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Generative adversarial learning is currently one of thetrpoali ¢ elds in arti cial intelligence due to its
great performance in a variety of challenging tasks suchhasopealistic image and video generation. While
a quantum version of generative adversarial learning hagad that promises exponential advantages over
its classical counterpart, its experimental implemeatatind potential applications with accessible quantum
technologies remain explored little. Here, we report areexpental demonstration of quantum generative ad-
versarial learning with the assistance of adaptive feddthat is based on stochastic gradient descent algorithm.
Its performance is explored by applying this technique écdtiaptive characterization of quantum dynamics and
simultaneous estimation of multiple phases. These resdlisate the intriguing advantages of quantum genera-
tive adversarial learning even in the presence of delatenmise, and pave the way towards quantum-enhanced
information processing applications.

I. INTRODUCTION temperature, which can also be readily extended to a quan-
tum system with higher dimension4(, 11]. In order to

Generative adversarial networks (GAN) has been widelygvaluate its performance, we apply this self-guided QGAN to
used for image and video processing, pattern recognitiorfh® adaptive characterization of quantum dynamics (ACQD).
secure steganography and molecule developnie:].[ In Whlle the conven_tlonal char_acterlzanon methods face noto
GAN algorithm, a generator tries to optimize her strateggrov fious challenges in performing the full Bell-state measure
anumber of trials, and generate statistics of data to malke a d ment (BSM) [L6-19) or requiring a large number of ensemble
criminator unable to discriminate between the generatéal dameasurement2p-22, our QGAN algorithm uses Hong-Ou-
and real data. Thus, the generator and the discriminator cddandel (HOM) interference to obtain the distinguishabilit
be thought to be adversaries in a machine learning game. TH@ & single-shot measurement that eludes the requirement of
endpoint of such an adversarial game is the unique Nash equ&SM [23, 24], and this distinguishability works as a realtime
librium, indicating that the generator nds the correcttista ~ feedback for self-guided learning that decreases the nuafibe
tics of data and the discriminator unable to tell the differe ~ €xperimental trials. Additionally, we also explore the by
[4]. Although GAN works well in training the generator to tion pf self-guided QGAN in thg simultaneous estimation of
learn the statistics of true data and leads to signi cargrint Multiple phases, which is a crucial tool for quantum-enleahc
est in industries, the requirement of huge computing powepensing and imaging, and may more complex quantum com-
makes them to be big challenges for classical computerghat Putation and quantum communication protoc@s{29.
limited by Moore's law. In particular, with the rapid growtf ) . . .
data in volume and dimensionality, the classical GAN model While machine leamning has been widely used for enhanc-
is getting exponentially larger and require greatly insegh  INd the performance of quantum state tomography (QER)]
computational resourceés[6]. To deal with these compli- 33, we identify four main advantages associated with our
cated learning tasks, quantum version of GAN (QGAN) had?GAN method using HOM interference. (i) It is well
aroused widespread research interest both in theory ars-exp known that the projective measurement is still a technical
iment [7-11]. As quantum information processing can exhibit challenge for frequency-encoded and time-encoded quantum
an exponential advantage over classical counterparts,\QGAStates since they have the requirements of inef cient fre-
has the potential to provide speed-up over the classicat alg 9uency shifter 34 or complicated Fresnel interferometer
rithms [L2-15]. However, the experimental implementation [35-37]. Conversely, HOM interference can measure the dis-
of QGAN with accessible quantum resources in current staghnguishability in any degree of freedom, thus our QGAN
remains explored little. metho_d is available in a wider range of app_hcatlor_ws. _(||)®|

Here, we experimentally demonstrate a quantum version dfOM interference can reveal the information of |_nC|dent en-
generative adversarial network (QGAN) with the assistancdé@ngled state, our QGAN method has the potential to charac-
of adaptive feedback that is based on stochastic gradient dérize the quantum entanglement accordingly. (i) HOM in-
scent algorithm (namely treelf-guided QGAN wherein both terference is determined by the distinguishable inforameith
the processing datasets and the projective measurement &fkdegree of freedom, our QGAN method can learn the quan-
quantum from the beginning. Self-guided QGAN can worktum state_enpoded in mulltlple degrees of freedom simultane-
with any multilevel systems, here we use photonic qubits be@US!y: Which is an essential tool for hyperentanglemeisetla

cause they are conveniently prepared and measured at rod#Hantum information processing and quantum microscopy
[39. (iv) As a direct result of inherent stability of HOM in-

terference measurement, our QGAN approach promises great
robustness against deleterious noise and experimentalimp
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 Feedback | dependently. In each iteration, the algorithm measures the
(a) . (b) [Discriminator] . similarity of the quantum true data and two random fake data

