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Abstract

Diffusion Models (DMs) utilize an iterative denoising
process to transform random noise into synthetic data. Ini-
tally proposed with a UNet structure, DMs excel at produc-
ing images that are virtually indistinguishable with or with-
out conditioned text prompts. Later transformer-only struc-
ture is composed with DMs to achieve better performance.
Though Latent Diffusion Models (LDMs) reduce the com-
putational requirement by denoising in a latent space, it is
extremely expensive to inference images for any operating
devices due to the shear volume of parameters and feature
sizes. Post Training Quantization (PTQ) offers an imme-
diate remedy for a smaller storage size and more memory-
efficient computation during inferencing. Prior works ad-
dress PTQ of DMs on UNet structures have addressed the
challenges in calibrating parameters for both activations
and weights via moderate optimization. In this work, we pi-
oneer an efficient PTQ on transformer-only structure with-
out any optimization. By analysing challenges in quantizing
activations and weights for diffusion transformers, we pro-
pose a single-step sampling calibration on activations and
adapt group-wise quantization on weights for low-bit quan-
tization. We demonstrate the efficiency and effectiveness of
proposed methods with preliminary experiments on condi-
tional image generation.

1. Introduction
Diffusion Models (DMs) [14, 30] represent a powerful class
of generative models that have gained significant attention
in recent years due to their ability to generate high-quality
synthetic data. These models operate by iteratively de-
noising random noise to generate synthetic data, offering
promising applications in various fields, including computer
vision [5, 10, 19], natural language processing [15, 21, 33],
and image generation [8, 22, 24]. The UNet [25] archi-
tecture is a popular variant of diffusion models that in-
corporates a U-shaped network topology. This architec-
ture is characterized by a contracting path, which captures
coarse-grained features, and an expansive path, which fa-

cilitates the reconstruction of detailed structures. Dms with
UNet structure have demonstrated efficacy in various im-
age generation tasks [26, 27, 37], offering a balance be-
tween efficiency and performance [6, 36]. In contrast,
the transformer-only structure eschews convolutional lay-
ers in favor of a transformer architecture, which excels
in capturing long-range dependencies and global context.
Transformer-only diffusion models [4, 23] are a versatile
and potent approach to generative modeling, boasting effec-
tive long-range dependency modeling, parallelizable com-
putation, adaptability across data modalities and resolu-
tions, alongside inherent interpretability. Nonetheless, the
computational demand is inherently high because of the ex-
tensive storage space needed for parameters and the opulent
memory required for inferencing features. Post-Training
Quantization (PTQ) mitigates this demand by compress-
ing model parameters after training, thereby reducing com-
putational operations during inference. Previous studies
[12, 16, 28] have tackled the challenge of quantizing UNet-
structured DMs concerning both activations and weights.
While some calibration techniques can be extended to dif-
fusion transformers, these approaches necessitate moderate
optimization efforts and rely on UNet-specific structures,
such as shortcut connections. In this research, we pio-
neer the investigation of quantizing a transformer-only dif-
fusion model without any optimizations. By addressing the
activation quantization challenge through calibration with
single-step sampling and tackling the weight quantization
challenge through group-wise quantization adaptation, we
showcase the effectiveness and efficiency of our proposed
method in the text-to-image generation task.

2. Related Work

PTQ for Diffusion Models Quantizing DMs involves re-
ducing numerical precision to enhance model efficiency
and minimize operational size, with PTQ refining the
model post-training using calibration data. While quanti-
zation shows promise for Large Language Models (LLMs)
[1, 34], adapting it to DMs presents unique challenges
due to their iterative and dynamic denoising steps, exacer-
bating quantization of activations containing dynamic out-
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liers through simple linear quantization. Previous works
[11, 16, 31] address these challenges by selecting uniformly
distributed calibration data across inference timesteps and
optimizing quantization parameters for dynamic activation
ranges. While all aforementioned works focusing on UNet-
structured DMs, in this paper, we present an analysis fo-
cusing on transformer-only DMs to propose an efficient and
effective quantization strategy without any optimizations.
Quantization of Diffusion Transformers To the best of
our knowledge, no prior research has specifically explored
the quantization of diffusion transformers. However, ex-
isting studies have investigated challenges related to quan-
tizing transformers for vision tasks. For instance, [35]
proposes a method that distills knowledge from the par-
ent model to correct query information distortion. Simi-
larly, [16, 17] employ Quantization-Aware Training (QAT)
to mitigate information distortion in self-attention maps.
These approaches primarily target distortions in the atten-
tion mechanism and typically require substantial retraining
efforts. Moreover, the dynamic activation ranges observed
during multiple sampling steps exacerbate quantization er-
rors cumulatively. In this study, we direct our attention to-
ward addressing the challenge of quantizing dynamic acti-
vations and dispersed weights without the need for retrain-
ing, using Post-Training Quantization (PTQ).

