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With the rapid development of quantum computing technology, we have entered the era of
noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) computers. Therefore, designing quantum algorithms
that adapt to the hardware conditions of current NISQ devices and can preliminarily solve some
practical problems has become the focus of researchers. In this paper, we focus on quantum gen-
erative models in the field of quantum machine learning, and propose a hybrid quantum-classical
normalizing flow (HQCNF) model based on parameterized quantum circuits. Based on the ideas
of classical normalizing flow models and the characteristics of parameterized quantum circuits, we
cleverly design the form of the ansatz and the hybrid method of quantum and classical computing,
and derive the form of the loss function in the case that quantum computing is involved. We test
our model on the image generation problem. Experimental results show that our model is capable
of generating images of good quality. Compared with other quantum generative models, such as
quantum generative adversarial networks (QGAN), our model achieves lower (better) Fréchet in-
ception distance (FID) score, and compared with classical generative models, we can complete the
image generation task with significantly fewer parameters. These results prove the advantage of our
proposed model.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the continuous development and progress of so-
ciety, people’s demand for computing power is growing.
However, Moore’s Law, which describes the development
of classical electronic computing, is difficult to maintain
due to the size of transistors gradually approaching the
physical limit. This has prompted people to do research
on new computing technologies. Among them, quantum
computing has received much attention in recent years
due to its enormous potential.

The hardware technology for quantum computing is
booming, with some milestone achievements such as
Sycamore [1] quantum computer by Google and Jiuzhang
[2] quantum computer by the University of Science and
Technology of China. However, the existing quantum
computing hardware is still in the early stages of devel-
opment, with a small number of qubits and high error
rate, making it difficult to support the quantum algo-
rithms designed by researchers in the past that require a
large number of qubits and low error rates to run well on
perfect quantum hardware. At the same time, although
some existing experiments can prove that quantum com-
puters have quantum advantages over classical computers
in specific tasks, there is still a long way to go before sur-
passing classical computers in practical problems. There-
fore, based on the hardware conditions of the currently
available Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum (NISQ) [3]
computers, developing algorithms the can run on current
quantum hardware and solve some problems with prac-
tical significance has become the focus of research.

Machine learning, especially deep learning [4], plays an
increasingly important role in the development of artifi-
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cial intelligence. Due to the enormous resources required
for classical computers to perform neural network com-
putations, designing machine learning algorithms that
run on quantum computers and utilizing their unique
properties is receiving increasing attention [5, 6, 8, 30–
32, 36]. Considering the respective characteristics and
advantages of quantum computers and classical com-
puters, many research efforts consider designing hybrid
quantum-classical algorithms to take advantage of cur-
rent quantum hardware. Quantum circuits are composed
of quantum gates, which are different from the gate cir-
cuits in classical computing. The gate in quantum com-
puting may contain parameters, enabling their effects to
vary continuously. The proposal of the variational quan-
tum eigensolver algorithm for molecular ground states
has inspired the design of variational quantum algorithms
[10, 11] and the design of algorithms based on parame-
terized quantum circuits [12].

In the field of classical deep learning, researchers have
proposed many excellent models for generative tasks,
such as Variational Autoencoders (VAE) [13], Genera-
tive Adversarial Networks (GAN) [14, 35], Normalizing
Flows [15, 16], Diffusion Models [17], etc., which have
achieved good results in areas like image generation. The
GAN model consists of a generator and a discriminator.
The expected function of the generator is to sample from
noise and transform the noise to obtain generated data.
The expected function of the discriminator is to accept a
data sample and determine whether the data is real data
from the training set or data generated by the genera-
tor. During the training process, the training objective
of the generator is to maximize the probability that the
generated images are judged as real data by the discrim-
inator. The training objective of the discriminator is to
distinguish as much as possible which images are gen-
erated by the generator and which images are real data
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from the training set. Normalizing Flows are a type of
reversible neural network design. During the training
process, it learns how to transform the images in the
training set into a standard distribution (such as a stan-
dard normal distribution) through reversible transforma-
tions. During generation, it samples from the selected
standard distribution and performs the learned reversible
transformation in reverse to generate images. However,
although these classical generative models can achieve
good results, the cost of training and generation is high,
and further improvement of their performance is limited
by the computational power of classical computing hard-
ware. Moreover, classical computing devices face many
difficulties in further improving computational power due
to the transistor size approaching physical limits. There-
fore, in this paper, we design quantum generative models
to explore the use of quantum computing to accomplish
generative learning tasks.

