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Abstract. The LLaMA family has become one of the most powerful
open-source Large Language Models (LLMs) and the popular LLM back-
bones of Multimodal Large Language Models (MLLMs), widely applied
in Computer Vision (CV) and Natural Language Understanding (NLU)
tasks. Notably, LLaMA3 models have recently been released and achieve
impressive performance across various with super-large scale pre-training
on over 15T tokens of data. Given the wide application of low-bit quan-
tization for LLMs in resource-limited scenarios, we explore LLaMA3’s
capabilities when quantized to low bit-width. This exploration can po-
tentially unveil new insights and challenges for low-bit quantization of
LLaMA3 and other forthcoming LLMs, especially in addressing perfor-
mance degradation problems that suffer in LLM compression. Specifi-
cally, we comprehensively evaluate the 10 existing post-training quanti-
zation and LoRA-finetuning methods of LLaMA3 on 1-8 bits and diverse
datasets to reveal LLaMA3’s low-bit quantization performance. To un-
cover the capabilities of low-bit quantized MLLM, we assessed the perfor-
mance of the LLaMA3-based LLaVA-Next-8B model under 2-4 ultra-low
bits with post-training quantization methods. Our experimental results
indicate that LLaMA3 still suffers non-negligent degradation in linguistic
and visual contexts, particularly under ultra-low bit widths. This high-
lights the significant performance gap under low bit-width that needs
to be bridged in future developments. We expect that this empirical
study will prove valuable in advancing future models, driving LLMs and
MLLMs to achieve higher accuracy at lower bit to enhance practicality.

1 Introduction

Launched by Meta in February 2023, the LLaMA [23] series4 represents a break-
through in autoregressive large language models (LLMs) using the Transformer [24]
architecture. Right from its first version, with 13 billion parameters, it outper-
formed the much larger, closed-source GPT-3 model, which boasts 175 billion
parameters. On April 18, 2024, Meta introduced the LLaMA3 model, offering 8
⋆ Equal Contribution. † Corresponding Author.
4 https://llama.meta.com
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billion and 70 billion parameter configurations. Thanks to extensive pre-training
on more than 15 trillion data tokens, the LLaMA3 models5 have achieved state-
of-the-art (SOTA) performance across a broad range of tasks, establishing the
LLaMA family as among the finest open-source LLMs available for a wide va-
riety of applications and deployment scenarios. Recently, the LLaVA team [14]
has launched the new LLaVA-Next-8B6 model based on LLaMA3, giving the
stronger general multimodal capabilities of MLLMs.

Despite their impressive performance, deploying LLaMA3 models still poses
significant challenges due to resource limitations in many scenarios. Fortunately,
low-bit quantization [10,11,18,25] has emerged as one of the most popular tech-
niques for compressing LLMs. This technique reduces the memory and com-
putational requirements of LLMs during inference, enabling them to run on
resource-limited devices. Addressing the performance drop after compression is
a major concern for current LLM quantization approaches. While numerous low-
bit quantization methods have been proposed, their evaluations have primarily
focused on the earlier and less capable LLaMA models (LLaMA and LLaMA2).
Thus, LLaMA3 presents a new opportunity for the LLM community to assess
the performance of quantization on cutting-edge LLMs and MLLMs and under-
stand existing methods’ strengths and limitations. In this empirical study, we
aim to analyze the capability of LLaMA3 to handle the challenges associated
with degradation due to quantization.

Our study delineates the outcomes of two principal techniques for quantiz-
ing LLaMA3 across three evaluation tracks: Post-Training Quantization (PTQ)
of LLMs, Quantization of LLMs via LoRA-FineTuning (LoRA-FT), and PTQ
of LLaMA3-based MLLM, aiming to conduct a comprehensive assessment of
the LLaMA3 model’s capabilities in language and visual-language tasks.We ex-
plore a range of cutting-edge quantization methods across technical tracks (RTN,
GPTQ [6], AWQ [12], SmoothQuant [25], PB-LLM [21], QuIP [2], DB-LLM [3],
BiLLM [9], and SliM-LLM [10] for PTQ; QLoRA [5] and IR-QLoRA [17] for
LoRA-FT), covering a wide spectrum from 1 to 8 bits and utilizing a diverse
array of evaluation datasets, including WikiText2, C4, PTB, CommonSenseQA
datasets (PIQA, ARC-e, ARC-c, HellaSwag, Winogrande), and MMLU bench-
mark. For multimodal tasks, we follow a common practice [12], performing low-
bit post-training quantization on the LLM component of LLaVA-Next-8B using
GPTQ and AWQ. We then validate the quantized MLLM inference capabilities
on 6 visual language benchmarks, including AI2D, ChartQA, DocVQA, MME,
and MMBench(English). The overview of our study is presented as Figure 1.
These evaluations assess the capabilities and limits of the LLaMA3 model under
current LLM quantization techniques and serve as a source of inspiration for
designing future large language and large visual-language model quantization
methods. The choice to focus specifically on the LLaMA3 model is motivated by
its superior performance among all current open-source instruction-tuned LLMs
across a variety of datasets5, including 5-shot MMLU, 0-shot GPQA, 0-shot Hu-

