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Abstract—The imperative to deploy Deep Neural Network
(DNN) models on resource-constrained edge devices, spurred by
privacy concerns, has become increasingly apparent. To facilitate
the transition from cloud to edge computing, this paper introduces
a technique that effectively reduces the memory footprint of DNNs,
accommodating the limitations of resource-constrained edge de-
vices while preserving model accuracy. Our proposed technique,
named Post-Training Intra-Layer Multi-Precision Quantization
(PTILMPQ), employs a post-training quantization approach,
eliminating the need for extensive training data. By estimating
the importance of layers and channels within the network,
the proposed method enables precise bit allocation throughout
the quantization process. Experimental results demonstrate that
PTILMPQ offers a promising solution for deploying DNNs on
edge devices with restricted memory resources. For instance, in
the case of ResNet50, it achieves an accuracy of 74.57% with a
memory footprint of 9.5 MB, representing a 25.49% reduction
compared to previous similar methods, with only a minor 1.08%
decrease in accuracy.

Index Terms—Deep neural network, Edge devices, Compres-
sion, Quantization on DNN, Memory footprint

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the prominence of Deep Neural Networks
(DNNs) has surged, particularly in domains like machine
vision, natural language processing, and speech recognition.
These networks, characterized by their intricate architectures
and numerous parameters, have demonstrated remarkable ca-
pabilities. However, their increasing complexity comes with a
significant demand for computational resources and memory
space. The challenge intensifies when deploying DNNs on
devices with constrained resources, such as Internet of Things
(IoT) devices [1]. These compact devices not only grapple with
limited memory but also face constraints in terms of energy
consumption and processing power. Notably, the absence of
external memory in many IoT devices necessitates that all
DNN parameters be accommodated within the confines of
Static Random-Access Memory (SRAM). This convergence of
intricate DNN architectures with the constraints of memory,
energy, and processing in IoT devices underscores the pressing
need for innovative solutions.

To tackle the challenges posed by memory constraints in
edge devices, one strategic approach involves the design of
more streamlined DNN architectures, exemplified by models
such as MobileNet [2] and SqueezeNet [3]. While these archi-

tectures prove to be efficient, training them from scratch often
incurs substantial computational costs. An alternative avenue
is the utilization of compression techniques aimed at reduc-
ing the number of parameters in DNNs, encompassing both
weights and activity functions [4]. Compression methods fall
into various categories, and one notable classification includes
pruning methods [5], [6], knowledge distillation [7], [8], low-
rank factorization [9], [10], and quantization [11]–[13].

Quantization is a favored compression method as it reduces
memory requirements without necessitating significant changes
to the model architecture. However, a common drawback
quantization is the potential diminishment of DNN accuracy
due to the loss of parameters. To address the accuracy loss
following quantization, several methods have been proposed
to compensate for this drawback. One such approach involves
retraining the DNN using the original training dataset, a process
known as quantization-aware training (QAT) [14]. Retraining
facilitates the recovery of some of the lost accuracy, and while
QAT can achieve higher accuracy compared to other methods,
it comes with the overhead of requiring a training dataset and
retraining processes. In contrast, the post-training quantization
(PTQ) technique is employed to prevent the decrease in DNN
accuracy without necessitating additional training steps [12].
While QAT may achieve superior accuracy, PTQ offers practi-
cal benefits that make it a favorable choice in scenarios where
privacy, security, and cost considerations take precedence over
marginal gains in model performance.

Within the domain of PTQ, various methods have been
proposed to address the challenge of accuracy loss. Cai et al.
[15] utilized a weight simulation approach, generating synthetic
data resembling real-world data to facilitate the retraining of
the DNN and recover lost accuracy; however, this method
introduces overhead due to the creation of artificial data and the
associated retraining process. Fang et al. [16] employed non-
overlapping regions during quantization to preserve accuracy
by categorizing weights within specific intervals based on their
values, achieving precise quantization within distinct areas.
Nevertheless, a limitation of this approach is its use of uniform
single-precision quantization for all weights, neglecting the
potential advantages of mixed precision, particularly valuable
in scenarios with memory constraints.