Fake asf"$ e ST §eStoapproximate a gradient which heads

i - < to the true data more rapidly and then update the generated
\ Real

S i A fake data. Here, the quantum data are encoded into two coher-
s ent single photons, which are routed into different inputgo

\ of the beam splitter in a HOM interferometer simultaneously
(c) [Generator] - [23, 42]. Thus the bunching probability is directly related to
-‘ the photons' level of indistinguishability, namely the ohag
4 \w of two incident photons as described 8 §e3
e In a speci c iterationk, the algorithm chooses one random
Latent variables| . el vee Latent variables direction asDy > "1, 1,i, i+, and generates two projection
pdation by Stochas_tlc gradient . .0, . N t
descent algorithm statesa$ e Sy byDye Thereintop, b~"k 1%, where

FIG. 1. Schematic of self-guided quantum generative advielsiet- _©» {* @re hyperparameters for controlling the gradient estima-
work, wherein the quantum states are depicted on the Bldubrep.  tiOn step size. The system then calculates a gragjgrased

(a) The quantum true state describedgis provided by a quan- 0N the similarity measurement results as

tum system whose internal physical structure and quantwoegs

is not required to be known. (b) The discriminator plays & riol S e 'S ee
distinguishing the quantum true st&ee and fake stat& e, which is Ok Dy. (1)
shown as green and red Bloch vector respectively. (c) Thergéeor 2by

takes the discriminator's measurement outcome as a raalfeed-
back to update the latent variables of fake state by usinthatiic

gradient descent algorithm Since the visibility of HOM interference can reveal the sdi

tinguishable level between two measured photons, it can be
used directly in Eql by replacing as

Thus this scheme may provide an alternative approach for
fundamental test of quantum mechanics, and shedding thef”S e f°S ee 'S, byDee 'S, bDyee

Ii_ght_on more quantum information proce{ssing tas!(s that are Sty bD§ 08 S « DS 03
signi cantly improved by quantum machine learning algo- -
rithms [39—41] Sf K kak$ e8 Sf K kaKS ed
EV V,
2)

Il.  SELF-GUIDED QGAN BY USING QUANTUM

INTERFERENCE whereV denote the visibilities of HOM interference from the
overlap measurements between the projection sttesand
Figure 1 shows the schematic of self-guided QGAN the quantum true stat§ e for each iteration of self-guided
method. The quantum true data describedtgis provided QGAN. Since we are interested in the gradient direction in
by a quantum system, whose internal physical structure angthich we get higher overlap probability rather than the aktu
guantum process is not required to be known. The generaslues of the coincidence counts, the interference vigésl
tor can prepare arbitrary quantum data that is described bare all normalized for the sake of simplicity. Then, the gene
$ e whose purpose is to mimic the quantum true data withated state is updated by following
certain probability. The discriminatdd performs joint quan-
tum measurement on the quantum true data and the generated
fake data, and attempts to distinguish between them by ana-
lyzing the statistics of measurement results. In the seided
QGAN, the generator can receive the information about thevherea, a-k 1 A-S a A, ands are hyperparameters
measurement outcomes that works as a real-time feedbadir controlling the convergence step size. This procedsire i
and then adaptively adjusts his strategies alternativefgdl  repeated for each iteration by updatiBge $, ;jeuntil the
the discriminator, until the discriminator cannot distiigh  discriminator cannot distinguish the difference betweea t
the difference between the true data and fake data any morgire state and fake state. As shown in the inset of Eg),
Thus, the generator learns the statistics of the quantuen truthe self-guided QGAN is steered by the gradigptnd will
data with great advantages in precision and accuracy. thus converge to the underlying state after a suf cient namb
Compared to other QGAN methods, we solve the optimizaof iterations. The values of these hyperparameters can de-
tion problem in the process of the generator by using stechagpend on the speci ¢ system that is under investigation. @/hil
tic gradient descent algorithm81, 32]. It nds the correct it is possible to arbitrarily optimize the delity by incremg
guantum true data by iteratively maximizing the overlap be-the number of iterations, it can be chosen to match the re-
tween the quantum true data and the generated fake data wgsired accuracy and iterative speed that typically depends
ing two quantum interference measurements per iteration irthe practical applications.
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Entanglement source HOM interference arated in distinct spatial modes are routed to the inputsport
of a beam splitter. Thereinto, one of the paired photons pass
[ through a series of wave plates, which changes the single pho
. ? tons' state tdy . Its nonclassical beating can be observed by
g‘;zné:g scanning the time of arrival of one of the photons incident
TEC T on this beam splitter, which constitutes a HOM interferome-
1 I ter. The corresponding interference fringes can be obdénve
L SM the twofold coincidences between the two output ports of the
i . Quantum ¥ beam splitter. Namely, by detecting the HOM interference,
Continune laser ture data o . NP .
@405nm SME - it is possible to perform a similarity measurement on the in-
= cident paired photons without any requirements of any prior

