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Abstract

Diffusion models have been achieving remarkable perfor-
mance in face restoration. However, the heavy computa-
tions hamper the widespread adoption of these models. In
this work, we propose QuantFace, a novel low-bit quan-
tization framework for face restoration models, where the
full-precision (i.e., 32-bit) weights and activations are quan-
tized to 4∼6-bit. We first analyze the data distribution within
activations and find that it is highly variant. To preserve
the original data information, we employ rotation-scaling
channel balancing. Furthermore, we propose Quantization-
Distillation Low-Rank Adaptation (QD-LoRA), which jointly
optimizes for quantization and distillation performance. Fi-
nally, we propose an adaptive bit-width allocation strategy.
We formulate such a strategy as an integer programming
problem that combines quantization error and perceptual
metrics to find a satisfactory resource allocation. Exten-
sive experiments on the synthetic and real-world datasets
demonstrate the effectiveness of QuantFace under 6-bit and
4-bit. QuantFace achieves significant advantages over recent
leading low-bit quantization methods for face restoration.

1. Introduction
Face restoration seeks to recover high-quality (HQ) facial
images from degraded low-quality (LQ) inputs. The LQ
inputs are generated from complex degradation processes,
such as blurring, noise, downsampling, and JPEG compres-
sion. With the rapid development of deep generative models,
generative adversarial networks (GANs) [10] and diffusion-
based methods [16, 44, 45] have attracted increasing atten-
tion. Several approaches [9, 22, 53, 57] have already demon-
strated impressive capability in restoring HQ human faces.
Nevertheless, GANs typically suffer from training instabil-
ity due to adversarial learning, while multi-step diffusion
models demand extensive computational resources.
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Figure 1. Visual comparison between the multi-step diffusion and
one-step diffusion face restoration models in full-precision, recent
quantization methods in 4-bit, and our QuantFace in 4-bit. Our
method achieves an 84.85% parameter compression and an 82.91%
speedup compared with the full-precision OSDFace [51].

To accelerate inference, recent studies have proposed one-
step diffusion (OSD) [25, 46, 60] schemes that reduce the
denoising step to one. At the same time, these models largely
preserve the performance of the original multi-step diffusion
models. Thanks to these advanced techniques, one-step dif-
fusion face restoration (OSDFR) models [51] have become
feasible. However, despite this progress, deploying such
models on resource-constrained platforms (e.g., smartphones
or other mobile devices) remains challenging, because they
still require prohibitive computational resources. This lim-
itation hinders the widespread adoption of diffusion-based
face restoration methods in real-world scenarios.

Model quantization [39] offers an effective avenue to fur-
ther accelerate OSDFR models. By mapping both weights
and activations from full-precision (FP) to low-bit preci-
sion, quantization significantly reduces memory footprint
and computational overhead. Nevertheless, the performance
gap between the quantized and the FP version is inevitable,
especially under the aggressive 4-bit setting. Minimizing
this gap is therefore vital for the successful implementation
of quantized OSDFR models.

Although current low-bit quantization strategies have
achieved promising results for multi-step diffusion mod-
els and for text-to-image generation [13, 14, 26, 28, 43, 47],
significant performance drops occur when we apply these
methods to OSDFR models. There are three main challenges
in low-bit quantization for OSDFR. First, the distribution of
dynamic activation values is vital for high-frequency facial
details but it is poorly preserved by static quantizers. Second,
current calibration schemes from FP to quantized models are
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suboptimal. Third, the limited computational resources are
allocated improperly.

In this work, we propose QuantFace, a unified and effec-
tive low-bit quantization framework for OSDFR models. We
select OSDFace [51] as our quantization backbone due to
its excellent performance. To address the aforementioned
challenges, we propose tailored solutions for each. First,
we conduct a detailed analysis of the activation distributions
in OSDFace and find that different channels of the activa-
tion values exhibit high variance. Previous scaling-based
methods [26, 55] can remove the outliers from activations to
weights and thus decrease quantization error. However, these
methods are ineffective in preserving the original activation
distribution after per-tensor quantization. We find that the
distribution information is vital for basic facial structure gen-
eration. To solve the problem, we propose rotation-scaling
channel balancing. We consider rotation and scaling si-
multaneously to maintain a uniform activation distribution.
Second, to promote alignment between the FP model and
the quantized model, we propose Quantization-Distillation
Low-Rank Adaptation (QD-LoRA). QD-LoRA effectively
compensates for quantization error while facilitating dis-
tillation between the FP model and the quantized model.
Third, we propose adaptive bit-width allocation. We ana-
lyze the layer-wise sensitivity to quantization and configure
the bottlenecks. We design an integer programming-based
algorithm for mixed-precision activation configuration. This
algorithm incorporates perceptual metrics and numeric re-
construction error as the optimization target and promotes
reasonable resource allocation.

