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ABSTRACT

Large generative models such as large language models (LLMs) and diffusion
models have revolutionized the fields of NLP and computer vision respectively.
However, their slow inference, high computation and memory requirement makes
it challenging to deploy them on edge devices. In this study, we propose a
light-weight quantization aware fine tuning technique using knowledge distilla-
tion (KD-QAT) to improve the performance of 4-bit weight quantized LLMs us-
ing commonly available datasets to realize a popular language use case, on device
chat applications. To improve this paradigm of finetuning, as main contributions,
we provide insights into stability of KD-QAT by empirically studying the gra-
dient propagation during training to better understand the vulnerabilities of KD-
QAT based approaches to low-bit quantization errors. Based on our insights, we
propose ov-freeze, a simple technique to stabilize the KD-QAT process. Finally,
we experiment with the popular 7B LLaMAv2-Chat model at 4-bit quantization
level and demonstrate that ov-freeze results in near floating point precision perfor-
mance, i.e., less than 0.7% loss of accuracy on Commonsense Reasoning bench-
marks.

1 INTRODUCTION

The increasing popularity of large generative neural networks, LLaMA (Touvron et al. (2023), OPT
Zhang et al. (2022)) and diffusion models (Dhariwal & Nichol (2021); Ho et al. (2020)), has rev-
olutionized the field of machine learning exhibiting exceptional capabilities in generating realistic
human-like text and images. However, due to large compute and memory requirements of these
models, deploying these models on resource-constrained devices is challenging. Among various
compression methods available, quantization (Nagel et al. (2021); Krishnamoorthi (2018); Jacob
et al. (2018)) has proven to be a promising technique to optimize various vision and language mod-
els for deployment on resource-constrained devices.

In this paper, we focus on INT4 uniform, static, channelwise weight and tensorwise activation quan-
tization of LLMs. Most quantization literature uses dynamic or blockwise methods for 4-bit or
lower quantization to recover accuracy. However, such quantization schemes may not be supported
on Neural Processing Units (NPU) hardware. Channelwise weight and tensorwise activation quan-
tization is significantly more easy to support in terms of hardware and software implementation in
commercial NPUs. Keeping such strong constraints in mind, when we perform INT4 quantization
of weights, quantization noise increases significantly which risks destabilizing the entire training
dynamics. Therefore, we need to analyze vulnerabilities in forward and backward passes within
quantized LLMs. Hence, improving accuracy for uniform, static, channelwise weight and tensor-
wise activation quantization is extremely important for deployment use cases of LLMs.

To this end, we propose to empirically analyze the signal propagation through a well-known chat use
case LLM, LLaMAv2-Chat, to understand its vulnerabilities to quantization errors. Specifically, we
focus on multi-head self-attention modules of LLaMAv2-Chat (see Fig. 1) and conduct a detailed
analysis of its forward and backward pass signals to see which components of the attention mod-
ules can cause KD-QAT to destabilize. After identifying these vulnerabilities, we propose specific
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solutions to stabilize the KD-QAT process to achieve significant improvements in INT4 quantized
LLaMAv2-Chat network accuracy enabling its deployment on commercially available hardware.

We make the following key contributions in this paper:

1. We create a simple pipeline for KD-QAT for a well-known chat use case LLM, LLaMAv2-
Chat-7B model. It uses public datasets and requires less than a day to provide INT4 quan-
tized networks on a single node containing 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs.

2. We analyze forward and backward pass in detail for this network and find that low-bit
quantization non-uniformly impacts different parts of the attention modules. Specifically,
o- and v-projection layers are more susceptible to quantization errors than other weight
layers in the multi-head self-attention module.

3. Based on our analysis, we propose ov-freeze (oh! we freeze). It shows the impor-
tance of properly analyzing layers susceptible to low-bit quantization before embarking
on quantization-aware-training. We demonstrate that this improves accuracy significantly
across multiple benchmarks and closes the gap between quantized and FP models.

2 RELATED WORK

Layer 
Norm

q-proj

k-proj

v-proj

mask add

softmax

o-proj

Figure 1: Multi-Head Self-Attention modules in
LLaMAv2-Chat model. We focus on the forward and
backward signal propagation properties after the q-, k-,
v-, and o-projection layers to understand their vulnera-
bilities to low-bit quantization.