5 https://github.com/meta-llama/llama3
6 https://llava-vl.github.io/blog/2024-05-10-llava-next-stronger-llms
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Fig. 1: The overview of our empirical study

manEval, 8-shot CoT GSM-8K, and 4-shot CoT MATH. This not only aids in
advancing the research within the LLM and MLLM quantization community but
also facilitates a broader understanding and application of effective quantization.

2 Empirical Evaluation

We evaluate the low-bit quantization of LLaMA3-8B, -70B, and LLaVA-Next-
8B, where the pre-trained models are obtained from their official repositories5,6.

Quantization methods. To evaluate the performance of low-bit quantized
LLaMA3, we select representative LLM quantization methods with extensive
influence and functionality, including 9 PTQ methods and 2 LoRA-FT methods.
The implementations of our evaluated quantization methods follow their open-
source repositories7. We also used 8 NVIDIA A800 with 80GB GPU memory for
quantitative evaluation.

Evaluation datasets. For the PTQ methods, we evaluate quantized LLaMA3
on the WikiText2 [16], PTB [15], and a portion of the C4 dataset [19], using
Perplexity (PPL) as the evaluation metric. Subsequently, we further conduct ex-
periments on five zero-shot evaluation tasks (PIQA [1], Winogrande [20], ARC-e

7 https://github.com/IST-DASLab/gptq, https://github.com/mit-han-lab/llm-
awq, https://github.com/mit-han-lab/smoothquant, https://github.com/
Cornell-RelaxML/QuIP, https://github.com/Aaronhuang-778/SliM-LLM, https:
//github.com/hahnyuan/PB-LLM, https://github.com/Aaronhuang-778/BiLLM,
https://github.com/artidoro/qlora, https://github.com/htqin/IR-QLoRA

https://github.com/IST-DASLab/gptq
https://github.com/mit-han-lab/llm-awq
https://github.com/mit-han-lab/llm-awq
https://github.com/mit-han-lab/smoothquant
https://github.com/Cornell-RelaxML/QuIP
https://github.com/Cornell-RelaxML/QuIP
https://github.com/Aaronhuang-778/SliM-LLM
https://github.com/hahnyuan/PB-LLM
https://github.com/hahnyuan/PB-LLM
https://github.com/Aaronhuang-778/BiLLM
https://github.com/artidoro/qlora
https://github.com/htqin/IR-QLoRA
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Table 1: Evaluation results of post-training quantization on LLaMA3-8B model (1/2)

Method #W #A #G PPL↓

WikiText2 C4 PTB

LLaMA3 16 16 - 6.1 9.2 10.6

RTN

4 16 128 8.5 13.4 14.5
3 16 128 27.9 1.1e2 95.6
2 16 128 1.9E3 2.5E4 1.8E4
8 16 - 6.2 9.5 11.2
4 16 - 8.7 14.0 14.9
3 16 - 2.2E3 5.6E2 2.0E3
2 16 - 2.7E6 7.4E6 3.1E6

GPTQ

4 16 128 6.5 10.4 11.0
3 16 128 8.2 13.7 15.2
2 16 128 2.1E2 4.1E4 9.1E2
8 16 - 6.1 9.4 10.6
4 16 - 7.0 11.8 14.4
3 16 - 13.0 45.9 37.0
2 16 - 5.7E4 1.0E5 2.7E5

