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Given an image of a white shoe drawn on a blackboard, how are the white pixels deemed (say by human
minds) to be informative for recognizing the shoe without any labeling information on the pixels? Here we
investigate such a “white shoe” recognition problem from the perspective of tensor network (TN) machine
learning and quantum entanglement. Utilizing a generative TN that captures the probability distribution of the
features as quantum amplitudes, we propose an unsupervised recognition scheme of informative features with
the variations of entanglement entropy (EE) caused by designed measurements. In this way, a given sample,
where the values of its features are statistically meaningless, is mapped to the variations of EE that statistically
characterize the gain of information. We show that the EE variations identify the features that are critical
to recognize this specific sample, and the EE itself reveals the information distribution of the probabilities
represented by the TN model. The signs of the variations further reveal the entanglement structures among the
features. We test the validity of our scheme on a toy dataset of strip images, the MNIST dataset of hand-drawn
digits, the fashion-MNIST dataset of the pictures of fashion articles, and the images of brain cells. Our scheme
opens the avenue to the quantum-inspired and interpreted unsupervised learning, which can be applied to, e.g.,
image segmentation and object detection.

I. INTRODUCTION

Machine learning (ML) such as deep learning have gained
tremendous successes in an extremely wide range of fields
such as computer vision and natural language processing.
Such methods have strong demands on the labeled samples to
extract useful information in a data-driven manner. However,
labeled data are rare in many scenarios such as the scientific
images. Exploring efficient and reliable schemes for the unsu-
pervised [1] and few-shot [2] learning is at the cutting edges
of ML and artificial intelligence.

A promising pathway to the unsupervised learning is to de-
velop interpretable “white-box” ML schemes [3] by cooper-
ating with the probabilistic theories and models, where we
have for instance the information bottleneck theory [4] and
Bayesian inference [5]. In recent years, tensor network (TN),
which originated from the fields of quantum physics [6–10],
sheds light on the novel quantum ML schemes [11] interpreted
by quantum probabilistic theories and quantum many-body
physics. TN ML has been successfully applied to the su-
pervised, unsupervised, and reinforcement learning for vari-
ous tasks including classification [12–15], generation [16, 17],
feature selection [18], compressed sampling [19], anomaly
detection [20], and etc. Experiments of running TN ML on
quantum hardware are also in hot debate [21, 22].

In this work, we propose to unsupervisedly recognize the
informative features via the generative TN [16] and its en-
tanglement entropy (EE) [18]. Given an image, a ML model
simply sees a bunch of numbers (pixels) that are statistically
meaningless. However, a human mind can easily recognize
the critical pixels for identifying the content of the image
without explicitly learning any labeling information on the
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Provided with the images of a vertical strip,
a digit “2” and a shoe drawn on the black background (left-hand-
side), a human mind can easily recognize the shapes of the images as
the white pixels, which are dubbed as the critical minorities (right-
hand-side), without explicitly learning any labeling information on
the pixels. We propose an unsupervised TN scheme to identify the
critical minority by the variations of the entanglement entropies.

pixels. Taking the three images on the left-hand-side of Fig. 1
as examples, a human mind could easily recognize the white
pixels picturing the objects (strip, “2”, and shoe). To seek for
a mathematical understanding and modeling of such recogni-
tion, we suggest to map the pixels of a given image to the sta-
tistically meaningful quantities by the single-qubit measure-
ments on a generative TN according to the pixels of this im-
age. Specifically, we propose to use the average variations of

ar
X

iv
:2

20
7.

06
03

1v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 9
 A

ug
 2

02
2

mailto:sjran@cnu.edu.cn


2

EE (denoted as 〈δS〉m′ for the m′-th pixe) for unsupervised
feature selection. The pixels with large 〈δS〉m′ (dubbed as
the critical minority) outline the critical shape for recognizing
this image, coinciding with the human minds. We test the pro-
posed method on a toy dataset of strips, the MNIST [23] and
fashion-MNIST [24] datasets. Our scheme differs from the
existing unsupervised feature selection methods [25], such as
the filter methods (see, e.g., Refs. [26 and 27]), the clustering
and dimensionality reduction methods (e.g., Refs. [28–30]),
and etc. These methods require multiple samples and their
processings. We finally apply our method for image segmen-
tation provided with just one image of brain cells [31] with-
out any labeling information, and raise the open question on
generalizing to the feature selection by multi-qubit measure-
ments.