Many methods have been proposed in the
model efficiency space to solve the problem of
neural network quantization. Quantization not
only reduces model size but also leverages ef-
ficient fixed-point representation over floating-
point representations. Most quantization tech-
niques can be categorized either as post-
training quantization (PTQ) (Nagel et al. (2020;
2019); Dong et al. (2019)) or quantization-
aware-training (QAT)(Bhalgat et al. (2020);
Esser et al. (2019); Nagel et al. (2022)) meth-
ods methods. Although, PTQ are go-to com-
pression techniques (Frantar et al. (2023); Yao
et al. (2022)) for most generative models, these
methods suffer huge degradation in perfor-
mance post quantization for low bitwidth quan-
tization. QAT based approaches are difficult for these models due to lack of access to high quality
data and training recipes required for finetuning these models.

In this work, we propose to use knowledge distillation to finetune weight only quantized language
models to achieve near floating point performance. LLM-QAT (Liu et al. (2023)) takes a similar
approach but uses teacher generated dataset for finetuning, which is not always feasible due to
sensitivity of generated dataset on sampling strategies and compute and memory intensive nature of
the generation process. In this work, we use publicly available datasets for the distillation process,
and perform ablations to understand vulnerabilities in the multi-head self-attention modules of the
LLaMAv2-Chat model.

3 METHOD

In this section, we first describe our quantization and KD-QAT setup and analyze the gradient values
of the LLaMAv2-Chat model to understand low-bit quantization vulnerabilities in the multi-head
self-attention modules. Then, based on this analysis, we propose ov-freeze, a technique to stabilize
our KD-QAT training pipeline.

3.1 PRELIMINARIES

While quantizing neural networks, real valued weight W r and activations xr are quantized to low
precision value. Hence, for a b bitwidth uniform quantizer with scale s and zero-point z, asymmetric
quantization is defined as

q(W r; s, z) = s ·
[
clamp(

⌊W r

s

⌉
+ z, 0, 2b − 1)− z

]
(1)
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Figure 2: Relative comparison of gradient norm squared values between q-, k-, v-, o-projection outputs at
various LLaMA self-attention modules during KD-QAT: (a) Layer 0, (b) Layer 10, (c) Layer 20, and (d) Layer
30. Clearly, o- and v- projection gradient norm squared values are one or two orders of magnitude higher than
that of q- and k- projection layers. Such higher gradient values may destabilize o- and v-layers faster than q-
and k-projections during KD-QAT, especially for low-bit quantization (e.g., INT4).

For our experiments, we use AIMET 1 (Siddegowda et al. (2022)) to quantize the models to desired
bit-widths and use per-channel symmetric quantization for weights and asymmetric quantization
for activations respectively. We set the quantization range of each weight quantizer using a mean
squared error (MSE) based criteria minimizing the local MSE between FP and quantized tensors.

3.2 KD-QAT SETUP

To demonstrate the effectiveness of our KD-QAT methodology on an established chat application,
we experiment with the popular LLaMAv2-Chat model (Touvron et al. (2023)), and quantize it to
W4A162. For knowledge distillation based QAT, we use full-precision chat model as the teacher and
quantized model as our student. Contrary to LLM-QAT (Liu et al. (2023)), we observe that using
a weighted sum of cross-entropy and KL divergence for training leads to more stable and better
convergence.

3.3 GRADIENT PROPERTIES OF QUANTIZED LLM
We investigate the gradient values of various components of the LLaMAv2-Chat multi-head self-
attention modules (see Fig. 1) to understand which layers may contribute to destablization when we
conduct INT4 weight quantization. For layer activations with output feature map, Θ, and task loss
L, we compute the frobenius norm squared of the gradients at this layer’s output:

||g||22 = ||∇ΘL(Θ)||22 (2)

In Fig. 2, we show the comparisons among these gradient norm squared values for q-, k-, v-, and
o-projection outputs at different hidden modules3. As evident, the gradient norm squared for o- and
v-projections are one or two orders of magnitude higher than that for q- and k-layers. Moreover,
as shown in Fig. 2 (a, b), the v-layers (green lines) in early hidden modules (Layer ID: 0 and 10)
seem to have largest variation in gradient norm compared to other layers. Therefore, when we
perform low-bit (e.g., INT4) quantization, these observations suggest that o- and v-layers are much
more vulnerable to quantization errors than q- and k- layers. Specifically, results in Fig. 2 indicate
that significantly higher gradient values may create bigger, more abrupt changes in o- and v- layers
which would more directly impact their forward pass outputs. Therefore, forward pass of o- and
v-projections may exhibit unstable behavior due to such high gradient values.

