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Abstract

Data-free quantization (DFQ), which facilitates model
quantization without real data to address increasing con-
cerns about data security, has garnered significant atten-
tion within the model compression community. Recently, the
unique architecture of vision transformers (ViTs) has driven
the development of specialized DFQ techniques. However,
we observe that the synthetic images from existing meth-
ods suffer from the deficient semantics issue compared to
real images, thereby compromising performance. Moti-
vated by this, we propose SPDFQ, a Semantics Prompting
Data-Free Quantization method for ViTs. First, SPDFQ in-
corporates Attention Priors Alignment (APA), which uses
randomly generated attention priors to enhance the se-
mantics of synthetic images. Second, SPDFQ introduces
Multi-Semantic Reinforcement (MSR), which utilizes local-
ized patch optimization to prompt efficient parameterization
and diverse semantics in synthetic images. Finally, SPDFQ
employs Softlabel Learning (SL), where soft learning tar-
gets are adapted to encourage more complex semantics and
accommodate images augmented by MSR. Experimental re-
sults demonstrate that SPDFQ significantly outperforms ex-
isting methods. For instance, SPDFQ achieves a 15.52%
increase in top-1 accuracy on ImageNet for W4A4 ViT-B1.

1. Introduction
Vision transformers (ViTs) [19] have attracted widespread
interest from both academia and industry [26, 33] due to
their superior performance across various vision tasks [1,
7, 52, 62]. However, the substantial computational de-
mands and high memory requirements of ViTs pose signifi-
cant challenges for deployment in resource-limited environ-

*Corresponding Author: rrji@xmu.edu.cn
1The code will be made publicly available upon acceptance.

Figure 1. Feature visualization using t-SNE [63]. Each shape
(circle, star, triangle) represents a category. The red dashed cir-
cles highlight the features of our APA and real images. The vi-
sualized features are activations extracted before the classification
head of DeiT-S. The features from PSAQ-ViT [43] deviate signif-
icantly from those of the real images, suggesting deficient seman-
tics. While the features from our APA are more closely aligned
with those of real images, suggesting improved semantics.

ments [11, 27, 29, 42, 51, 61, 75]. To address this challenge,
model quantization [36] has emerged as a promising solu-
tion, reducing model complexity by enabling a low-bit rep-
resentation of weights and activations. Nevertheless, most
existing quantization methods rely on access to the original
training data, raising concerns regarding data privacy and
security. This data dependency restricts their application in
data-sensitive environments [6, 24, 70, 77].

To address this limitation, data-free quantization (DFQ)
has been developed to quantize models without access-
ing real data, attracting considerable attention [14, 69, 74].
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Most existing DFQ methods are tailored to convolutional
neural networks (CNNs) and are not directly applicable to
ViTs. These methods typically utilize batch normalization
statistics (BNS), which capture the distribution of real data,
to synthesize in-distribution synthetic data [6, 69, 74, 77].
However, BNS is unavailable for ViTs that use layer nor-
malization (LN) to dynamically compute distribution statis-
tics during inference [43]. Recently, several works have
been proposed to accommodate the unique structure of
ViTs [16, 30, 43, 44, 58]. For example, PSAQ-ViT [43]
introduces patch similarity entropy (PSE) loss to optimize
Gaussian noise towards usable synthetic images.

Nevertheless, we observe that the current synthetic im-
ages suffer from the deficient semantics issue. In Fig. 1,
we visualize the penultimate features of the synthetic im-
ages using t-SNE [63]. It can be observed that the features
of synthetic images generated by PSAQ-ViT diverge sig-
nificantly from those of real images, suggesting that these
synthetic images are semantically deficient. This observa-
tion is further supported by the quantitative results in Tab. 1,
where the cosine similarity between synthetic images from
PSAQ-ViT and real images is notably low. For high-bit
quantization, where model capacity is largely retained [39],
the performance degradation remains relatively minor even
with deficient semantics images [43, 58]. However, in low-
bit quantization, where model capacity is severely damaged
and informative images are essential for recovering perfor-
mance [13, 77], fine-tuning on these deficient semantics im-
ages leads to poor generalization to real datasets, resulting
in limited performance gains.

Motivated by this finding, we propose a Semantics
Prompting Data-Free Quantization method for ViTs,
termed SPDFQ. The overall framework is depicted in
Fig. 2. First, SPDFQ introduces Attention Priors Align-
ment (APA), which employs randomly generated priors to
encourage high responses in attention maps, thereby explic-
itly promoting semantics in synthetic images. These priors
are generated using the Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM)
to simulate diverse attention patterns. APA effectively
prompts semantics in synthetic images, as validated by both
visualization and quantitative analyses. As shown in Fig. 1,
features of APA exhibit a closer alignment to those of real
images, indicating high semantics. The quantitative results
in Tab. 1 further confirm that the semantics of APA are more
similar to the real images. Additionally, SPDFQ incorpo-
rates Multi-Semantic Reinforcement (MSR) and Softlabel
Learning (SL). MSR promotes efficient parameterization
and diverse semantics in synthetic images by leveraging lo-
calized patch-wise optimization, while SL prompts more
complex semantics in synthetic images and accommodates
images augmented by MSR through the use of soft learning
targets.

Experimental results across various ViT models demon-

strate that SPDFQ presents substantial performance im-
provements. For example, SPDFQ achieves a 15.52% in-
crease in top-1 accuracy on the ImageNet dataset for the
W4A4 ViT-B model.

2. Related Works

2.1. Vision Transformers
The great success of transformers in the natural language
processing field has driven widespread attempts in the com-
puter vision community to apply them to vision tasks [12,
25, 65]. ViT [19] is the pioneer that builds a transformer-
based model to handle images, boosting the performance
on the image classification task. DeiT [62] introduces
an efficient teacher-student training strategy where a dis-
tillation token is employed to distill knowledge from the
teacher model to the student model. Swin Transform-
ers [50] builds an efficient and effective hierarchical model
by introducing a shifted window-based self-attention mech-
anism. Other than the image classification task, the applica-
tions of ViTs also have broadened considerably, manifesting
groundbreaking performance in object detection [7], image
segmentation [9, 76], low-level vision [46], video recogni-
tion [1, 55], and medical image processing [60], etc. Never-
theless, the impressive performance of ViTs relies on a high
number of parameters and significant computational over-
head, preventing deployment in resource-constrained envi-
ronments. Several recent efforts design lightweight ViTs,
such as MobileViT [53], MiniVit [73], and TinyViT [66].
However, the model complexity is still unsatisfactory [43].