We have conducted extensive evaluations on both syn-
thetic and real-world datasets. As shown in Fig. 1, even
under the aggressive 4-bit setting, our model achieves visual
quality comparable to the multi-step diffusion model Diff-
BIR [32]. Furthermore, Tab. 2 demonstrates that at 4-bit pre-
cision, we attain parameter and computational cost compres-
sion ratios of 84.85% and 82.91%, respectively, compared
with OSDFace [51]. These findings validate the efficacy of
our proposed approaches for quantizing OSDFR models.

In summary, our contributions are as follows:
• We conduct a detailed analysis of the activation distri-

bution of the OSDFace and identify that quantization of
activation values is crucial for preserving facial features.
We configure that the inadequate processing of highly
variant activations is the key reason for the performance
degradation in quantization.

• We propose QuantFace, a unified quantization framework
for OSDFR models. It consists of rotation-scaling channel
balancing, QD-LoRA, and adaptive bit-width allocation.

• Our rotation-scaling channel balancing strategy effectively
preserves the original activation information, while QD-
LoRA enhances the alignment between the quantized
model and FP model. Meanwhile, adaptive bit-width allo-
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Figure 2. The original activation has high variance. Our QuantFace
can smooth activation distribution and reduce quantization error.

cation facilitates reasonable usage of resources.
• Extensive experiments on the synthetic and real-world

datasets demonstrate the superior performance of our
method. Quantitative and qualitative results show that our
method significantly outperforms existing quantization ap-
proaches. Under the extreme 4-bit setting, our model is
still capable of generating high-quality face images.

2. Related Works
2.1. Face Restoration
Face restoration seeks to reconstruct high-fidelity facial im-
ages from degraded low-quality inputs affected by diverse
and complex distortions. A central challenge in this domain
is how to incorporate facial priors efficiently and effectively.
While classical methods have long leveraged statistical pri-
ors, recent advances in deep generative techniques (such as
GANs [10] and diffusion models [16, 41, 44]) have driven
growing interest in generative priors.

In particular, diffusion-based priors [9, 22, 53, 57] have
attracted considerable attention. These methods gener-
ate HQ images by gradually removing noise from LQ
inputs. Concurrently, vector-quantized (VQ) prior ap-
proaches [11, 48, 54, 68] are promising. They map LQ
features to codebook entries and then decode the HQ images
from the codebook.

The combination of VQ priors and generative diffusion
priors has become very popular recently. However, while
these hybrid methods can generate excellent human face
images, the computational demands become severe. Con-
sequently, developing effective compression techniques for
these models has become a major focus of current research.

2.2. Model Quantization
Model quantization improves computational efficiency by
reducing the precision of model parameters while maintain-
ing performance. Quantization methods are broadly clas-
sified into two categories based on whether weight retrain-
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Figure 3. Overview of our QuantFace. First, under the 4-bit precision setting, we use the quantization errors and perceptual importance
weights as the objective for integer programming, and allocate appropriate precision to activation of each layer. Second, before training, we
integrate the scaling factor and rotation matrix into the weights, and only apply an online RHT in the convolution layers. Third, we align the
quantized model with the FP model on the calibration dataset by optimizing the dual-branch low-rank matrices we design.

ing is involved: post-training quantization (PTQ) [29, 59]
and quantization-aware training (QAT) [2, 4, 61]. Fur-
thermore, quantization has been demonstrated as an ef-
fective technique for compressing large language models
(LLMs) [3, 30, 35, 55] for deployment on edge devices.
With the rapid advancements in diffusion models (DMs),
there has been a growing focus on enhancing their efficiency
through quantization techniques including PTQ methods
such as PTQ4DM [43], Q-Diffusion [27], and PTQD [13],
as well as QAT methods like Q-DM [31]. Recently, Effi-
cientDM [14] introduced a low-rank quantization fine-tuning
strategy, while SVDQuant [26] employs 16-bit parallel low-
rank branches to preserve performance. PassionSR [69]
presents an innovative quantization strategy, achieving 8-bit
and 6-bit quantization for one-step diffusion-based super-
resolution (OSDSR) models. However, existing works on
quantizing image restoration models to 4-bit remain limited.

