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ABSTRACT

Driven by the significant advantages offered by quantum computing, research in quantum machine learning has increased
in recent years. While quantum speed-up has been demonstrated in some applications of quantum machine learning, a
comprehensive understanding of its underlying mechanisms for improved performance remains elusive. Our study fills this gap
by examining the expressibility of quantum circuits integrated within a convolutional neural network (CNN). Through numerical
training on the MNIST dataset, our hybrid quantum-classical CNN model exhibited superior feature selection capabilities and
significantly reduced the required training steps compared to the classical CNN. To understand the root of this enhanced
performance, we conducted an analytical investigation of the functional expressibility of quantum circuits and derived a
quantum activation function. We demonstrated that this quantum activation is more efficient in selecting important features and
discarding unimportant information of input images. These findings not only deepen our comprehension of quantum-enhanced
machine-learning models but also advance the classical machine-learning technique by introducing the quantum-inspired
activation function.

Introduction

The unparalleled potential of quantum algorithms over
their classical counterparts has ignited widespread en-
thusiasm for quantum computing1–10. Thanks to the
achievements in quantum hardware development11–15,
quantum supremacy was demonstrated via the ran-
dom sampling task made by the Google superconduct-
ing quantum computer and the photonic quantum de-
vice16,17. In addition to these landmark achievements,
quantum computing has found applications across di-
verse domains, including simulating many-body Hamil-
tonian2,18–24, simulating spectroscopies25–29, and solv-
ing NP-complete problems30–34. Among them, most of
these applications use the variational technique to find a
solution with a minimal value of the loss function or the
energy, which is analogous to the strategy used in ma-
chine learning techniques, inspiring the idea of quantum
machine learning35,36.

The current extensively used supervised quantum
machine learning methods use quantum models or cir-
cuits to extract essential features37–42. Unlike the kernel
method used in classical machine learning, the quan-
tum model encodes data in the high-dimensional Hilbert
space and utilizes a series of quantum gates to construct
nonlinear quantum kernel functions. Broadly, these
quantum kernel methods fall into two categories: ex-
plicit and implicit quantum models43. Explicit models
utilize measurements of a quantum state controlled by
encoded data and parameterized gates. The recently
proposed data reuploading model also belongs to this
category44,45. Implicit models weigh the inner products

of quantum states controlled by the encoded input data.
A representative example of the implicit model is the
quantum support vector machine46–50. Compared to im-
plicit models, explicit models create more complex func-
tions, posing significant challenges to our understanding,
which in turn obscures the mechanisms underpinning
their superior performance in some case studies 51–57.

Understanding the origin of superior performance in
quantum machine learning is essential for optimizing
quantum models and potentially enriching classical al-
gorithms. Quantum-inspired classical algorithms, for
example, have already accelerated linear algebra com-
putations, showcasing the benefits of translating quan-
tum insights to classical contexts58–61. Despite these
advancements, the machine learning field sees a paucity
of quantum-inspired algorithms, primarily due to an in-
adequate grasp of quantum model intricacies62. This
knowledge gap has spurred investigations into the ex-
pressibility of quantum models63–66. However, giving an
analytical relationship between the expressibility and the
architecture of a quantum circuit is challenging, and this
difficulty increases with the number of qubits and quan-
tum gates. Consequently, research has predominantly
pursued numerical evaluations, including evaluating the
expressibility of the Hilbert space and the functional ex-
pressibility63–66. For instance, the expressibility of the
Hilbert space was characterized by comparing different
distributions of the fidelity between the quantum state
from a quantum model and the Haar-random states63.
In addition, it was proposed to understand the functional
expressibility of a quantum model by utilizing the Fourier
series64. While these insights advance our understand-
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Figure 1. Five quantum circuits used in our study. The orange- and green-colored rectangles represent
parametric Ry rotation operators. In circuits 2, 4, and 5, these two Ry operators are separated by a CNOT gate. In
circuit 1 and circuit 3, two Ry operators are applied one after another, which can be merged into a single Ry operator.

ing, they fail to elucidate the relationship between Hilbert
space expressibility and quantum machine learning ef-
ficacy. Moreover, the decomposition of a function into
a Fourier series cannot intuitively reflect the nonlinear
relationship between the input data and the output. To
advance quantum machine learning techniques, it is vital
to address these foundational questions.