2.2. Network Quantization
Data-Driven Quantization. Model quantization reduces
the complexity of neural networks by replacing full-
precision weight and activation with the low-bit format.
Data-driven quantization can be roughly divided into two
categories: quantization-aware training (QAT) and post-
training quantization (PTQ). QAT is compute-heavy since
it re-trains the quantized model with the full training data to
retain performance [20, 22, 38, 40, 42, 48, 67]. PTQ per-
form quantization with a tiny dataset and a reduced time
overhead, harvesting widespread attention [3, 39]. The spe-
cific architecture of ViTs, such as LayerNorm and the self-
attention module, urges distinct PTQ methods compared to
CNNs [18, 21, 42, 47, 49, 79]. For example, Liu et al. [51]
develop a ranking loss to maintain the relative order of the
self-attention activation. Unfortunately, both QAT and PTQ
involve the original training data, causing concerns about
data privacy and security issues in data-sensitive scenarios.

Data-Free Quantization. DFQ quantizes models with-
out accessing real data [2, 13–15, 24, 32, 37, 41, 57]. Most
previous DFQ methods focus on CNN, where the BNS
can be adopted as the regularization term [6, 74]. How-
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ever, BNS is infeasible for ViTs built on the LN. Re-
cently, few efforts have been explored to accommodate
ViTs [16, 30, 43, 44, 58]. PSAQ-ViT [43] introduces the
first DFQ method for ViTs. They discover that Gaussian
noise yields homogeneous patches, while the real image
yields heterogeneous patches. Thus, patch similarity en-
tropy (PSE) loss is proposed to optimize the Gaussian noise
towards real-like images by making them showcase hetero-
geneous patches. Based on PSAQ-ViT, PSAQ-ViT V2 [44]
further introduces a adversarial learning strategy [23]. [58]
incorporates contrastive learning and proposes an iterative
generation-quantization PTQ-based DFQ method. [30] pro-
poses a sparse generation method to remove noisy and hal-
lucination backgrounds in synthetic images.

3. Method
3.1. Preliminaries
3.1.1. Quantizers
We employ the linear quantizer for all weights and acti-
vations, except for the attention scores, which use a log2
quantizer to handle highly non-negative and uneven val-
ues [21, 45, 47]. For the the linear quantizer, given a full-
precision input x and bit-width b, the quantized value xq

and the de-quantized value x̄ are computed as follows:

xq = clip
(⌊ x

∆

⌉
+ z, 0, 2b − 1

)
, x̄ = ∆ · (xq − z) , (1)

where ⌊·⌉ denotes rounding to the nearest integer, and clip
limits the value to [0, 2b − 1]. Here, ∆ and z are the scale
factor and zero-point, respectively. For the log2 quantizer:

xq = clip
(⌊

− log2
x

∆

⌉
, 0, 2b − 1

)
, x̄ = ∆ · 2−xq . (2)

3.1.2. Data Synthesis
DFQ methods parameterize synthetic images and opti-
mize them toward real-like images with a pre-trained full-
precision model F . Given a image Ĩ initialized from Gaus-
sian noise, the one-hot loss [68] is introduced to prompt
label-related semantics:

LOH(Ĩ) = CE(F (Ĩ), c) (3)

where CE(·, ·) represents the cross entropy, c is a random
class label, and F (·) returns the predicted probability for
image Ĩ .

Moreover, total variance (TV) [70] loss is a smoothing
regularization term to improve the image quality:

LTV(Ĩ) =

∫∫
|∇Ĩ(τ1, τ2)|dτ1dτ2. (4)

where ∇Ĩ(τ1, τ2) denotes the gradient at Ĩ at (τ1, τ2).

To perform DFQ for ViTs, PSAQ-ViT [43] proposes
patch similarity entropy (PSE) loss. It first compute patch
similarity Γl[i, j] =

ui·uj

||ui||||uj || , where ui, uj are feature vec-
tors of MHSA outputs in l-th block and || · || denotes the
l2 norm. Then, it estimates the density function f̂l(x) =
1

Mh

∑M
m=1 K

(
x−xm

h

)
, where K(·) is a normal kernel, h is

the bandwidth, and xm is the kernel center derived from Γl.
Finally, the PSE loss is defined as:

LPSE(Ĩ) =
L∑

l=1

∫
f̂l(x) log

[
f̂l(x)

]
dx, (5)

where L is the block number of the model.

3.2. Observations
Although existing DFQ methods of ViTs have made some
progress, a significant performance gap remains between
synthetic and real images. For example, as shown in Tab. 2,
the W4A4 ViT-B fine-tuned on real images yields 68.16%,
whereas PSAQ-ViT only achieves 36.32%. To dive into a
deeper analysis, we visualize the features of the synthetic
images before the classification head using t-SNE [63] in
Fig. 1. Generally, the penultimate feature represents the se-
mantics of the input [4, 54, 71, 72].

It is evident that features of PSAQ-ViT diverge signifi-
cantly from those of real samples, indicating that the syn-
thetic images fail to capture the real semantics distribution.
We refer to this phenomenon as the deficient semantics is-
sue. In Tab. 1, we quantitatively measure the semantics us-
ing the average cosine similarity (ranging from −1 to 1).
We also report the intra-class similarity within real images
as an approximate upper bound for comparison. These re-
sults further highlight the deficient semantics of PSAQ-ViT.
For example, for Class 1, the intra-class similarity within
real images is 0.68, whereas PSAQ-ViT only presents 0.44,
suggesting a low similarity between synthetic and real im-
ages. Similarly, for Class 3, while the real images exhibit a
similarity of 0.41, PSAQ-ViT achieves only 0.31.