II. MAPPING TO THE VARIATIONS OF
ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPIES VIA GENERATIVE

TENSOR NETWORK AND MEASUREMENTS

The first step of modeling the probability distribution by a
generative TN is to map the samples to the quantum Hilbert
space (known as the feature map [12]) as

v[n] =

M∏
⊗m=1

[
cos

(
x
[n]
m π

4

)
, sin

(
x
[n]
m π

4

)]T
, (1)

with x[n] = [x
[n]
1 , . . . , x

[n]
M ] the n-th sample consisting of M

features [32]. One can see that v[n] is an M -th order tensor
or a 2M -dimensional vector. Obviously, v[n] is normalized
satisfying

∣∣v[n]∣∣ = 1 (L2 norm), and can be considered as the
coefficient vector of an M -qubit quantum product state.

Considering the generative model as a normalizedM -th or-
der tensor Ψ, the probability of generating a specific sample
x̃ = (x̃1, . . . , x̃M ) follows Born’s probabilistic interpretation
of quantum mechanics with

P (x̃) =

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
s1...sM

Ψs1...sM ṽs1...sM

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (2)

with ṽ defined by Eq. (1) with x̃. Ψ can be regarded in general
as an M -qubit entangled state. A generative TN is trained so
that the probability of generating each sample in the training
set approaches to 1/N with N the total number of training
samples. To this end, Han et al [16] proposed to write Ψ into a
widely-used TN, namely matrix product state (MPS [6, 8, 33],
also known as the tensor-train form [34]), which is formed by
M local tensors {A[m]} as

Ψs1...sM =
∑

a1...aM−1

A[1]
s1a1

A[2]
s2a1a2

. . .

A[M−1]
sM−1aM−2aM−1

A[M ]
sMaM−1

. (3)

The indexes {sm} are called the physical indexes, and {am}
the virtual indexes whose dimension (denoted as χ) is a hyper-
parameter that controls the parameter complexity of the MPS.

FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) Several samples in a toy dataset of vertical
strips, and (b) the illustrations of the background, informative area,
and critical minority.

FIG. 3. (Color online)We take two images (first column) from the
dataset of strips, and show the EE of the generative MPS [second
column; see Eq. (5)] and the average variations of EE [third column;
see Eq. (7)] by measuring according to the images.

A sweep algorithm [12] inspired by the density matrix renor-
malization group [35, 36] is used to optimize the local tensors
{A[m]} to minimize the following loss

L = − 1

N

N∑
n=1

lnP (x[n]). (4)

To explain the main idea of this work, we design a toy
dataset of vertical strips [Fig. 2 (a)]. The whole region con-
sists of three parts [Fig. 2 (b)]. In the outer rim, the pixels are
taken to be white (with xm = 0) for all samples thus contain
no information at all, which we name as the background. A
vertical strip (with xm = 0.1) appears at different positions in
the black square region (with xm = 1) in the middle, which
we dub as the informative area. Particularly, the pixels of the
strip in each image are referred as the critical minority that
we assume to carry the most critical information of the im-
age. This is a reasonable assumption as a human, after briefly
reading the images in this dataset, could easily recognize the
“moving” strips as the critical minority.

The main points of this work are as follows:

• The EE of the MPS indicate the informative area and the
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background for the dataset (which is in general sample-
independent, similar to the existing unsupervised fea-
ture selection methods [25]);

• The average variations of the EE by measuring the MPS
indicate the critical minority of a specific image (which
is sample-dependent).