Currently, there exist many research works on quan-
tum generative models [18], mainly including Quantum
Circuit Born Machine (QCBM) [19], Quantum Genera-
tive Adversarial Network (QGAN) [20, 21, 23, 33, 34],
Quantum Boltzmann Machine (QBM) [24], and Quan-
tum AutoEncoder (QAE) [25, 26]. In the QGAN model,
researchers take the basic principles of classical genera-
tive adversarial networks as a starting point. They use
parameterized quantum circuits as the implementation of
the generator, while the discriminator and parameter up-
date process are implemented using classical computers.
However, the existing quantum generative models gener-
ally face difficulties in fitting nonlinear transformations
and have insufficient expressive power, which hinders the
application of quantum generative models to solve more
complex real-world problems.

To address this problem, we design and implement a
hybrid quantum-classical normalizing flow model with
stronger expressive power that can learn more complex
mappings. We draw on the ideas of classical normaliz-
ing flows and cleverly design a new way quantum and
classical computing are combined. We design our model
based on parameterized quantum circuits and rigorously
derive the loss function which undergoes changes in quan-
tum setting. We choose PyTorch and PennyLane frame-
works to implement the our proposed model and train it
on MNIST [27] dataset to examine the image generation
ability of the model. In terms of experimental results,
qualitative results show that our proposed model can gen-
erate data that is similar to the training data, and quan-
titative results show that our model’s FID score is better
than the QGAN model. We further analyze the qubits
and parameters requirement of our model and make com-
parisons with classical generative models. These results
demonstrate the effectiveness of our model design and
prove the advantages of the HQCNF model we propose
for the first time.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II are pre-
liminaries, in which we will review the classical normal-
izing flow model and introduce the data encoding strat-

egy. Our proposed hybrid quantum-classical model will
be presented in Section III. In Section IV, we present
numerical simulation that supports our proposals. Con-
clusion and discussion are presented in Section V.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Classical Normalizing Flow

Normalizing flows are a powerful generative model in
the field of classical machine learning, first proposed by
Dinh et al. [15, 16]. We use multidimensional vectors
to represent samples (for example, all pixel values of an
image are expanded to form a multidimensional vector).
Generally speaking, the task of a generative model is to
find the probability distribution that the real data fol-
lows. To express this probability distribution, the model
starts with a random vector Z that follows a simple prob-
ability distribution as input, and through a transforma-
tion fθ(·) determined by the model parameters θ, obtains
a vector X = fθ(Z) that follows a complex probability
distribution as output. The task of model training is to
make the probability distribution followed by the output
vector X as close to the probability distribution followed
by the real data as possible. Thus, by sampling samples
z from the simple input probability distribution and ob-
taining x = fθ(z) through the model transformation, we
obtain data generated by the model that is difficult to
distinguish from real data.
Let the probability density function of the probability

distribution followed by the random vector Z be π(z),
and the probability density function of the probability
distribution followed by the generated data X be pθ(x).
According to the transformation formula of probability
density function when variables are changed,

pθ(x) =
π(z)

|detJ |
, (1)

where

J =


∂x1

∂z1
· · · ∂xn

∂z1
...

. . .
...