3.4 OH! WE FREEZE

Since o- and v-projection layers can be senstive to sudden parameter changes due to high gradients,
these layers can destabilize the entire KD-QAT training trajectory. Therefore, we propose ov-freeze

1AIMET is a product of Qualcomm Innovation Center, Inc., available on GitHub at https://github.
com/quic/aimet

2WxAy quantization indicates quantizing all the weights and output activations to x and y bits respectively.
3Hidden modules are labeled as Layer IDs throughout this paper. For instance, “Layer ID: 10” refers to the

10th hidden module out of the total 32 modules containing multi-head self-attentions in LLaMAv2 model.
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Figure 3: Forward and backward pass signal propagation analysis on a multi-head self-attention module at one
of the hidden LLaMAV2-chat layers. We first analyze forward pass by tracking the mean value of the forward
pass at the output of (a) q-projection, (b) k-projection, (c) v-projection, and (d) o-projection layers. Clearly,
o and v layers are the most unstable as evident from the INT4 KD-QAT, no-freeze run. With ov-freeze, the
forward pass behavior of the INT4 quantized network resembles that of the floating point model. Next, we
analyze the backward pass behavior at the output of (e) q-projection, (f) k-projection, (g) v-projection, and
(h) o-projection layers. Again, ov-freeze makes gradients more similar to the floating point training.

to stabilize the KD-QAT training process. As the name suggests, ov-freeze fixes the o- and v-
projection weights to their post-training quantization values, freezes them and trains the rest of the
network. This results in model adapting to quantization error without modifying the most sensitive
parts of the network. Note that, v- and o-layers constitute a much smaller part of the complete LLM
since majority of the parameters are contained within the MLP layers. In the next section, we will
demonstrate how the proposed method significantly stabilizes the training loop and improves the
final quantization results.

4 EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we first describe the training setup and datasets. Then, we conduct extensive exper-
iments to show that ov-freeze stabilizes both the KD-QAT training forward and backward passes.
Finally, we present results demonstrating the superior W4A16 quantized accuracy obtained using
ov-freeze on several benchmark tasks.

4.1 TRAINING SETUP AND DATASETS

To realize an important language use case, on device chat applications, we perform KD-QAT experi-
ments on the popular 7B LLaMAv2-Chat. We used a 660B-token language dataset for the finetuning
process. To evaluate the performance of the quantized networks, we use Wikitext and the Common-
Sense benchmarks - PIQA, Arc-Easy, Arc-Challenge, WinoGrande, OpenbookQA and Hellaswag.

4.2 SIGNAL PROPAGATION IN LLAMAV2-CHAT KD-QAT

4.2.1 FORWARD PASS ANALYSIS

As the very first metric, we analyze the mean value of output activations of certain layers in the
network. Specifically, Fig. 3 (a-d) show how the mean output activation value of q-, k-, v-, and
o-projections vary across thousands of training steps for a specific LLaMAv2 hidden module. Here,
we have used the FP16-no-freeze model (blue line) as a reference model. As evident from the
INT4-no-freeze experiment (red line), o- and v-projection outputs deviate significantly from the
FP16 reference. In contrast, when we freeze these two layers in all hidden modules (ov-freeze,
green line), the mean forward pass follows the FP16 reference closely. Note that, even though we
freeze only the o- and v-layers, the forward pass behavior still improves for other layers like the

4
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q-projection output shown in Fig. 3(a). These instabilities in forward pass can easily destabilize
the training trajectory during KD-QAT. Note that, although Fig. 3 shows results for hidden module
(Layer ID) 10, we observed similar trends for other hidden modules as well (see Appendix A).

Next, we empirically explore the impact of ov-freeze on backward pass.

4.2.2 BACKWARD PASS ANALYSIS

Model Perplexity (ppl↓)

FP16 7.08

PTQ: Min-Max range setting 9.69 (+2.61)
PTQ: MSE-based range setting 7.68 (+0.60)

KD-QAT: Baseline (no freeze) 7.31 (+0.23)
KD-QAT: qkv-freeze (ours) 7.12 (+0.04)
KD-QAT: v-freeze (ours) 7.11 (+0.03)
KD-QAT: o-freeze (ours) 7.09 (+0.01)
KD-QAT: oqkv-freeze (ours) 6.99 (–0.09)
KD-QAT: ov-freeze (ours) 6.98 (–0.10)

Table 1: Wikitext Perplexity for FP16 and
4-bit weight only quantized LLaMAv2-
Chat Model using context length 2048
obtained through various PTQ and KD-
QAT schemes. Perplexity (↓): the lower
the better. Red color denotes >0.2 point
and Green denotes <0.2 point perplexity
change compared to FP16.

We now analyze the gradients at the outputs of q-, k-, v-,
and o-projection layers at the same hidden module from the
last section. We analyze gradient norm squared values as
shown in Fig. 3 (e-h). Clearly, the INT4 ov-freeze (green
line) again demonstrates similar gradient behavior as the
reference FP16-no-freeze training run (blue line). In con-
trast, the INT4 no-freeze experiment (red line) has dramati-
cally different backpropagation characteristics compared to
the reference. All these instabilities result in lower final ac-
curacy and an unstable KD-QAT.

