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Abstract

Quantizing deep neural networks ,reducing the preci-
sion (bit-width) of their computations, can remarkably de-
crease memory usage and accelerate processing, making
these models more suitable for large-scale medical imaging
applications with limited computational resources. How-
ever, many existing methods studied “fake quantization”,
which simulates lower precision operations during infer-
ence, but does not actually reduce model size or improve
real-world inference speed. Moreover, the potential of
deploying real 3D low-bit quantization on modern GPUs
is still unexplored. In this study, we introduce a real
post-training quantization (PTQ) framework that success-
fully implements true 8-bit quantization on state-of-the-
art (SOTA) 3D medical segmentation models, i.e., U-Net,
SegResNet, SwinUNETR, nnU-Net, UNesT, TransUNet, ST-
UNet,and VISTA3D. Our approach involves two main steps.
First, we use TensorRT to perform fake quantization for
both weights and activations with unlabeled calibration
dataset. Second, we convert this fake quantization into real
quantization via TensorRT engine on real GPUs, resulting
in real-world reductions in model size and inference latency.
Extensive experiments demonstrate that our framework ef-
fectively performs 8-bit quantization on GPUs without sac-
rificing model performance. This advancement enables the
deployment of efficient deep learning models in medical
imaging applications where computational resources are
constrained. The code and models have been released, in-
cluding U-Net, TransUNet pretrained on the BTCV dataset
for abdominal (13-label) segmentation, UNesT pretrained
on the Whole Brain Dataset for whole brain (133-label)
segmentation, and nnU-Net, SegResNet, SwinUNETR and
VISTA3D pretrained on TotalSegmentator V2 for full body
(104-label) segmentation.https://github.com/hrlblab/PTQ.

*Corresponding author: Yuankai Huo (yuankai.huo@vanderbilt.edu)

1. Introduction
Deep neural networks have become indispensable in

medical imaging tasks, remarkably enhancing diagnostic
accuracy and efficiency in tasks such as image classifi-
cation [15, 20, 50], segmentation [2, 11, 12, 33, 54], and
anomaly detection [3, 40, 45]. Despite their effectiveness,
deploying these models in large-scale medical imaging ap-
plications poses challenges due to their substantial compu-
tational requirements, especially in environments with lim-
ited hardware capabilities.

A promising approach to mitigate these challenges is
model quantization [4, 34, 38, 53], which reduces the pre-
cision (bit width) of computations within a neural network.
By converting high-precision representations (e.g. 32-bit
floating point numbers) to lower-precision formats (e.g. 8-
bit integers) for both weights and activations, quantization
can remarkably decrease memory usage and accelerate pro-
cessing speeds. This transformation not only makes models
more suitable for deployment on devices with constrained
resources but also enables faster inference times essential
for real-time medical applications.

Quantization methods are broadly categorized into two
types, ① Quantization-Aware Training (QAT) and ② Post-
Training Quantization (PTQ). Quantization-Aware Training
(QAT) trains a model by simulating low-precision calcula-
tions during both forward and backward passes, allowing
the model to adjust to these constraints. As a result, the
model can retain its accuracy after being quantized. For ex-
ample, DeepSeek V3 [25] introduces an FP8 mixed preci-
sion training framework and, for the first time, validates its
effectiveness on an extremely large-scale model. By lever-
aging FP8 computation and storage, DeepSeek V3 achieves
both accelerated training and reduced GPU memory usage.
While QAT can achieve high accuracy at lower precisions,
it is time-consuming and requires access to the entire la-
beled training dataset, which is a notable drawback given
the massive size and sensitivity of medical imaging data.
PTQ quantizes a pre-trained model without the need for
retraining, using only a small set of unlabeled samples to
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Figure 1. (a) PyTorch Models with FP32 Precision. Previous 3D medical image segmentation commonly uses FP32 models, which
results in larger model sizes, higher computational demands, and slower inference. As medical datasets continue to grow, improving
model efficiency becomes increasingly important. (b) TensorRT Engine with INT8 Precision. We propose a real PTQ framework using
NVIDIA TensorRT to convert FP32 models into INT8, enabling notable reductions in both model size and inference latency without
compromising performance. For example, U-Net’s model size shrinks from 23.11 MB to 6.61 MB, and its inference latency drops from
2.62 ms to 1.05 ms, while maintaining the same mean Dice Score (mDSC) of 0.822. (c) Inference Latency vs. Model Size. We evaluate
seven medical segmentation models, i.e., UNet, SegResNet, SwinUNETR, nnU-Net, UNesT, TransUNet, and VISTA3D, before and after
our PTQ framework. Compared with their original FP32 versions (orange), our INT8 models (green) achieve clear smaller model sizes and
inference latency, indicating superior efficiency.

calibrate the network. This makes PTQ more practical for
real-world applications, especially when retraining is im-
practical due to resource constraints or data privacy con-
cerns. Therefore, our focus in this paper is on designing an
effective PTQ approach for medical imaging models.

Although previous PTQ methods have achieved notable
success in various scenarios, including convolutional neural
networks (CNNs) [42] and vision transformers (ViTs) [26,
41, 46], a common limitation is their reliance on fake quan-
tization. In this approach, the quantization process is simu-
lated during inference to approximate lower-precision com-
putations, but the underlying model remains in high preci-
sion. As a result, there are no actual reductions in model
size or meaningful improvements in real-world inference
speed. This disconnect between simulated efficiency gains
and practical performance limits the benefits of quantization
in resource-constrained settings.

Moreover, recent advancements in deep learning, such as
the 1.4B parameter STU-Net [9], highlight the transforma-
tive potential of scaling laws in medical image segmenta-
tion, demonstrating that larger models trained on appropri-
ately large datasets achieve superior performance by cap-
turing complex anatomical features. However, the compu-
tational and memory demands of such large-scale models
present significant challenges for deployment in resource-
constrained clinical environments. While PTQ offers a
practical solution by reducing precision (e.g., from FP32

to INT8), substantially lowering memory usage and infer-
ence latency, existing methods often rely on fake quantiza-
tion, limiting their effectiveness in many real-world scenar-
ios. Consequently, for models like STU-Net, a real PTQ
framework that ensures robustness to precision loss, en-
abling efficient real-time inference on edge devices without
compromising accuracy, remains in high demand. Such an
approach would bridge the gap between the theoretical ad-
vantages of scaling laws and their practical utility, facilitat-
ing scalable and cost-effective deployment of high-capacity
models in medical imaging.

