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We develop an approach for building quantum models based on the exponentially growing orthonormal basis
of Hartley kernel functions. First, we design a differentiable Hartley feature map parametrized by real-valued
argument that enables quantum models suitable for solving stochastic differential equations and regression prob-
lems. Unlike the naturally complex Fourier encoding, the proposed Hartley feature map circuit leads to quantum
states with real-valued amplitudes, introducing an inductive bias and natural regularization. Next, we propose a
quantum Hartley transform circuit as a map between computational and Hartley basis. We apply the developed
paradigm to generative modeling from solutions of stochastic differential equations, and utilize the quantum
Hartley transform for fine sampling from parameterized distributions through an extended register. Finally, we
present tools for implementing multivariate quantum generative modeling for both correlated and uncorrelated
distributions. As a result, the developed quantum Hartley models offer a distinct quantum approach to generative
AI at increasing scale.

INTRODUCTION

Quantum computing offers speedup in solving certain prob-
lems, with a promise of outperforming classical solvers thanks
to natively quantum effects of entanglement and superposi-
tion [1]. Quantum algorithms that take advantage of these
properties cover various application areas, ranging from cryp-
tography [2] and quantum simulation [3, 4], to linear equa-
tion solvers [5–7] and optimization [8–10]. Most of the pro-
tocols mentioned above rely on subroutines that involve the
quantum phase estimation and the quantum Fourier trans-
form (QFT) [11–14]. The QFT is the implementation of
the classical discrete Fourier transform (DFT) on a quan-
tum circuit (QC) and it can be derived in an equivalent way
from a fast Fourier transform based on the Danielson-Lanczos
lemma [15–17]. Using the phase kickback trick, one can
show that both resulting QFT circuits are identical. As the
vast majority of applications is concerned with the processing
of real-valued datasets, the Hermitian-symmetric QFT mani-
fests itself that there is redundancy in the spectral expansion
of a real-valued signal. In addition, one complex multiplica-
tion requires the application of four real multiplications and
three additions/subtractions, while one real multiplication just
needs two multiplications and one addition/subtraction. Con-
sequently, the use of the Fourier-related algorithms capable
of naturally performing real-valued unitary transformations
between the real and reciprocal spaces is highly desirable.
Namely, it adds an inductive bias, thus reducing resources re-
quired for building the models, and helping to prepare quan-
tum probability distributions.

Quantum machine learning (QML) is a burgeoning inter-
disciplinary field that integrates quantum computing with ma-
chine learning. Usually it refers to the use of variational
quantum algorithms to undertake classical learning tasks and
solve practically relevant problems [18–26]. Motivated by
the great success of classical generative models in machine
learning [27–30], various protocols for quantum generative
modeling (QGM) have recently been developed to exploit pa-

rameterized QCs to represent observable-dependent (implicit)
or data-dependent (explicit) probability distributions [31–41].
A prominent example of the implicit quantum models is the
so-called quantum circuit Born machine (QCBM), which is
constructed based on Born’s rule [31]. As soon as QCBM is
successfully trained using data represented by binary strings
(thus building an implicit model [41]), one can proceed di-
rectly to sampling from the same circuit. By contrast, the
explicit quantum models rely on a feature map encoding of
continuous or discrete distributions of data [39, 40, 42]. A
typical workflow for the quantum explicit models starts with
encoding classical input data of the form x = {x0, · · · , x2N−1}

to quantum states via a N-qubit quantum feature map circuit
that acts on a zero product state |ø⟩ ≡ |0⟩⊗N . Specifically, a
feature map is a unitary operator that takes an input argument
x and maps it to a distinct quantum state living in a 2N Hilbert
space, x 7→ |φ(x)⟩ = Ûφ(x)|ø⟩. One feature map that asso-
ciates an input feature with a quantum state in the phase space
is the Fourier (phase) feature map [39]. It is formed by an
initial layer of Hadamard gates on each qubit followed by a
layer of scaled phase shift gates, Pl(x) = diag{1, exp

(
i2πx/2l

)
}

applied to the qubit index l ∈ [1, · · · ,N]. The set of the
output states {|φ(x j)⟩}2

N−1
j=0 , evaluated at {x j}

2N−1
j=0 representing

consecutive integers in the range of [0, 2N − 1] correspond-
ing to length-N binary strings, forms a complete orthonormal
Fourier basis. These Fourier basis states can be mapped to the
set of computational basis through an inverse quantum Fourier
transform (QFT) circuit, {|x j⟩}

2N−1
j=0 = Û

†

QFT{|φ(x j)⟩}2
N−1

j=0 . Un-
like other quantum encoding techniques, such as amplitude
and basis embeddings [43, 44], Ûφ(x) can be differentiated
with respect to any continuous variable x ∈ R2N−1, allowing
solving differential equations modeled in the explicit form.
Different from Fourier feature encoding, the Chebyshev fea-
ture map has recently gathered attention as it generates quan-
tum states with amplitudes proportional to Chebyshev poly-
nomials of the first kind, forming an orthonormal Chebyshev
basis on non-equidistant nodes [45, 46].