3. Methods
3.1. Preliminaries
Diffusion Model. Diffusion models [41] employ a two-
stage procedure. First, a complex data distribution is grad-
ually corrupted by successive injections of Gaussian noise.
Second, a neural network learns the inverse of this noising
process to restore the original samples. In the forward dif-
fusion, the original sample x0 is progressively transformed
into pure Gaussian noise xT by injecting random noise over
T steps, formally defined as [44]:

xt =
√
ᾱt x0 +

√
1− ᾱt ϵ, ϵ ∼ N (0, 1), (1)

where ᾱt is a scheduling parameter, and t is the time step.
After T iterations, the data pattern converges to a standard

Gaussian distribution: xT ∼ N (0, I). Reversed diffusion
process reconstructs the original distribution by predicting
the noise ϵθ(xt, t) formulated as follows [44]:

xt−1 =
√
ᾱt−1(

xt −
√
1− ᾱtϵθ(xt, t)√

ᾱt
)

+
√

1− ᾱt−1 − σ2
t · ϵθ(xt, t) + σtϵt,

(2)

where ϵθ(xt, t) represents the output of the noise prediction
network, σ2

t denotes the noise variance at step t, and ϵt
is random noise irrelevant to xt. By gradually predicting
the random noise at timestep t, the model progressively
optimizes xt to x0, and ultimately generates high-quality
samples. Our one-step estimation [60] can be formulated as:

x0 ≈ xt −
√
1− ᾱtϵθ(xt, t)√

ᾱt
(3)

Model Quantization. Model quantization [19] is an effec-
tive alternative to reduce memory and computational costs
by converting floating-point numbers to fixed-point numbers.
This process utilizes approximation with integer xint and
quantization parameters (scaling factor s, zero point z). The
fake quantization [39] process can be defined as:

xint = clamp
(⌊x

s

⌉
− z, l, u

)
, x̂ = s · xint + z, (4)

where xint refers to the quantized integer and x̂ is the sim-
ulated quantized float-point number. ⌊·⌉ is the round-to-
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Figure 4. A sample data distribution along input channels of unet.down_blocks.1.resnets.1.conv2 activations. They are processed with
different balancing techniques. Directly employing the Scaling or RHT will not result in satisfactory distribution for quantization.

nearest operator, and clamp(·, l, u) ensures values remain
within the range [l, u].

To address the non-differentiability of the rounding oper-
ation, we employ the straight-through estimator (STE [34])
to approximate the gradients during backpropagation:

∂Q(x)

∂x
≈

{
1 if x ∈ [l, u],

0 otherwise.
(5)

3.2. Rotation-Scaling Channel Balancing
In any quantization method, appropriately managing the re-
lationship between outliers and non-outliers is of critical
importance. Existing channel-scaling methods can shift the
quantization difficulty from activations to weights [26, 55].
After scaling, activations exhibit reduced magnitude and
fewer outliers, resulting in lower quantization error. How-
ever, when it comes to convolution neural networks like
UNet [42], we typically employ per-tensor quantization for
activations, which means a single set of quantization param-
eters is shared across all channels of a tensor. Although the
aforementioned scaling method suppresses extreme outliers,
inter-channel imbalance remains. When the bit-width is ex-
tremely low (e.g., 4-bit), the performance of the quantized
model drops significantly.

To solve the problem, incoherent processing via Random-
ized Hadamard Transform (RHT) has recently emerged as
a promising technique [49], and it is a remarkable quantiza-
tion method for LLMs [1, 36] and ViTs [65]. This approach
requires no parameter tuning and can effectively generate
a uniform data distribution across channels, thereby maxi-
mally preserving information after quantization. However,
this method cannot adequately smooth extreme outliers.

To overcome these limitations, we propose rotation-
scaling channel balancing. We find that simultaneously con-
sidering scaling and rotation techniques can reduce quantiza-
tion error effectively. And this method maximally preserves
the distribution information of the original data. Figure 4
illustrates the efficacy after applying the rotation-scaling
channel balancing.