knowledge. In each iteration, we route two independentising
photons in quantum stat§sa and$ eto a HOM interferom-
celr-guidel eter. The detection in coincidence at two output ports rlevea
learnirg the overlap between them, i.¥., ES §a$, which can be
imecooe ot used to calculated the current gradient by following Eqg. (
FIG. 2. Experimental implementation of self-guided QGANDIP These measuremen? results WO.U|d be sent back_ o the genera-
polarizor; HWP: half-wave plate; QWP: quarter-wave plaf&C: tor, and form the b_a5|s for updapng the latent variablesofg
temperature controller; PPKTP: periodically poled pdtassitanyl ~ erated stat& e. Since the maximum overlap means that the
phosphate nonlinear crystal; LP: longpass lter; PBS: pelag coincidence detection reaches its minimum value (the well-
beam splitter; BS: beam splitter; SPDM: single photon daiec  known HOM dip), the self-guided QGAN reaches the Nash
module;$ & quantum fake statéy e quantum ture state. As shown equilibrium. According to the analysis of HOM interference
in the inset, the visibility of the well-known HOM dip will gdually  this indicates that two incident quantum states are intisti

drop to the minimum value with the self-guided algorithmdahe  gyishable in all degrees of freedom, i8e S a [45].
measured results of HOM interference work as a real-timelfaek

to update the latent variables of quantum fake @&xa Figure 3(a-c) shows the experimental results for
learning three random quantum true stat§s=Fe
$6,=0.9081e+0.44¥ e §a3 = 0.6%Fe + 0.72¥e which
are prepared by rotating a HWP that is relevant to a single
parameter to be estimated. Additionally, a series of HWP and
QWP are used to prepare three random quantum true states
$64=0.94Fe+0.34¥e Ya5=0.755 e+ (0.07+0.65iy ¢

The evolution of a quantum system can be expressed i gg = 0.82F e+ (0.57+0.11i% ¢ which are relevant to two
terms of a completely positive quantum dynamical m&p independent parameters to be estimated, and the expeaiment
as#re SginlocmnEmrEgy wherer is the incident ini- result; are depicted in Fi@(d-f). The initigl quantur_n fake
tial state,” Eme are a set of operator basis elemefitsye  State is set a$g  Svein both scenarios. During the
are the matrix elements of the superoperator that encotles &€!t-guided QGAN method, the trajectories of delity are
the information about the dynamics. Typically, pauli-matr recorded [see Fig3(b,e] instead of characterizing the exact
rotation quantum processes can be implemented using wagxperimental e Thereinto, the solid lines and dashed lines

plates L6, 17. By applying a general term, an arbitrary represent the average delities of 5 experimental triald an
combination of unitary matrices turns the initial stateoint 100 theoretical simulations, and the shaded bands describe

the standard deviation of errors. These nal experimental

§a "~ aFe b¥ee~ 2, wherethe complex probability am- : . ; o
litudes satis ed the normalization conditiona€ Sb& 1 results are consistent with the theoretical predictionsene
b " .. .the slight deviations can be mainly attributed to the preci-