4.3 RESULTS

In this section, we compare performances of FP16 and
quantized models obtained by our proposed freezing
scheme on multiple benchmarks. First, Table 1 reports per-
plexity of PTQ and KD-QAT optimized 4-bit weight only
quantized LLaMAv2-Chat on the Wikitext dataset. In our
ablation, we consider different freezing schemes, o-, v-, ov-
, qkv- and qkvo-, and observe freezing layers with relatively
higher gradient norms values, i.e. o- and v-, along with other layers help significantly in improving
both the stability of the KD-QAT training and the perplexity on Wikitext, achieving at-par or better
performance than the FP model. As shown in Table 1, freezing ov- layers outperforms all other
freezing schemes and PTQ baselines achieving better Wikitext perplexity than the FP16 model.

Finally, to enable on-device deployment of LLaMAv2-Chat model for practical uses, we evaluate
our proposed ov-freeze W4A16 quantized model on multiple benchmarks. We use KD-QAT based
weight quantized finetuned model, and quantize all activation outputs to INT16 using PTQ based
min-max range setting to obtain the W4A16 model. As shown in Table 2, freezing ov-layers achieves
competitive performance within 0.7% drop of FP16 model on average on CommonSense reasoning
benchmarks, thereby improving significantly over both the best MSE based RTN and AdaRound
baselines, both of which lose more than 2% accuracy compared to the FP16 network.

Model PIQA(↑) Arc-Easy(↑) Arc-Challenge(↑) Winogrande(↑) OpenbookQA(↑) Hellaswag(↑) Average(↑)

FP16 76.66 69.65 44.37 66.38 43.8 75.42 62.71

PTQ
MSE 75.79 65.53 41.47 66.22 41.00 72.76 60.46 (–2.25%)
AdaRound 74.59 66.62 40.7 66.54 40.60 72.28 60.22 (–2.49%)

KD-QAT
no-freeze 76.66 67.38 42.75 67.17 41.80 74.14 61.65 (–1.06%)
ov-freeze 77.26 69.11 42.83 66.54 42.20 74.15 62.02 (–0.69%)

Table 2: Evaluation of FP16 and various W4A16 Quantized LLaMAv2-Chat models using 1024 context length
on Commonsense Reasoning benchmarks. (↑): the higher the better. Red color denotes >1% and Green denotes
<1% loss of accuracy compared to FP16.

5 CONCLUSION

In this work, we proposed a light-weight quantization aware finetuning technique using knowledge
distillation (KD-QAT) to improve the performance of popular W4A16 quantized LLM, LLaMAv2-
Chat, for an important use case, on device chat applications, using commonly available datasets. We
perform systematic study of the forward and backward pass of the LLaMAv2-Chat model, and ana-
lyze the output and gradient feature maps to hint towards extreme sensitivity of o- and v-layers in the
multi-head attention modules. To improve the stability of the quantized finetuning, we proposed ov-
freeze and experimented with popular 7B LLaMAv2-Chat model at 4-bit quantization level to show
significant improvement in performance over vanilla QAT and achieve near float-point precision
performance (within 0.7% drop of the FP16 model) on the CommonSense reasoning benchmarks.
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A ADDITIONAL RESULTS

Forward and Backward Signal Propagation Results on Other LLaMAv2-Chat Modules.
Fig. 4, 5, and 6 show that our observations for hidden module 10 (i.e., Layer ID: 10 in Fig. 3)
hold across other hidden modules. Clearly, the no-freeze mean forward pass for v-projection layer is
unstable for all the hidden modules shown in Fig. 4, 5, and 6. The proposed method ov-freeze makes
the forward and backward pass characteristics similar to those seen during floating point training.
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Figure 4: Layer ID: 5. Forward and backward pass signal propagation analysis on 5th hidden LLaMAV2-chat
self-attention module. Our proposed ov-freeze makes the quantized model’s forward pass and gradients more
similar to those observed during FP16 training.
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Figure 5: Layer ID: 20. Forward and backward pass signal propagation analysis on 20th hidden LLaMAV2-
chat self-attention module. Our proposed ov-freeze makes the quantized model’s forward pass and gradients
more similar to those observed during FP16 training.
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Figure 6: Layer ID: 30. Forward and backward pass signal propagation analysis on 30th hidden LLaMAV2-
chat self-attention module. Our proposed ov-freeze makes the quantized model’s forward pass and gradients
more similar to those observed during FP16 training.
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