To the best of our knowledge, prior quantization works
have primarily focused on Transformer architectures. We
are the first to design a scaling and rotation channel balanc-
ing method for convolution neural networks like UNet [42].
Through our analysis, we show that convolution can be trans-
formed to matrix multiplication to some degree. The original
2D-convolution can be written as:

yf,i,j =

Kw∑
u=1

Kh∑
v=1

C∑
c=1

kf,c,u,vxc,i+u−1,j+v−1

=

Kw∑
u=1

Kh∑
v=1

kT
f,u,vxi+u−1,j+v−1,

(6)

where C,Kw, kh represents the number of input channels,
kernel width, and kernel height. kf,u,v, xh+u−1,w+v−1 are
tensors with C elements. For simplicity, let:

kf,u,v ≜ k ∈ RC×1, xh+u−1,w+v−1 ≜ x ∈ RC×1, (7)

so we have:

kT x = (kT ⊙ s)(
1

s
⊙ x) = kTHTHx,

s =

max
(h,w)

(|X|)α

max
(C,Kw,Kh)

(|K|)1−α
,

(8)
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Figure 5. The change in FID on FFHQ when quantizing the activation of each layer individually at 4-bit precision. Different layers exhibit
varying levels of sensitivity to quantization. Downsampling, upsampling, and residual connections are bottlenecks for quantization.

where K ∈ RF×C×Kw×Kh ,X ∈ RC×h×w is convolution
kernel and input tensor of the layer. H is a Hadamard matrix.
We find that for convolution layers in OSDFace [51], the
corresponding Hadamard matrices exist. According to [49],
only a minimal amount of memory is required to store the
corresponding random ±1 vector of each matrix.

To minimize the additional computational overhead, in-
spired by the offline transformation strategies from [1, 56],
we integrate most of the scaling factors and rotation matrices
into model weights, thereby minimizing the quantization
overhead. During inference, we only perform online RHT
for input activations of convolution layers.

3.3. Quantization-Distillation LoRA
Under extremely low bit-width configurations, face restora-
tion models struggle to generate fine facial detail features. In-
corporating a high-precision branch to mitigate quantization
errors is a widely adopted strategy [14, 26]. SVDQuant [26]
shows that initializing these branches via singular value de-
composition (SVD) [8] has proven to be particularly effec-
tive. Inspired by SVDQuant, we use a low-rank branch
initialized by SVD to reduce the quantization error. This can
be formulated as follows [26]:

XW = XL1L2 +XR ≈ XL1L2 +Q(X)Q(R), (9)

where the SVD of W = UΣV , the r rank optimal solution
is L1 = UΣ:,:r, L2 = V:r,:, and R = W − L1L2. However,
most update rules for low-rank branches used in previous
works are heuristic [12, 26], and do not guarantee conver-
gence. Meanwhile, existing approaches predominantly con-
centrate on minimizing per-layer quantization error and often
neglect the final results. Moreover, previous studies [6, 62]
find that minimizing per-layer reconstruction error does not
necessarily optimize the generation quality. We need a more
suitable update scheme for the low-rank branches.

To solve this problem, a straightforward alternative is
Low-Rank Adaptation (LoRA) [17], a Parameter-Efficient
Fine-Tuning method, to align the quantized model with the
FP model. However, although this approach is effective, the
resulting image quality remains unsatisfactory. Inspired by
Fbquant [33], we confirmed that training the SVD-initialized

low-rank branch would regularize the model to not devi-
ate too far from the original one. Meanwhile, this strong
constraint impedes distillation from the FP model to the
quantized model. To remedy this problem, we introduce
additional degrees of freedom into optimization. Therefore,
we can conduct effective model fine-tuning.

Specifically, we propose Quantization-Distillation Low-
Rank Adaptation (QD-LoRA). We train two low-rank
branches simultaneously, while maintaining an identical
number of parameters with SVDQuant [26]. The first branch
is initialized via SVD and constrained by the backbone
weights during training. It is designed to prevent exces-
sive deviation from the original parameters. The second
branch utilizes standard LoRA initialization and is dedicated
to distilling knowledge from the FP model to the quantized
one. The inference procedure is formulated as follows:

XW = XL1L2 +XR

≈ XAB +XL1L2 +Q(X)Q(R),
(10)

where we use a random Gaussian initialization for A and
zero for B and R = W −L1L2. After training, the two low-
rank branches can be merged. The auxiliary low-rank branch
does not introduce any additional computational overhead
during inference compared with SVDQuant [26].

In practice, we find that QD-LoRA achieves superior face
restoration performance compared to optimizing a single
low-rank branch with an identical number of parameters.

3.4. Adaptive Bit-width Allocation
Another challenge in low-bit quantization is the suboptimal
allocation of limited resources. Previous works [47] notice
that different layers exhibit varying sensitivities to quantiza-
tion. We measure the change in FID [15] on FFHQ [21] by
quantizing the activations of each layer individually, and we
observe analogous findings in activation quantization.