Fig. 3 take two samples (see the first column) as the exam-
ples to demonstrate the entanglement information obtained
from the generative MPS. The second column shows the EE
of MPS. The EE corresponding the m-th pixel (or physical
index) is defined as

Sm = −Tr
(
ρ[m] lnρ[m]

)
, (5)

where ρ
[m]
sms′m

=
∑

/m Ψ∗s1...sm...sM Ψs1...s′m...sM is the re-
duced matrix of the m-th physical index (

∑
/m means to sum

over all but the m-th physical indexes). The EE of a single
qubit characterizes the amount of uncertainty that can be re-
duced by measuring this qubit. Thus, a larger EE indicates
more information obtained by measuring this qubit, and vice
versa. In the background, the EE is zero as expected since
mathematically the corresponding qubits form the unentan-
gled product states for the strip dataset. The EE in the infor-
mative area is approximately uniform with Sm ' 0.2, since
the probabilities of having a strip at different positions are uni-
form. The distribution of the EE clearly identifies the pixels
that contain non-trivial information.

To identify the informative features that are critical for a
specific sample, we investigate the variations of the EE by
measuring on one qubit according to the value of the corre-
sponding feature. Given a specific sample x̃, we measure on
the m′-th qubit and have

Φ[m′]
s1...sm′−1sm′+1...sM

=
∑
sm′

v[m
′]

sm′
Ψs1...sM , (6)

with the vector v[m
′] obtained using the feature map on

the m′-th feature x̃m′ of the given image. By normaliz-
ing Φ[m′]/|Φ[m′]| → Φ[m′], it represents an (M − 1)-qubit
state that captures the posterior probability distribution of the
(M−1) unmeasured features in the condition of knowing x̃m′ .
The average variation of the EE after the measurement is de-
fined as

〈δS〉m′ =

∑
m6=m′ (S

′
m − Sm)

M − 1
, (7)

with Sm and S′m the EE of the m-th qubit before and after
the measurement, respectively. In short, Eq. (7) maps a given
sample of M features to 〈δS〉m′ (m′ = 1, . . . ,M ).

The third column of Fig. 3 shows the 〈δS〉m′ (m′ =
0, . . . ,M ) by measuring each qubit respectively according to
the image given in the first column. For the critical minority
(the pixels of the white strip), we clearly obtain much larger
EE variations with 〈δS〉m′ ∼ O(10−4). In the informative
area but outside the strip, we have 〈δS〉m′ ∼ O(10−5), which
are non-zero but much smaller than those of the critical mi-
nority. For the background, we have 〈δS〉m′ = 0 since the

FIG. 4. (Color online) We take four training samples in the MNIST
and fashion-MNIST datasets as the examples (first column). The
EE of the generative MPS’s S [Eq. (5)] and the variations of EE by
measuring the generative MPS’s [Eq. (7)] are demonstrated in the
second and third columns, respectively.

EE’s before and after the measurement are zero. Our results
show that 〈δS〉m′ can mark the critical minority fairly well,
though we do not have any prior information on labeling the
pixels. The larger EE variations in the strip are essentially due
to the fact that the black pixels in the strip are a monitory com-
pared with the rest ones within the informative area. Conse-
quently, knowing a pixel to be white (in the informative area)
will largely reduce the EE of the qubits in the same column
by knowing the position of the strip. In comparison, known
a pixel to be black only excludes this column as the position
of the strip, where the decrease of the EE should be relatively
small. The generative MPS captures such properties in a sim-
ple manner: the qubits are more entangled strip-wisely.

To provide an intuitive understanding, let us consider the
following three-qubit state as a simplest example

Ψ =
1√
2

[
1
0

]
⊗
([

1
0

]
⊗
[

0
1

]
+

[
0
1

]
⊗
[

1
0

])
. (8)

This state can be considered to describe the probability distri-
bution of two samples x[1] = (0, 0, 1) and x[2] = (0, 1, 0),
with P (x[1]) = P (x[2]) = 0.5. The last two qubits form a
maximally entangled “singlet” state. From Eq. (5), we have
S = 0 for the first qubit, and S = ln 2 for the last two. The
first qubit can be recognized as the background.