Both visualization and quantitative results reveal a pro-
nounced deficient semantics. Consequently, quantized
models fine-tuned on these semantically deficient synthetic
images cannot well generalize to the real dataset, resulting
in limited performance.

3.3. Solutions
In the following, we introduce the proposed SPDFQ to
prompt semantics in synthetic images. As illustrated in
Fig. 2, SPDFQ introduces three contributions: Attention
Priors Alignment (APA), Multi-Semantic Reinforcement
(MSR), and Softlabel Learning (SL).

3.3.1. Attention Priors Alignment
The first step of SFDFQ in prompting semantics leverages
the self-attention mechanism of ViTs. Specifically, the self-

3



ሚ𝐼
𝑙-th

block

… 𝒉𝒅𝑙,ℎ

[𝑸,𝑲, 𝑽]𝑙,ℎ−1

[𝑸,𝑲, 𝑽]𝑙,ℎ

𝒉𝒅𝑙,ℎ−1

[𝑸,𝑲, 𝑽]𝑙,ℎ+1 𝒉𝒅𝑙,ℎ+1

L
N

…

…

M
L

P

L
N

F
C

F
C

ሚ𝐼𝑀𝑆𝑅
2

ሚ𝐼𝑀𝑆𝑅
1

Gaussian 

distribution

sample

Multi-Semantic 

Reinforcement

ሚ𝐼𝑀𝑆𝑅
3

ℒSL

Attention Priors Alignment

ሚ𝐴𝑙,ℎ−1𝐴𝑙,ℎ−1
𝑐

ℒ𝑙,ℎ−1
AP𝐴

Softlabel

Learning

softmax

Z
sample

Uniform 

distribution

𝑙+1-th 

block

ℒ𝑙,ℎ
AP𝐴 ℒ𝑙,ℎ+1

AP𝐴

…

𝑙-1-th 

block
ℎ − 1-th

head

ℎ-th

head

ℎ + 1-th

head

ሚ𝐴𝑙,ℎ ሚ𝐴𝑙,ℎ+1𝐴𝑙,ℎ+1
𝑐𝐴𝑙,ℎ

𝑐

𝑇𝑠

ሚ𝐼𝑀𝑆𝑅
4

Figure 2. Framework of the proposed SPDFQ. Attention Priors Alignment (APA) employs randomly generated attention priors to explicitly
promote semantics in synthetic images. Multi-Semantic Reinforcement (MSR) prompts the different parts of synthetic images with various
semantics. Softlabel Learning (SL) leverages soft learning to prompt more complex semantics in synthetic images.

Classes
Method

Real PSAQ-ViT [43] APA (Ours)

Class 1 0.68 0.44 0.64
Class 2 0.32 0.26 0.31
Class 3 0.41 0.31 0.36

Table 1. Average cosine similarity of three randomly selected
classes. For real images, the similarity is measured within the
class itself, while for PSAQ-ViT and APA, the similarity is mea-
sured between synthetic and real images of the same class. The
results show that APA achieves higher similarity than PSE loss,
indicating improved semantics.

attention mechanism extracts and integrates semantic infor-
mation by allocating more attention to tokens rich in seman-
tics and less to tokens with minimal semantics [10, 19, 28].
Thus, if a synthetic image is semantically rich, its attention
maps should exhibit high responses. Based on this char-
acteristic, we propose Attention Priors Alignment (APA),
which is designed to promote the semantics of synthetic im-
ages by explicitly encouraging high responses in images’
attention maps.

For a synthetic image Ĩ , we first extract its attention
maps of the h-th head in the l-th block, denoted by Al,h ∈
RN×N , by inputting the image into a pre-trained full-
precision model, where N represents the total number of
tokens. In DeiT, the attention of the classification token
toward other tokens serves as the indicator for semantic
versus non-semantic parts [5]. Accordingly, we extract
Ac

l,h ∈ R1×(N−1) from Al,h, representing the attention of
the classification token to all tokens except itself. We then
randomly generate attention priors Ãl,h, whose generation
is detailed in the next part, and align Ac

l,h with Ãl,h by:

Ll,h(Ĩ) = MSE(Ac
l,h − Ãl,h), (6)

where MSE represents the mean squared error. For Swin

models that do not use a classification token, we substi-
tute Ac

l,h in Eq. 6 with the average attention map of all
tokens [10]. As noted in [17], ViTs initially focus on all
regions to capture low-level information in shallow blocks
and gradually shift their focus toward semantic regions
in deeper blocks to extract high-level semantic informa-
tion. Leveraging this property, we selectively apply LAPA

l,h to
deeper blocks, progressively aligning attention towards se-
mantically relevant areas. The total APA loss is computed
as a depth-weighted sum of the individual Eq. 6 across these
deeper blocks:

LAPA(Ĩ) =
L∑

l=S

H∑

h=1

l

L
Ll,h(Ĩ), (7)

where S is a pre-given hyper-parameter denoting the start
of deep blocks and are experimentally set S = L

2 .
The proposed APA loss encourages synthetic images

to contain semantically meaningful regions with high re-
sponses in attention maps, thereby prompting the semantics
of the generated images.

Figure 3. Examples of generated attention priors.

Attention Priors Generation. To generate attention pri-
ors Ãl,h, we employ GMM for it is the most commonly
used distribution with high flexibility. ViTs utilize different
attention heads to capture diverse patterns and learn var-
ied, informative representations [8]. Thus, we use distinct
GMMs for each head. Note that the goal here is not to
replicate real attention maps precisely, but to generate simu-
lated attention priors. These priors are used to explicitly en-
courage semantically meaningful regions within synthetic
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images, prompting high responses in attention maps to en-
hance semantics.

