.57
+ DiffQ (Ours)  78.6 51.39  73.21 79.3 43.8 52 70.62 56.54 | 63.18 -0.58
+ DiffK (Ours) ~ 75.49 51.5 74.83 78.6 44.4 52.2 70.54 58.65 | 63.28 -0.48
+ DiffV (Ours) 76.72  50.51  78.52 78.5 444 52.1 71.8 53.51 | 63.26 -0.5
+ DAA (Ours) 76.9 52.71  79.04 774 42.8 53.3 74.25 59.62 | 64.50 +0.74

Experimental Results and Analysis. We report performances on 8 widely used language model-
ing benchmarksClark et al.| (undefined); Wang et al.| (undefined); Mihaylov et al.| (undefined); Bisk
et al| (undefined); Sakaguchi et al.| (undefined). The experimental results, summarized in Table [3]
unequivocally establish the superior performance of our proposed DAA architecture across different
model scales in the multi-task fine-tuning context. A crucial initial observation is the suboptimal
performance of standard fine-tuning (FT). For the Llama-3.2-1B model, standard FT leads to per-
formance degradation relative to the base model. While the larger Llama-3.1-8B model does not
degrade, it sees only a negligible gain. This highlights a key challenge: standard fine-tuning with
limited data can harm or fail to improve a model’s general capabilities, likely due to catastrophic
forgetting or overfitting Kirkpatrick et al.|(2017).

In contrast, the various differential adaptation methods show divergent outcomes, revealing the im-
portance of where the differential mechanism is applied. The architectures that differentiate the input
sequence (DiffQ, DiffK, and DiffV) produce inconsistent and ultimately poor results. While DiffQ
and DiffK offer marginal gains on the 1B model, they are detrimental to the performance of the 8B
model, causing average scores to drop. The DiffV method is the least effective, resulting in a per-
formance decrease for both the 1B and 8B models. This strongly suggests that modifying the value
stream after attention scores are computed, or altering the input streams in isolation, is a less robust
strategy for noise mitigation.

The DAA and DEX methods, however, consistently improve upon the base models. While the exist-
ing lightweight method, DEX, provides a solid improvement and successfully counteracts the degra-
dation seen in standard FT, our proposed DAA method achieves the most substantial and consistent
performance gains across both model scales. By directly intervening at the core of the attention score
computation—the Q-K interaction—DAA is able to more effectively model and subtract attention
noise at its source (as shown in Figure[T)). Unlike methods that apply localized changes or post-hoc
corrections, DAA’s holistic modulation of the query-key relationship proves to be a more principled
and impactful mechanism for enhancing model performance during fine-tuning.

5 CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose Differential Attention Adaption (DAA), a novel, parameter-efficient fine-
tuning method that directly mitigates attention noise by inserting a learnable module into the core
query-key computation of the self-attention mechanism. Unlike methods that require training from
scratch or apply corrections after the calculation of attention outputs, DAA intervenes at the source
of noise generation. Our experiments on several language models confirm that DAA significantly
outperforms standard fine-tuning and other adaptive differential techniques, successfully enhanc-
ing model performance on downstream tasks without causing catastrophic forgetting. DAA thus
presents a practical and effective solution for fine-tuning pre-trained Transformer models, offering a
principled approach to noise reduction that is both lightweight and highly impactful.
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6 REPRODUCIBILITY STATEMENT

We have taken the necessary steps to ensure the reproducibility of our results. Specifically, Section
[.1) discusses the general experiment settings in our paper. Appendix [B| provides the detailed steps
to collect and process the datasets used in downstream tasks. Appendix [C] includes the detailed
steps to construct the fictitious synthetic data used by our method. Finally, Appendix [D] and the
supplementary material list the implementation details of our method and all baselines, including
the codebase, training hyperparameters, evaluation details, etc.
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