In order to fulfill this need, we introduce a real PTQ
framework that implements true 8-bit integer (INT8) quan-
tization on SOTA 32-bit floating-point (FP32) medical seg-
mentation models without the need for retraining, as shown
in Figure 1. Our method involves two key steps. Firstly, we
leverage NVIDIA TensorRT1 to perform fake quantization
of both model weights and activations using unlabeled cali-
bration dataset. Secondly, we convert fake quantized mod-
els into real quantized TensorRT engines deployed on actual
GPUs. TensorRT applies hardware-specific optimizations
that enable efficient low-precision computations, resulting
in tangible reductions in model size and faster inference

1NVIDIA TensorRT is a high-performance deep learning inference op-
timizer and runtime library that facilitates faster inference on NVIDIA
GPUs through graph optimizations, precision calibration, and efficient
memory management.

2

https://developer.nvidia.com/tensorrt


Figure 2. Comparison between real quantization and fake quantization. We compare the real quantization and fake quantization
on seven medical segmentation models, i.e., VISTA3D, SegResNet, SwinUNETR, nnU-Net, UNesT, TransUNet and U-Net across three
datasets with varying sample sizes (N) and label counts (C), i.e., TotalSegmentator V2 (N = 200, C = 104), Whole Brain (N = 50, C =
133) and BTCV (N = 20, C = 13). The left panel compares model sizes for INT8 (real quant), INT8 (fake quant), and the original FP32
models, while the right panel compares their inference latencies. As shown, fake quantization only simulates low-precision computation
and provides no real-world reduction in model size or latency. In contrast, our real quantization reduces model size by a factor of 2.42× to
3.85× and speeds up inference by 2.05× to 2.66×.

times.
To demonstrate the effectiveness of our real PTQ frame-

work, we compare the model size and inference latency
of seven SOTA 3D medical segmentation models, i.e., U-
Net [39], TransUNet [1], UNesT [48], nnU-Net [11], Swin-
UNETR [7], SegResNet [30], and VISTA3D [8], quantized
to INT8 via our framework, with their previously fake quan-
tized INT8 and original FP32 counterparts. These compar-
isons span three datasets (TotalSegmentator V2 [43], Whole
Brain [10], and BTCV [17]), as shown in Figure 2. Unlike
fake quantization, which only simulates INT8 computations
but still relies on FP32 resources and therefore does not re-
duce model size or latency, our real PTQ framework yields
measurable reduction in model size (2.42× to 3.85×) and
inference latency (2.05× to 2.66×), without compromising
performance (see Figure 1(a) and Figure 1(b)). These re-
sults indicate that our PTQ framework is an effective way
to reduce resource usage while maintaining high segmen-
tation accuracy in large-scale 3D medical image tasks. In
summary, the key contributions of this paper are two-folds:

• Development of a Practical PTQ framework: We
introduce a novel framework for implementing real
3D INT8 PTQ on SOTA medical segmentation mod-
els running on modern GPUs, enabling more practical

deployment in resource-constrained environments. By
offering real reductions in model size, computational
demands, and inference latency, our framework sig-
nificantly enhances efficiency without compromising
performance.

• Demonstration of Clinical Applicability: We
demonstrate our PTQ framework’s robustness by suc-
cessfully quantizing a broad set of SOTA 3D medical
segmentation models, confirming the universal feasi-
bility of real INT8 quantization. As both AI model
sizes and dataset sizes continue to grow in clinical
practice, our PTQ framework offers a crucial pathway
toward resource-efficient, large-scale medical image
analysis.

2. Related Work
Model quantization has become a critical technique for

deploying deep neural networks on resource-constrained
hardware by reducing model size and computational de-
mands. Quantization methods are generally categorized
into two main approaches: QAT and PTQ.
QAT integrates quantization into the training process, al-
lowing the model to learn and adapt to quantization effects
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Figure 3. Post-training quantization framework. We first convert the original PyTorch model into the ONNX format. Next, we simulate
quantization by adding QuantizeLinear and DequantizeLinear nodes into the ONNX model using a calibration dataset to create
a fake quantized model (§3.1); this step simulates the INT8 quantization process but still relies on FP32 resources. Finally, we convert this
fake quantized model into a real INT8 quantized engine using NVIDIA TensorRT (§3.2). During this conversion, TensorRT detects the
QuantizeLinear and DequantizeLinear nodes to perform actual INT8 quantization, and ReLU layers are fused into preceding
layers for performance optimization.

during training. By incorporating discrete constraints di-
rectly into the backpropagation algorithm [18], QAT meth-
ods enable networks to maintain high accuracy even at
low bit-widths. To facilitate gradient propagation through
quantized variables, many QAT methods including XNOR-
Net [37], QIL [14], 3DQ [32], MedQ [51], utilize the
Straight-Through Estimator (STE) [47], which approxi-
mates the gradient of the non-differentiable quantization
function. While some QAT approaches utilize differentiable
approximations of the quantization function during training,
which are then replaced with hard quantization during in-
ference. DoReFa-Net [52] quantizes weights, activations,
and even gradients to low bit-widths using differentiable
quantizers, DSQ [6] introduces a differentiable function that
smoothly approximates the quantizer. While QAT methods
can achieve high accuracy, they have substantial drawbacks.
They require intrusion into the training code and additional
computational cost due to retraining, which involves large
labeled datasets and extensive training time. In the medi-
cal imaging domain, this is particularly challenging due to
data privacy concerns [5, 13, 35] and the substantial size of
medical datasets [19, 21, 36].