In this paper, we propose an orthonormal Hartley feature
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map that enables explicit quantum model building in the Hart-
ley basis [47]. Unlike DFT, the discrete Hartley transform
(DHT) maps a real input to a real output and has the conve-
nient property of being its own inverse [48], as well partic-
ularly suitable for physics-informed quantum machine learn-
ing [46]. The DHT has been shown to offer computational
advantages over DFT in applications of power spectrum and
convolution computations [49, 50]. The orthonormal Hart-
ley feature map as a quantum circuit parameterized by a con-
tinuous variable x prepares quantum states with amplitudes
proportional to the so-called Hartley kernel function, which
facilitates building quantum models in the real-valued Hart-
ley space with an exponentially large basis set and allows
for model differentiation. We apply the developed quantum
protocols for learning probability distributions motivated by
financially-relevant processes. We demonstrate the efficient
sampling of the Hartley-based quantum model by mapping the
Hartley basis to the computational basis via a quantum Hart-
ley transform (QHT) circuit. We then employ the developed
tools to solve differential equations and compare the results
obtained from the different quantum models constructed by
Fourier and Hartley bases. Finally, we proceed to extend and
implement the proposed strategies to multivariate encoding
and sampling for multidimensional quantum generative mod-
eling.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

I. Orthonormal Hartley feature map circuit

We design Hartley feature maps to facilitate the learning
process for quantum probability distribution, and make mod-
els trainable, while allowing easy sampling from the trained
model via a unitary transformation to the computational ba-
sis. The computational basis states refer to orthonormal states
{|x j⟩}

2N−1
j=0 such that overlaps equate to the Kronecker delta

function, ⟨x j′ |x j⟩ = δ j′, j. In the case where the initial input
states are |ø⟩, |x j⟩ can be easily generated by applying a Pauli
X̂ gate to the lth qubit if the lth classical bit is 1, often referred
to as the basis encoding [51]. Specifically, we want to gener-
ate a N-qubit quantum state |h(x)⟩with amplitude proportional
to an equally weighted sum of x-dependent cosine and sine
wave functions, namely the Hartley kernel cas(2πkx/2N) ≡
cos
(
2πkx/2N

)
+ sin

(
2πkx/2N

)
. This state can be written as

|h(x)⟩ = 2−N/2∑2N−1
k=0 cas(2πkx/2N)|k⟩, where {|k⟩} are 2N com-

putational basis states. For x j ∈ [0, · · · , 2N − 1], the cas(·)
function satisfies the following orthogonality conditions,

2N−1∑
j=0

cas(2πkx j/2N) cas(2πℓx j/2N) =

2N k = ℓ,
0 k , ℓ,

(1)

As a consequence, the states |h(x)⟩ are orthonormal on
the integer grid points. Namely, the set of Hartley states
{|h(x j)⟩}2

N−1
j=0 satisfies ⟨h(x j′ )|h(x j)⟩ = δ j′, j with δ j′, j being

FIG. 1. Quantum Hartley feature map. (a) Quantum Hart-
ley feature map Ûh(x) circuit that creates a Hartley state via x-
parameterized isometry — a N-qubit Fourier feature map followed
by controlled phase shift gates to embed complex exponents and a
constant RZ gate to provide a global phase delay. A x-dependent RZ

gate is acting on the ancilla and sandwiched between two Hadamard
gates to ensure favorable mid-point behavior while retaining the
real amplitude of |h̃(x)⟩ after the ancilla measurement yields |0⟩
outcome. Here, scaled single-qubit phase shift gate is defined as
P̃m

l (x) = diag{1, exp
(
im2πx/2l

)
}, where l ∈ [1, · · · ,N] is the qubit

index and m takes values of 1 and −2, for any continuous variable
x ∈ R2N−1.

the Kronecker delta function. We note that the states |h(x)⟩
also fulfill this orthonormal condition for half-integer points,
{x( j+1/2)} ∀ j ∈ [0, 2N − 1]. Since the cas(·) function can be
alternatively expressed as a delayed cosine function, cas(x) =√