Then our self-guided QGAN method can be used to learn this. ) :
o N Sion of detector and the randomness of stochastic gradient
guantum state with high accuracy as shown in Rigwhich

X ; Flescent algorithm. The snapshots of the quantum states and
consequently reveals the the corresponding matrix elesnen . . X
of “Cone. measurement axis at the particular steps derived from the

) ) target state§ 1 andy e4 are plotted on the Bloch sphere

~ The single photons are prepared via spontaneous paramefs shown in Fig3(a,d) While the generator learns from
ric down-conversion43]. In our experimental realization, @ the measurement outcomes and follows stochastic gradient
5-mm-long ppKTP crystal is pumped with a continuous-wavegescent algorithm, the generated quantum fake data (shown
pump laser, which provides type-II collinear phase matghin 55 the red Bloch vectors) gradually converges to the quantum
with pump (p), signal (s), and idler (i) photons at center@av e data (shown as the green Bloch vectors). As a direct
Ier:gths of p 405nmandls; 8l0nmatatemperature of (egyt, the discriminator that use HOM interference ultieha

28 C. The pumping of this nonlineag crystal for SPDC emis-fails to discriminate$ ¢; and &, and correspondingly the
sionis$ley, "FHe¥eg SVesFlge~ 2. These photonsare generator achieves its goal of replicating the statistiche
guided to a polarizing beam splitter, which maps the orthoggquantum true data. In order to evaluate the performance of
onally polarized photon pairs into two distinct spatial med self-guided QGAN, we analyze the state delity to quantify
[44]. As a direct result, paired single photons that are septhe indistinguishability between the quantum true data and
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Ill.  SELF-GUIDED QGAN FOR ADAPTIVE
CHARACTERIZATION OF QUANTUM DYNAMICS
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FIG. 3. Tracking of the self-guided QGAN. (a-c) Experimémtsults for three quantum true stal®® 23 that are prepared by rotating
a HWP. (a) The snapshots of the system at the particular atéfegation 1, 2, 4, 8, 10, 16 in the Bloch sphere representgin which the
guantum true data and fake data is represented by the grdea@Bloch vectors respectively. (b) The tracking of dglituring the quantum
adversarial learning process. (c) The density matricesiahym true state§ e and experimentally estimated stats;, where an average
delity of 99.8%is achieved. (d-f) Experimental results for three quantume statesy 45 that are prepared by rotating a HWP and a
QWP, where each panel is the counterpart of (a) to (c) reispbctThe experimentally measured average delity read@ 3%

Yoy — 5 .. . . . . .
the generated data &5f ¢,ys tr yif ¢ Yi. Asshown signi cant environmental noise is also investigated asnsho

in Fig. 3(c,f), the average delity 0f99.6%is achieved after N Fig.-4. We choos& &, andy &4 as the quantum true states
20 iterations in our proof-of-principle experiment, whican anc_i |ntrodl_Jge theT signi cant statistical noise from a seurc
be further enhanced by increasing the number of iteration8 light emitting diode. These results show excellent perfo
and improving the experimental implementation such adnancein the presence and absence of noise, whlch_lndlcates
higher signal-to-noise ration or higher detection ef aign the great robustness of our approach against deleteriases. no
We note that our approach can reach its equilibrium without
any requirement of prior knowledge about the quantum true
data or the HOM interference measurement performed by
the discriminator, and thus promises a double-blind quantu
machine learning process just as its classical countetpart

IV.  SELF-GUIDED QGAN FOR MULTIPLE PHASE
ESTIMATION

Quantum metrology exploits quantum mechanics to enable
The performance of self-guided QGAN in the presence ohigher precision than its classical counterpart. This heesnb
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FIG. 5. Theoretical simulation of self-guided QGAN for sittane-

FIG. 4. Performance of self-guided QGAN in the presence wk-en ©OUS estimation of 10, 20, 50, 70 and 100 phases.