PTQ method quantizes a pre-trained model without addi-
tional training, using only a small set of unlabeled data
for calibration. This makes PTQ more practical for real-
world applications, especially when retraining is imprac-

tical due to resource constraints or data privacy concerns
inherent in medical imaging. In the medical imaging do-
main, two main architectures are prevalent: CNNs and
transformers. Numerous successful works have introduced
quantization methods specifically designed for these archi-
tectures. For CNNs, AdaRound [31] formulates quantiza-
tion as an optimization problem by introducing a learnable
rounding mechanism for weights. BRECQ [22] extends
AdaRound by implementing block-wise reconstruction, op-
timizing quantization parameters across blocks of layers to
capture inter-layer dependencies. QDrop [44] incorporates
a dropout mechanism during the reconstruction process,
adding randomness to enhance the robustness and flatness
of the optimized model. PD-Quant [27] leverages a predic-
tion difference metric to optimize network blocks globally,
introducing global information into the quantization param-
eter optimization. When quantizing transformers, previ-
ous works have focused on solving post-softmax distribu-
tion problems and addressing activation distribution out-
liers in intermediate layers. FQ-ViT [24] simulates the non-
uniform distribution of attention maps by employing a log2
quantizer and proposed an integer approximation of the ex-
ponential function for softmax quantization, also introduc-
ing power-of-two quantization for the layer normalization
layer. PTQ4ViT [49] introduces twin uniform quantization
to handle post-softmax and post-GELU activation distribu-
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tions. RepQ-ViT [23] proposes log
√
2 to better adapt to

the distribution of post-softmax results. PTQ4SAM [28]
proposes a bimodal integration strategy, applying a math-
ematically equivalent sign operation to transform the bi-
modal distribution of key linear output activations into a
more easily quantized normal distribution. Additionally,
it introduces adaptive granularity quantization for softmax
by searching for the optimal power-of-two base to address
substantial variations in post-softmax distributions. While
these previous PTQ methods effectively address the quan-
tization challenges in CNN and transformer architectures,
they primarily rely on fake quantization techniques that do
not result in actual reductions in model size, computational
demand, or inference latency. In this paper, we introduce
a real PTQ framework that performs real quantization on
modern GPUs, optimizing the inference process and achiev-
ing remarkably resource savings.

3. Methodology
Overview. In this section, we present our proposed PTQ
framework designed to implement real INT8 quantization
on SOTA medical segmentation models on modern GPUs,
as shown in Figure 3. Our method aims to reduce model
size and inference latency without retraining, thus making
advanced models more accessible in resource-constrained
environments. The framework consists of two main com-
ponents: first, we leverage NVIDIA TensorRT to per-
form fake quantization by inserting QuantizeLinear
and DequantizeLinear nodes into the Open Neural
Network Exchange (ONNX) model with unlabeled cali-
bration dataset (§3.1), simulating the quantization process
while still relies on FP32 resources. Second, we con-
vert this fake quantized model into a real INT8 quantized
TensorRT engine using for efficient deployment on mod-
ern GPUs (§3.2). During this conversion, TensorRT de-
tects the QuantizeLinear and DequantizeLinear
nodes to perform real INT8 quantization. Our framework
addresses the limitations of previous PTQ methods that rely
on fake quantization, which simulates lower-precision com-
putations without yielding actual reductions in model size
or improvements in inference speed. By converting fake
quantization into real quantization, we ensure that the quan-
tized models are not only theoretically efficient but also
practically deployable with remarkably resource savings.

3.1. Perform Fake Quantization on ONNX

In the first component of our framework, we perform
fake quantization by quantizing both the weights and activa-
tions of the pre-trained network with unlabeled calibration
dataset. To facilitate this process, we begin by converting
the pre-trained PyTorch model into the ONNX format:

PyTorch Model
Export−−−→ ONNX Model

ONNX is an open standard for representing deep learning
models, enabling interoperability between different frame-
works and tools. This conversion is essential because it al-
lows us to leverage optimization tools that may not be di-
rectly compatible with PyTorch models.
Simulation of INT8 Quantization with ModelOpt. After
converting the model to ONNX, we use the NVIDIA Ten-
sorRT Model Optimizer (ModelOpt) to simulate the INT8
quantization process:

ONNX Model
ModelOpt−−−−−→ Fake Quantized Model

The ModelOpt analyzes the computational graph
of the model and inserts QuantizeLinear and
DequantizeLinear nodes where appropriate. The
QuantizeLinear nodes simulate the conversion of
FP32 weights and activations into INT8 values by applying
scale factors and zero-points determined during calibration,
while the DequantizeLinear nodes convert these
simulated INT8 values back into FP32 for subsequent
computations. By inserting these nodes, we prepare the
model for real quantization in the next step, where NVIDIA
TensorRT can detect these nodes and convert the operations
into real INT8 computations on modern GPUs. The
calibration process involves mapping floating-point values
to discrete integer levels that can be represented with lower
bit-width precision. For a given floating-point value x the
quantized value xq can be defined as:

xq = clamp
(⌊x

s

⌉
+ z, 0, 2k − 1

)
, (1)

where the scale factor s and zero-point z are quantized pa-
rameters determined during calibration by

s =
xmax − xmin

2k − 1
, (2)

z = −
⌊xmin

s

⌉
, (3)

where k is the number of quantization bits, ⌊·⌉ denotes
rounding to the nearest integer, and clamp(·, a, b) restrict
the value within the range [a, b]. Here, xmin and xmax rep-
resent the minimum and maximum values of x observed in
the calibration dataset.

3.2. Converting to Real Quantization Using
NVIDIA TensorRT

In the second step of our framework, we trans-
form the fake quantized ONNX model into a real INT8
quantized engine optimized for efficient deployment us-
ing NVIDIA TensorRT. This involves converting the
QuantizeLinear and DequantizeLinear nodes in-
serted during the simulation phase into actual INT8 opera-
tions, enabling true real computations on modern GPUs.
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Building the TensorRT Engine. We input the fake quan-
tized ONNX model into TensorRT, which automatically de-
tects the QuantizeLinear and DequantizeLinear
nodes, and replaces the corresponding operations with opti-
mized INT8 kernels:

Fake Quantized Model TensorRT−−−−−→ INT8 Engine

By selecting the most efficient execution kernels optimized
for INT8 precision, TensorRT fully leverages the capabil-
ities of NVIDIA GPUs. By converting fake quantization
into real quantization, we achieve noticeable reductions
in model size and considerable improvements in inference
speed. The resulting TensorRT engine executes supported
operations in true INT8 precision, providing a practical
solution for deploying advanced deep learning models in
resource-constrained environments.