∂x1

∂zn
· · · ∂xn

∂zn

 (2)

is the Jacobian matrix of fθ, supposing both X and Z
are n dimensional vectors.
The probability density function of the probability dis-

tribution followed by the output random vector X is the
parametric pθ(x). Seeking the parameter θ that makes
the probability distribution followed by X as close to
the probability distribution followed by the real data
as possible is a parameter estimation problem. We
use the maximum likelihood estimation method to es-
timate the parameter θ. Let the training dataset be
D = {x(1), x(2), . . . , x(m)}, then the likelihood function
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is

L(θ) =

m∏
i=1

pθ(x
(i)) =

m∏
i=1

π(z)

|detJ (i)
θ |

=

m∏
i=1

π(f−1
θ (x(i)))

|detJ (i)
θ |

.(3)

Our goal is to find argmaxθ L(θ).
We use gradient-based methods, which is widely

adapted in deep learning, to find the optimal parame-
ter θ. We define the loss function as

L(θ) = − logL(θ)

= −
m∑
i=1

log π(f−1
θ (x(i)) +

m∑
i=1

log |detJ (i)
θ |

(4)

so our goal is to find argminθ L(θ). From the expression
of L(θ), it can be seen that in order to make the expres-
sion efficiently computable, the transformation function
of the model is required to be invertible, and its Jaco-
bian determinant should be easy to calculate. These two
points are the key to designing normalizing flow models.

Dinh et al. proposed a clever method for designing
bijective functions fθ(·) in their paper [16]. The structure
of a layer in this model is as follows. For simplicity, the
following description takes a single sample as an example,
and the principle is the same for batch input of multiple
samples. Let the layer index be l, the input data be
x[l−1], and the output be x[l], both with dimension D.
This method first divides the input vector x[l−1] into two

parts: x
[l−1]
1:d and x

[l−1]
d+1:D, and then constructs the output

vector x[l] of the function as

x
[l]
1:d = x

[l−1]
1:d (5)

x
[l]
d+1:D = x

[l−1]
d+1:D

⊙
es

[l]
θ (x

[l−1]
1:d ) + t

[l]
θ (x

[l−1]
1:d ), (6)

in which s
[l]
θ and t

[l]
θ are functions of the l-th layer, accept-

ing the 1st to the d-th (inclusive) variables of the (l− 1)-
th layer as input, and outputting a (D − d)-dimensional

vector. es
[l]
θ (x

[l−1]
1:d ) represents taking the element-wise ex-

ponential of the (D−d)-dimensional vector output by s
[l]
θ ,

and
⊙

represents element-wise multiplication. The spe-

cific mapping relationships of s
[l]
θ and t

[l]
θ are determined

by the learnable parameters within them (the parameters
θ of the entire model are composed of the parameters of
the s function and t function of each layer). They can
have arbitrary functional forms, such as deep neural net-
works, and do not need to have invertible properties.

It is easy to notice that the mapping constructed above
is invertible, namely

x
[l−1]
1:d = x

[l]
1:d (7)

x
[l−1]
d+1:D = (x

[l]
d+1:D − t

[l]
θ (x

[l]
1:d))

⊙
e−s

[l]
θ (x

[l]
1:d). (8)

In addition, its Jacobian determinant is also easy to
compute, with the complexity O(D) instead of naively
O(D3), since

J
[l]
θ =

(
Id · · ·

0d×(D−d) diag(es
[l]
θ (x

[l−1]
1:d ))

)
(9)

leads to

detJ
[l]
θ =

D−d∏
j=1

e[s
[l]
θ (x

[l−1]
1:d )]j (10)

and

log |detJθ| =
L∑

l=1

log |detJ [l]
θ | =

L∑
l=1

D−d∑
j=1

[s
[l]
θ (x

[l−1]
1:d )]j .(11)

Subsitituting into Eq. (4), we can obtain the loss func-
tion.

The classical normalizing flow has achieved excellent
results in various fields such as image generation [15, 16]
and quantum many-body system simulation [28, 29]. It
is recognized as one of the best generative models. This
paper will take the classical normalizing flow as a starting
point and design a hybrid quantum-classical normalizing
flow model based on parameterized quantum circuits.

B. Quantum Data Encoding

There are several ways to encode classical data into
quantum circuits, such as basis encoding [36], amplitude
encoding [7], angle encoding and Hamiltonian encoding
[9]. Amplitude encoding and angle encoding are used in
this paper.