As illustrated in Fig. 5, within the OSDFace UNet, key
convolution layers and residual connections have an outsized
impact on the final image quality. After identifying the quan-
tization bottlenecks, we can then devise a mixed-precision
scheme. Enlightened by prior works [37, 47, 66], we model
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Bits
(W/A) Methods CLIP-IQA↑ DISTS↓ LPIPS↓ MANIQA↑ MUSIQ↑ NIQE↓ Deg.↓ LMD↓

FID
(FFHQ)↓

FID
(CelebA)↓

32/32 OSDFace [51] 0.6910 0.1773 0.3365 0.5423 75.64 3.884 60.0708 5.287 45.41 17.06
MaxMin [19] 0.1781 0.4022 0.6082 0.1406 12.95 11.512 79.7129 11.214 234.94 216.67

Q-Diffusion [28] 0.3679 0.2853 0.4784 0.1770 24.23 6.821 73.5904 7.840 81.43 75.69
EfficientDM [14] 0.4571 0.2493 0.4128 0.3820 53.75 7.269 63.4590 5.800 63.47 34.77
PassionSR [69] 0.6309 0.1762 0.3368 0.4731 72.74 4.125 61.5067 5.633 43.08 23.00
SVDQuant [26] 0.6566 0.1774 0.3397 0.4818 73.59 4.021 60.7007 5.501 44.57 22.44

6/6

QuantFace 0.6670 0.1783 0.3345 0.5122 74.89 3.759 60.5890 5.413 42.99 19.02
MaxMin [19] 0.1694 0.4144 0.6354 0.1472 12.93 12.864 80.8289 14.038 261.82 251.00

Q-Diffusion [28] 0.2399 0.3541 0.5505 0.1141 16.45 9.091 77.0839 9.125 136.06 118.48
EfficientDM [14] 0.4981 0.2475 0.4113 0.4119 55.96 7.212 64.8563 6.096 60.11 33.96
PassionSR [69] 0.6391 0.1803 0.3401 0.4719 72.38 4.326 63.3448 5.737 45.73 26.01
SVDQuant [26] 0.6912 0.1884 0.3639 0.4732 71.79 3.762 63.3879 6.043 50.51 33.18

4/6

QuantFace 0.6660 0.1804 0.3329 0.5317 75.33 4.128 62.0754 5.457 49.59 19.51
MaxMin [19] 0.2045 0.4466 0.6867 0.2137 13.45 18.011 82.1358 16.783 315.62 311.01

Q-Diffusion [28] 0.1747 0.4258 0.6660 0.1838 13.26 16.620 82.0933 17.066 295.58 289.39
EfficientDM [14] 0.1992 0.4326 0.6368 0.1692 13.05 15.275 81.6171 15.463 265.51 254.24
PassionSR [69] 0.3248 0.3426 0.5603 0.1398 15.66 6.821 82.4272 18.233 250.54 279.35
SVDQuant [26] 0.5192 0.2563 0.4143 0.3572 58.90 5.709 76.3504 10.387 84.91 72.36

4/4

QuantFace 0.6916 0.1914 0.3709 0.5222 73.69 4.072 69.2888 6.195 58.34 31.17
4/3.97 QuantFace-MP 0.6984 0.1869 0.3518 0.5560 75.17 4.116 65.6640 5.927 53.18 25.08

Table 1. Quantitative comparison on the synthetic dataset CelebA-Test [20]. The best and second best results are colored with red and blue.

HQ - 2862 LQ - 2862 OSDFace [51] MinMax [19] Q-Diffusion [28] EfficientDM [14] PassionSR [69] SVDQuant [26] QuantFace (ours)
Bits (W/A) W32A32 W4A6 W4A6 W4A6 W4A6 W4A6 W4A6

HQ - 0254 LQ - 0254 OSDFace [51] MinMax [19] Q-Diffusion [28] EfficientDM [14] PassionSR [69] SVDQuant [26] QuantFace (ours)
Bits (W/A) W32A32 W4A4 W4A4 W4A4 W4A4 W4A4 W4A3.97

HQ - 0969 LQ - 0969 OSDFace [51] MinMax [19] Q-Diffusion [28] EfficientDM [14] PassionSR [69] SVDQuant [26] QuantFace (ours)
Bits (W/A) W32A32 W4A4 W4A4 W4A4 W4A4 W4A4 W4A3.97

Figure 6. Visual comparison of the synthetic CelebA-Test dataset in challenging cases.

the bit-width allocation as an integer programming problem,
which is called adaptive bit-width allocation.