Our research advances the understanding of quantum
models in quantum machine learning by providing clear,
analytical expressions for quantum circuits, setting our
work apart from prior studies. Specifically, we analyze
five shallow quantum circuits integrated within a convo-
lutional neural network (CNN) framework. To compare
the hybrid convolutional neural network (CNN) and the
classical CNN, we restrict ourselves to the situation that
these five quantum models have the same number of
variables as that in the classical CNN. To understand the
trainability of these circuits, we first study the expressibil-
ity of the Hilbert space of these circuits and observe a
similar expressibility and trainability among these five cir-
cuits. We then explore the training speed of hybrid CNNs
with these five quantum circuits and attribute different
performances to different functional expressibilities. A
notable discovery is that circuits employing a rotation op-
erator directly after the data upload via angle encoding
outperform those incorporating a CNOT layer between
the data encoding and rotation operations. This insight
is instrumental for optimizing quantum circuit design
in hybrid systems. Further, we succeeded in deriving
analytical expressions of the quantum circuit yielding
the best performance in the hybrid CNN, which is char-

acterized as a continued product of the cosine series.
Compared to the traditional Tanh and Sigmoid activation
functions, this quantum activation function can efficiently
select essential features and discard unimportant infor-
mation, resulting in faster loss function convergence.
This finding is pivotal because we offer a clear explana-
tion for the superior performance of hybrid CNNs and
a quantum-inspired activation function with enhanced
efficiency to the broader machine-learning community.

Results

Quantum Circuits
Our study aims to elucidate the performance of hybrid

quantum-classical machine learning frameworks with
different quantum models. To avoid the quantum barren
plateau67, we focus on five shallow quantum circuits
(QCs), as depicted in Fig. 1. In QCs 1 and 3, sequen-
tial parametric Ry rotation operators—represented as
orange and green rectangles—proceed without interme-
diary quantum operations. Conversely, the two rotation
operators are separated by a CNOT layer in QCs 2, 4,
and 5 (QC 5 is investigated in Ref. 63). These five cir-
cuits have different architectures, generating different
expressibilities of the Hilbert space and functional ex-
pressibilities. As discussed in early studies63,65, these
two expressibilities could affect the performance of the
hybrid quantum-classical neural network, although the
hidden mechanism is unclear. To explore this relation-
ship, we will integrate these quantum models into a
CNN.
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Figure 2. Hybrid quantum-classical convolutional neural network (CNN). a, A figure for the hybrid CNN
architecture, which includes one convolution layer, one average pooling layer, one flattened layer, and two fully
connected (FC) neural networks. b, A quantum circuit with nine qubits is sketched. c, A figure for advancing the
classical machine learning method via quantum-inspired algorithms.
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Figure 3. The performance of the hybrid
convolutional neural network (CNN) and the
classical CNN. The top panel plots the loss function at
each epoch during the training phase. The bottom
panel plots the training accuracy. The MNIST dataset
with 57,600 samples is used to train these CNN models.

Before performing a machine learning task, we need
to understand the trainability of these quantum circuits,
which can be characterized by the expressibility of the
Hilbert space. The relationship between the trainability
and the expressibility was explained in Ref. 68, which
concluded that a quantum circuit with strong express-
ibility of the Hilbert space exhibits the quantum barren
plateau issue, leading to a weak trainability. To quantize
the expressibility of the Hilbert space of a quantum cir-
cuit, we follow Ref. 63 and compare the distribution of
quantum states obtained from sampling the parameters
of a quantum circuit to the uniform distribution of Haar-
random states. The Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence is
used to characterize different distributions of the fidelity
of these quantum states (see details in the method sec-
tion). A smaller value of KL divergence denotes a better
expressibility of the Hilbert space. It is found that these
five circuits generate a similar distribution of fidelities,
leading to a comparable value of KL divergence, which
is about 0.345 (see Supplementary Note 1). This result
implies that these five quantum circuits have a similarly
limited expressibility of the Hilbert space; as a result,
they exhibit good trainability68.