To use amplitude encoding to encode a feature vector
x of length N

x =
(
x0 x1 · · · xN−1

)
(12)

(assume N a integer power of 2 for simplicity) into a
quantum circuit with n qubits (N = 2n), we normalize
the feature vector to make sure equation

N−1∑
i=0

|xi|2 = 1 (13)

is satisfied. Then, according to the procedure to prepare
arbitrary quantum state, we prepare the state

|ψ⟩ =
N−1∑
i=0

xi |i⟩ (14)

as the initial state of the quantum circuit. Thus, the
classical features are encoded into quantum circuits.

To expliot angular encoding, we first notice that the
evolution of quantum states follows the Schrodinger
equation

iℏ
d |ψ⟩
dt

= H |ψ⟩ (15)
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thus

|ψ(t)⟩ = e−itH/ℏ |ψ(0)⟩ . (16)

When the Hamiltonian is set fixed (for example, we may
choose

H/ℏ = σy (17)

where

σy =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
(18)

), the time t can be used as a parameter to encode clas-
sical data into quantum circuit. This method is used to
encode the data of classical hidden layer into quantum
circuit in this paper.

III. NORMALIZING FLOW IN QUANTUM
COMPUTATION

In this section, we will introduce our method to imple-
ment normalizing flow in a hybrid quantum-classical way
and the describe the structure of our proposed model.
Inspired by the idea of classical normalizing flows, the
hybrid quantum-classical normalizing flow makes use of
the intrinsic invertibility of quantum computation that
originates from the unitary evolution postulate of quan-
tum mechanics. Like its classical counterpart, hybrid
quantum-classical normalizing flow also consists of sev-
eral layers.

The structure of one layer is shown below. The layer
transforms vector x to vector y by performing a nonlinear
bijection. The length of both x and y is D. We get y1:d1

by

y1:d1
= x1:d1

, (19)

and we get yd1+1:d2 by

yd1+1:d2 = xd1+1:d2

⊙
exp[sθ(x1:d1)] + tθ(x1:d1), (20)

where sθ and tθ can be arbitrary (classical) neural net-
works, and

⊙
means element-wise product. Another

classical neural network rθ is used to map x1:d1 to pa-
rameters ϕ in quantum circuit ansatz, namely

ϕ = rθ(x1:d1
). (21)

And we get yd2+1:D by

yd2+1:D = U(ϕ)xd2+1:D, (22)

where yd2+1:D and xd2+1:D are amplitudes of the final
and initail state of the quantum circuit and U(ϕ) rep-
resents the evolution of the quantum state through the
parameterized quantum circuit.

𝑠𝜃 𝑥1:𝑑1 , 𝑡𝜃 𝑥1:𝑑1

𝑥1:𝑑1
𝑦1:𝑑1

𝑥𝑑1+1:𝑑2
𝑦𝑑1+1:𝑑2

(a) Classical part of the model.

𝑥𝑑2+1:𝐷 𝑦𝑑2+1:𝐷

𝑅𝑌 𝜙

𝑅𝑌 𝜙

𝑅𝑌 𝜙

𝑅𝑌 𝜙

𝑅𝑌 𝜙

(b) Quantum circuit of the model.

FIG. 1: The model structure of hybrid
quantum-classical normalizing flow.

This map from x to y is invertible. We can get x back
from y by

x1:d1 = y1:d1 (23)

xd1+1:d2
= (yd1+1:d2

− tθ(x1:d1
))
⊙

exp[−sθ(x1:d1
)](24)

and

x1:d1 = [U(ϕ)]−1y1:d1+1. (25)

Since x1:d1 = y1:d1 , ϕ can be got from y instead of x,
namely

ϕ = rθ(y1:d1) (26)

for now. Moreover, [U(ϕ)]−1 could be implemented effi-
ciently, owing to the invertible nature of quantum circuit
and quantum mechanics.
Next, we will work out the Jacobin determinant for this

layer. Since it is easier to deal with real numbers than
complex numbers, we treat Re[xd2+1:D] (the real part of
xd2+1:D), Im[xd2+1:D] (the imaginary part of xd2+1:D),
Re[yd2+1:D] (the real part of yd2+1:D) and Im[yd2+1:D]
(the imaginary part of xd2+1:D) as independent variables,
and we write U as

U = V + iW, (27)
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where V and W are both real. Thus, we have

Re[yd2+1:D] + i Im[yd2+1:D]

= (V + iW )(Re[xd2+1:D] + i Im[yd2+1:D])

= (V Re[xd2+1:D]−W Im[yd2+1:D])

+ i(W Re[xd2+1:D] + V Im[yd2+1:D]).