When designing our integer programming objective, we
focus on both reconstruction error and perception metric.
Prior works [47, 65] observe that simply allocating higher
bit-widths to layers with large reconstruction error (i.e.,
MSE) does not guarantee better visual performance. Conse-
quently, we employ a heuristic approach to assign perceptual
error weight to each activation layer. Specifically, we first
quantize the activation of every single layer to 4-bit. We then
progressively increase the bit-width of the quantized activa-
tion until the FID difference compared to the FP model is
within ϵ = 0.02, or until the maximum bit-width Bmax = 8
is reached. Then, for each layer i, we extract the correspond-
ing bit-width Bi and assign the weight as wi = 2Bi − 1.

Given the total bits budget B, and candidate bit-widths

b ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6}, the quantization error of each layer is Li,b =

w2
i ∥WX −Q(W )Q(X)∥2F . After collecting the weighted

quantization errors for each layer, the optimization problem
can be solved in tens of seconds to a few minutes.

The Detailed integer programming workflow can be for-
mulated as follows [66]:

argmin
ai,b

N∑
i=1

∑
b=3,4,5,6

ai,b · Li,b

s.t.
∑

b=3,4,5,6

ai,b = 1,

N∑
i=1

∑
b=3,4,5,6

ai,b · Mi,b ≤ B,

ai,b ∈ {0, 1}, ∀i ∈ {1, · · · , N}, ∀b ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6},
(11)

where N is the number of layers, ai,b = 1 denotes that the
i-th layer will be quantized to b-bit, and Mi,b indicates the
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cost of the i-th layer when it is quantized to b-bit.
Under the overall W4A4 resource constraints, we applied

the aforementioned integer programming approach to allo-
cate appropriate bit-widths for activation quantization.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experiment Settings
Data Construction. We randomly select 1000 high-quality
face images from FFHQ [21] and resized them to 512×512
pixels. We obtained our synthetic training data using a dual-
stage degradation model, which is consistent with Wave-
Face [38]. We evaluate our quantized model on both syn-
thetic and real-world datasets. The synthetic dataset is
CelebA-Test [20] from DAEFR [48], and the real-world
datasets are Wider-Test [67], WebPhoto-Test [52], and LFW-
Test [18], which are consistent with OSDFace [51].
Metrics. For the Synthetic Datasets, LPIPS [64] and
DISTS [7] are adopted as reference-based perceptual
measures, together with CLIPIQA [50], MANIQA [58],
NIQE [63], and MUSIQ [23] as non-reference metrics.
FID [15] with both FFHQ [21] and CelebA-Test HQ [20] are
used to evaluate the distribution similarity between the real
faces and generated ones. Moreover, following the previ-
ous face restoration works [11, 48, 67], we also evaluate the
embedding angle of ArcFace [5] called ‘Deg.’, and the land-
mark distance named ‘LMD’. For the Real-world Datasets,
CLIPIQA [50], MANIQA [58], MUSIQ [23], NIQE [63],
and FID [15] with FFHQ [21] are employed.
Implementation Details. Learning rate for QuantFace is
set to 10−5 using the Adam [24] optimizer. Only the low-
rank branches of each layer are updated during training, and
the LoRA rank for both branches is 16. The overall loss
function for the generator is defined as

Lgen = λdis · LG(zq, zfp) + λID · LID(Iq, Ifp)

+ λper · LLPIPS(Iq, Ifp) + λmse ·MSE(Iq, Ifp).
(12)

To keep the face identity, we utilize a pretrained ArcFace
model [5] to encode both the quantized and FP faces into
identity embeddings, where

LID = 1− cos (F(Iq),F(Ifp)) . (13)

Furthermore, to enhance the quality of quantized faces, we
adopt the same GAN training strategy as that employed in
OSDFace [51], where

LG = −Et [logDθ (F (zq, t))] ,

LD = −Et [log (1−Dθ (F (zq, t)))]

− Et [logDθ (F (zfp, t))] ,

(14)

Experiments are conducted on a single NVIDIA RTX A6000
GPU, consuming 29 GB of GPU memory and 6 hours of
GPU time for training.

Method Bits Params / M (↓ Ratio) Ops / G (↓ Ratio)

OSDFace [51] W32A32 866 (↓0%) 678 (↓0%)

W6A6 185 (↓78.61%) 158 (↓76.66%)
W4A6 131 (↓84.85%) 135 (↓80.10%)QuantFace
W4A4 131 (↓84.85%) 116 (↓82.91%)

Table 2. Params, Ops, and compression ratio (UNet only) of various
settings. Ops are computed with input size 512×512.