Hybrid quantum-classical convolutional neural net-
work

Although these quantum circuits have similar express-
ibility of the Hilbert space and trainability, they have
different functional expressions, leading to different per-
formances of the hybrid machine learning approach.
Here, we focus on the example of the hybrid quantum-
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Figure 4. Analysis of Quantum Circuits. a, The quantum state |ΨN
1 ⟩ of quantum circuit 1 is divided into two parts,

|Ψ2
1⟩ and |ΨN

3 ⟩, where N is the total number of qubits. b, The contribution of a 2×2 filter encoded into quantum
circuit 1 comes from the first and fourth qubits. c, The contribution of a 3×3 filter encoded into quantum circuit 1
comes from qubits with odd indexes. d, The analysis of quantum circuit 3. e, The contribution of a 2×2 filter
encoded into quantum circuit 3 comes from the first and third qubits. f, The contribution of a 3×3 filter encoded into
quantum circuit 3 comes from the first, third, and seventh qubits.

classical CNN. As shown in Fig. 2a, our hybrid CNN
includes one convolutional layer with quantum filters,
one average pooling layer, one flattened layer, and two
fully connected (FC) neural networks (NN). We define
the number of features within the first hidden layer as L
and set the number of neurons in the last-second hid-
den layer as L2 = 2L. For the output layer, a SoftMax
activation function is employed to facilitate multi-class
classification (10 classes are used in our simulations.)
alongside the use of a categorical cross-entropy loss
function.

The architecture of the quantum filter is delineated in
Fig. 2b. For each quantum circuit, we encode an Nx ×Ny
patch (xi, j) of the input image into a quantum state by
setting the rotation angle in the first Ry rotation layer as
θi×Ny+ j = xi, j ×π. The notations W and V are utilized to
denote the controlled-NOT (CNOT) layer within our quan-
tum circuits. When the CNOT layer is omitted between
successive Ry operators, V is substituted by an identity
operator. The angle applied to the subsequent Ry opera-
tor is a parametric variable, which is used to minimize
the loss function. The neuron in the first hidden layer
corresponds to the output of the quantum circuit, which
is the expectation value of Z⊗N , where N represents
the number of qubits, and Z denotes the z-component
of the Pauli matrix. Notably, the number of parametric
variables within our hybrid CNN aligns with its classical

counterpart, except for the biased variable. This config-
uration facilitates a direct comparison between hybrid
and classical CNNs.

We use the MNIST dataset to train our models with
L = 16 and a batch size of 6469. In our work, the training
sample size is 57,600, and the testing sample size is
10000. As depicted in Fig. 3, the evolution of the loss
function and the accuracy at each epoch during the train-
ing phase is plotted for both the five hybrid CNNs and
the classical CNN (CCNN). Notably, the analysis reveals
that the hybrid CNNs employing quantum circuits 1 and
3 exhibit a markedly accelerated decrease in both the
loss function and the residue of the accuracy (defined
as 1-accuracy) compared to their counterparts. Hybrid
CNNs with QCs 2 and 4 have similar performances and
are trained slightly faster than the classical CNN. For the
hybrid CNN with QC 5, the loss function and the residue
of the accuracy decrease slower than the classical CNN.
The better performances of the hybrid CNNs with QCs 1
and 3 show that re-rotating the encoded angle makes
better feature selections, which is attributed to the neu-
ral network model optimizing the encoding method. In
addition, we note that the complex function generated
by quantum circuits does not always guarantee a better
performance.

The different training speeds among these five hybrid
CNNs are attributed to distinct functional expressions of
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these quantum circuits. To uncover the roots of these
variations, we conduct a detailed study of their analytical
expressions.