In particular, we first initialize an all zero matrix P̃ ∈
RH×W , where H = W =

√
N − 1 for DeiT, H =

W =
√
N for Swin. For example, for DeiT-S, the H =

W =
√
196 = 14. Then, we generate k two-dimensional

Gaussian distributions, where k is randomly sampled from
1 ∼ KAPA and KAPA is set to 5 in all experiments. Each
Gaussian has its mean and covariance2. Consequently, the
matrix element at the i-th row and j-th column, P̃[i, j], is
determined by:

P̃[i, j] = max
m=1,··· ,k

Gm[i, j]. (8)

Then, P̃ is normalized by:

P̃n =
P̃∑
P̃

∗ (1− x). (9)

Here, for DeiT that incorporates the classification token,
x is randomly sampled from a uniform distribution U(0, 1),
representing the proportion of the attention score that the
classification token allocates to itself. For Swin, which does
not use a classification token, x is set to 0. Finally, P̃n is
flatten to match the dimensionality:

Ãl,h = flatten(P̃n). (10)

Fig. 3 displays examples of generated attention priors.
Although simple, APA effectively enhances semantics, as
validated by both visualization and quantitative results. As
shown in Fig. 1, compared to PSAQ-ViT, features after ap-
plying the APA loss are closer to the real images, indicat-
ing improved semantics. The quantitative results in Tab. 1
further support that APA achieves higher semantics. For in-
stance, in Class 1, the intra-class similarity of PSAQ-ViT is
0.44, whereas APA achieves an improved similarity of 0.64.

3.3.2. Multi-Semantic Reinforcement
Current methods [43, 44, 58] optimize the entire synthetic
image, restricting it to capture only the semantics of a sin-
gle object type. However, this has two limitations. First,
real images naturally exhibit low-rank properties, such as
spatial similarity between nearby pixels [31]. Optimizing
the entire images overlooks this structural regularity, easily
leading to synthetic images with noisy or spurious regions
that convey meaningless or misleading semantics [30]. This
results in inefficient parameterization, where semantic con-
tents available for model training are limited [34]. Second,
real images often contain multiple objects with varied se-
mantics. Constraining synthetic images to a single object
type limits their semantic richness and diversity.

2The pseudo code is detailed in supplementary materials.

Motivated by the above analysis, we propose Multi-
Semantic Reinforcement (MSR), which leverages localized
patch optimization to promote efficient parameterization
and diverse semantics. Specifically, for a synthetic image
Ĩ , instead of feeding only the entire image, we also feed its
patches and optimize them individually. Initially, we select
m non-overlapping patches, where m is chosen randomly
from the set {1, 2, . . . ,KMSR}, with KMSR set to 4 in all
experiments. These m patches are then cropped and resized
to match the model’s input dimensions:

{Ĩi
MSR}i=1,··· ,m = resize

(
cropm(Ĩ)

)
, (11)

where cropm(·) crops m non-overlapping patches from in-
put, and resize(·) is the resize function. Each patch, denoted
as Ĩi

MSR, is treated as a new image with an assigned seman-
tic target ci. For simplicity, the loss function used to learn
label-related semantics in both Ĩi

MSR and Ĩ is presented in
Sec. 3.3.3. Note that the gradient is backpropagated only to
update the corresponding patch in the original image, leav-
ing the rest of the image unaffected.

By leveraging localized patch optimization, MSR effec-
tively promotes efficient parameterization and diverse se-
mantics in synthetic images. First, MSR reduces noisy and
non-semantic regions and provides more distinct semantic
samples, i.e., {Ĩi

MSR}i=1,··· ,m, for model training, achiev-
ing efficient parameterization. Second, by assigning dif-
ferent semantic targets to individual cropped patches, MSR
transforms synthetic images into composites of multiple se-
mantic objects rather than a single uniform entity, thereby
enhancing overall semantic diversity. Unlike traditional
cropping used in data augmentation, which aims to improve
classification robustness by training with cropped patches
labeled with the original class, MSR aims to prompt effi-
cient parameterization and semantic diversity within syn-
thetic images, ultimately enabling accurate data-free quan-
tization.

3.3.3. Softlabel Learning
The one-hot loss (Eq. 3) optimizes synthetic images until
their confidence for the target class approaches 1. However,
this leads to overfitting on a specific class, limiting semantic
richness [77]. Moreover, Eq. 3 only learns the semantics of
the target class. making it unsuitable for Ĩ under MSR, as
its patches {Ĩi

MSR}i=1,··· ,m contain distinct semantics.
To address this, we propose Softlabel Learning (SL),

which softens the learning objective to promote more com-
plex semantics and accommodate images augmented by
MSR. Specifically, we first sample Z ∈ RC ∼ U(0, 1),
then modify its values by:

{
Z[ci] ∼ U(ϵ1, ϵ2), for Ĩi

MSR,

Z[c1, . . . , cm] ∼ U(ϵ1, ϵ2), for Ĩ,

5



where U(ϵ1, ϵ2) denotes the uniform distribution over the
interval [ϵ1, ϵ2], m is the number of patches determined in
MSR, and ϵ1 and ϵ2 control the softness, both empirically
set consistently to 5 and 10 in all experiments. The soft
target is defined as Ts = softmax(Z), and SL loss is:

LSL(Ĩ/Ĩi
MSR) = SCE

(
F (Ĩ/Ĩi

MSR), Ts

)
, (12)

where SCE(·, ·) is soft cross entropy and F (·) returns the
predicted probability for its input.

For Ĩi
MSR, SL aligns its predicted results with a “soft la-

bel” rather than a traditional one-hot label, mitigating over-
fitting and promoting the generation of semantically com-
plex content. For Ĩ , SL provides a suitable target for learn-
ing images with multiple semantic targets. Unlike the Soft
Inception loss [77], which focuses only on the primary class
probability, SL imposes a distribution across all classes, of-
fering a comprehensive learning objective. Additionally,
SL is compatible with MSR, where images contain multi-
ple semantic targets. In contrast, the Soft Inception loss is
designed for single-class scenarios and is therefore incom-
patible.

3.4. Overall Pipeline
The overall pipeline consists of two stages: data synthesis
and quantized network learning. The first stage synthesizes
synthetic images. The second stage fine-tunes the quantized
model using the generated synthetic images.