Compare Methods. We compare QuantFace with sev-
eral representative quantization methods: MaxMin [19],
Q-Diffusion [28], EfficientDM [14], PassionSR [69], and
SVDQuant [26]. Q-Diffusion [28], EfficientDM [14], and
SVDQuant [26] are quantization methods for multi-step dif-
fusion models. PassionSR [69] is a quantization method
designed for one-step diffusion models.
Compression Ratio. To evaluate computational cost, fol-
lowing previous work [40], we measure the total model size
(Params / M) and the number of operations (Ops / G). The
results are summarized in Tab. 2. Under the 4-bit setting,
our QuantFace achieves approximately 84.85% compres-
sion ratio for parameters and 82.91% compression ratio for
computation, compared with the original UNet.

4.2. Main Results
Quantitative Results. The results of the synthetic dataset
are in Tab. 1 and the results of real-world datasets are in
Tab. 3. These results indicate that QuantFace outperforms
existing post-training quantization methods across most eval-
uation metrics under W4A4, W4A6, and W6A6 precision set-
tings. Notably, at W4A4 precision, our approach surpasses
the state-of-the-art method on every metric. Reference-based
metrics such as LPIPS and DISTS indicate that QuantFace
achieves smaller perceptual deviations from the ground-truth
images, while lower LMD and Deg. further show that Quant-
Face restores the facial structure faithfully.
Quality Results. We show the visual comparison results
of the synthetic datasets in Fig. 6 and real-world datasets
in Fig. 7. Our method reconstructs a wide range of facial
details effectively, such as eyes, hair, and other elements that
are prone to distortion after quantization. Moreover, even
under 4-bit precision, our method still generates high-fidelity
face images compared with others.

4.3. Ablation Studies
Rotation-Scaling Channel Balancing. As illustrated in
Fig. 4, solely applying scaling leads to uneven data distri-
bution across channels, making it challenging to preserve
the original data distribution after quantization. On the other
hand, using the RHT alone fails to eliminate extreme out-
liers in the activations. By combining both techniques, we
can effectively maintain the data distribution while reducing
quantization errors. Consequently, we are able to enhance
the final face restoration performance.
Quantization-Distillation Low-Rank Adaptation. The
results presented in the Tab. 4 demonstrate that QD-LoRA
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WebPhoto-Test [52] LFW-Test [18] Wider-Test [67]Bits
(W/A) Methods C-IQA↑ M-IQA↑ MUSIQ↑ NIQE↓ FID↓ C-IQA↑ M-IQA↑ MUSIQ↑ NIQE↓ FID↓ C-IQA↑ M-IQA↑ MUSIQ↑ NIQE↓ FID↓
32/32 OSDFace [51] 0.7106 0.5162 73.94 3.986 84.60 0.7203 0.5493 75.35 3.871 44.63 0.7284 0.5229 74.60 3.774 34.65

6/6

MaxMin [19] 0.2263 0.1291 24.68 7.816 137.31 0.2652 0.1927 39.63 6.753 118.28 0.2053 0.1062 15.67 9.418 152.62
Q-Diffusion [28] 0.3775 0.2145 39.18 5.683 100.06 0.4743 0.2853 52.38 5.134 72.50 0.3741 0.1751 29.01 6.322 66.50
EfficientDM [14] 0.5106 0.3570 56.85 5.665 100.04 0.5793 0.3980 62.62 4.818 68.69 0.5127 0.3643 52.52 6.325 49.09
PassionSR [69] 0.6666 0.4535 70.37 4.304 82.02 0.6824 0.4849 72.94 3.988 47.90 0.6733 0.4594 70.93 4.145 39.32
SVDQuant [26] 0.6927 0.4668 71.51 4.178 84.29 0.7024 0.4963 73.96 3.964 46.22 0.6841 0.4520 71.79 4.171 39.38

QuantFace 0.7040 0.4953 73.26 3.837 80.74 0.7119 0.5292 74.88 3.810 46.19 0.7115 0.4984 73.88 3.685 37.57

4/6

MaxMin [19] 0.2204 0.1246 22.47 8.565 143.13 0.2538 0.1924 36.46 7.266 121.44 0.1978 0.1027 14.75 10.228 165.05
Q-Diffusion [28] 0.2908 0.1568 28.86 6.841 116.86 0.3558 0.2193 42.46 6.027 94.05 0.2552 0.1132 19.27 7.918 104.15
EfficientDM [14] 0.5840 0.4120 61.48 5.442 92.52 0.6166 0.4314 64.51 4.716 63.82 0.5479 0.3960 54.76 6.292 47.06
PassionSR [69] 0.6578 0.4423 69.01 4.456 83.98 0.6485 0.4501 70.58 4.205 52.42 0.6623 0.4480 69.31 4.407 41.10
SVDQuant [26] 0.6137 0.4294 70.62 4.597 83.95 0.6292 0.4368 71.78 4.334 49.95 0.6123 0.4288 70.38 4.608 41.45