Quantum Circuit 1
We start our analysis with quantum circuit 1. To obtain

the output ⟨Ψ|Z⊗N |Ψ⟩ of QC 1, we need to use the fol-
lowing proposition. Here, |Ψ⟩ is the final quantum state
of this quantum circuit.

Proposition 1 We consider a quantum circuit com-
posed of N qubits, where the initial state |ψi⟩ of each
qubit is described by |ψi⟩ = qi|0⟩+ pi|1⟩. Upon the ap-
plication of a CNOT gate between two adjacent qubits
first across even-indexed qubits and then odd-indexed
qubits, as depicted in Fig. 4a, the expectation value of
the operator Z⊗N is determined by the following recursive
relationship:

⟨ΨN
1 |Z⊗N |ΨN

1 ⟩=
[
|p1|2 −|q1|2

]
×⟨ΨN

3 |Z⊗N−2|ΨN
3 ⟩, (1)

where |ψm
n ⟩ = ⊗i=i+2,i<m

i=n CX(i, i+ 1)⊗ j= j+2, j<m
j=n+1 CX( j, j +

1)⊗m
i=n |ψi⟩. The notation CX(i, j) denotes a CNOT gate

with qubit i as the controller and qubit j as the target.

To demonstrate this proposition, we treat the first two
qubits and the remaining qubits, shown in Fig. 4a, sep-
arately. The quantum state on the first two qubits after
applying a CNOT gate is

|Ψ2
1⟩=q1q2|00⟩+q1 p2|01⟩+ p1q2|11⟩+p1 p2|10⟩. (2)

We label the quantum state on the remaining N−2 qubits
as |ΨN

3 ⟩ and entangle this state with |Ψ2
1⟩ via a CNOT

gate CX(2,3). The entangled quantum state is then
given by

|ΨN
1 ⟩ =

[
q1q2|00⟩+q1 p2|01⟩X3 + p1q2|11⟩X3 + p1 p2|10⟩

]
⊗|ΨN

3 ⟩. (3)

Here, X3 is the x-component Pauli matrix that acts
on the third qubit. Utilizing the relationship that
⟨ΨN

3 |X3Z⊗N−2X3|ΨN
3 ⟩=−⟨ΨN

3 |Z⊗N−2|ΨN
3 ⟩, we find

⟨ΨN
1 |Z⊗N |ΨN

1 ⟩=
[
|p1|2−|q1|2

]
⟨ΨN

3 |Z⊗N−2|ΨN
3 ⟩. (4)

Proposition 1 is demonstrated from the above deriva-
tions. With proposition 1, we can easily obtain the
output of QC 1. If the number of qubits N is odd,
the output is ⟨ΨN

1 |Z⊗N |ΨN
1 ⟩=−∏

N
i∈odd

[
|pi|2 −|qi|2

]
; if

N is even, then the output becomes ⟨ΨN
1 |Z⊗N |ΨN

1 ⟩=
−
[
|pN |2 −|qN |2

]
×∏

N−3
i∈odd

[
|pi|2 −|qi|2

]
. In QC 1, pi and

qi depend on the values of θi and φi. With some effort,
we find that the output of QC 1 can be written as

fQC1(θ ,φ) =

{
−∏

N
i∈odd cosαi N ∈ odd

−cosαN ∏
N−3
i∈odd cosαi N ∈ even

, (5)

where αi=θi +φi. Equation (5) shows that the output of
QC 1 depends on rotation angles on specific qubits. For

example, the output of a 2× 2 quantum filter depends
on the angle on the first and fourth qubits, which are
highlighted by the blue color in Fig. 4b. For a 3×3 filter,
the output is determined by the angle on the qubit with
odd indexes (see Fig. 4c).

Quantum Circuit 3
Our investigation into the activation function of QC

3 commences by examining the quantum state prior
to the final CNOT gate application, denoted as |ΨN⟩,
and illustrated in Fig. 4d. Proposition 2 provides the
necessary framework for this analysis, establishing that
|ΨN⟩ can be succinctly described through a recursive
formulation, detailed as follows.