(28)

It can be written in another way,(
Re[yd2+1:D]
Im[yd2+1:D]

)
=

(
V −W
W V

)(
Re[xd2+1:D]
Im[xd2+1:D]

)
, (29)

so the [D+(D−d2)]×[D+(D−d2)] dimensional Jacobian
matrix is

J =


I · · · · · ·
0 diag

[
esθ(x1:d1

)
]

0

0 0

(
V −W
W V

)T

 . (30)

And according to Laplace expansion theorem,

det J = det
(
diag

[
esθ(x1:d1

)
])

det

(
V −W
W V

)
. (31)

So the key point now is to compute

det

(
V −W
W V

)
. (32)

Since U is unitary, we have

UU† = I (33)

namely

(V + iW )(V T − iWT )

= V V T +WWT + i(WV T − VWT )

= I,

(34)

thus

V V T +WWT = I (35)

and

WV T − VWT = 0. (36)

So (
V T WT

−WT V T

)(
V −W
W V

)
=

(
I 0
0 I

)
(37)

and finally we get[
det

(
V −W
W V

)]2
= det

(
I 0
0 I

)
= 1, (38)

namely

det

(
V −W
W V

)
= 1. (39)

So

det J =
∏
j

(exp[sθ(x1:d1
)])j . (40)

In our implementation, the hybrid quantum-classical
normalizing flow are composed of several layers whose
structures are shown in Figure 1. The unchanged features
in one layer (y1:d1

= x1:d1
) will be changed in the next

layer.
After training, we want our model to be able to trans-

form a noise vector which is centered around |0⟩⊗n
to

a handwritten digit, so we set π0(·) in the loss function

Eq. (4) to estimate how close f−1
θ (x) is to |0⟩⊗n

; the

closer it is, the smaller π0(f
−1
θ (x)) will be.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We made some numerical simulations to verify the per-
formance of our proposed hybrid quantum-classical nor-
malizing flow model. The model is trained with zeros
and ones in MNIST hand-written digits dataset. Some
trainset images are shown in Figure 2.

(a) zero (b) zero (c) zero (d) zero (e) zero

(f) one (g) one (h) one (i) one (j) one

FIG. 2: Some images in training set.

AdamW optimizer [37] is used to minimize the loss
function of the model, and gradient is computed by back-
propagation [22] (for classical part) and parameter shift
rule [38] (for quantum part). The loss function goes down
with number of epochs goes up, which is shown in Figure
3.
After training, our model is able to generate hand-

written digits. Though some of the generated images is
blurry, some are still able to recognize. Some selected
generated images are shown in Figure 4.
Moreover, we also compute the Frechet Inception Dis-

tance (FID) between the generated images and trainset,
and compare the result of our model with hybrid quan-
tum GAN model. FID score estimate the distribution
gap between the generated images and the trainset; a
lower FID score means the distribution of the generated
images are close to the trainset, which indicates the corre-
sponding model is better from this certain point of view.
The FID score of hybrid quantum-classical normalizing
flow is 1.77, and that of hybrid quantum GAN is 4.80,
which is an evidence to show that our model is better
than quantum GAN under this circumstance. Figure 5
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0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 20.0
Number of Epochs

310

300

290

280

270

260

250

Lo
ss

FIG. 3: The loss function with training epochs increase.

(a) zero (b) zero (c) zero (d) zero (e) zero

(f) one (g) one (h) one (i) one (j) one

FIG. 4: Hand-written digits (zeros and ones) generated
by hybrid quantum-classical normalizing flow.

shows the FID score of HQCNF and QGAN during the
training process.

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5
Number of Epochs

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

FI
D

HQCNF
QGAN

FIG. 5: FID score of HQCNF and QGAN during the
training process.