Considering a specific sample x̃ with knowing x̃3 = 0, we
accordingly measure on the third physics index of Ψ in Eq. (8)
by following Eq. (6), and have Φ[3] = [1, 0]T ⊗ [0, 1]T , with
S = 0 for the rest two qubits. The average variations of EE
〈δS〉1 = 〈δS〉2 = (0 − ln 2)/2 = −(ln 2)/2 are negative.
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One can see that the last two qubits are highly entangled be-
fore the measurement, similar to the qubits in a same vertical
strip. The measurement (in the basis of [0, 1]T and [1, 0]T

in this case) on one qubit will generally eliminate the uncer-
tainty of the other. This simple example implies that in the
more complicated cases, a negative 〈δS〉m′ might suggest a
relatively large entanglement between the measured qubit and
(some of) the rest. The measurement on such a qubit (in other
words, in the condition of knowing the value of the corre-
sponding feature) will result in a probability distribution with
smaller uncertainty. Obviously, the same discussions can be
made if we reverse the black and white colors in the images.

III. TESTING ON SOPHISTICATED DATASETS

We test our scheme on more sophisticated datasets, which
are the MNIST dataset with the images of hand-drawn digits,
fashion-MNIST dataset with the images of articles, and the
images of brain cells. For each class in a dataset, we train
a generative MPS for evaluating the entanglement properties.
We take four training samples as examples shown in the first
column of Fig. 4. The second column demonstrates the S of
the MPS’s. The relatively large EE (red regions) marks the
informative areas that approximately form the shapes of the
corresponding digits or articles. Note again the informative
areas are from the properties of the generative MPS’s, thus do
not depend on any specific samples. For instance, the last two
sub-figures in the second column are the same, showing the
EE of the generative MPS for shoes.

The third column shows the average EE variations 〈δS〉m′ ,
which identify the critical monitories of the specific images
shown in the first column. The distinct shapes of the original
images are successfully outlined by 〈δS〉m′ . For instance, the
special writing habit in the “2”, the rectangle printed on the
T-shirt, and the different styles of the shoes are reflected by
〈δS〉m′ , which do not appear in the illustrations of the S of
the MPS shown in the middle column. Particularly, the crit-
ical minorities of the two shoes are obtained from the same
generative MPS, and the distinct shapes of these two images
are still well identified by 〈δS〉m′ .

An interesting observation is that the average variations can
be positive or negative. It means the EE may increase after the
measurement, differing from the toy dataset where the EE al-
ways decreases. The signs of the EE variations indicate the
entanglement structure among the qubits of the MPS. As dis-
cussed above, a negative 〈δS〉m′ suggests a relatively large
entanglement between the measured qubit and some rest ones.
To understand a positive 〈δS〉m′ , let us consider another sim-
ple example as

Ψ =
1√
3

([
1
0

]
⊗
[

0
1

]
⊗
[

1
0

]
+

[
0
1

]
⊗
[

1
0

]
⊗
[

1
0

]
+

[
0
1

]
⊗
[

0
1

]
⊗
[

0
1

])
(9)

This describes the probability distribution of three samples
x[1] = (0, 1, 0), x[2] = (1, 0, 0), and x[2] = (1, 1, 1) with

FIG. 5. (Color online) Image segmentation on the dataset of cell
images [31].

identical probabilities. All the three qubits are entangled,
where the EE of the first two qubits is S ' 0.6365. Consider
again a sample x̃ with x̃3 = 0. By measuring on the third
qubit accordingly, the first two qubits will be projected into a
maximally entangled state with S = ln 2 > 0.6365. The EE
increases after the measurement with 〈δS〉 > 0. In this case,
the probability of P (xk = x̃k) is in general small (note xk
denotes the feature corresponding to the measured qubit and
x̃k denotes the value of this feature in the specific sample).
The measurement will (relatively) largely enhance the proba-
bilities of the samples that also have xk = x̃k, which might be
small before the measurement. Consequently, the uncertainty
of the unmeasured qubits might increase, leading to 〈δS〉 > 0.