Proposition 2 Upon the application of a CNOT gate
between adjacent qubits within a quantum circuit starting
from the initial state |ψi⟩ of each qubit, the resultant
quantum state evolves into

|ΨN⟩ =
[
pN |gN−2⟩⊗ |0⟩N−1+qN |tN−2⟩⊗ |1⟩N−1

]
⊗|0⟩N+[

qN |gN−2⟩⊗ |0⟩N−1+pN |tN−2⟩⊗ |1⟩N−1
]
⊗|1⟩N ,

(6)

where |gN−2⟩ and |tN−2⟩ represent states across the first
N −2 qubits. These two quantum states follow recursion
relationships, which are expressed as

|gN−2⟩= pN−2|gN−4⟩⊗ |0⟩N−3 +qN−2|tN−4⟩⊗ |1⟩N−3, (7)
|tN−2⟩=qN−2|gN−4⟩⊗ |0⟩N−3 + pN−2|tN−4⟩⊗ |1⟩N−3. (8)

Utilizing the relationship between the output wave-
function |Ψ⟩ of QC 3 and |ΨN⟩ and Eq. (6), the output
⟨Ψ|Z⊗N |Ψ⟩ of QC 3 can be represented by |gN−2⟩ and
|tN−2⟩ via

⟨Ψ|Z⊗N |Ψ⟩= ⟨gN−2|Z⊗N−2|gN−2⟩−⟨tN−2|Z⊗N−2|tN−2⟩. (9)

Therefore, to obtain the result of ⟨Ψ|Z⊗N |Ψ⟩, we
first need to evaluate ⟨gN−2|Z⊗N−2|gN−2⟩ and
⟨tN−2|Z⊗N−2|tN−2⟩. It is found that ⟨gN−2|Z⊗N−2|gN−2⟩
and ⟨tN−2|Z⊗N−2|tN−2⟩ follow the following two recursion
equations,

⟨gN−2|Z⊗N−2|gN−2⟩+ ⟨tN−2|Z⊗N−2|tN−2⟩=
⟨gN−4|Z⊗N−4|gN−4⟩−⟨tN−4|Z⊗N−4|tN−4⟩, (10)

and

⟨gN−2|Z⊗N−2|gN−2⟩−⟨tN−2|Z⊗N−2|tN−2⟩=
cosαN−2

[
⟨gN−4|Z⊗N−4|gN−4⟩+ ⟨tN−4|Z⊗N−4|tN−4⟩

]
. (11)

Using these recursion equations, the output of QC 3 can
be formalized as

fQC3(θ ,φ) =



(
∏

i=i−4,i>4
i=N−2 cosαi

)
cosα3cosα1 N = 4+4n(

∏
i=i−4,i>6
i=N−2 cosαi

)
cosα4cosα2 N = 6+4n(

∏
i=i−4,i>5
i=N−2 cosαi

)
cosα5cosα2 N = 3+4n(

∏
i=i−4,i>5
i=N−2 cosαi

)
cosα3cosα1 N = 5+4n,
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where n is a non-negative integer. Notably, fQC3 also has
a qubit index dependence. If we use a 2× 2 quantum
filter, only rotation angles on the first and third qubits con-
tribute to the output, highlighted as blue color in Fig. 4e.
For a 3×3 quantum filter, the output is determined by
the rotation angle on the first, third, and seventh qubits
(see Fig. 4f).

Other Quantum Circuits
Our analysis of quantum circuits 1 and 3 reveals that

their activation functions can be characterized by a con-
tinued product of the cosine series. This characteristic
commonly exists in QCs 2, 4, and 5. To demonstrate
this argument, we will use the following proposition.

Proposition 3 Consider a quantum circuit composed
of alternating layers of Ry rotation operators and CNOT
gates, as depicted in Fig. 2b, the output wavefunction of
the circuit for a given basis index m in the Hilbert space
is formalized as:

[|Ψ⟩]m = ∑
i, j,k

Wmi,Ri, jVj,kRk,0|0⟩, (12)

where Wm,i and Vj,k are the matrix elements correspond-
ing to the quantum layers W and V , each capable of
adopting values 0 or 1. The Ri, j denotes the matrix ele-
ments associated with the initial and subsequent rotation
layers, embodying a continued product of the cosine se-
ries.