The hybrid quantum-classical normalizing flow model
proposed in this paper not only demonstrates advan-
tages compared with the currently leading quantum gen-
erative models like QGAN, but also has certain advan-
tages over classical generative models. Although quan-
tum generative models can not yet compete with gen-
erative models based on classical neural networks due
to current development of quantum hardware, our pro-
posed hybrid quantum-classical normalizing flow model
still shows several potential advantages. (1) In terms of
the number of computing units, the generation process
of an N -dimensional vector by quantum circuit only re-
quires n = log2N qubits using the method proposed in
this paper. This is far less the number of neurons required
by classical neural networks to generate vectors of the
same dimension. The exponential relationship between
the dimension of generated vectors and the number of
qubits required enables us to generate high dimensional
real-world data with only a few qubits. (2) In terms of
the number of model parameters, the quantum circuit
part of the model implemented in the paper only uses 40
parameters for parameterization, which has a significant
difference from classical neural networks that usually pos-
sess a large number of parameters. Fewer parameters
make computation and storage easier. Therefore, using
a hybrid quantum-classical normalizing flow model has
potential advantages over using classical neural networks
alone.

V. CONCLUSION

To sum up, we propose a hybrid quantum-classical nor-
malizing flow model which can tackle real world problems
such as generating handwritten digits with NISQ devices.
The model extends the normalizing flow framework to
quantum configurations while keeping the main features
of classical normalizing flows such as nonlinearity and in-
vertibility. We calculate the FID scores of our model and
QGAN, proving our model has a better performence. We
also compare our model with classical generative models,
and shows the potential advantages of our hybrid quan-
tum classical normalizing flow model.
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[7] M. Plesch and Č. Brukner, Quantum-state preparation
with universal gate decompositions, Physical Review A
83, 032302 (2011)

[8] F. V. Massoli, L. Vadicamo, G. Amato, and F. Falchi,
A leap among quantum computing and quantum neu-
ral networks: A survey, ACM Computing Surveys 55, 1
(2022).

[9] D. W. Berry, G. Ahokas, R. Cleve, and B. C. Sanders, Ef-
ficient quantum algorithms for simulating sparse hamil-
tonians, Communications in Mathematical Physics 270,
359 (2007)

[10] M. Cerezo, A. Arrasmith, R. Babbush, S. C. Benjamin,
S. Endo, K. Fujii, J. R. McClean, K. Mitarai, X. Yuan,
L. Cincio, et al., Variational quantum algorithms, Nature
Reviews Physics 3, 625 (2021).

[11] D. A. Fedorov, B. Peng, N. Govind, and Y. Alexeev,
Vqe method: a short survey and recent developments,
Materials Theory 6, 2 (2022).

[12] M. Benedetti, E. Lloyd, S. Sack, and M. Fiorentini, Pa-
rameterized quantum circuits as machine learning mod-
els, Quantum Science and Technology 4, 043001 (2019).

[13] D. P. Kingma and M. Welling, Auto-Encoding Varia-
tional Bayes, in 2nd International Conference on Learn-
ing Representations, ICLR 2014, Banff, AB, Canada,
April 14-16, 2014, Conference Track Proceedings (2014).

[14] I. Goodfellow, J. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu,
D. Warde-Farley, S. Ozair, A. Courville, and Y. Bengio,
Generative adversarial nets, Advances in neural informa-
tion processing systems 27 (2014).

[15] L. Dinh, D. Krueger, and Y. Bengio, Nice: Non-linear
independent components estimation., in ICLR (Work-
shop), edited by Y. Bengio and Y. LeCun (2015).

[16] L. Dinh, J. Sohl-Dickstein, and S. Bengio, Density esti-
mation using real nvp., in ICLR (Poster).

[17] J. Ho, A. Jain, and P. Abbeel, Denoising diffusion proba-
bilistic models, Advances in neural information process-
ing systems 33, 6840 (2020).

[18] J. Tian, X. Sun, Y. Du, S. Zhao, Q. Liu, K. Zhang, W. Yi,
W. Huang, C. Wang, X. Wu, et al., Recent advances for
quantum neural networks in generative learning, IEEE
Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelli-
gence (2023).