AWQ

4 16 128 6.6 9.4 11.1
3 16 128 8.2 11.6 13.2
2 16 128 1.7E6 2.1E6 1.8E6
8 16 - 6.1 8.9 10.6
4 16 - 7.1 10.1 11.8
3 16 - 12.8 16.8 24.0
2 16 - 8.2E5 8.1E5 9.0E5

SliM-LLM
4 16 128 6.4 9.5 10.9
3 16 128 7.7 13.1 14.7
2 16 128 39.7 1.1E2 1.6E2

QuIP
4 16 - 6.5 11.1 9.5
3 16 - 7.5 11.3 12.6
2 16 - 85.1 1.3E2 1.8E2

DB-LLM 2 16 128 13.6 19.2 23.8

PB-LLM 2 16 128 24.7 79.2 65.6
1.7 16 128 41.8 2.6E2 1.2E2

BiLLM 1.1 16 128 28.3 2.9E2 94.7

SmoothQuant
8 8 - 6.3 9.2 10.8
6 6 - 7.7 11.8 12.5
4 4 - 4.3E3 4.0E3 3.6E3

[4], ARC-c [4], and Hellaswag [27]) to fully validate the quantized performance
of LLaMA3. We further conduct the evaluation on 6 visual language bench-
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Table 2: Evaluation results of post-training quantization on LLaMA3-8B model (2/2)

Method #W #A #G CommonSenseQA↑

PIQA ARC-e ARC-c HellaSwag Wino Avg.

LLaMA3 16 16 - 79.9 80.1 50.4 60.2 72.8 68.6

RTN

4 16 128 76.6 70.1 45.0 56.8 71.0 63.9
3 16 128 62.3 32.1 22.5 29.1 54.7 40.2
2 16 128 53.1 24.8 22.1 26.9 53.1 36.0
8 16 - 79.7 80.8 50.4 60.1 73.4 68.9
4 16 - 75.0 68.2 39.4 56.0 69.0 61.5
3 16 - 56.2 31.1 20.0 27.5 53.1 35.6
2 16 - 53.1 24.7 21.9 25.6 51.1 35.3

GPTQ

4 16 128 78.4 78.8 47.7 59.0 72.6 67.3
3 16 128 74.9 70.5 37.7 54.3 71.1 61.7
2 16 128 53.9 28.8 19.9 27.7 50.5 36.2
8 16 - 79.8 80.1 50.2 60.2 72.8 68.6
4 16 - 76.8 74.3 42.4 57.4 72.8 64.8
3 16 - 60.8 38.8 22.3 41.8 60.9 44.9
2 16 - 52.8 25.0 20.5 26.6 49.6 34.9

AWQ

4 16 128 79.1 79.7 49.3 59.1 74.0 68.2
3 16 128 77.7 74.0 43.2 55.1 72.1 64.4
2 16 128 52.4 24.2 21.5 25.6 50.7 34.9
8 16 - 79.6 80.3 50.5 60.2 72.8 68.7
4 16 - 78.3 77.6 48.3 58.6 72.5 67.0
3 16 - 71.9 66.7 35.1 50.7 64.7 57.8
2 16 - 55.2 25.2 21.3 25.4 50.4 35.5

SliM-LLM
4 16 128 78.9 79.9 49.4 58.7 72.6 67.9
3 16 128 77.8 73.7 42.9 55.5 72.8 64.5
2 16 128 57.1 35.4 26.1 28.9 56.6 40.8

QuIP
4 16 - 78.2 78.2 47.4 58.6 73.2 67.1
3 16 - 76.8 72.9 41.0 55.4 72.5 63.7
2 16 - 52.9 29.0 21.3 29.2 51.7 36.8

DB-LLM 2 16 128 68.9 59.1 28.2 42.1 60.4 51.8

PB-LLM 2 16 128 57.0 37.8 17.2 29.8 52.5 38.8
1.7 16 128 52.5 31.7 17.5 27.7 50.4 36.0

BiLLM 1.1 16 128 56.1 36.0 17.7 28.9 51.0 37.9

SmoothQuant
8 8 - 79.5 79.7 49.0 60.0 73.2 68.3
6 6 - 76.8 75.5 45.0 56.9 69.0 64.6
4 4 - 54.6 26.3 20.0 26.4 50.3 35.5

marks (AI2D, ChartQA, DocVQA, MME, and MMBench(English)) for quan-
tized LLaVA-Next-8B. For the LoRA-FT methods, we conduct the evaluation
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Table 3: Evaluation results of post-training quantization on LLaMA3-70B model (1/2)