3. Method
3.1. Post Training Quantization

Post-training quantization (PTQ) reduces numerical repre-
sentations by rounding elements v to a discrete set of values,
where the quantization and de-quantization can be formu-
lated as:

v̂ = s · clip(round(v/s), cmin, cmax) (1)

where s denotes the quantization scale parameters. round(·)
represents a rounding function [2, 32]. cmin and cmax are
the lower and upper bounds for the clipping function clip(·).
Calibrating parameters through weight and activation distri-
bution estimation is crucial. The quantization error can be
measured as the L2 norm of the Euclidean distance between
quantized and unquantized elements:

Error = ||v̂ − v||22

3.2. Diffusion Models

DMs [14, 30] involve two processes: forward diffusion and
reverse diffusion. Forward diffusion process adds noise
to input image, x0 to xT iteratively and reverse diffu-
sion process denoises the corrupted data, xT to x0 it-
eratively. The forward process adds a Gaussian noise,
N (xt−1;

√
1− βtxt−1, βtI), to the example at the previous

time step, xt−1. The noise-adding process is controlled by

a noise scheduler, βt. The reverse process aims to learn a
model to align the data distributions between denoised ex-
amples and uncorrupted examples at time step t−1 with the
knowledge of corrupted examples at time step t. To simplify
the optimization, [14] proposes only approximate the mean
noise, θ(xt, t) ∼ N (xt−1;

√
1− βtxt, βtI), to be denoised

at time step t by assuming that the variance is fixed. So the
reverse process or the inference process is modeled as:

unconditional : pθ(xt−1|xt) = θ(xt, t)

conditional : pθ(xt−1|xt) = θ(xt, t, τ(y))
(2)

where y is a conditional context (i.e. class labels or text
prompts).

Initially, UNet was a popular choice for θ, but later stud-
ies [4, 23] replaced it with a transformer-only structure.
Diffusion transformers differ from UNet models by hav-
ing fewer convolutional layers, heavily utilizing linear lay-
ers, and lacking shortcut connections between downsam-
pling and upsampling stages. Because of these differences,
prior research on quantizing diffusion UNet may not adapt
well to diffusion transformers, particularly when quantizing
weights to lower bits.

3.3. PTQ for Diffusion Transformers

We identify challenges in quantizing activations in a diffu-
sion process and quantizing weights in a transformer-only
diffusion model by examine the data ranges for activations
across sampling steps and weights across individual output
channels for a linear layer in a diffusion transformer.

3.3.1 Calibrate Activation with 1-step Calibration

Fig 1 highlights the substantial variation in activations
across sampling steps, a common issue also acknowledged
in prior UNet DM quantization studies. Without optimiza-
tion, calibrated parameters (cmin and cmax) display signif-
icant fluctuation between initial and final sampling steps,
leading to inconsistent stability throughout different stages.
This phenomenon results from incrementally introduced
noise during forward diffusion, which triggers estimated
noise to adapt to gradual changes. We assess the robustness
of DiT parameterized components against an 8A4W low
bit quantization setting (8-bit activations and 4-bit weights).
Fig 2 displays the SQNR (3) based quantization error be-
tween unquantized and quantized features, showing better
resilience for calibrated parameters at the initial reverse dif-
fusion step where noise is highest. Thus, we recommend
using a single sampling step with the noise scheduler for
quantization parameter calibration due to less varying ac-
tivations and maximized noise, leading to more robust pa-
rameters overall. See Fig 3 for examples contrasting 1-step
and 50-step calibrations.



Figure 1. Without optimizations, data ranges pose challenges to quantize both activations and weights especially at a lower bit-width.
(Above) Activation range varies dynamically across sampling steps and significant outliers persist. (Below) Weights are quantized channel-
wise, but dispearsed outliers for each channel introduces high quantization loss when compressed to a lower bit.

SQNRθ,t = 10logEx
||θfp(xt)||22

||θq(x̂t)− θfp(xt)||22
(3)

where θfp is the full-precision model and θq is the quan-
tized model, x̂ and x are quantized and unquantized output
features.