4. Experiments & Results
4.1. Dataset.

BTCV [17] consists of 70 CT volumes with 13 labeled
anatomies. They are randomly selected from a combina-
tion of an ongoing colorectal cancer chemotherapy trial,
and a retrospective ventral hernia study. Of these, 50 CT
volumes, which are publicly available through the MICCAI
2015 Multi-Atlas Labeling Challenge, are used to pre-train
our U-Net and TransUnet models. The remaining 20 CT
volumes are used for evaluation.
TotalSegmentator V2 [43] includes 1,228 full-body CT
volumes with 117 labeled anatomies, created by the De-
partment of Research and Analysis at University Hospital
Basel. We use 200 of these CT volumes to evaluate nnU-
Net, SegResNet, SwinUNETR, and VISTA3D across 104
labels. The remaining 1,028 volumes are used to pre-train
these models.
Whole Brain Segmentation Dataset [10] combines 4,859
T1-weighted (T1w) MRI volumes collected from eight dif-
ferent sites, with segmentation labels generated by a multi-
atlas segmentation pipeline. Among these volumes, 50
come from the Open Access Series on Imaging Studies
(OASIS) dataset [29] and have been manually traced to 133
labels based on the BrainCOLOR protocol [16] by Neu-
romorphometrics Inc. We use these 50 manually-labeled
scans to evaluate our UNesT models, while the remaining
4,809 scans are used for pre-training.

4.2. Implementation Details.

U-Net and TransUNet are pre-trained and evaluated on
the BTCV dataset, UNesT is pre-trained and evaluated on
the Whole Brain Segmentation dataset, nnU-Net, SegRes-
Net, SwinUNETR, and VISTA3D are pre-trained and eval-
uated on TotalSegmentator V2. Except for nnU-Net, which

follows its default training plan and original learning rate,
these models share the same data augmentation and pre-
processing steps, and are trained on a single NVIDIA RTX
4090 GPU with an input volume size of 96×96×96. They
employ the Adam optimizer starting at 1e-4 and a weight
decay of 1e-5, , with the learning rate dynamically adjusted
based on the combined Dice and Cross Entropy (DiceCE)
Loss. After training, all models are quantized into INT8
engines using NVIDIA TensorRT, retaining FP32 for input
and output, and both quantization and evaluation perform
on a single NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPU. Segmentation accu-
racy is measured via the mean Dice Similarity Coefficient
(mDSC), and to compare model efficiency between INT8
and FP32 versions, we monitor model size, GPU memory
usage during inference, and inference latency.

4.3. Quantization Results of Segmentation Models

We evaluate our PTQ framework using seven SOTA
medical segmentation models, i.e. U-Net, TransUNet, UN-
esT, nnU-Net, SwinUNETR, SegResNet and VISTA3D,
across three dataset with different number of samples (N)
and number of classes (C) i.e., BTCV (N = 20, C = 13),
Whole Brain Segmentation (N = 50, C =133) and TotalSeg-
mentator V2 (N = 200, C = 104). To eliminate inconsisten-
cies between libraries (PyTorch vs. TensorRT), all models
are converted to TensorRT engines for both FP32 and INT8.
As shown in Table 1, the INT8 quantized models achieve
2.42× (42.42/17.48) to 3.85× (61.98/16.09) reductions in
model size and 2.05× (5.59/2.72) to 2.66× (9.58/3.59) re-
ductions in inference latency, while maintaining the same
mDSC performance as their FP32 counterparts. These re-
sults demonstrate that our PTQ framework delivers real-
world gains in efficiency, especially beneficial when work-
ing with large-scale datasets that typically require a large
amount of inference time.

We also measure GPU memory usage for U-Net and
TransUNet on BTCV, as shown in Table 2. Our PTQ frame-
work uses NVIDIA TensorRT, which automatically opti-
mizes models to conserve computational resources during
inference. Compared with FP32 models on PyTorch, the
FP32 TensorRT engines reduce GPU memory usage by
3.37× (6391.25/1893.28) and 2.83× (6331.25/2235.28) for
U-Net and TransUNet, respectively. After quantizing to
INT8 with our PTQ framework, these reductions increase
to 3.57× (6391.25/1787.28) and 3.37× (6331.25/1873.28).
These results show that our PTQ framework leverages Ten-
sorRT’s optimizations to achieve real-world computational
savings and improve model efficiency.

4.4. Scaling Analysis

To evaluate the impact of scaling effectiveness on To-
talSegmentator V2 (N = 200, C = 104), we compare the
performance and efficiency of STU-Net-S (14M parame-
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Table 1. Quantization results of SOTA medical segmentation models. We evaluate our PTQ framework using seven SOTA medical
segmentation models, i.e. U-Net, TransUNet, UNesT, nnU-Net, SwinUNETR, SegResNet and VISTA3D, across three dataset with different
number of samples (N) and number of classes (C) i.e., BTCV (N = 20, C = 13), Whole Brain Segmentation (N = 50, C =133) and
TotalSegmentator V2 (N = 200, C = 104). All models are converted to TensorRT engines for both FP32 and INT8, and performance is
measured by the mean Dice Similarity Coefficient (mDSC). Compared with their FP32 counterparts, our PTQ framework reduces model
size by factors of 2.42× (42.42/17.48) to 3.85× (61.98/16.09), and inference latency by 2.05× (5.59/2.72) to 2.66× (9.58/3.59). These
improvements come without sacrificing performance, as the mDSC remains nearly unchanged after quantization.