Method #W #A #G PPL↓

WikiText2 C4 PTB

LLaMA3 16 16 - 2.9 6.9 8.2

RTN
4 16 128 3.6 8.9 9.1
3 16 128 11.8 22.0 26.3
2 16 128 4.6E5 4.7E5 3.8E5

GPTQ
4 16 128 3.3 6.9 8.3
3 16 128 5.2 10.5 9.7
2 16 128 11.9 22.8 31.6

AWQ
4 16 128 3.3 7.0 8.3
3 16 128 4.8 8.0 9.0
2 16 128 1.7E6 1.4E6 1.5E6

SliM-LLM
4 16 128 3.3 7.0 8.3
3 16 128 4.1 7.9 9.0
2 16 128 9.5 16.2 18.7

QuIP
4 16 - 3.4 7.1 8.4
3 16 - 4.7 8.0 8.9
2 16 - 13.0 22.2 24.9

PB-LLM 2 16 128 11.6 34.5 27.2
1.7 16 128 18.6 65.2 55.9

BiLLM 1.1 16 128 17.1 77.7 54.2

SmoothQuant
8 8 - 2.9 6.9 8.2
6 6 - 2.9 6.9 8.2
4 4 - 9.6 16.9 17.7

on the 5-shot MMLU benchmark [7] while also validating the aforementioned 5
zero-shot datasets for the LoRA-FT methods.

For the fairness of our evaluation, we uniformly use WikiText2 as the cal-
ibration dataset for all quantization methods , with a sample size of 128 and
a sequence length of 2048. Furthermore, for quantization methods requiring
channel-wise grouping, we adopt a block size of 128 to balance performance
and inference efficiency, which is a common practice in existing works.

2.1 Track1: Post-Training Quantization

As shown in Table 1 to Table 4, we provide the performance of low-bit LLaMA3-
8B and LLaMA3-70B with 8 different PTQ methods, respectively, covering a
wide bit-width spectrum from 1 to 8-bit.

Among them, Round-To-Nearest (RTN) is a vanilla rounding quantization
method. GPTQ [6] is currently one of the most efficient and effective weight-only
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Table 4: Evaluation results of post-training quantization on LLaMA3-70B model (2/2)

Method #W #A #G CommonSenseQA↑

PIQA ARC-e ARC-c HellaSwag Wino Avg.

LLaMA3 16 16 - 82.4 86.9 60.3 66.4 80.6 75.3

RTN
4 16 128 82.3 85.2 58.4 65.6 79.8 74.3
3 16 128 64.2 48.9 25.1 41.1 60.5 48.0
2 16 128 53.2 23.9 22.1 25.8 53.0 35.6

GPTQ
4 16 128 82.9 86.3 58.4 66.1 80.7 74.9
3 16 128 80.6 79.6 52.1 63.5 77.1 70.6
2 16 128 62.7 38.9 24.6 41.0 59.9 45.4

AWQ
4 16 128 82.7 86.3 59.0 65.7 80.9 74.9
3 16 128 81.4 84.7 58.0 63.5 78.6 73.2
2 16 128 52.2 25.5 23.1 25.6 52.3 35.7

SliM-LLM
4 16 128 82.9 86.5 59.0 66.2 80.7 75.1
3 16 128 81.6 83.1 58.5 64.7 78.4 73.3
2 16 128 76.2 66.3 45.7 55.4 63.7 61.5

QuIP
4 16 - 82.5 86.0 58.7 65.7 79.7 74.5
3 16 - 82.3 83.3 54.9 63.9 78.4 72.5
2 16 - 65.3 48.9 26.5 40.9 61.7 48.7

PB-LLM 2 16 128 65.2 40.6 25.1 42.7 56.4 46.0
1.7 16 128 56.5 49.9 25.8 34.9 53.1 44.1

BiLLM 1.1 16 128 58.2 46.4 25.1 37.5 53.6 44.2

SmoothQuant
8 8 - 82.2 86.9 60.2 66.3 80.7 75.3
6 6 - 82.4 87.0 59.9 66.1 80.6 75.2
4 4 - 76.9 75.8 43.5 52.9 58.9 61.6

quantization methods, which utilizes error compensation in quantization. But
under 2-3 bits, GPTQ causes severe accuracy collapse when quantized LLaMA3.
AWQ [12] adopts an anomaly channel suppression approach to reduce the dif-
ficulty of weight quantization, and QuIP [2] ensures the incoherence between
weights and Hessian by optimizing matrix computation. Recently, SliM-LLM [10]
utilizes the clustering feature of salient weights to propose a group-wise mixed-
precision quantization method, achieving high-accuracy low-bit quantization in
a hardware-friendly manner. Both of them can keep LLaMA3’s capability at
3-bit and even push the 2-bit quantization to promising.