This paper addresses the aforementioned limitation by in-
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troducing a novel approach that integrates mixed precision
and meticulously evaluates the significance of each layer.
The proposed method, named Post-Training Intra-Layer Multi-
Precision Quantization (PTILMPQ), aims to synergize the ben-
efits of both precision and layer importance to effectively miti-
gate the accuracy loss associated with quantization, particularly
focusing on non-overlapping regions. We categorize layers into
two classes: important and non-important, based on the values
of their weight tensors. Similarly, within each layer, channels
are segmented into important and non-important categories.
The distinction lies in our strategy: for important layers, we
opt for high-precision channels, while non-important layers
predominantly employ low or ultra-low bit precision channels.
Beyond layer and channel differentiation, we introduce a further
refinement by partitioning the weight distribution range within
each layer into two distinct regions. The quantization process,
consequently, takes into account two critical criteria: (1) the
significance of the layer and channel in terms of precision,
and (2) the positioning of the weight tensor within either the
dense or sparse region. PTILMPQ aims to strike a balance
that enhances DNN accuracy post-quantization, presenting a
nuanced solution for practical deployment in scenarios with var-
ied constraints and requirements. To validate the effectiveness
of the proposed method, we conducted experiments using 8-bit
mixed precision for ResNet50 neural network (NN) weights and
8-bit precision for activation functions. The results demonstrate
a substantial 37.74% reduction in model size compared to
the similar methods, which relies solely on non-overlapping
regions.

The rest of this paper is as follows: Section II presents
the proposed quantization method. Sections III, discuss the
experimental setup and results. Finally, Section IV concludes
the paper.

II. PROPOSED QUANTIZATION METHODOLOGY

This section introduces our proposed quantization method,
which comprises two fundamental phases (Figure 1):

• Layer and Channel Separation (Phase 1): In this initial
phase, network layers are classified into two distinct
groups: important and non-important. Similarly, channels
within these layers are assigned corresponding categories.
This classification informs the determination of the precise
number of quantization bits required for each layer and
channel.

• Quantization using Non-Overlapping Regions (Phase 2):
In the subsequent phase, non-overlapping regions are em-
ployed to execute quantization operations. This approach
ensures that quantization regions remain distinct and do
not overlap.

Algorithm 1 offers a visual representation of the proposed
steps for clarity. In the following sections, we elaborate on these
steps in detail.

A. First Phase: Separation of Important Network Layers and
Channels

Our proposed method introduces a criterion to distinguish
vital layers from non-important ones during quantization. This

process enables the quantization of a DNN using a mixed-
precision quantization technique. Inspired by weight pruning
techniques [17], our approach utilizes higher weight tensor
values to identify important layers. In essence, our analysis
reveals that weights close to zero within each layer have
a minimal impact on the accuracy of a DNN. Following a
similar logic to weight pruning, we eliminate near-zero weights
with minimal accuracy trade-offs. This strategy, guided by Eq.
1, designates layers with higher values as important layers,
facilitating a substantial reduction in DNN size with marginal
accuracy trade-offs.

Layers are partitioned based on the formula:

Fl = Σn
i=1|Wci | (1)

where Wci denotes the ith weight of the cth channel, and n
represents the number of convolution layers in a DNN. The
absolute value in Eq. 1 is used to emphasize the importance of
the count of the layer weight without considering its sign. The
Fl function is computed for all layers of a network.

An alpha variable is defined to distinguish between important
and non-important layers. This variable is user-defined and
plays a crucial role in the resulting impact on the quantized
network’s accuracy and size. This user-specified alpha value
serves to distinguish between important and non-important
layers in the quantization process. Users have the flexibility
to adjust the alpha value based on their specific needs or
application requirements. The value chosen for alpha influences
what percentage of layers should be considered important
during quantization. This adaptability allows users to tailor the
quantization process to prioritize either the accuracy or the size
of the resulting quantized DNN, depending on their application
context. To illustrate the effects of varying alpha values, Tables
III and IV present the trade-offs between accuracy and size in
the quantized DNN for different alpha values.

Once we’ve identified the important layers, the next step
involves isolating the crucial channels from the non-essential
ones. To achieve this, we employ Eq. 2 to categorize individual
channels:

Fc =

√
W 2

1 +W 2
2 + ...+W 2

n (2)

where Wn represents the weights of channels within a layer.
For instance, W1 means the weights of first channel in a layer.