To further test our proposal, we apply our method on the
images of brain cells for the purpose of unsupervised segmen-
tation [31]. We take just one of the images and split it into
(24 × 24) pieces, of which each contains (7 × 7) pixels. See
the left subfigure of Fig. 5. These pieces are subsequently fed
to the TN as the training samples. The ground truth of the seg-
mentation (i.e., the label) and the 〈δS〉m′ given by the TN are
shown in the middle and right subfigures, respectively. Note
the 〈δS〉m′ is obtained by joining together the results from all
pieces. The negative 〈δS〉m′ are all marked as white, since
they are mainly the fluctuations caused by the boundary ef-
fects from the splitting. The cytoplasms are well separated
from the cell membranes and nucleus. We shall stress that
we take only one image from the dataset, and do not use any
labeling information to obtain the right subfigure. Thus, our
method belongs to the unsupervised segmentation schemes.
The weakness is that our method cannot distinguish the nu-
cleus from membranes. A possible solution is to introduce
multi-qubit measurements instead of simple single-qubit mea-
surements in the definition of 〈δS〉m′ . We provide more dis-
cussions and results in the appendix E by testing on a toy
dataset with noises.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we propose to utilize quantum entanglement
for an unsupervised recognition of informative features. By
training a generative tensor network (TN) that represents the
probability distribution of features, measurements are used to
transform the features, which are statistically meaningless, to
the variations of the quantum entanglement entropy that iden-



5

FIG. 6. (Color online) Four images from the MNIST and fashion-
MNIST datasets (first column), and the variations of the entangle-
ment entropy dSm = S′m − Sm by taking m = arg minm′〈δS〉m′
(second column) and arg maxm′〈δS〉m′ (third column). The green
symbols with dash line show the positions of the measure qubits.

tify the informative features. The proposed method is tested
on a toy dataset of strips, MNIST dataset of hand-drawn dig-
its, fashion-MNIST of articles, and the medical images of
brain cells. Our work sheds light on developing new inter-
pretability schemes of machine learning via quantum infor-
mation theories and TN methods, which can be applied to the
unsupervised segmentation.

Appendix A: Variations of entanglement entropy by
measurement

In Fig. 6, we show how the entanglement entropy (EE)
varies after measuring on a specific qubit. The first col-
umn shows four images taken from the MNIST and fashion-
MNIST datasets as examples. We evaluate 〈δS〉m′ (m′ =
0, . . . ,M ) by Eq. (7) according to these images, respec-
tively, and find the pixels with the algebraically smallest and
largest variations mmin = arg minm′〈δS〉m′ and mmax =
arg maxm′〈δS〉m′ . The corresponding variations of EE
(dSm = S′m − Sm) are demonstrated in the second and third
columns, respectively. The position of the measured qubit is
marked by a green symbol with dash line.

For the considered datasets, we have 〈δS〉mmin < 0. Com-
paring with the EE of the MPS (see, e.g., Fig. 4 in the main
text), the measurement on this qubit according to the value
of the corresponding pixel will reduce the EE in the informa-
tive area. Remind that the informative area is defined by the
pixels with large EE from the unmeasured MPS. Meanwhile,
we also obverse certain positive variations that tend to locate

FIG. 7. (Color online) Six samples from the testing set of MNIST
and fashion-MNIST datasets and the average variations of EE.

at the edges of the informative area. By measuring on the
mmax-th qubit, the qubits whose EE increases in general tend
to locate at the edges of the informative area.

Appendix B: Benchmark on testing set

Our scheme can be generalized to recognize the informa-
tive features and critical minorities of the samples that the
generative TN has not learnt, e.g., those in the testing set.
Fig. 7 show six testing images from the MNIST and fashion-
MNIST datasets as the examples to show the 〈δS〉m′ by im-
plementing measurements. Be aware that we do not have any
prior information on labeling the pixels even for the training
set. The 〈δS〉m′ can be considered as the labels of the pixels
that characterize importance to the given sample. By eyes one
could recognize the distinct shapes in the testing images from
〈δS〉m′ .