Proposition 3 is demonstrable by analyzing Ry rotation
and CNOT operators. The matrix element of the Ry oper-
ator, composed of sine and cosine functions, can be uni-
formly expressed in cosine terms. Therefore, the matrix
element of a Ry rotation layer is represented as a cosine
series product. Simultaneously, the matrix elements of
a CNOT operator, composed of 0 and 1, contribute to
the tensor product representation of a CNOT layer. Con-
sequently, the matrix element of a CNOT layer can only
be 1 and 0. Thus, the weight of each basis of the output
wavefunction |Ψ⟩ is either a continued cosine product
or zero, culminating in ⟨Ψ|Z⊗N |Ψ⟩ as a summation of
these products. This characteristic persists even when
more Rx and Ry rotations are added, underscoring the
consistent mathematical structure of quantum activation
function across various quantum circuits.

Recent advancements in quantum machine learning
have concentrated on optimizing quantum circuits, as
evidenced in Refs. 54,57,70,71. These efforts predom-
inantly involve simulating quantum circuits to uncover
efficient pathways for hybrid machine-learning methods.
Our analysis contributes to this body of knowledge by
elucidating that the distinct expressions of various quan-
tum circuits can be represented as summations over dif-
ferent products of cosine series. This insight facilitates a
more straightforward approach by examining analytical
activation functions. Compared to the complexities of

direct quantum circuit simulation, which is hampered by
the exponential growth of the Hilbert space with each
additional qubit, our finding offers a more accessible and
scalable research alternative.

CNNs with different activation functions
Our analysis demonstrates that quantum activation

functions, especially the activation functions of QCs 1
and 3, have a qubit-index or site-index dependence. To
systematically assess the influence of this qubit-index
dependence and its contribution to the divergent per-
formances between classical CNNs and their hybrid
counterparts, we devised an experimental framework
employing five distinct activation functions (AFs), de-
tailed in Fig. 5a. AF 1 and AF 2 incorporate the conven-
tional Tanh function in the convolutional layer, with AF
2 introducing site dependence. AF 3 and AF 4 repre-
sent the activation functions derived from QCs 1 and 3,
respectively. AF 5 adopts a site-wide product of cosine
functions. In our simulations, the number of features
in the first and second hidden layers are set as 16 and
64, respectively. The comparative analysis of these AFs,
based on the loss function trends during the training of
the MNIST dataset shown in Fig. 5b, reveals that classi-
cal CNNs with AF 1 and AF 2 exhibit analogous perfor-
mance metrics, thereby indicating that site dependence
does not significantly impact performance. Conversely,
AFs 3, 4, and 5 showcase a markedly rapid decay in
the loss function. This fast training speed is also ob-
served in the training of the Fashion MNIST dataset,
as detailed in supplementary note 4. These results
strongly suggest that the accelerated training efficiency
associated with AFs 3, 4, and 5 is attributed to the in-
corporation of higher-order nonlinearity rather than the
site-dependence mechanism.

We extended our analysis to evaluate the training
accuracy with these five distinct activation functions, re-
vealing uniform performance across the training dataset
for all functions. However, a discernible discrepancy was
noted in the testing dataset accuracy, where models em-
ploying AF 3, AF 4, and AF 5 exhibited marginally lower
scores compared to those with AF 1 and AF 2. This
result suggests a subtle challenge associated with the
higher-order nonlinearity introduced by the continued
product of the cosine series in AFs 3, 4, and 5. To delve
deeper into the potential overfitting problem, the Fashion
MNIST dataset was utilized for further experimentation
(detailed in supplementary note 4). The CNN model
utilizing AF 3 demonstrated a notable disparity between
training (99%) and testing (88%) accuracies, highlight-
ing a pronounced overfitting concern. In contrast, the
model with AF 1 maintained consistent performance
across both training and testing phases, achieving an
approximate accuracy (88%). Despite the overfitting
observed with quantum-inspired activation functions, im-
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for three different convolutional neural networks.

plementing an early-stop strategy proved effective in
equalizing the training and testing accuracies at around
88%, thereby mitigating the overfitting issue to some
extent. To demonstrate the advantage of this quantum-
inspired activation function and the validity of the early-
stop strategy for the overfitting issue, more case studies
with different image identification datasets are required.