The recent emergence of binarized LLM quantization methods has realized
ultra-low bit-width LLM weight compression. PB-LLM [21] employs a mixed-
precision quantization strategy, retaining a small portion of significant weight
full-precision while quantizing the majority of weights to 1-bit. DB-LLM [3]
achieves efficient LLM compression through double binarization weight split-
ting and proposes a deviation-aware distillation strategy to further enhance 2-
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Table 5: LoRA-FT on LLaMA3-8B with Alpaca dataset (1/2)

Method #W MMLU↑

Hums. STEM Social Other Avg.

LLaMA3 16 59.0 55.3 76.0 71.5 64.8
NormalFloat 4 56.8 52.9 73.6 69.4 62.5

QLoRA 4 50.3 49.3 65.8 64.2 56.7
IR-QLoRA 4 52.2 49.0 66.5 63.1 57.2

Table 6: LoRA-FT on LLaMA3-8B with Alpaca dataset (2/2)

Method #W CommonSenseQA↑

PIQA ARC-e ARC-c HellaSwag Wino Avg.

LLaMA3 16 79.9 80.1 50.4 60.2 72.8 68.6
NormalFloat 4 78.6 78.5 46.2 58.8 74.3 67.3

QLoRA 4 76.6 74.8 45.0 59.4 67.0 64.5
IR-QLoRA 4 76.3 74.3 45.3 59.1 69.5 64.9

bit LLM performance. BiLLM [9] further pushes the LLM quantization bound-
ary to as low as 1.1-bit through residual approximation of salient weights and
grouped quantization of non-salient weights. These LLM quantization methods
specially designed for ultra-low bit-width can achieve higher accuracy of quan-
tized LLaMA3-8B at ⩽ 2-bit, far outperforms methods like GPTQ, AWQ, and
QuIP under 2-bit (even 3-bit some cases).

We also perform evaluation on quantized activations via SmoothQuant [25],
which moves the quantization difficulty offline from activations to weights to
smooth out activation outliers. Our evaluation shows that SmoothQuant can
retain the accuracy of LLaMA3 with 6/8-bit weights and activations, but faces
collapse at 4-bit. Moreover, we find that the LLaMA3-70B model shows signifi-
cant robustness for various quantization methods, even in ultra-low bit-width.

2.2 Track2: LoRA-FineTuning Quantization

Except for the PTQ methods, we also provide the performance of 4-bit LLaMA3-
8B with 2 different LoRA-FT quantization methods as shown in Table 5 to
Table 6, including QLoRA [5] and IR-QLoRA [17].

On the MMLU dataset, the most notable observation with LLaMA3-8B under
LoRA-FT quantization is that low-rank finetuning on the Alpaca [22] dataset not
only cannot compensate for the errors introduced by quantization, even making
the degradation more severe. Specifically, various LoRA-FT quantization meth-
ods obtain worse performance quantized LLaMA3 under 4-bit compared with
their 4-bit counterparts without LoRA-FT. This is in stark contrast to similar
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Table 7: Evaluation results of post-training quantization on LLaVA-Next-8B (1/2)

Method #W #G PPL↓

WikiText2 C4 PTB

LLaVA-Next
(LLaMA3-8B) 16 - 9.5 14.8 16.3

GPTQ
4 128 9.5 14.8 17.1
3 128 13.0 19.5 28.4
2 128 83.7 3.1E3 2.0E2

AWQ
4 128 9.9 15.3 16.9
3 128 11.7 17.9 20.2
2 128 1.6E6 2.0E6 2.2E6

Table 8: Evaluation results of post-training quantization on LLaVA-Next-8B (2/2)