Appendix C: Robustness with different hyper-parameters

The recognition of the informative features by the EE vari-
ations is robust to the changes the values of hyper-parameters.
We generalize the feature map given in Eq. (1) to the follow-
ing form, where the s-th element of the vector v from a given
feature x satisfies

x→ vs =

√(
d− 1

s− 1

)
cos

(
θπ

2
x

)d−s

sin

(
θπ

2
x

)s−1

,(C1)

with
(
d−1
s−1
)

the combination number and dim(v) = d that is
also the dimension of the physical indexes of the MPS. By
taking d = 2 and θ = 0.5, Eq. (C1) is reduced to the feature
map in Eq. (1). We choose θ = 0.5 in the main text since the
classifier formed by the generative MPS’s gives the highest
classification accuracy [14].

In Fig. 8, we show the average variations of EE (〈δS〉m′ )
from a same image of shoe by taking different values of χ
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FIG. 8. (Color online) We take one specific image of shoe as an ex-
ample (top-left) and show the variations of EE with different values
of χ, d, and θ.

(the dimension of the virtual indexes), d and θ. In all cases, the
distinct shapes at different parts of the shoe is well presented
by 〈δS〉m′ with slight differences. For instance , the strips of
the shoe can be seen clearly with χ = 2, d = 2, and θ = 0.5
(top-middle of Fig. 8), and the back counter is clearly captured
with χ = 32, d = 2, and θ = 1. In all cases, the sole and the
topline are well presented. Ba aware that such distinct shapes
of this specific image cannot be seen by the EE of the MPS,
which is sample independent.

Appendix D: Entanglement entropy for feature selection

The EE of the MPS can be utilized for feature selec-
tion. Following the idea of the generative MPS classification
scheme proposed in Ref. [14], we take the MNIST as example
and train a generative MPS for each of the classes. The classi-
fication is implemented by comparing the fidelity (a measure
of similarity between two quantum states) between the prod-
uct state [Eq. (1)] from a target sample and the MPS’s. For
each MPS, we retain Mf < M (note M is the total number
of features in one sample) features whose qubits possess the
largest EE. Fig. 9 shows the testing accuracy versus Mf with
χ = 4, 8, 16, and 32. By repeating ten times of simulations
with a randomly initialized MPS, the thickness of the lines
shows the variances that are insignificant.

Our accuracy surpasses that of the feature selection method
proposed in Ref. [18] that is based on the EE of the discrim-
inative MPS [12]. In the discriminative MPS approach, one
trains an MPS that contains M physical indexes and an ad-
ditional D-dimensional label index (with D the number of
classes). The Mf features with the largest EE evaluated from
the discriminative MPS are retained. Our method with the
generative MPS classification scheme demonstrated obvious
advantage for about 100 < Mf < 300 and for the few-shot

FIG. 9. (Color online) Testing accuracy Γ versus the number of fea-
tures Mf selected according to the EE. The solid symbols with lines
show the accuracy of the generative MPS’s with χ = 4, 8, 16, and
32. The thickness of the lines illustrates the variance evaluated by
repeating the simulations for ten times. The purple hollow diamonds
show the accuracy of the feature selection approach based on the dis-
criminative MPS approach [18].

cases around Mf ' 10.

Appendix E: Generalizing to multi-qubit measurements to deal
with single-pixel noises

From the definition of the EE variations, the EE of each
qubit is solely determined by the value of the corresponding
pixel and the MPS, thus mathematically cannot distinguish the
noises. In Fig. 10, we show by the multi-qubit measurements,
the single-pixel noises can be excluded from the critical mi-
nority. Fig. 10 (a) shows an example of the noisy strip dataset.
For each time, we measure (3×3) neighboring qubits demon-
strated by the blue dash squares. The average variations of
EE 〈δS〉m′ after the measurement are shown in Fig. 10 (b)-
(e), where m′ denotes the numbering of the (3 × 3) square
for the measurement. The MPS is trained by 6, 18, 180, and
540 noisy samples, respectively. When the number of training
samples is small, the noisy pixels in the background can be
well excluded. But the 〈δS〉m′ in the informative area show
certain “fluctuations”. When the number of training samples
increases, our method can better select the informative fea-
tures in all areas.
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