Figure 2. The quantization error is measured in SQNR. There is
a discrepancy between the first and the last sampling process. The
calibrated paramters are most robust when the added noise is the
strongest.

3.3.2 Calibrate Weights with Group Quantization

In Fig 1, we also examine the ranges for weights of a lin-
ear layer in all output channels. Although weight quantiza-
tion is performed per channel, many channels depicted in
Figure 1 display a substantial number of outliers scattered
across them. This spread creates difficulties when attempt-
ing to represent all these weights using a reduced bit width.
Indeed, directly applying 4-bit weights leads to severely
distorted image outputs. Prior works have addressed this

(a) Full Precision (b) 1-step (c) 50-step

Figure 3. Calibrating through 50 steps produces visible image
noise. 1-step calibration generates quality closer to the full pre-
cision output. Outputs from conditional DiT 8A8W.

problem with QAT[35] and finetuning[20], but significant
retraining and amount of data are required. Since we iden-
tified the dispersion of weight as the root cause of the prob-
lem, we propose to remedy the quantization difficulty with
group-wise quantization. Previous works demonstrate that
group-wise quantization is adaptable to transformers and is
valid for hardware [7, 29]. In each channel, the weights
can be further divided into groups. Each group will be cali-
brated individually. In this manner, the dispersed weights
are divided into smaller ranges and therefore reduce the
quantization difficulty for each group. It is simple to imple-
ment this group-wise quantization with just two lines. See
Algorithm 1 for detailed implementation.

4. Experiments and Results

Dataset and Quantization Setting We evaluate our quan-
tization techniques for text-to-image generation under con-
ditional settings using 1k captions. The evaluation set con-
tains 30k randomly chosen captions from MS-COCO vali-



(a) 8A8W (b) 8A4W

Figure 4. Qualitative examples of two quantization settings: 8A8W and 8A4W. Proposed improvements restore the original image quality.

Algorithm 1 Group-wise Quantization

Require: Weight:w ∈ RCout×Cin , Group Size: g.
Ensure: Cin%g = 0

if g < Cin then
shape = w.shape
w = w.reshape(−1, g)

end if
Calibrate(w)
if g < Cin then

w = w.reshape(shape)
end if

dation [18] dataset generations following prior methodolo-
gies [3, 9]. Classifier-free guidance is fixed at 3.0, and
quantization is only applied to parameterized components
(e.g., convolutional and fully connected layers). The default
group size is 128 as in [29].

Evaluation Metrics For each experiment, two key metrics
are provided: FID [13] and SQNRθ averaged over sam-
pling steps at the output to assess the generation of 512x512
images using Pixart Alpha. In addition to FID to COCO, we
also include FID to full-precision model.

Diffusion Setting We experiment on Pixart Alpha and with
the sampling configuration listed in Table 1.

Image Size Inference Steps Sampler
512, 512 50 DPMSolverMultistepScheduler

Table 1. Sampling configuration.

Bits(A/W) FID to COCO↓ FID to FP↓ SQNRθ(db)↑
32fp/32fp 23.88 0.00 -

8/8 23.86 7.75 17.78
+ 1 step calibration 24.32 2.60 18.65

8/4 225.09 209.81 4.15
+ 1 step calibration 215.59 199.56 4.28

+ group quantization 22.13 5.16 12.36

Table 2. 1 step calibration significantly improves quality of gener-
ated images while maintaining a small size and fewer operations.

4.1. Discussions

Table 2 shows that our proposed method significantly sur-
passes baselines in both FID to FP and SQNRθ improve-
ments. While FID is commonly used to assess generative
models, its reliability has been doubted due to potential bi-
ases and limitations. Since the COCO datasets are photo-
realistic and generated images diverge from this distribu-
tion, FID to COCO differences do not convey meaningful
difference. Additional examples in Fig 4 reveal that the en-
hanced models produce more realistic images with reduced
quantization noise compared to baseline models.

5. Conclusion
In conclusion, this work represents a pioneering effort in ex-
ploring the quantization of transformer-only diffusion mod-
els without relying on any optimizations. By addressing ac-
tivation quantization challenges via 1-step sampling calibra-
tion and overcoming weight quantization hurdles through
group-wise adaptation, the proposed approach demonstrates
both effectiveness and efficiency in the text-to-image gener-
ation task, providing valuable insights for further advance-
ments in this area.
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