Dataset AI Models Model Size (MB) Latency (ms) mDSC

FP32 INT8 FP32 INT8 FP32 INT8

BTCV [17]
(N = 20, C = 13)

U-Net [39] 23.11 6.61 2.62 1.05 0.822 0.822
TransUNet [1] 351.85 91.90 4.09 1.74 0.816 0.816

Whole Brain [10]
(N = 50, C = 133) UNesT [48] 87.30 25.66 5.59 2.72 0.702 0.701

TotalSeg V2 [43]
(N = 200, C = 104)

nnU-Net [11] 26.94 8.94 2.99 1.25 0.901 0.895
SwinUNERT [7] 61.98 16.09 9.85 3.59 0.878 0.877
SegResNet [30] 42.40 17.48 5.14 2.06 0.882 0.879
VISTA3D [8] 65.14 18.57 4.59 1.93 0.893 0.891

N = Number of Samples C = Number of Classes

Table 2. GPU Memory Usage for U-Net and TransUNet on
BTCV. We compare the GPU memory usage for U-Net and Tran-
sUNet across PyTorch FP32, TensorRT FP32, and TensorRT INT8
(via our PTQ framework). The results show marked memory sav-
ings when leveraging TensorRT optimizations, with further reduc-
tions through our real INT8 PTQ, thereby saving computational
resource and improving overall model efficiency.

Dataset AI Models GPU Memory Usage (MB)

FP32
(PyTorch)

FP32
(TensorRT)

INT8
(TensorRT)

BTCV [17]
(N = 20, C = 13)

U-Net [39] 6391.25 1893.28 1787.28
TransUNet [1] 6331.25 2235.28 1873.28

N = Number of Samples C = Number of Classes

ters) and STU-Net-H (1.4B parameters) [9]. As shown
in Table 3, by scaling the model size, segmentation accu-
racy (measured by mDSC) increases from 0.837 to 0.869,
demonstrating the benefits of scaling for capturing complex
anatomical structures.

Despite the performance gains, scaling introduces higher
computational demands. On TotalSegmentator V2, infer-
ence latency for STU-Net increases from 2.59 ms to 98.45
ms, making it prohibitively slow when processing large-
scale datasets. After applying our PTQ framework, the
INT8 quantized STU-Net-H model size decreases by 3.65×
(1457.33/398.41), and its inference latency drops by 3.26×
(98.45/30.15), while maintaining comparable mDSC scores
to the FP32 counterpart. Compared with smaller STU-Net-
S that already achieve a latency of under 10 ms, our PTQ
approach yields even more pronounced gains for large-scale
models like STU-Net-H, cutting latency by an additional
68.3 ms. Furthermore, the INT8 quantized STU-Net-H
achieves a higher compression ratio in terms of model size
(3.65×) than STU-Net-S (2.71×), because smaller mod-

els are more impacted by overheads and non-quantizable
layers, whereas larger models have a greater proportion of
parameters that benefit from quantization. Consequently,
our PTQ framework proves particularly beneficial for large-
scale models, making it a powerful solution for deploying
resource-efficient deep learning systems.

These results demonstrate that our PTQ framework ef-
fectively addresses the computational challenges of scaling,
enabling the deployment of large-scale models like STU-
Net in resource-constrained environments. This highlights
the synergy between scaling laws and quantization for ad-
vancing medical image segmentation.

5. Discussion

The results of our experiments demonstrate that our pro-
posed PTQ framework effectively reduces model size, com-
putational demands and inference latency without compro-
mising model performance. Notably, the quantized INT8
models maintain segmentation accuracy comparable to their
FP32 counterparts, as indicated by the nearly unchanged
mDSC. This finding is noteworthy because it challenges the
common concern that quantization, particularly at low bit-
widths like INT8, inherently leads to a degradation in model
performance.

Robustness Across Models and Datasets. The effec-
tiveness of our framework across SOTA medical segmen-
tation models, i.e., U-Net, TransUNet, UNesT, nnU-Net,
SwinUNETR, SegResNet and VISTA3D, and datasets, i.e.,
BTCV, Whole Brain Segmentation dataset and TotalSeg-
mentator V2, underscores its generalizability. These mod-
els vary in architecture and complexity, and the datasets
cover a range of anatomical structures and imaging modal-
ities. The consistent performance across these variations
indicates that our PTQ framework is robust and adaptable
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Table 3. Quantization results of STU-Net on TotalSegmentator V2. We evaluate the impact of scaling effectiveness using STU-Net
(scaling up from 14M to 1.4B parameters) on TotalSegmentator V2 (N = 200, C = 104). The segmentation performance (measured
by mDSC) increases from 0.837 to 0.869, demonstrating the benefits of scaling for capturing complex anatomical structures. Then,
by applying our PTQ framework, the INT8 quantized STU-Net-H shrinks by 3.65× (1457.33/398.41) and reduces inference latency by
3.26× (98.45/30.15), while preserving competitive segmentation performance as its FP32 counterpart. The results indicate that our PTQ
framework effectively addresses the computational challenges of scaling.

Dataset AI Models Model Size (MB) Latency (ms) mDSC

FP32 INT8 FP32 INT8 FP32 INT8

TotalSeg V2 [43]
(N = 200, C = 104)

STU-Net-S [9] 14.60 5.38 2.59 1.02 0.837 0.835
STU-Net-H 1457.33 398.41 98.45 30.15 0.869 0.866

N = Number of Samples C = Number of Classes

to various AI models used in medical imaging domain.

Clinical Applications. Diagnostic accuracy is critically
important in the medical domain, as it directly affects pa-
tient care and treatment outcomes. Maintaining model per-
formance after quantization is essential to ensure that effi-
ciency gains do not compromise clinical effectiveness. Our
successful application of INT8 quantization to complex seg-
mentation tasks involving high-resolution medical images
demonstrates that our framework preserves diagnostic ac-
curacy and can be safely integrated into clinical workflows.
This integration has the potential to improve patient out-
comes through faster and more efficient diagnostics.

Potential Limitations and Future Work. Despite the
promising results, there are certain limitations to our PTQ
framework that need to be addressed. One notable limita-
tion stems from the use of NVIDIA TensorRT for convert-
ing fake quantization into real INT8 computations. Ten-
sorRT may not fully support models with dynamic blocks or
layers that require runtime flexibility, such as those involv-
ing variable input sizes or conditional operations. These
dynamic architectures can pose compatibility issues with
TensorRT’s optimization and quantization processes, poten-
tially limiting the applicability of our framework to a subset
of AI models. Addressing this limitation would involve en-
hancing the compatibility of TensorRT with dynamic model
components or exploring alternative optimization tools that
can handle such architectures effectively.