In addition to the rapid decrease observed in the loss
function, the CNN employing the cosine function has a
strong capability to select critical features from the input
image. Figure 5c displays both the original images and
the features extracted in the first hidden layer from CNNs
with AF 1, AF 3, and AF 4. Notably, the model with AF
1 captures comprehensive detail, including both edge
delineation and internal patterns within the digit imagery.
In contrast, the model leveraging the cosine function pri-
marily emphasizes edge information, which is sufficient
for accurate identification. This superior feature selec-
tion by the quantum-inspired algorithm is also observed
in the application to the Fashion MNIST dataset, further
elucidating the advantage of cosine-based activation
functions in emphasizing essential image characteristics
(further details provided in supplementary note 4).

To elucidate the strong feature selection capability
inherent to quantum activation functions, we explore
the function f (α) = ∏

3
i cosαi, where αi = θi +φi. In this

formula, θi denotes the angle corresponding to the en-
coded data, and φi represents a variable. By considering
a three-pixel patch as illustrated in Fig. 6a, encoding the
background pixels of an image as zero yields an output
of zero whenever any φi equals π/2. This zero output
is similarly achieved when encoding a patch inside a
digital imagery as π. At a smooth edge, where θi lies
between 0 and π, f (α) is nonzero for φi = π/2. There-
fore, f (α) can distinguish the edge information and drop
redundant information by setting φi = π/2. We examined
the trained weight φi of the CNN with AF 3, plotted in
Fig. 6b. It is found that 75% of features have a weight
value of π/2, denoted as a black dashed line in Fig. 6b.
The remaining 25% of features have a weight value
close to π/2. The deviation from π/2 of these weights
is attributed to the oscillation of parameters during the
training phase (see Supplementary Note 3). By tracing
the evolution of weights during the training phase, we
observe a convergence towards π/2 commencing from
the fifth epoch. This result implies that AF3 can be eas-
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Figure 6. Analysis of the quantum-inspired
activation function. a, A sketch of three different input
patches. b, The distribution of trained weights across
16 features within the convolutional layer of a CNN
model with activation function 3.

ily trained to distinguish the edge information, therefore
resulting in a fast convergence in the loss function.

Our analysis shows that the success of the cosine-
based activation function requires a smooth edge be-
tween two objects. If an image includes two objects with
a clear and sharp boundary, the cosine-based activa-
tion function cannot be directly applied. In this situation,
one could first apply average pooling layers to blur the
boundary between two objects. For the MNIST dataset,
the image resolution is low, and the edge of the digital
imagery is already blurred.

Conclusion and Discussion
Our work explained how quantum circuits select fea-

tures in the Hilbert space by taking examples of five
shallow quantum circuits integrated into a convolutional
neural network. Upon training the MNIST dataset and
the Fashion MNIST dataset, we observed that the hy-
brid quantum-classical CNN is more efficient in selecting
important features of input images compared to the clas-
sical CNN, leading to a faster convergence in the loss
function. To dissect the root behind the enhanced per-
formance of the hybrid CNN, we delve into the function
expressions of quantum circuits. We demonstrated that
our quantum circuits generate a polynomial function with
each component being a product of the cosine series.
The hybrid quantum-classical CNNs with different poly-
nomial functions have different performances. When the

polynomial function is reduced to a monomial function,
the hybrid quantum-classical CNN performs best.

To further explore the origin of the better performance
of the quantum-inspired activation function, we ana-
lyze how this activation function selects features of a
background patch, a patch inside digital imagery, and a
patch from an edge. We demonstrate that the quantum-
inspired activation function can keep essential informa-
tion and discard redundant information by setting the
parametric rotation angle as π/2. Importantly, this func-
tion cannot be achieved using the classical Sigmoid and
Tanh activation functions.