The Fc function is computed for all channels within each
layer and subsequently sorted in descending order. Similar to
the logic behind layer selection, the channels of each layer are
distinguished between important channels and others. A Beta
variable is used to classify channels into two categories. If the
selected layer is among the important layers, a larger proportion
of channels from that layer is classified as important channels.
Conversely, if the layer is non-important, most of its channels
are deemed non-essential. This channel segregation allows
for distinct bit precision quantization, enhancing quantization
flexibility.

B. Second phase: Quantization using non-overlapping regions

Following the initial phase, we distinguish important chan-
nels from their non-important counterparts, allocating higher
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Fig. 1. A general view of proposed method. Based on the function Fl (Equation 1), layers are divided into important and non-important categories. Selection
of the most important channels is performed for each layer. The quantization process is performed according to important channels on non-overlapping regions
(Sparse-Region and Dense-Region)

Algorithm 1: Selection of important layers and chan-
nels with PTILMPQ Algorithm.

Input: Channel weights x of a pre-trained model, α, β .
Output: Separated layers/channels.
ImportantLayers, ImportantChannels,
ChannelList = [ ]
foreach li ∈ [L1, ..., Ln] do

// li is a ith layer in a DNN.

Fl = |Wc1 |+ ...+ |Wcn | // Defined in Eq.1

if Fl > α then
ImportantLayers← li

end
foreach Wci ∈ [C1, ..., Cn] do

// Wci is ith weight tensor in cth channel

Fc = Sqrt(W1
2 + ...+W2

2)
// defined in Eq.2

ChannelList← Fc

Sort (ChannelList) // Ascending sort by

weights

if li ∈ ImportantLayers then
k = β × length(ChannelList) // k is a

boundary

ImportantChannels← ChannelList[: k]
else

k = (1− β)× length(ChannelList)
ImportantChannels← ChannelList[:
k]

end
end

end

bit precision to the list of vital channels. Consequently, the
quantization bits are established during this first phase. In the
second phase, we aim to minimize the potential accuracy loss in
the neural network. To achieve this, we divide the quantization
range for weight tensors within each neural network layer
into two distinct, non-overlapping regions. In conventional
quantization methods, the same weight range, determined by

the maximum and minimum weights within each layer, is
applied uniformly to all weight tensors, guiding the quantiza-
tion process. However, in the proposed quantization method,
which utilizes non-overlapping areas, we treat each weight
tensor independently, designating two separate regions for each
one. The quantization process is then executed based on these
distinct regions, enhancing the precision of the quantization
operation.

Consider a DNN characterized by an input weight ten-
sor x with floating-point precision and channel weights Wc.
The quantization process entails the conversion of this neural
network into a representation with b bits. The quantization
operation is executed as:

xq(x;mx,Mx, b, z) = round

(
clamp(x;mx,Mx)− z

s

)
(3)

where x is weight tensor, xq is the quantized weight with
integer precision, mx and Mx are minimum and maximum
weight tensors respectively, z is offset, b is the number of
quantization levels and clamp() function and s are defined:

clamp(x;mx,mx) = min(max(x,mx),Mx), (4)

s =
Mx −mx

2b − 1
.

Note that in most DNNs, weight distributions typically
exhibit a bell-shaped pattern (Figure 2 demonstrates this pattern
for ResNet50 and MobileNetV2). Leveraging this observation,
we divide the weight distribution of each layer into two non-
overlapping intervals, forming the foundation for the quantiza-
tion operation. This division is illustrated in Figure 3. In this
figure the horizontal axis shows the size of the weight tensor
of a layer and the vertical axis shows the number of repetitions
of that weight. As can be seen in the figure, the data density
in the central points is more than other areas. Using this point,
the weight distribution interval for each layer is divided into
two areas and the quantization operation is performed based on
them. These two areas do not overlap with each other.

Figure 3 illustrates the division of these areas, with points
p and −p marking the breaking points. The overall range of
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weight distribution is thereby divided into dense and sparse
regions.

