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5 Coarse-to-fine refinement, and what the hierarchy does and does not buy

Every token is a point of Acluster X Aword (one duoprism per card). After each evaluation of Ty, every level , , When does the hierarchy help? Commitment shape, training time per decision, and the embedding bottleneck (paper Sec. 6)
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‘ ‘ compacts, and A/s, — (x + gx) — 0: every commitment has the same exponent moves a window, the scale sets its length < L, = log %=, PG #i*) > 1— glog(lﬁggi n)“OgQ, so commitment needs p & s,+/n/r,
. . B — .
iﬁiiﬁ;;ﬁiﬁﬁ gl(ﬁ,/gel)qtred At sn = /2log(n — 1); a single sample Share < M (L) =e B2 Pt 2= Y g_z V 50,257: flat 11.9%; each and the flat map T(0) = €argmaxa, i recovered w.p. < 208~ lﬁgv + o(1):
: . \ e ) | level of a 2-level code 18.4%, a = (1.29,0 < 15.7% for DBTM (V'=50,257, width 768). Coarse-to-fine (2 x 225
round 2 of 4 - 2 NFE - clusters committed 8/8 - words committed 2/8 - x=10.9 . (1.29,0.76). J | Coordinates) is read without loss
. J