For future work, a promising direction is to focus on
quantization to even lower bit-widths, such as 4-bit integer
(INT4). Exploring INT4 quantization has the potential to
further reduce model size and computational requirements,
offering additional benefits for deployment in extremely
resource-constrained environments. However, achieving
INT4 quantization without compromising model accuracy
presents substantial challenges. The reduced precision can
introduce considerable quantization errors, leading to per-
formance degradation. Developing advanced quantization
techniques, such as adaptive quantization strategies or error
compensation methods, will be crucial to maintain model
performance at these lower precisions. Additionally, re-

searching hardware accelerators optimized for INT4 com-
putations could enhance the practical feasibility of deploy-
ing such quantized models in real-world medical imaging
applications.

6. Conclusion
We have introduced a PTQ framework that achieves

real INT8 quantization for SOTA 3D AI models in med-
ical imaging applications. Our framework effectively re-
duces real-world model size, computational requirements
and inference latency without compromising segmentation
accuracy on modern GPU, as evidenced by the maintained
mDSC comparable to full-precision models. The frame-
work’s robustness across diverse set of AI architectures,
ranging from CNN based to transformer based models, and
a wide variety of medical imaging datasets. These datasets
are collected from multiple hospitals with distinct imaging
protocols, cover different body regions (such as brain, ab-
domen, or full body), and include multiple imaging modal-
ities (CT and MRI). collectively, these factors highlight our
PTQ framework’s strong generalizability and adaptability
for a broad spectrum of medical imaging tasks.

By preserving diagnostic accuracy while enhancing
computational efficiency, our PTQ framework holds con-
siderable potential for clinical integration. It enables the
deployment of advanced AI models in resource-constrained
environments, facilitating faster and more efficient diagnos-
tics without compromising patient care.
Acknowledgments. This research was supported by NIH
R01DK135597 (Huo), DoD HT9425-23-1-0003 (HCY),
and KPMP Glue Grant. This work was also supported
by Vanderbilt Seed Success Grant, Vanderbilt Discovery
Grant, and VISE Seed Grant. This project was supported by
The Leona M. and Harry B. Helmsley Charitable Trust grant
G-1903-03793 and G-2103-05128. This research was also
supported by NIH grants R01EB033385, R01DK132338,
REB017230, R01MH125931, and NSF 2040462. We ex-
tend gratitude to NVIDIA for their support by means of the
NVIDIA hardware grant. This work was also supported by
NSF NAIRR Pilot Award NAIRR240055.

8



References
[1] Jieneng Chen, Yongyi Lu, Qihang Yu, Xiangde Luo, Ehsan

Adeli, Yan Wang, Le Lu, Alan L Yuille, and Yuyin Zhou.
Transunet: Transformers make strong encoders for medi-
cal image segmentation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.04306,
2021. 3, 7

[2] Liang Chen, Paul Bentley, Kensaku Mori, Kazunari Misawa,
Michitaka Fujiwara, and Daniel Rueckert. Drinet for medical
image segmentation. IEEE transactions on medical imaging,
37(11):2453–2462, 2018. 1

[3] Tharindu Fernando, Harshala Gammulle, Simon Denman,
Sridha Sridharan, and Clinton Fookes. Deep learning for
medical anomaly detection–a survey. ACM Computing Sur-
veys (CSUR), 54(7):1–37, 2021. 1

[4] Amir Gholami, Sehoon Kim, Zhen Dong, Zhewei Yao,
Michael W Mahoney, and Kurt Keutzer. A survey of quan-
tization methods for efficient neural network inference. In
Low-Power Computer Vision, pages 291–326. Chapman and
Hall/CRC, 2022. 1

[5] Aris Gkoulalas-Divanis and Grigorios Loukides. Introduc-
tion to medical data privacy. Medical data privacy handbook,
pages 1–14, 2015. 4

[6] Ruihao Gong, Xianglong Liu, Shenghu Jiang, Tianxiang Li,
Peng Hu, Jiazhen Lin, Fengwei Yu, and Junjie Yan. Differ-
entiable soft quantization: Bridging full-precision and low-
bit neural networks. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF inter-
national conference on computer vision, pages 4852–4861,
2019. 4

[7] Ali Hatamizadeh, Vishwesh Nath, Yucheng Tang, Dong
Yang, Holger R Roth, and Daguang Xu. Swin unetr: Swin
transformers for semantic segmentation of brain tumors in
mri images. In International MICCAI brainlesion workshop,
pages 272–284. Springer, 2021. 3, 7

[8] Yufan He, Pengfei Guo, Yucheng Tang, Andriy Myronenko,
Vishwesh Nath, Ziyue Xu, Dong Yang, Can Zhao, Benjamin
Simon, Mason Belue, et al. Vista3d: Versatile imaging seg-
mentation and annotation model for 3d computed tomogra-
phy. arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.05285, 2024. 3, 7

[9] Ziyan Huang, Haoyu Wang, Zhongying Deng, Jin Ye,
Yanzhou Su, Hui Sun, Junjun He, Yun Gu, Lixu Gu, Shaot-
ing Zhang, et al. Stu-net: Scalable and transferable med-
ical image segmentation models empowered by large-scale
supervised pre-training. arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.06716,
2023. 2, 7, 8

[10] Yuankai Huo, Zhoubing Xu, Katherine Aboud, Prasanna
Parvathaneni, Shunxing Bao, Camilo Bermudez, Susan M
Resnick, Laurie E Cutting, and Bennett A Landman. Spa-
tially localized atlas network tiles enables 3d whole brain
segmentation from limited data. In Medical Image Comput-
ing and Computer Assisted Intervention–MICCAI 2018: 21st
International Conference, Granada, Spain, September 16-
20, 2018, Proceedings, Part III 11, pages 698–705. Springer,
2018. 3, 6, 7

[11] Fabian Isensee, Paul F Jaeger, Simon AA Kohl, Jens Pe-
tersen, and Klaus H Maier-Hein. nnu-net: a self-configuring
method for deep learning-based biomedical image segmen-
tation. Nature Methods, 18(2):203–211, 2021. 1, 3, 7