Method #W #G Multimodel Tasks↑

AI2D Chart
QA

Doc
VQA

MM
Bench

MME
Cognition

MME
Perception

LLaVA-Next
(LLaMA3-8B) 16 - 71.7 69.2 78.2 72.2 376.8 1588.3

GPTQ
4 128 70.7 67.4 77.4 71.0 331.6 1563.4
3 128 66.2 65.1 75.6 67.4 290.1 1541.7
2 128 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

AWQ
4 128 70.6 68.0 77.2 71.1 325.7 1562.7
3 128 67.7 65.4 74.4 68.0 298.6 1541.7
2 128 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

phenomena on LLaMA and LLaMA2, where, for the front one, the 4-bit low-
rank finetuned quantized versions could even easily surpass the original FP16
counterpart on MMLU. According to our intuitive analysis, the main reason
for this phenomenon is due to LLaMA3’s strong performance brought by its
massive pre-scale training, which means the performance loss from the original
model’s quantization cannot be compensated for by finetuning on a tiny set
of data with low-rank parameters (which can be seen as a subset of the origi-
nal model [5, 8]). Despite the significant drop from quantization that cannot be
compensated by finetuning, 4-bit LoRA-FT quantized LLaMA3-8B significantly
outperforms LLaMA-7B and LLaMA2-7B under various quantization methods.
For instance, with the QLoRA method, 4-bit LLaMA3-8B has an average ac-
curacy of 57.0 (FP16: 64.8), exceeding 4-bit LLaMA-7B’s 38.4 (FP16: 34.6) by
18.6, and surpassing 4-bit LLaMA2-7B’s 43.9 (FP16: 45.5) by 13.1 [17,26]. This
implies that a new LoRA-FT quantization paradigm is needed in the era of
LLaMA3.
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LLaVA-Next-8B 16bit:  The image shows a group of individuals
engaged in what appears to be a construction or excavation activity.
One person is actively digging or shoveling into a hole, while the

others are standing around, observing or waiting for their turn. The
setting looks like a construction site or a similar outdoor work

environment. The text "Big companies" is superimposed on the image,

suggesting a commentary on the scale or nature of the work being
done, possibly implying that it is a large-scale operation.

Question: What is shown in this image?

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-4bit: The image shows a group of individuals engaged in what appears to be a

construction or excavation activity. One person is actively digging or shoveling into a hole, while the
others are standing around, observing or waiting for their turn. The setting looks like a construction site
or a similar outdoor work environment. The text "Big companies" suggests a commentary on the scale
or impact of large corporations, possibly in the context of the work being done or the conditions of the

site.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-3bit: The image shows a group of people gathered around a large hole in the

ground, which appears to be a construction site. One person is actively engaged in digging, while the
others are observing the work. The text "Big companies" suggests a commentary on the scale of the
hole in comparison to the people present, emphasizing the size of the excavation. The setting looks like
a construction site, possibly for a building or infrastructure development.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-2bit: imers imers imers imers imers imers imersimersimersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers

imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers

Fig. 2: The VQA results of LLaVA-Next-8B under different bit-width (1/5)

A similar phenomenon occurs with the CommonSenseQA benchmark. Com-
pared to the 4-bit counterparts without LoRA-FT, the performance of the mod-
els fine-tuned using QLoRA and IR-QLoRA also declined (e.g. QLoRA 2.8%
vs IR-QLoRA 2.4% on average). This further demonstrates the strength of us-
ing high-quality datasets in LLaMA3, as the general dataset, Alpaca, does not
contribute to the model’s performance in other tasks.

2.3 Track3: Multimodal Large Language Model Quantization

For MLLM model, we follow a common practice by conducting post-training
quantization on the LLaMA3 part [12, 13]. As shown in Table 7 to Table 8, we
compare the ultra-low bit-width performance of LLaVA-Next-8B under GPTQ
and AWQ, across six visual-language benchmarks.