3.4.1. Data Synthesis
In the data synthesis stage, we combine the proposed APA
loss of Eq. 7, SL loss of Eq. 12, and TV loss of Eq. 4 to
formulate the objective function as follows:

LG(Ĩ) = α1LAPA(Ĩ) + LSL(Ĩ) + 0.05LTV(Ĩ). (13)

where α1 is hyperparameters and is determined by grid-
search. Note that the weight of TV loss is fixed to 0.05, fol-
lowing [43], to avoid a cumbersome hyperparameter search.

3.4.2. Quantized Network Learning
Recently DFQ methods have introduced the PTQ methods
in learning quantized models due to their advantages of
speed, memory efficiency, and performance [32, 58]. Thus,
following the success of [39, 64], we fine-tune the quan-
tized network block-wisely. Specifically, denote Xl as the
outputs of the l-th block of the full-precision model, and X̄l

represent outputs of the quantized counterpart. The recon-
struction loss is defined as:

Ll = ∥Xl − X̄l∥2. (14)

Here, Ll is only backward to update weights within l-th
block. Note that for a fair comparison, all compared meth-
ods adopt the same quantized network learning stage.

4. Experiment
4.1. Implementation Details
Models and Datasets. We evaluate the performance of the
proposed SPDFQ across various ViTs on the image clas-
sification task, including ViT-S/B [19], DeiT-T/S/B [62],
and Swin-S/B [50]. The dataset is ImageNet [59], which
contains 1.28M training images and 50K validation images
across 1,000 classes. The pre-trained models are down-
loaded from the timm library.

Comparison methods. We compare our SPDFQ against
Gaussian noise, real images, and previous methods includ-
ing SMI [30] and PSAQ-ViT [43] and its subsequent ver-
sion, PSAQ-ViT V2 [44]. For a fair comparison, we gen-
erate synthetic images using their methods and apply our
quantized network learning strategy. We use the official
code for SMI and PSAQ-ViT to reproduce their images,
while PSAQ-ViT V2 is re-implemented by us, as no offi-
cial code is available.3

Experimental settings. All experiments use the Py-
Torch framework [56] on a single NVIDIA 3090 GPU. In
the data synthesis stage, synthetic images were initialized
with standard Gaussian noise, with 32 synthetic images
generated in total. The Adam optimizer [35] with β1 = 0.5,
β2 = 0.9 is employed. The learning rate is 0.25 for Swin
and 0.2 for others, with a total of 1,000 iterations. For all
models, KAPA, KMSR, ϵ1, and ϵ2 are respectively set to
5 and 4, 5, and 10, with these values are searched using
W4A4 DeiT-S. The value of α1 was determined by grid
search for each model. Specifically, α1 is set to 1e5 for
DeiT-T/S, 1e4 for DeiT-B, 100 for ViT-B and Swin-B, 10
for Swin-S, and 1 for ViT-S. Although further searching hy-
perparameters may improve the performance, we use cur-
rent settings since these already yield superior results. In
the quantized network learning stage, the Adam optimizer
with β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999 is employed. The weight de-
cay is set to 0, and the initialized learning rate is 4e-5, ad-
justed by the cosine decay strategy. The total iteration is set
to 100. Consistent with [45], quantization parameters were
determined by searching for percentile values that minimize
quantization error before and after quantization. We follow
the two-stage optimization strategy in [78] to optimize the
quantized network. The channel-wise quantizer is adopted
for weights and the layer-wise quantizer for activations. All
matrix multiplications in ViTs are quantized [43–45].

4.2. Quantization Results
The quantization results are presented in Tab. 2. The
proposed SPDFQ demonstrates consistent improvements
across various quantization bit-width configurations, partic-
ularly with low bit-width settings. Specifically, for ViT-S,

3In supplementary materials, we present more comparisons with more
methods on W8/A8 and W4/A8 settings.
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Model W/A Real Gaussian noise PSAQ-ViT [43] PSAQ-ViT V2 [44] SMI [30] SPDFQ (Ours)

ViT-S
(81.39)

4/4 66.57 6.02 47.24 41.53 24.3329.41 50.32
5/5 76.69 36.77 71.59 68.41 61.3365.19 74.31
6/6 79.46 61.20 77.20 74.76 72.9572.46 78.40

ViT-B
(84.54)

4/4 68.16 0.15 36.32 26.32 35.2719.67 51.84
5/5 79.21 4.16 68.48 67.95 67.5357.13 70.70
6/6 81.89 55.18 76.65 71.87 76.3369.82 79.16

DeiT-T
(72.21)

4/4 56.60 17.43 47.75 30.20 30.1413.18 52.06
5/5 67.09 43.49 64.10 55.16 56.4439.35 66.41
6/6 69.81 56.23 68.37 62.77 64.0344.39 69.73

DeiT-S
(79.85)

4/4 68.46 20.89 58.28 45.53 42.7711.71 62.29
5/5 75.06 41.06 71.90 63.14 62.8829.13 74.06
6/6 77.87 65.63 75.85 68.85 71.6537.69 77.31

DeiT-B
(81.85)

4/4 77.07 47.20 71.75 66.43 65.3359.04 72.17
5/5 79.86 65.46 78.45 76.77 76.7475.33 78.72
6/6 80.90 62.79 80.00 79.22 78.8177.66 80.15

Swin-S
(83.20)

4/4 78.12 31.92 73.19 65.55 65.85 74.74
5/5 80.51 52.10 78.15 74.37 75.41 79.56
6/6 80.60 65.66 79.74 78.50 78.25 80.56

Swin-B
(85.27)

4/4 78.80 30.14 71.84 67.42 65.23 76.42
5/5 82.51 35.28 78.50 77.20 75.25 80.82
6/6 82.64 67.37 82.00 81.41 80.30 83.03

Table 2. Quantization results on ImageNet dataset, with top-1 accuracy (%) reported. The performance of the full-precision model is listed
below the model name. “W/A” denotes the bit-width of weights/activations. “Real” refers to using real images. For SMI [30], we provide
the performance of using dense (normal-sized numbers) and sparse (smaller-sized numbers) synthetic images, respectively. Note that for
Swin models, we do not provide the results for sparse synthetic images as the sparse generation method of SMI is infeasible.