Determining the breaking point necessitates the calculation
of quantization error. This quantization error arises from the
mapping of floating-point values to integers and is computed
as follows:

e = xq − x, (5)

Therefore, the quantization error squared is defined as:

E(e2; b,mx,Mx) =
s2

12
= C(b)∆2, (6)

∆ = Mx −mx

where, due to the uniformity of the quantization regions, the
C() function is defined:

C(b) =
1

12(2b − 1)2
(7)

Using the new areas that were performed on the distribution of
NN weights, quantization error squared is rewritten as:

E(e2; b, l, p) = C(b− 1)(l − p)2 + l(2p− l)[2F (p)− 1] (8)

where the function F () is the cumulative distribution function.
Using Eq.8, the breaking point is defined:

p∗ = argminp∈(0, l
2 )
E(e2; b, l, p). (9)

The obtained breaking point is used for quantization operation
and Eq.3 is rewritten:

xq(x; l, p, b, z) =

{
sign(x)× xq(|x|; 0, p, b− 1, 0), x ∈ D

sign(x)× xq(|x|; p, l, b− 1, p), x ∈ S
(10)

where D is Dense-Region and in the range [−p, p], S is Sparse-
Region and in the range [−l,−p) ∪ (p, l], l is upper bound
(l > 0), and p ∈ [−l, l].

In the conventional quantization process, all network weights
are uniformly converted into their respective integers using
Eq. 3. However, in non-overlapping quantization, the weights
within a single layer are categorized into two distinct regions

based on their values: the sparse region and the dense region.
It’s important to highlight that, despite this division into re-
gions, the quantization operation is carried out with identical
quantization boundaries for both regions, classifying the pro-
posed method under the umbrella of uniform quantization.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we present the results of the proposed quan-
tization experiments on two widely adopted models, ResNet50
and MobileNetV2. The quantization process is applied to the
ImageNet dataset, employing precision levels of 8-bit, 6-bit,
4-bit, 3-bit, and 2-bit using our proposed method. Throughout
all our experiments, we maintain a consistent 8-bit precision
for activation functions. Additionally, we employ batch nor-
malization fold techniques [18] to enhance DNN accuracy
before quantization. Pre-trained models are utilized with the
PyTorchVision 0.13.1 framework. Subsequently, we illustrate
the trade-off between accuracy and memory size in the follow-
ing section. Finally, we delve into benchmarking BOPs across
varying precisions to provide a comprehensive assessment.

A. Evaluating ResNet50 and MobileNet Testcases

Tables I and II present the outcomes of our proposed quan-
tization method alongside other approaches, focusing on accu-
racy and the size of the neural network. We employ a segment
of the ImageNet training dataset, referred to as the calibration
dataset, for initializing the activation functions. Notably, our
proposed method obviates the need for a retraining step after
quantization, making it independent of a training dataset. The
ImageNet test dataset serves as the testing benchmark for our
method.

In Table I, ”MP” denotes the use of mixed precision quan-
tization, wherein 8-bit precision is applied to important layers
and 2-bit precision to non-important layers. Additionally, we
utilize 6-bit and 4-bit precision for important layers and 2-bit
precision for non-important layers. The results demonstrate that
our proposed quantization method allows for the quantization
of non-important layers with reduced precision, effectively
diminishing the size of the neural network while maintaining
accuracy. In the case of 8-bit precision quantization mode, our
method achieves a 37.74% reduction in neural network size
compared to the PWLQ method, which employs a fixed number
of quantization bits but relies on non-overlapping regions. This
size reduction can be attributed to our approach’s ability to
allocate different bit precisions based on the identification
of important layers and channels using Eq. 1 and Eq. 2.
Utilizing varying bit precisions significantly impacts the size
of the neural network, as non-important layers and channels
are quantized with fewer bits, ultimately reducing the model
size. It’s important to note that the ZEROQ method considers
quantization bit precisions for weights as 2, 4, 8; however,
for assessing the number of neural network parameters post-
quantization, a 4-bit quantization precision is assumed.

To counteract the substantial accuracy dip observed in the
MobileNetV2 model when subjected to 2-bit precision quan-
tization, we opted for a more robust 3-bit precision approach
to safeguard the DNN’s accuracy. Table II provides insights



TABLE I
OUR METHOD AND OTHER METHODS WITH RESNET50 ON IMAGENET WITH 8-BIT QUANTIZATION FOR ACTIVATION AND MIXED PRECISION FOR WEIGHTS.