We initially evaluate the pure language capabilities of LLaVA-Next-8B, as
illustrated in Table 7. The fp16 precision PPL metrics of the LLaMA3 model, af-
ter being fine-tuned for visual tasks, worsened across three datasets compared to
its performance on language tasks. This also indicates that under fine-tuning for
visual-language tasks, the introduction of image tokens leads to partial loss and
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LLaVA-Next-8B 16bit: 

🚀✨

 Tonight's celestial spectacle: A rocket
launch at sunset, casting a golden glow on the horizon. The fiery
ascent of human ingenuity against the tranquil backdrop of nature's
canvas. #RocketLaunch #SpaceExploration #SunsetSkyline
#ScienceMeetsBeauty

Question: Please write a twitter blog post 
with the images.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-4bit: 

🚀✨

The night sky is alive with the glow of a rocket launch, casting a
shimmering light on the water below. The powerful ascent of human ingenuity and exploration. #SpaceX
#RocketLaunch #NightSky #StellarMoment

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-3bit: 

🚀

 Tonight's the night

🌃✨

 The sky is alive with the roar of a powerful rocket
launch, a testament to human ingenuity and the relentless pursuit of progress. The fiery trail of the
rocket's ascent is a sight to behold, a beacon of hope and the future. #RocketLaunch
#SpaceExploration #Innovation

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-2bit: imers imers imers imers imers imers imersimersimersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers

Fig. 3: The VQA results of LLaVA-Next-8B under different bit-width (2/5)

LLaVA-Next-8B 16bit: The puppy in the image appears to be in a
happy and relaxed mood. Its tongue is out, which is often a sign of

contentment and enjoyment in dogs. The puppy's eyes are closed,
and it seems to be smiling, which suggests it is feeling joyful and
carefree. The overall demeanor of the puppy, with its tongue out and

relaxed posture, indicates a sense of contentment and playfulness.

Question: Please describe the puppy’s

mood.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-4bit: The puppy in the image appears to be in a happy and relaxed mood. Its
tongue is out, which is a common sign of contentment and enjoyment in dogs. The puppy's eyes are

closed, and its ears are slightly perked up, which can also indicate a sense of contentment or alertness.
The overall posture and facial expression suggest that the puppy is enjoying its time outdoors in the
grassy field.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-3bit: The puppy in the image appears to be in a happy and relaxed mood. Its
tongue is out, which is often a sign of contentment and enjoyment in dogs. The puppy's eyes are closed,
and it seems to be smiling, which suggests it is feeling joyful and carefree. The overall demeanor of the
puppy, with its tongue out and relaxed posture, indicates a sense of contentment and playfulness.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-2bit: imers imers imers imers imers imers imersimersimersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers

imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers

Fig. 4: The VQA results of LLaVA-Next-8B under different bit-width (3/5)
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LLaVA-Next-8B 16bit: The cartoon features a bird with a speech bubble that

reads, "No I mean big picture— what is the culminating result of
consciousness? Where does this path end?" This suggests that the bird is
pondering the ultimate purpose or outcome of human existence and the
nature of consciousness. The image is likely intended to be humorous or

thought-provoking, as it's an unusual perspective for a bird to be questioning
such profound philosophical questions.

Question: the meaning of this cartoon picture.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-4bit: The cartoon features a bird with a speech bubble that reads, "No I mean big

picture— what is the culminating result of consciousness? Where does this path end?" This suggests
that the bird is pondering the ultimate purpose or destination of human consciousness, questioning the
significance of the journey of life. The phrase "big picture" implies a broader perspective on the meaning

of existence, and the question about the path's end implies a search for the ultimate goal or fulfillment.

The cartoon is likely meant to provoke thought about the nature of existence and the human condition.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-3bit: The cartoon features a bird with a speech bubble that reads, "No I mean big
picture—what is the culminating result of consciousness? Where does this path end?" This suggests

that the bird is pondering the ultimate purpose or outcome of its existence, which is a philosophical
question about the nature of consciousness and the end of a path. The bird's question implies a search
for meaning and a desire to understand the larger context of its existence.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-2bit: imers imers imers imers imers imers imersimersimersimers imersimers

imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers

Fig. 5: The VQA results of LLaVA-Next-8B under different bit-width (4/5)

forgetting of LLaMA3’s inherent language abilities. The language capabilities of
Multimodal LLMs (MLLMs) show a loss trend consistent with pure LLMs under
low-bit quantization. Subsequently, we tested the quantized LLaMA3 within the
MLLM model on visual QA tasks. As shown in Table 7, under two advanced
PTQ methods, the 4-bit MLLM exhibits a loss of less than 2% on multimodal
benchmarks, efficiently completing visual-language tasks with reduced model
size. At 3-bit, the performance loss ranges from 5% to 20%, with the high-
est loss, 20.75%, occurring in the MME Cognition task. Notably, we observe a
complete functional collapse, with scores dropping to zero, in the 2-bit LLaVA-
Next-8B across six multimodal QA tasks, regardless of whether GPTQ or AWQ
is employed.