SPDFQ improves the performance by 3.08% in the W4/A4
setting, 2.72% in the W5/A5 setting, and 1.20% in the
W6/A6 setting. For ViT-B, SPDFQ achieves performance
gains of 15.52% in the W4/A4 setting, 2.22% in the W5/A5
setting, and 2.51% in the W6/A6 setting. Results on DeiT
also demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed SPDFQ.
For DeiT-T, SPDFQ shows a marked improvement by in-
creasing top-1 accuracy by 4.31% in the W4/A4 setting,
2.31% in the W5/A5 setting, and 1.36% in the W6/A6
setting. For DeiT-S, SPDFQ enhances top-1 accuracy by
4.01% in the W4/A4 setting, 2.16% in the W5/A5 setting,
and 1.46% in the W6/A6 setting. As for DeiT-B, SPDFQ
enhances top-1 accuracy by 0.42% in the W4/A4 setting,
0.27% in the W5/A5 setting, and 0.15% in the W6/A6 set-
ting. The quantization results of Swin-S/B also affirm the
superiority of our SPDFQ in enhancing model accuracy un-
der different quantization configurations. In particular, for
Swin-S, the proposed SPDFQ increases the accuracy by
1.55% for the W4/A4 setting, 1.41% for the W5/A5 setting,
and 0.82% for the W6/A6 setting, respectively. When it
comes to Swin-B, the proposed SPDFQ increases the accu-
racy by 4.58% for the W4/A4 setting, 2.32% for the W5/A5

setting, and 1.03% for the W6/A6 setting, respectively.

4.3. Ablation Study
All ablation studies are conducted on the W4A4 DeiT-S.

APA MSR SL Acc. (%)

Baseline 51.73

✓ 60.26
✓ 50.75

✓ 52.02
✓ ✓ 61.58
✓ ✓ 60.51

✓ ✓ 56.08
✓ ✓ ✓ 62.29

Table 3. Influence of the proposed APA, MSR, and SL on accu-
racy. The baseline adopts the one-hot loss.

Analysis of APA, MSR, and SL. We first analyze
the effectiveness of the proposed APA (Sec. 3.3.1), MSR
(Sec. 3.3.2), and SL (Sec. 3.3.3). Experimental results are
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Figure 4. Ablation study of α1.

present in Tab. 3. It can be seen that when the APA and SL
are individually added to synthesize fake images, the accu-
racy increases compared with the baseline. Notably, APA
significantly boosts the baseline from 51.73% to 60.26%,
supporting the analysis in Sec. 3.3.1 that demonstrates the
APA’s effectiveness in enhancing semantics. In contrast, ap-
plying MSR alone slightly reduces accuracy from 51.73%
to 50.75%, indicating that one-hot loss is unsuitable for syn-
thetic images augmented with MSR. However, when both
MSR and SL are applied, performance rises to 56.08%, sug-
gesting that SL is more compatible with MSR than the one-
hot loss. Combining APA with either MSR or SL further in-
creases performance. For example, applying both APA and
SL presents an accuracy of 60.51%. When all of the three
strategies are applied, the best performance of 62.29% can
be obtained.

Analysis of priors distribution. Tab. 4 showcases the
results of using other distributions to formulate the attention
priors. The unevenly distributed GMM and Laplace present
comparable performance of 62.29% and 62.16%, respec-
tively. Moreover, GMM provides a similar performance to
the real’s, indicating it performs well in imitating the pat-
terns of real images.

Analysis of α1, KAPA, and KMSR. The α1 from Eq. 13
balance the importance of the proposed APA loss during the
update of the synthetic images. Fig. 4 demonstrates that the
optimal performance is achieved when α1 = 1e5. Incre-
mentally increasing α1 improves performance up to 62.29%
at α1 = 1e5. However, further increases in α1 subsequently
degrade performance.

The KAPA in APA is the upper limit on the number of
the Gaussian distributions used for priors generation. Tab. 5
displays the ablation study for different values of KAPA.
The best accuracy is achieved when KAPA = 5.

The KMSR in MSR is the upper limit on the number of
patches. Fig. 5 demonstrates that when KMSR = 4, the
optimal performance is achieved. Using KMSR larger than
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Figure 5. Ablation study of KMSR.

Priors Distribution Top-1

GMM 62.29
Laplace 62.16

Real 63.19

Table 4. Effect of priors type.

KAPA Top-1

1 61.13
3 61.52
5 62.29
7 61.53
9 61.05

Table 5. Effect of KAPA.

S Top-1

0 61.96
L/2 62.29

Table 6. Effect of S.

w. l
L Top-1

✓ 62.29
× 61.32

Table 7. Effect of l
L

.

4 will hurt the accuracy. We consider this due to limited
patch resolution if using a too large KMSR.

Analysis of APA loss. Here, we conduct the ablation
study by considering the S and scale l

L in Eq. 7. Tab. 6
presents the effect of varying S in Eq. 7. If applying APA
loss to all blocks (S = 0), the top-1 accuracy decreases to
61.96%. From Tab. 7, it can be seen that absorbing the scale
l
L in Eq. 7 presents 0.97% performance gains.

5. Limitations

We further discuss some limitations of the proposed
SPDFQ, which will guide future research directions. First,
although SPDFQ shows substantial performance improve-
ment, a performance gap between SPDFQ and real data re-
mains challenging. Further enhancing semantic alignment
between synthetic and real images could help close this gap,
highlighting the need for a more precise semantics prompt-
ing method. Second, SPDFQ currently lacks a theoretical
foundation. Theoretical exploration would be beneficial for
gaining more insight into the DFQ for ViTs.
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6. Conclusion

In this paper, we investigate DFQ specifically designed for
ViTs. We first identify that synthetic images generated by
existing methods suffer from the deficient semantics issue,
where the semantics deviate from the real images, lead-
ing to limited performance. To address this, we propose a
novel DFQ method, dubbed SPDFQ, which introduces three
key innovations: Attention Priors Alignment (APA), Multi-
Semantic Reinforcement (MSR), and Softlabel Learning
(SL). APA encourages high responses in attention maps to
prompt semantics in synthetic images. MSR promotes effi-
cient parameterization and semantic diversity. SL enables
the generation of complex semantics in synthetic images
and accommodates images augmented by MSR. Extensive
experiments across various ViT models demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of SPDFQ.
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ing data-efficient image transformers & distillation through
attention. In Proceedings of the International Conference
on Machine Learning (ICML), pages 10347–10357. PMLR,
2021. 1, 2, 6