Our training process for the hybrid quantum-classical
model does not encounter the issue of quantum barren
plateau67. This phenomenon, or rather the lack thereof,
can be attributed to the properties of our quantum activa-
tion function. If we consider a function f (α) = ∏

3
i cosαi,

the gradient of f (α) with respect to each angle φi is de-
termined by the values of θi and φi. A scenario where
the gradient is zero with a specific input patch x and φi
is possible. However, this gradient shifts away from zero
as the quantum filter scans across different segments
of the input image, altering the input patch x. Conse-
quently, the convolutional methodology employed here
inherently precludes the persistence of zero gradients.

Our work not only deepens the understanding of quan-
tum machine learning methods but also provides a new
method for exploiting quantum supremacy. Currently,
quantum machine learning has been intensively studied;
however, applying this technique in quantum computers
to a large dataset suffers from limited input/output band-
width72 and limited quantum computing resources. Our
work provides a new insight into taking advantage of
quantum supremacy by finding analytical expressions of
quantum circuits. Implementing these quantum-inspired
activation functions in our popular machine learning soft-
ware, including TensorFlow and PyTorch, is easy, and
the computational cost is the same as that for the stan-
dard machine learning model. This strategy will help
harness quantum supremacy through quantum-inspired
classical activation functions for a broad array of ma-
chine learning application areas, including but not lim-
ited to autonomous vehicles, cybersecurity, healthcare,
and finance.

Methods

Kullback-Leibler divergence
The Kullback-Leibler divergence, denoted as

DKL(P||Q), serves as a metric for quantifying the
disparity between two probability distributions: P and
Q. Specifically, we employ DKL(P||Q) to assess the
differences in the distribution of fidelities F associated
with quantum states generated by a quantum circuit
versus those derived from Haar-random states. The
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divergence is mathematically expressed as

DKL(P||Q) = ∑
F

P(F)log
P(F)

Q(F)+ ε
, (13)

where ε = 10−20 is introduced to mitigate numerical insta-
bility issues. Here, P(F) and Q(F) respectively represent
the probability distributions of the fidelity of quantum cir-
cuit states and Haar-random states.

Convolutional Neural Network
The convolutional neural network (CNN) was trained

through both forward and backward propagation tech-
niques. For the backward propagation, we computed
the gradient of the loss function L with respect to the
rotation angle φl,k by employing the parameter shift rule,
as outlined in Ref. 73. The mathematical representation
is as follows:

∂L

∂φl,k
= ∑

i, j

∂L

∂ fl,i, j

∂ fl,i, j

∂φl,k
, (14)

∂ fl,i, j

∂φl,k
=

1
2
[

fQC(φl,k +π/2)− fQC(φl,k −π/2)
]
,

(15)

where fl,i, j denotes the neuron in the first hidden layer.
Here, l represents the feature index, while i and j are
spatial indices within each feature layer. The function
fQC(φk) is defined as

fQC(φk) = ⟨ψk−1|U†(φk)Bk+1U(φk)|ψk−1⟩ , (16)

where U(φk) is the single qubit operator associated with
φk. The quantum state |ψk−1⟩ is defined as

|ψk−1⟩=U(φk−1) · · ·U(φ1)VU(θN) · · ·U(θ1)|0⟩ , (17)

and the quantum operator Bk+1 is defined as

Bk+1 =U†(φk+1) · · ·U†(φN)W †Z⊗NWU†(φN) · · ·U(φk+1). (18)

To simulate quantum circuits, we utilized Qulacs, a
Python/C++ library with CPU and GPU supports74. In
this work, we considered 16 features in the first hidden
layer. For different feature numbers, we direct readers
to supplementary note 2.

Data Availability
The data that support the findings of this study are

available from the corresponding authors upon reason-
able request.

Code Availability
The code is available at

https://github.com/sli43/hybrid-quantum-classical-
CNN.
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