(8,2)-MP MEANS USING 8-BIT PRECISION FOR IMPORTANT CHANNELS AND 2-BIT PRECISION FOR NON-IMPORTANT CHANNELS.

method precision (W/A) Top-1 Top-5 Size(Mbit) Size Reduction (%)

Baseline - 76.13 92.86 816 -

Uniform Q 8 / 8 76.06 92.88 204 75.00
PWLQ [16] 8 / 8 76.10 92.86 204 75.00
QWP [12] 8 / 8 75.10 - 204 75.00
SSBD [19] 8 / 8 74.95 - 204 75.00

Ours (8,2)-MP / 8 75.65 92.73 127 84.43

Uniform Q 6 / 8 75.89 92.87 153 81.25
PWLQ [16] 6 / 8 76.08 92.90 153 81.25

Ours (6,2)-MP / 8 74.40 92.25 114 86.02

Uniform Q 4 / 8 72.75 91.09 102 87.50
PWLQ [16] 4 / 8 75.62 92.72 102 87.50
QWP [12] 4 / 8 54.00 - 102 87.50

ZEROQ [15] MP / 8 75.80 - 97.48 88.05
Ours (4,2)-MP / 8 74.41 92.22 88 89.21

into the quantization processes executed on the MobileNetV2
model, utilizing 8-bit, 6-bit, and 4-bit precision for important
layers, and 3-bit precision for non-important layers. When
juxtaposed with the non-quantized model in 8-bit mode, our
proposed quantization method reveals a remarkable 81.23%
reduction in the DNN model’s size, with only a slight accu-
racy decrease of less than 1%. This outcome underscores the
ability of our approach to significantly shrink the size of the
MobileNetV2 while preserving its accuracy, despite its already
compact architecture.

B. Impact of the Alpha Parameter

In the context of single precision mode, modifying the
bit precision for quantization operations proves impractical.
However, PTILMPQ introduces a notable degree of flexibility,
allowing the quantization bit precision to be finely tuned
according to the specific demands of the given application.
This method essentially empowers users to make judicious
decisions regarding quantization, taking into account factors
such as DNN size, constrained by memory limitations imposed
by available resources. Furthermore, in instances where the
emphasis is on accuracy or DNN size reduction, users have the
liberty to select the quantized model with the desired precision.
The manipulation of alpha values, as elucidated in Algorithm 1,
serves as a key mechanism for effectively fine-tuning the trade-
off between DNN size and accuracy. By adjusting alpha, users
can assign a higher value for scenarios prioritizing accuracy
and a lower value when the focus is on reducing DNN size.
Consequently, the quantization operation dynamically adjusts to
the specified alpha value. For a comprehensive understanding
of the impact of alpha adjustments on accuracy and DNN size,
refer to Tables IV and III for the ResNet50 and MobileNetV2
models, respectively.

Figure 4 reveals the trade-off between NN size and accuracy
for ResNet50 and MobileNetV2 models. The x-axis indicates
NN size in Mbit, while the y-axis represents Top1 accuracy.

The dotted line signifies fixed bit precision quantization results
in NN size and precision. The intersection points represent
quantization outcomes using our flexible method, allowing
precision and size adaptations via alpha variations. Rows a to c
display ResNet50 quantization results for different alpha values,
comparing them to fixed 2-bit and 8-bit precision quantization.
Rows d to f demonstrate MobileNetV2 quantization outcomes
with various alpha values, showcasing our method’s adaptabil-
ity through alpha adjustments.

C. Assessment of Computational Complexity

In the realm of quantized neural networks, the conventional
metric of FLOPs (Floating-Point Operations) becomes obsolete,
given the replacement of floating-point numbers with integer
precision. Instead, we adopt BOPs (Bit Operations) as an
alternative measure, offering a more relevant and insightful
assessment of computational complexity by considering the
number of bits involved. The BOPs formula is given by [21]:

BOPs = mnk2(babw + ba + bw × log2nk
2) (11)

where ba and bw are the bit precision used for activation and
weight respectively, n, m and k are number of input channel,
number of output channel and kernel size respectively.