In Figure 2 to Figure 6, we showcase some real visual-language results of
LLaVA-Next-8B under different bit-width quantized with AWQ. The 4-bit quan-
tized model can still generate precise descriptions in image, while the 3-bit model
excels in overall multimodal understanding but suffers from loss of detail. Specif-
ically, in Figure 2, the descriptions of people and actions in images by the 4-bit
and 3-bit models are largely consistent with those of the 16-bit model. Ad-
ditionally, the 4-bit model aligns with the 16-bit model in abstract semantic
understanding of "Big companies"; however, the 3-bit model misinterprets "Big
companies" as a descriptor of hole size. Further, under 2-bit quantization, the
model struggles to produce reasonable answers, resulting in repetitive character
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LLaVA-Next-8B 16bit: This is a painting of Vincent van Gogh, a post-
impressionist artist known for his bold and expressive use of color.

The style of the painting is characterized by thick, visible brushstrokes
that create a sense of texture and movement, particularly in the
swirling background. The subject is depicted with a serious and

intense gaze, which is a common theme in Van Gogh's work, often
conveying a sense of emotional depth and introspection.

Question: Whose painting is this? Please

describe the style in three sentences.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-4bit: This is a painting of Vincent van Gogh, a post-impressionist artist known for

his bold and expressive use of color. The style is characterized by thick, visible brushstrokes that create
a sense of movement and texture, particularly in the swirling patterns of the background. The subject's
face is rendered with a high level of detail and a dramatic intensity, which is typical of van Gogh's
portraiture

LLaVA-Next-8B  AWQ-3bit:  This is a painting of Vincent van Gogh, a renowned Dutch post-
impressionist painter. The style of the painting is characterized by bold, expressive brushstrokes and a
vibrant color palette, which are hallmarks of Van Gogh's work. The swirling patterns and the use of
bright, saturated colors are typical of his post-impressionist approach to art.

LLaVA-Next-8B AWQ-2bit: imers imers imers imers imers imers imersimersimersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers

imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers
imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers imersimers

Fig. 6: The VQA results of LLaVA-Next-8B under different bit-width (5/5)

responses. This contrasts with the performance of 2-bit models in pure language
tasks, where previous studies [9, 10,12] have shown that 2-bit quantized models
can still generate logically coherent sentences. However, in MLLM tasks, the
2-bit model fails to produce results close to expectations. This further indicates
that the advanced PTQ method in the current LLM does not perform effectively
equally well in the ultra-low bit MLLM models, which also inspires future work
to propose better quantization solutions for this huge challenge in MLLM.

3 Conclusion

The recently released LLaMA3 family has rapidly become the most power-
ful LLM backbones, capturing significant interest from LLM and MLLM re-
searchers. Building on this momentum, our study aims to thoroughly evaluate
the performance of LLaMA3 across various low-bit quantization techniques, in-
cluding post-training quantization and LoRA-finetuning quantization for LLMs
and MLLMs. Our goal is to assess the boundaries of its capabilities in scenarios
with limited resources by leveraging existing LLM and MLLM quantization tech-
nologies. Our findings indicate that while LLaMA3 still demonstrates superior
performance after quantization, the performance degradation associated with
quantization is significant and can lead to larger declines. This drop is mainly
because the powerful pre-training process enables LLaMA3 to learn more in-
formation on a similar scale compared to the previous LLaMA and LLaMA2,
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and its more sophisticated internal knowledge structure makes the impact of
the disturbance caused by quantization less obvious. The collapse of the ultra-
low 2-bit also confirms that the quantized LLaMA3 backbone in MLLM exac-
erbates the performance loss caused by quantization when processing complex
visual information. This discovery highlights the potential challenges of deploy-
ing LLaMA3 in resource-constrained environments and underscores the ample
room for growth and improvement within low-bit quantization. The empirical
insights from our research are expected to be valuable for developing future LLM
quantization techniques, especially in narrowing the performance gap with the
original models. By addressing the performance degradation caused by low-bit
quantization, we anticipate that subsequent quantization paradigms will enable
LLMs to achieve stronger capabilities at a lower computational cost, ultimately
driving the progress of generative artificial intelligence, as represented by LLMs
and MLLMs, to new heights.
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