QuantFace 0.6944 0.5117 73.55 4.368 87.27 0.6993 0.5263 74.59 4.122 46.90 0.7046 0.5125 73.93 4.115 37.74

4/4

MaxMin [19] 0.2281 0.1600 18.89 11.055 167.46 0.2533 0.2019 28.03 9.356 141.90 0.2115 0.1497 14.20 12.837 194.46
Q-Diffusion [28] 0.2158 0.1328 19.55 10.224 155.27 0.2417 0.1827 30.42 8.532 128.19 0.2010 0.1262 14.09 12.239 183.76
EfficientDM [14] 0.2207 0.1128 21.43 8.996 161.68 0.2589 0.1228 32.36 6.779 129.42 0.2086 0.1234 14.81 11.494 172.48
PassionSR [69] 0.3362 0.1667 27.39 6.059 204.05 0.3657 0.1857 36.75 6.649 151.02 0.3845 0.1747 20.18 6.419 270.94
SVDQuant [26] 0.5647 0.3940 62.98 5.320 111.49 0.5741 0.3955 62.97 5.023 67.15 0.5383 0.3657 58.45 5.683 72.41

QuantFace 0.7054 0.4853 72.32 4.106 92.30 0.6861 0.4908 72.70 3.831 58.77 0.7044 0.4887 71.70 4.088 47.10
4/3.97 QuantFace-MP 0.7180 0.5297 73.63 4.386 91.78 0.7118 0.5426 74.66 4.111 49.57 0.7189 0.5263 73.69 4.156 40.74

Table 3. Quantitative comparison on real-world datasets. C-IQA stands for CLIPIQA, and M-IQA stands for MANIQA. The best and
second best results are colored with red and blue. MP stands for mixed-precision configuration generated by adaptive bit-width allocation.

Wider 0022 OSDFace [51] MinMax [19] Q-Diffusion [28] EfficientDM [14] PassionSR [69] SVDQuant [26] QuantFace (ours)

WebPhoto 00038 OSDFace [51] MinMax [19] Q-Diffusion [28] EfficientDM [14] PassionSR [69] SVDQuant [26] QuantFace (ours)

LFW E. Nordegren OSDFace [51] MinMax [19] Q-Diffusion [28] EfficientDM [14] PassionSR [69] SVDQuant [26] QuantFace (ours)
Figure 7. Visual performance comparison on real-world datasets. Please zoom in for a better view. Our QuantFace is under bit-width
W4A3.97, and other methods are under W4A4.

Ablation CLIP-IQA↑ LPIPS↓ Deg.↓ LMD↓
FID

(FFHQ)↓
SVDQuant 0.5192 0.4143 76.3504 10.387 84.91

+ GAN Loss 0.5374 0.4249 76.8697 8.852 80.71
+ QD-LoRA 0.6321 0.4060 77.3236 9.344 58.88
+ Rotation 0.6916 0.3709 69.2888 6.195 58.34

+ Mixed-Precision 0.6984 0.3518 65.6640 5.927 53.18

Table 4. Ablation studies on different components starting from
SVDQuant-W4A4. Experiments are conducted on the synthetic
dataset CelebA-Test [20].

effectively maintains a balance between quantization and
distillation. QD-LoRA neither struggles to align with the FP
model nor overfits to the limited calibration dataset. There-
fore, models can generate excellent human face images after
quantization. Results in Tab. 4 also reveal that QD-LoRA
surpasses direct optimization on the SVD low-rank branch.
Adaptive Bit-width Allocation. Various results shown in
Tab. 1 and Tab. 4 demonstrate that our mixed-precision con-
figuration enhances reference-based metrics on the synthetic

dataset. The results indicate that the generated face images
align closely with real-world face images. Visually, our con-
figuration significantly improves the detail of the generated
facial features, including eyes and teeth.

5. Conclusion

We introduce QuantFace, an effective quantization
framework for one-step diffusion face restoration mod-
els. QuantFace not only reduces quantization error but
also facilitates the distillation from the full-precision
model to the quantized model. Moreover, QuantFace
promotes reasonable resource allocation. Extensive
experiments demonstrate that QuantFace outperforms
existing SOTA methods across a variety of metrics. By
maintaining a balance between computational overhead
and restoration quality, QuantFace makes the efficient
deployment of advanced face restoration models possible.
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