2 cos(x − π/4), Hartley states can be prepared using a com-
bination of exponents cos(x) = [exp(ix) + exp(−ix)]/2 for
some scaled variable x, where each amplitude is embedded
via the phase feature map [39]. Therefore, the implementation
of Hartley feature map circuit Ûh(x) that prepares normalized
Hartley state for any continuous variable x can be achieved
by the linear combination of unitary (LCU) approach [52], as
shown in Fig. 1. The circuit begins with a Hadamard gate act-
ing on the ancilla register, being the most significant bit, with a
Fourier feature map applied to N qubits to distribute the scaled
relative phases exp(ix) to all of the states in Fourier space,
and then a series of controlled phase gates are applied to con-
tribute relative phases based on exp(−ix) = exp(ix) exp(−i2x).
A constant RZ(π/2) gate is utilized to produce a π/4 phase
delay in the cosine argument. A x-dependent RZ(2πx) gate is
appended to the ancillary qubit to minimize the contributions
of the quantum state associated with non-integer points on the
state overlap (see supplementary Fig. S1 for detailed discus-
sion), followed by a Hadamard gate. Under the condition that
the ancilla register collapses to |0⟩ outcome, the quantum state
prepared by Ûh(x) reads |h̃(x)⟩ = |h(x)⟩/N(x) , where the un-
normalized state |h(x)⟩ is expressed as

|h(x)⟩ =
1

2N/2

2N−1∑
k=0

cas
[
(2πk/2N − π)x

]
|k⟩, (2)
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FIG. 2. Quantum Hartley Transform. Quantum Hartley transform ÛQHT circuit which maps computational basis states {|0a x j⟩}
2N−1
j=0 into

Hartley states {|0ah(x j)⟩}2
N−1

j=0 , where x j ∈ Z2N−1. The QHT circuit involves a QFT circuit acting on N-qubit system beneath an ancilla qubit,

followed by two sequential sets of CNOT ladder and permutation circuits with an inverse
√

X gate in the middle, sandwiched between two
Hadamard gates applied to the ancilla. The standard single-qubit phase shift gate in QFT circuit is defined as P(ϕ) = diag{1, exp(iϕ)}. H and X
are Hadamard and Pauli X̂ gates, respectively, and

√
X† is equivalent to RZ(π/2)P(−π/2)RX(−π/2).

andN(x) =
√
⟨h(x)|h(x)⟩ =

√
1 − sin(2πx)/2N is x-dependent

when not evaluated at the half-integer and integer grid points.

II. Quantum Hartley transform circuit

For sampling purposes, we need to develop a corresponding
transformation circuit that enables the mapping between Hart-
ley states {|h(x j)⟩}2

N−1
j=0 and the computational states {|x j⟩}

2N−1
j=0

(and reverse). This unitary transformation reads |h(x j)⟩ =
(−1) jÛQHT|x j⟩, where ÛQHT represents quantum Hartley
transform (QHT) and the sign flips for odd integers results
from the introduction of x-dependent RZ gate in the Hartley
feature map circuit. For general sampling, the effect of this
phase modulation on projective measurements can be ignored.
As a result, the matrix representation of QHT can be expressed
as ÛQHT =

∑2N−1
j=0 |h(x j)⟩⟨x j|. We note that QHT is the quan-

tum analogue of DHT. Namely, the vector amplitude of |h(x j)⟩
corresponds to the ( j + 1)th column of the DHT matrix de-
fined as DHTN B 2−N/2

{
cas(2πk j/2N)

}
∀ k, j ∈ [0, 2N − 1].

It is worth mentioning that ÛQHT is an involutory matrix
Û2

QHT = Û
2†
QHT = Î in contrast to Û2

QFT = Û
2†
QFT , Î. We real-

ize that ÛQHT is strongly related to the ÛQFT and thus suggest
the use of an extended QFT circuit to build QHT circuit [53],
as shown in Fig. 2. The circuit begins with a Hadamard gate
applied to the ancilla, being the most significant bit, and a
QFT circuit applied to N qubits, which maps the input binary
state |x j⟩ from the computational basis to Fourier basis. The
combination of a CNOT ladder and a permutation circuit is
used to reorder the amplitudes of the conditioned states and
is equivalent to a controlled Û2

QFT. A Hermitian adjoint of
square root of Pauli X̂ gate is introduced to adjust the rela-
tive phases and the intermediate state at this stage is in the
form of