It is paramount to assess the performance of variable bit
quantization in quantized neural networks. Figure 5 provides
a visual representation of BOPs for the proposed method
across a spectrum of bit precisions. This comparison extends to
fixed-precision approaches, encompassing both ResNet50 and
MobileNetV2 models. In this figure, ”SP” designates Single
Precision, while ”MP” represents Mixed Precision. In mixed
precision mode, crucial layers operate with the specified bit
precision, while less critical layers adopt 2-bit precision for
ResNet50 and 3-bit precision for MobileNetV2. For example,
the notation ”W8 MP” in ResNet50 signifies the use of 8 bits
for important layers and 2 bits for non-important layers during
the quantization process. This visual representation serves as



TABLE II
COMPARISON OF THE PROPOSED METHOD OF QUANTIZATION WITH OTHER METHODS BASED ON ACCURACY AND SIZE OF MOBILENETV2.

method precision (W/A) Top-1 Top-5 Size(Mbit) Size Reduction(%)

Baseline - 71.87 90.28 111.03 -

Uniform Q 8 / 8 71.55 90.19 27.73 75.00
PWLQ [16] 8 / 8 71.73 90.23 27.73 75.00
QWP [12] 8 / 8 69.80 - 27.73 75.00
SSBD [19] 8 / 8 71.19 - 27.73 75.00

Ours (8,3)-MP / 8 70.78 89.71 20.84 81.23

Uniform Q 6 / 8 70.85 89.82 20.81 81.25
PWLQ [16] 6 / 8 71.75 90.25 20.81 81.25

Ours (6,3)-MP / 8 70.70 89.69 16.67 84.98

PWLQ [16] 4 / 8 69.22 88.43 13.87 87.50
QWP [12] 4 / 8 71.80 - 13.87 87.50

ZEROQ [15] MP / 8 68.83 - 13.36 87.96
DDQ [20] 4 / 8-MP 71.90 - 14.40 87.03

Ours (4,3)-MP / 8 67.50 87.90 11.72 89.44
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Fig. 4. Trade-off between accuracy and model size. Dotted line represents quantization with single-precision, and the blue line represents mixed-precision
quantization with different alphas.

a comprehensive overview of the computational intricacies
associated with different bit precisions in our approach.

IV. CONCLUSION

This paper tackles the growing demand for deploying DNN
models on resource-constrained edge devices. We have in-
troduced a novel technique, Post-Training Intra-Layer Multi-
Precision Quantization (PTILMPQ), meticulously crafted to
minimize DNN memory footprints, making them well-suited
for deployment on edge devices. PTILMPQ adopts a post-

training quantization approach, eliminating the requirement for
extensive training data, and incorporates precise bit allocation
by estimating the importance of layers and channels within the
network. The quantitative results underscore the efficiency of
the proposed method in achieving notable reductions in model
size across different neural network architectures. The utiliza-
tion of mixed precision, coupled with the nuanced consideration
of layer importance and weight distribution characteristics,
positions PTILMPQ as a promising approach for practical
deployment, especially in resource-constrained environments
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TABLE III
QUANTIZATION RESULTS OF MOBILENETV2 ON IMAGENET. A TRADE-OFF

IS SEEN BETWEEN THE ACCURACY AND SIZE OF THE NN WHEN
CONSIDERING DIFFERENT α (LAYER SELECTION CRITERIA).

precision α Top-1(%) size(Mbit)

W4 - 68.53 13.87
W4 MP 5 63.22 11.22
W4 MP 10 63.34 11.22
W4 MP 15 64.15 11.24
W4 MP 20 65.26 11.25
W4 MP 25 66.99 11.55
W4 MP 30 67.28 11.57

TABLE IV
QUANTIZATION RESULTS OF RESNET50 ON IMAGENET. α IS A CRITERION
FOR SELECTING IMPORTANT LAYERS FROM UNIMPORTANT ONES. THERE IS

A TRADE-OFF BETWEEN ACCURACY AND MODEL SIZE.

precision α Top-1(%) size(Mbit)

W4 - 75.69 102
W4 MP 5 67.36 62.88
W4 MP 15 72.20 66.96
W4 MP 10 70.10 65.12
W4 MP 20 72.84 71.20
W4 MP 30 73.92 82.56
W4 MP 40 74.41 88.40

where minimizing model size is a critical factor.
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