[12] Yuanfeng Ji, Haotian Bai, Jie Yang, Chongjian Ge, Ye Zhu,
Ruimao Zhang, Zhen Li, Lingyan Zhang, Wanling Ma, Xi-
ang Wan, et al. Amos: A large-scale abdominal multi-organ
benchmark for versatile medical image segmentation. Neu-
ral Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), 2022. 1

[13] Hao Jin, Yan Luo, Peilong Li, and Jomol Mathew. A review
of secure and privacy-preserving medical data sharing. IEEE
access, 7:61656–61669, 2019. 4

[14] Sangil Jung, Changyong Son, Seohyung Lee, Jinwoo Son,
Jae-Joon Han, Youngjun Kwak, Sung Ju Hwang, and
Changkyu Choi. Learning to quantize deep networks by op-
timizing quantization intervals with task loss. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, pages 4350–4359, 2019. 4

[15] Hee E Kim, Alejandro Cosa-Linan, Nandhini Santhanam,
Mahboubeh Jannesari, Mate E Maros, and Thomas Gans-
landt. Transfer learning for medical image classification: a
literature review. BMC medical imaging, 22(1):69, 2022. 1

[16] Arno Klein, Tito Dal Canton, Satrajit S Ghosh, Bennett
Landman, Joel Lee, and Andrew Worth. Open labels: on-
line feedback for a public resource of manually labeled brain
images. In 16th Annual Meeting for the Organization of Hu-
man Brain Mapping, volume 84358, 2010. 6

[17] Bennett Landman, Zhoubing Xu, J Igelsias, Martin Styner,
T Langerak, and Arno Klein. Miccai multi-atlas la-
beling beyond the cranial vault–workshop and challenge.
In Proc. MICCAI Multi-Atlas Labeling Beyond Cranial
Vault—Workshop Challenge, volume 5, page 12, 2015. 3,
6, 7

[18] Yann LeCun, D Touresky, G Hinton, and T Sejnowski. A
theoretical framework for back-propagation. In Proceedings
of the 1988 connectionist models summer school, volume 1,
pages 21–28, 1988. 4

[19] Jianning Li, Zongwei Zhou, Jiancheng Yang, Antonio Pepe,
Christina Gsaxner, Gijs Luijten, Chongyu Qu, Tiezheng
Zhang, Xiaoxi Chen, Wenxuan Li, et al. Medshapenet–a
large-scale dataset of 3d medical shapes for computer vision.
Biomedical Engineering/Biomedizinische Technik, (0), 2024.
4

[20] Qing Li, Weidong Cai, Xiaogang Wang, Yun Zhou,
David Dagan Feng, and Mei Chen. Medical image classi-
fication with convolutional neural network. In 2014 13th
international conference on control automation robotics &
vision (ICARCV), pages 844–848. IEEE, 2014. 1

[21] Wenxuan Li, Chongyu Qu, Xiaoxi Chen, Pedro RAS Bassi,
Yijia Shi, Yuxiang Lai, Qian Yu, Huimin Xue, Yixiong Chen,
Xiaorui Lin, et al. Abdomenatlas: A large-scale, detailed-
annotated, & multi-center dataset for efficient transfer learn-
ing and open algorithmic benchmarking. Medical Image
Analysis, page 103285, 2024. 4

[22] Yuhang Li, Ruihao Gong, Xu Tan, Yang Yang, Peng Hu, Qi
Zhang, Fengwei Yu, Wei Wang, and Shi Gu. Brecq: Pushing
the limit of post-training quantization by block reconstruc-
tion. arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.05426, 2021. 4

[23] Zhikai Li, Junrui Xiao, Lianwei Yang, and Qingyi Gu. Repq-
vit: Scale reparameterization for post-training quantization
of vision transformers. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF In-

9



ternational Conference on Computer Vision, pages 17227–
17236, 2023. 5

[24] Yang Lin, Tianyu Zhang, Peiqin Sun, Zheng Li, and
Shuchang Zhou. Fq-vit: Post-training quantization
for fully quantized vision transformer. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2111.13824, 2021. 4

[25] Aixin Liu, Bei Feng, Bing Xue, Bingxuan Wang, Bochao
Wu, Chengda Lu, Chenggang Zhao, Chengqi Deng, Chenyu
Zhang, Chong Ruan, et al. Deepseek-v3 technical report.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2412.19437, 2024. 1

[26] Caihua Liu, Hongyang Shi, and Xinyu He. Fgptq-vit: Fine-
grained post-training quantization for vision transformers. In
Chinese Conference on Pattern Recognition and Computer
Vision (PRCV), pages 79–90. Springer, 2023. 2

[27] Jiawei Liu, Lin Niu, Zhihang Yuan, Dawei Yang, Xinggang
Wang, and Wenyu Liu. Pd-quant: Post-training quantiza-
tion based on prediction difference metric. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition, pages 24427–24437, 2023. 4

[28] Chengtao Lv, Hong Chen, Jinyang Guo, Yifu Ding, and Xi-
anglong Liu. Ptq4sam: Post-training quantization for seg-
ment anything. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference
on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 15941–
15951, 2024. 5

[29] Daniel S Marcus, Tracy H Wang, Jamie Parker, John G Cser-
nansky, John C Morris, and Randy L Buckner. Open access
series of imaging studies (oasis): cross-sectional mri data
in young, middle aged, nondemented, and demented older
adults. Journal of cognitive neuroscience, 19(9):1498–1507,
2007. 6

[30] Andriy Myronenko. 3d mri brain tumor segmentation using
autoencoder regularization. In Brainlesion: Glioma, Multi-
ple Sclerosis, Stroke and Traumatic Brain Injuries: 4th In-
ternational Workshop, BrainLes 2018, Held in Conjunction
with MICCAI 2018, Granada, Spain, September 16, 2018,
Revised Selected Papers, Part II 4, pages 311–320. Springer,
2019. 3, 7

[31] Markus Nagel, Rana Ali Amjad, Mart Van Baalen, Chris-
tos Louizos, and Tijmen Blankevoort. Up or down? adap-
tive rounding for post-training quantization. In International
Conference on Machine Learning, pages 7197–7206. PMLR,
2020. 4