[19] J.-G. Liu and L. Wang, Differentiable learning of quan-
tum circuit born machines, Physical Review A 98,
062324 (2018).

[20] S. Lloyd and C. Weedbrook, Quantum generative ad-
versarial learning, Physical review letters 121, 040502
(2018).

[21] P.-L. Dallaire-Demers and N. Killoran, Quantum genera-
tive adversarial networks, Physical Review A 98, 012324
(2018).

[22] D. E. Rumelhart, G. E. Hinton, and R. J. Williams,
Learning representations by back-propagating errors, Na-
ture 323, 533 (1986)

[23] C. Zoufal, A. Lucchi, and S. Woerner, Quantum genera-
tive adversarial networks for learning and loading random
distributions, npj Quantum Information 5, 103 (2019).

[24] M. H. Amin, E. Andriyash, J. Rolfe, B. Kulchytskyy,
and R. Melko, Quantum boltzmann machine, Physical
Review X 8, 021050 (2018).

[25] J. Romero, J. P. Olson, and A. Aspuru-Guzik, Quantum
autoencoders for efficient compression of quantum data,
Quantum Science and Technology 2, 045001 (2017).

[26] A. Khoshaman, W. Vinci, B. Denis, E. Andriyash,
H. Sadeghi, and M. H. Amin, Quantum variational au-
toencoder, Quantum Science and Technology 4, 014001
(2018).

[27] Y. LeCun, C. Cortes, C. Burges, et al., Mnist handwrit-
ten digit database (2010)

[28] O. M. Dugan, P. Y. Lu, R. Dangovski, D. Luo, and
M. Soljacic, Q-flow: generative modeling for differential
equations of open quantum dynamics with normalizing
flows, in International Conference on Machine Learning
(PMLR, 2023) pp. 8879–8901.

[29] L. Li, Y. Wang, S. Cheng, and L. Liu, Learning quantum
distributions based on normalizing flow, in 2023 IEEE
International Conference on Systems, Man, and Cyber-
netics (SMC) (IEEE, 2023) pp. 1064–1069.

[30] P. Wittek, Quantum machine learning: what quantum
computing means to data mining (Academic Press, 2014)

[31] M. Schuld and F. Petruccione, Supervised learning with
quantum computers, Vol. 17 (Springer, 2018)

[32] P. Rebentrost, M. Mohseni, and S. Lloyd, Quantum sup-
port vector machine for big data classification, Physical
review letters 113, 130503 (2014)

[33] H.-L. Huang, Y. Du, M. Gong, Y. Zhao, Y. Wu, C. Wang,
S. Li, F. Liang, J. Lin, Y. Xu et al., Experimental quan-
tum generative adversarial networks for image genera-
tion, Physical Review Applied 16,024051 (2021)

[34] L. Hu, S.-H. Wu, W. Cai, Y. Ma, X. Mu, Y. Xu, H. Wang,
Y. Song, D.-L. Deng, C.-L. Zou, et al., Quantum gener-
ative adversarial learning in a superconducting quantum
circuit, Science advances 5, eaav2761 (2019)

[35] M. Heusel, H. Ramsauer, T. Unterthiner, B. Nessler, and
S. Hochreiter, Gans trained by a two time-scale update
rule converge to a local nash equilibrium, Advances in
neural information processing systems 30 (2017)

[36] M. Schuld and F. Petruccione, Machine learning with
quantum computers (Springer, 2021)

[37] I. Loshchilov and F. Hutter, Decoupled weight decay
regularization, in International Conference on Learning
Representations (2017).



8

[38] M. Schuld, V. Bergholm, C. Gogolin, J. Izaac, and N. Kil-
loran, Evaluating analytic gradients on quantum hard-
ware, Physical Review A 99, 032331 (2019)


	Hybrid Quantum-Classical Normalizing Flow
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Classical Normalizing Flow
	Quantum Data Encoding

	Normalizing Flow in Quantum Computation
	Numerical Results
	Conclusion
	References