[63] Laurens van der Maaten and Geoffrey Hinton. Visualizing
data using t-sne. Journal of Machine Learning Research
(JMLR), 9:2579–2605, 2008. 1, 2, 3

[64] Xiuying Wei, Ruihao Gong, Yuhang Li, Xianglong Liu, and
Fengwei Yu. Qdrop: Randomly dropping quantization for
extremely low-bit post-training quantization. In Proceedings
of the International Conference on Learning Representations
(ICLR), 2022. 6

[65] Kan Wu, Houwen Peng, Minghao Chen, Jianlong Fu, and
Hongyang Chao. Rethinking and improving relative po-
sition encoding for vision transformer. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision
(ICCV), pages 10033–10041, 2021. 2

[66] Kan Wu, Jinnian Zhang, Houwen Peng, Mengchen Liu, Bin
Xiao, Jianlong Fu, and Lu Yuan. Tinyvit: Fast pretraining
distillation for small vision transformers. In Proceedings
of the European Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV),
pages 68–85, 2022. 2

[67] Zhiqiang Shen Xijie Huang and Kwang-Ting Cheng.
Variation-aware vision transformer quantization. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2307.00331, 2023. 2

[68] Shoukai Xu, Haokun Li, Bohan Zhuang, Jing Liu, Jiezhang
Cao, Chuangrun Liang, and Mingkui Tan. Generative low-
bitwidth data free quantization. In Proceedings of the Euro-

11



pean Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), pages 1–17,
2020. 3

[69] Shoukai Xu, Haokun Li, Bohan Zhuang, Jing Liu, Jiezhang
Cao, Chuangrun Liang, and Mingkui Tan. Generative low-
bitwidth data free quantization. In Proceedings of the Euro-
pean Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), pages 1–17.
Springer, 2020. 1, 2

[70] Hongxu Yin, Pavlo Molchanov, Jose M Alvarez, Zhizhong
Li, Arun Mallya, Derek Hoiem, Niraj K Jha, and Jan Kautz.
Dreaming to distill: Data-free knowledge transffer via deep-
inversion. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages
8715–8724, 2020. 1, 3

[71] Jason Yosinski, Jeff Clune, Anh Nguyen, Thomas Fuchs, and
Hod Lipson. Understanding neural networks through deep
visualization. arXiv preprint arXiv:1506.06579, 2015. 3

[72] Matthew D. Zeiler and Rob Fergus. Visualizing and un-
derstanding convolutional networks. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision
(ICCV), pages 818–833, 2014. 3

[73] Jinnian Zhang, Houwen Peng, Kan Wu, Mengchen Liu, Bin
Xiao, Jianlong Fu, and Lu Yuan. Minivit: Compressing vi-
sion transformers with weight multiplexing. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pat-
tern Recognition (CVPR), pages 12145–12154, 2022. 2

[74] Xiangguo Zhang, Haotong Qin, Yifu Ding, Ruihao Gong,
Qinghua Yan, Renshuai Tao, Yuhang Li, Fengwei Yu, and
Xianglong Liu. Diversifying sample generation for accu-
rate data-free quantization. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition
(CVPR), pages 15658–15667, 2021. 1, 2

[75] Dehua Zheng, Wenhui Dong, Hailin Hu, Xinghao Chen, and
Yunhe Wang. Less is more: Focus attention for efficient detr.
In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference
on Computer Vision (ICCV), pages 6674–6683, 2023. 1

[76] Sixiao Zheng, Jiachen Lu, Hengshuang Zhao, Xiatian Zhu,
Zekun Luo, Yabiao Wang, Yanwei Fu, Jianfeng Feng, Tao
Xiang, Philip HS Torr, et al. Rethinking semantic seg-
mentation from a sequence-to-sequence perspective with
transformers. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference
on computer vision and pattern recognition (CVPR), pages
6881–6890, 2021. 2

[77] Yunshan Zhong, Mingbao Lin, Gongrui Nan, Jianzhuang
Liu, Baochang Zhang, Yonghong Tian, and Rongrong Ji. In-
traq: Learning synthetic images with intra-class heterogene-
ity for zero-shot network quantization. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition (CVPR), pages 12339–12348, 2022. 1, 2, 5, 6

[78] Yunshan Zhong, Jiawei Hu, Mingbao Lin, Mengzhao Chen,
and Rongrong Ji. I&s-vit: An inclusive & stable method for
pushing the limit of post-training vits quantization. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2311.10126, 2023. 6

[79] Yunshan Zhong, Jiawei Hu, You Huang, Yuxin Zhang, and
Rongrong Ji. Erq: Error reduction for post-training quanti-
zation of vision transformers. In Proceedings of the Interna-
tional Conference on Machine Learning (ICML), 2024. 2

12



Semantics Prompting Data-Free Quantization for Low-Bit Vision Transformers

Supplementary Material

Figure 1. The fake samples (224×224) generated using SPDFQ.

1
2 from scipy.stats import multivariate_normal
3 import numpy as np
4
5 def Single_Gaussian():
6 mean = np.random.uniform(-5, 5, 2)
7 covariance = None
8 while True:
9 A = np.random.uniform(0, 1, (2, 2)) * 10

10 covariance = np.dot(A, A.T)
11 try:
12 eigenvalues, eigenvectors = np.linalg.eig(covariance)
13 eigenvalues = np.clip(eigenvalues, 0, 5)
14 covariance = np.dot(np.dot(eigenvectors,
15 np.diag(eigenvalues)), eigenvectors.T)
16 return multivariate_normal(mean, covariance)
17 except np.linalg.LinAlgError:
18 continue

1. Code to Gaussian Distribution Geneartion

In the following code, we provide the Python code for gen-
erating the Gaussian used in our paper.