ronmental noise for quantum true stafeg; andy e,4. The dashed

lines and solid lines represent the average delities of pegdnen-

tal trials with- and without-noise respectively, and thedd bands  jnijtial entangled state is transformed into
show the standard deviation of errors.
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Yeay Q AIvfwle €Yk T gukwkes (5)
widely explored with the estimation of optical phase shifts k
by means of interferometry providing the dominant paradigm
[46, 47). One of the most important metrology problems to Then the discriminator uses HOM interference as a projec-
the wider research community is the microscopy and imagin@ive measurement to distinguish the quantum true data and th
[38]. Phase imaging is a cornerstone of optical microscopygenerated data. Speci cally, in each iteration, pairedtphs
typically realized using the related techniques of phase co are routed to a balanced HOM interferometer, and the coin-
trast and differential interference contrast imaging. @pr  cidence counts in two opposite spatial modes are identi ed.
proach maps phase imaging onto the problem of multiplerhe manifestation of interference fringes can be approtemha
phase estimation simultaneousigs] 27-29.. We provide by the sum of coincidence probabilities with difference-fre
a strategy for the estimation of multiple phases using selfquency detunings ag§|
guided QGAN method, in which the multiparameter nature
of the problem leads to an intrinsic bene t when exploiting ~ A N " 2.2
guantum resources. Pite Q —= 1 coSyy fieexp s

As shown in Fig.2, since the difference frequency of down- “
converted photons typically exceeds that of the pump lase{,pqres js the RMS (root mean square) bandwidth of SPDC
high-dimensional frequency entanglement arises quite-nat ,p5ions. For visibility and ef ciency, we can set 0 such
rally as a consequence of energy conservation, and can t{’)ﬁat theP"t « is only determined by the term 6f, j 4. Anal-

. (6)

written in the form of ogously, the measured interference probability is usecko c
n culate the current gradient by following)( which would be
Yay Q AkASrvgwike S/vikwge-, (4) sent.back to the_generator.for u_pdatiqg the IatentyariaﬁMds
K forming the basis for next iteration. Since the maximum ever

lap means that the coincidence detection reaches its maximu
where Ay represents the probability amplitude of thke th ~ value (the well-known HOM peak), the self-guided QGAN
frequency-bin entanglememt donates the dimensions of pre- reaches the Nash equilibrium, namely two incident quantum
pared entanglementys; , represent the center frequenciesstates are indistinguishable in all degrees of freedom, i.e
of signal, idler and pump photons respectively, and they satyx fyforallk 1,2,...nsimultaneously.
isfy the energy conservation amé( Wik wp. By encod- To evaluate the performance of our self-guided QGAN for
ing the quantum true data that is described by multiple unmultiphase estimation simultaneously, Figlemonstrates the
known phasesyq,yo,....¥n®, @ commercial wave shaper theoretical simulation results, wherein the estimatioouac
can be readily used to modulate the relative phase shifts oracy can reach.98for the estimation o100unknown phases
the signal photon independently. Meanwhile, the generatosimultaneously. We note again that the gradient estimation
also uses a wave shaper to encode the imitated quantum datip and convergence can be tuned by the corresponding pa-
“f 1,2, ...,f ne on the paired idler photons. Accordingly, the rameters in the stochastic gradient descent algorithm.



V. DISCUSSION architecture, the bosonic mode actually provides a quantum
system with in nite dimensions, the whole approach can be

extended to other platform like superconducting circif]

We present the concept and experiment of self-guided\nother possible extension of our current experiment is to
QGAN for simultaneous multiparameter estimation with theexplore a more complicated architecture with multiple pho-
assistance of adaptive feedback that is based on stochestic tonic modes, wherein the two-photon HOM interferometric
dient descent algorithm. Thereinto, the quantum true dada a con guration should be replaced with multiport quantum in-
the generated fake data are all encoded using quantum supégtference 43. Our work may inspire more theoretical and
position states, and the discriminator performs the HOM in-€xperimental researches into the advanced quantum machine
terference as the projective measurement. We also explere tlearning algorithms that provides great advantages ower th
robustness of self-guided QGAN against deleterious expericlassical methods.
mental and environmental noise, and show excellent stabili
as a direct result of quantum interference measurement.
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