[32] Magdalini Paschali, Stefano Gasperini, Abhijit Guha Roy,
Michael Y-S Fang, and Nassir Navab. 3dq: Compact quan-
tized neural networks for volumetric whole brain segmenta-
tion. In Medical Image Computing and Computer Assisted
Intervention–MICCAI 2019: 22nd International Conference,
Shenzhen, China, October 13–17, 2019, Proceedings, Part
III 22, pages 438–446. Springer, 2019. 4

[33] Dinesh D Patil and Sonal G Deore. Medical image segmen-
tation: a review. International Journal of Computer Science
and Mobile Computing, 2(1):22–27, 2013. 1

[34] Antonio Polino, Razvan Pascanu, and Dan Alistarh. Model
compression via distillation and quantization. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1802.05668, 2018. 1

[35] W Nicholson Price and I Glenn Cohen. Privacy in the age of
medical big data. Nature medicine, 25(1):37–43, 2019. 4

[36] Chongyu Qu, Tiezheng Zhang, Hualin Qiao, Jie Liu,
Yucheng Tang, Alan Yuille, and Zongwei Zhou.
Abdomenatlas-8k: Annotating 8,000 abdominal ct vol-
umes for multi-organ segmentation in three weeks. In
Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems,
volume 21, 2023. 4

[37] Mohammad Rastegari, Vicente Ordonez, Joseph Redmon,
and Ali Farhadi. Xnor-net: Imagenet classification using bi-
nary convolutional neural networks. In European conference
on computer vision, pages 525–542. Springer, 2016. 4

[38] Babak Rokh, Ali Azarpeyvand, and Alireza Khanteymoori.
A comprehensive survey on model quantization for deep
neural networks in image classification. ACM Transactions
on Intelligent Systems and Technology, 14(6):1–50, 2023. 1

[39] Olaf Ronneberger, Philipp Fischer, and Thomas Brox. U-
net: Convolutional networks for biomedical image segmen-
tation. In International Conference on Medical Image Com-
puting and Computer-Assisted Intervention, pages 234–241.
Springer, 2015. 3, 7

[40] Nina Shvetsova, Bart Bakker, Irina Fedulova, Heinrich
Schulz, and Dmitry V Dylov. Anomaly detection in medical
imaging with deep perceptual autoencoders. IEEE Access,
9:118571–118583, 2021. 1

[41] Yu-Shan Tai et al. Mptq-vit: Mixed-precisionpost-
trainingquantizationforvisiontransformer. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2401.14895, 2024. 2

[42] Yun Wang and Qiang Liu. Aqa: An adaptive post-training
quantization method for activations of cnns. IEEE Transac-
tions on Computers, 2024. 2

[43] Jakob Wasserthal, Hanns-Christian Breit, Manfred T Meyer,
Maurice Pradella, Daniel Hinck, Alexander W Sauter, Tobias
Heye, Daniel T Boll, Joshy Cyriac, Shan Yang, et al. To-
talsegmentator: robust segmentation of 104 anatomic struc-
tures in ct images. Radiology: Artificial Intelligence, 5(5),
2023. 3, 6, 7, 8

[44] Xiuying Wei, Ruihao Gong, Yuhang Li, Xianglong Liu, and
Fengwei Yu. Qdrop: Randomly dropping quantization for
extremely low-bit post-training quantization. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2203.05740, 2022. 4

[45] Julia Wolleb, Florentin Bieder, Robin Sandkühler, and
Philippe C Cattin. Diffusion models for medical anomaly
detection. In International Conference on Medical image
computing and computer-assisted intervention, pages 35–45.
Springer, 2022. 1

[46] Lianwei Yang, Haisong Gong, and Qingyi Gu. Dopq-
vit: Towards distribution-friendly and outlier-aware post-
training quantization for vision transformers. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2408.03291, 2024. 2

[47] Penghang Yin, Jiancheng Lyu, Shuai Zhang, Stanley Osher,
Yingyong Qi, and Jack Xin. Understanding straight-through
estimator in training activation quantized neural nets. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1903.05662, 2019. 4

[48] Xin Yu, Qi Yang, Yinchi Zhou, Leon Y Cai, Riqiang Gao,
Ho Hin Lee, Thomas Li, Shunxing Bao, Zhoubing Xu,
Thomas A Lasko, et al. Unest: local spatial representation
learning with hierarchical transformer for efficient medical
segmentation. Medical Image Analysis, 90:102939, 2023. 3,
7

10



[49] Zhihang Yuan, Chenhao Xue, Yiqi Chen, Qiang Wu, and
Guangyu Sun. Ptq4vit: Post-training quantization for vision
transformers with twin uniform quantization. In European
conference on computer vision, pages 191–207. Springer,
2022. 4

[50] Jianpeng Zhang, Yutong Xie, Qi Wu, and Yong Xia. Medical
image classification using synergic deep learning. Medical
image analysis, 54:10–19, 2019. 1

[51] Rongzhao Zhang and Albert CS Chung. Medq: Lossless
ultra-low-bit neural network quantization for medical image
segmentation. Medical Image Analysis, 73:102200, 2021. 4

[52] Shuchang Zhou, Yuxin Wu, Zekun Ni, Xinyu Zhou, He Wen,
and Yuheng Zou. Dorefa-net: Training low bitwidth convo-
lutional neural networks with low bitwidth gradients. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1606.06160, 2016. 4

[53] Yiren Zhou, Seyed-Mohsen Moosavi-Dezfooli, Ngai-Man
Cheung, and Pascal Frossard. Adaptive quantization for deep
neural network. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on
Artificial Intelligence, volume 32, 2018. 1

[54] Zongwei Zhou. Towards Annotation-Efficient Deep Learn-
ing for Computer-Aided Diagnosis. PhD thesis, Arizona
State University, 2021. 1

11


	. Introduction
	. Related Work
	. Methodology
	. Perform Fake Quantization on ONNX
	. Converting to Real Quantization Using NVIDIA TensorRT

	. Experiments & Results
	. Dataset.
	. Implementation Details.
	. Quantization Results of Segmentation Models
	. Scaling Analysis

	. Discussion
	. Conclusion