2. Examples of Generated Images.

Fig. 1 shows the visualization results of the generated im-
ages (224×224) using the proposed SPDFQ. It can be seen
that generated images possess foreground, despite the fore-
ground being rough. Also, it is worth noting that the gener-
ated image typically possesses hard-to-identify unreal tex-
ture [? ]. The sensory quality of generated data is not rel-
evant to downstream tasks. As shown in [? ? ? ], recent
zero-shot quantization methods (TexQ [? ], Qimera [? ],
Intraq [? ], and so on) produce images with low sensory
quality. However, these methods still achieve significant
performance improvements. As a result, the effectiveness
of generated images for downstream tasks cannot be judged
solely by their sensory quality. We encourage the reader to
focus more on the semantics distribution extracted by the
model as shown in Fig. 1 in the main paper.

ϵ1 Top-1

1 61.00
3 61.05
5 62.29
7 61.15
9 61.36

Table 1. Effect of ϵ1.

ϵ2 Top-1

6 61.62
8 61.88

10 62.29
12 62.13
14 61.10

Table 2. Effect of epsilon2.

3. More Ablation Study
The ϵ1 and ϵ2 in SL balance the smoothness of the pro-
posed SL loss. Tab. 1 demonstrates that the optimal perfor-
mance is achieved when ϵ1 = 5. Incrementally increas-
ing ϵ1 from 1 to 5 improves performance from 61.00% to
62.29%. Then, further increasing ϵ1 subsequently degrades
performance. For example, increasing ϵ1 to 9 results in
0.93% degradation. Tab. 2 presents the ablation study of
ϵ2. It can be seen that the optimal performance is achieved
when ϵ2 = 10. Using smaller or larger values than 10 will
hurt the performance.

4. Additional Quantization Results
4.1. Classification Results
Tab. 3 presents the quantization results for the W8A8 and
W4A8 settings. Here, we use a linear quantizer for atten-
tion scores, which is consistent with the compared meth-
ods. The results of the compared methods are copied from
their paper. It can be observed that the proposed SPDFQ
outperforms the compared methods in most cases, except
for W8A8 DeiT-T, where SPDFQ exhibits only a 0.05%
gap. Notably, SPDFQ generally provides larger perfor-
mance gains in the W4A8 setting. For instance, SPDFQ
achieves increases of 1.24% and 0.70% on W4A8 DeiT-S
and DeiT-B, respectively. These results clearly demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed SPDFQ.

4.2. Detection and Segmentation Results
In Tab. 4, we provide the results on detection and segmen-
tation tasks. Note that results with “†” are re-produced
by ours and the other results of PSAQ-ViT V2 [? ] and
CLAMP-ViT [? ] are copied from their paper. Following
[? ? ], the results are evaluated on Mask R-CNN and Cas-
cade R-CNN models, both with Swin-S as the backbone.
The proposed SPDFQ consistently outperforms the com-
pared methods. For example, SPDFQ achieves 1.2 and 2.9
increases on box and mask AP for W4A8 Mask R-CNN,
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Model W/A PSAQ-ViT [? ] PSAQ-ViT V2 [? ] SMI [? ] CLAMP-ViT [? ] SPDFQ (Ours)

ViT-S
(81.39)

8/8 31.45 - - - 80.81
4/8 20.84 - - - 78.49

ViT-B
(84.54)

8/8 37.36 - - 84.19 84.22
4/8 25.34 - - 78.73 82.19

DeiT-T
(72.21)

8/8 71.56 72.17 70.2770.13 72.17 72.12
4/8 65.57 68.61 64.2864.04 69.93 70.05

DeiT-S
(79.85)

8/8 76.92 79.56 - 79.55 79.81
4/8 73.23 76.36 - 77.03 78.27

DeiT-B
(81.85)

8/8 79.10 81.52 75.9977.51 - 81.83
4/8 77.05 79.49 78.5879.63 - 80.19

Swin-T
(81.35)

8/8 75.35 80.21 - 81.17 81.18
4/8 71.79 76.28 - 80.28 80.34

Swin-S
(83.20)

8/8 76.64 82.13 - 82.57 82.85
4/8 75.14 78.86 - 82.51 82.51

Table 3. Quantization results on ImageNet dataset, with top-1 accuracy (%) reported. The performance of the full-precision model is listed
below the model name, “W/A” denotes the bit-width of weights/activations. The results of PSAQ-ViT [? ], PSAQ-ViT V2 [? ], SMI [? ],
and CLAMP-ViT [? ] are copied from their paper, and “-” denotes the results are unavailable. For SMI [? ], we provide the performance
of using dense (normal-sized numbers) and sparse (smaller-sized numbers) synthetic images, respectively.

Model W/A Method AP (box) AP (mask)

Mask R-CNN
(Swin-S)

32/32 - 48.5 43.3

4/8 PSAQ-ViT V2† [? ] 44.7 39.0
SPDFQ (Ours) 45.9 41.9

8/8 PSAQ-ViT V2† [? ] 47.8 42.7
SPDFQ (Ours) 48.2 43.0

Cascade R-CNN
(Swin-S)

32/32 - 51.8 44.7

4/8

PSAQ-ViT V2 [? ] 47.9 41.4
PSAQ-ViT V2† [? ] 48.2 42.7
CLAMP-ViT [? ] 48.5 42.2

SPDFQ (Ours) 49.0 42.9

8/8

PSAQ-ViT V2 [? ] 50.9 44.1
PSAQ-ViT V2† [? ] 51.0 44.2
CLAMP-ViT [? ] 51.4 44.6

SPDFQ (Ours) 51.7 44.6

Table 4. Comparison of Mask R-CNN and Cascade R-CNN with Swin-S as the backbone. “†” indicates the results are re-produced by ours
and the remaining results of PSAQ-ViT V2 [? ] and CLAMP-ViT [? ] are copied from their paper. “AP (box)” is the box AP for object
detection and “AP (mask)” is the mask AP for instance segmentation.

respectively. For W4A8 Cascade R-CNN, SPDFQ achieves
0.5 and 0.2 increases on box and mask AP for W4A8 Mask
R-CNN, respectively.
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