(
|0a⟩ÛQHT|x j⟩ + |1a⟩Û

2
QFTÛQHT|x j⟩

)
/
√

2. The cir-
cuit is concluded with the adjoint (conjugate transpose) ver-

sion of CNOT ladder and permutation circuits, followed by
a Hadamard gate to ensure that |0ah(x j)⟩ is left alone for any
input states |0ax j⟩, and the amplitude of |h(x j)⟩ is purely real.
We note that the ancilla starts and ends in |0⟩ state (’clean
run’). In the following sections, the symbol ÛQHT will be
treated as a QHT circuit rather than matrix itself, providing
the unitary transformation as

ÛQHT =

2N−1∑
j=0

|0ah(x j)⟩⟨0ax j|. (3)

We also note that QHT circuit is not unique, and can be po-
tentially optimized or recompiled for any quantum computing
architecture to be used.

III. Learning and sampling

Next, we demonstrate examples of applying the quantum
Hartley transform to generative modeling of two relevant
distributions of stochastic models corresponding Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck (OU) and geometric Brownian motion (GBM) pro-
cesses, which among others are widely used in financial anal-
ysis. For instance, the former is typically employed to model
interest rates and currency exchange rates [54], while the lat-
ter is usually utilized to model the log return of stock prices
in the Black–Scholes model [55]. The stochastic process
Xt at time t satisfies a stochastic differential equation (SDE)
dXt = ν(µ − Xt)dt + σdWt for OU and dXt = µXtdt + σXtdWt

for GBM process, where the constant parameters (µ, σ and
ν) represent mean (drift), volatility and reversion speed, re-
spectively, and Wt denotes the Wiener process. Using the
Fokker-Planck equation to treat Xt as a deterministic variable
x, we obtain the time evolution of the underlying probabil-
ity density function p(x, t) for a given initial distribution of
p(x, 0) = δ(x − xi). The results show that Xt follows normal
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FIG. 3. Learning and sampling probability distributions with quantum Hartley-based models (QHMs). (a) Circuit used to train the
model pθ(x) in the latent space. Measured observable is defined as Ô = |0aø⟩⟨0aø|, where |ø⟩ ≡ |0⟩⊗N , with α and β being trainable scaling and
bias parameters. (b) Trained pθopt (x) and target pOU(x) distributions with parameters µ = 5, σ = 3, ν = 0.5, xi = 24 and t = 1. (c) Trained
pθopt (x) and target pGBM(x) distributions with parameters µ = 0.1, σ = 0.3, xi = 12 and t = 1 for x > 0. (d) Circuit used to sample the trained
model in the computational basis |0a x j⟩. The quantum state just prior to measurement is denoted as |ψ⟩. (e, f) Sampled probability distributions
from the corresponding trained models, generated with 105 shots. The normalized histogram is plotted with respect to x j ∈ Z2N−1. (g) Circuit
with S -qubit extended registers on the top line used to perform fine sampling in the computational basis |xs xa x j⟩. (h) Sampled probability
distribution from the trained (GBM) model using the extended register of S = 1, generated with 106 shots. The normalized histogram is plotted
as a function of x ∈ R2N−1. The bitstring network B̂ for S = 1 is shown on the right.

and log-normal distributions, respectively, as

pOU(x, t) =
√

ν

π(1 − e−2νt)σ2 exp

−ν
[
x − µ − (xi − µ)e−νt

]2
(1 − e−2νt)σ2

 ,
(4)

pGBM(x, t) =
1

√
2πσ2t x

exp

−
[
ln(x/xi) − (µ − σ2/2)t

]2
2σ2t

 ,
(5)

Setting p(x, t → 1) = ptarget(x) as a target distribution (ground
truth), we make use of the Hartley feature map followed by an
ansatz parameterized by a vector of variational parameters θ
that can be adjusted in a hybrid classical-quantum optimiza-
tion scheme to learn these two distributions via the differen-
tiable quantum generative model framework (DQGM) [39].
To maintain the real amplitudes of the state vector, the vari-
ational ansatz V̂θ comprises adjustable RY rotation and fixed
CNOT/CZ gates. An exemplary V̂θ used in this study is il-
lustrated in supplementary Fig. S2. Specifically, the N-qubit
hardware efficient real-amplitude ansatz (HERA) consists of
an initial layer of parameterized RY gates applied on each
qubit, followed by depth-d blocks presented in the alternat-
ing layered architecture. Each block is composed of a cas-
cade of entangling (CNOT) gates and a layer of parameter-
ized RY gates applied on each qubit. The total N(d + 1)
trainable parameters are randomly initialized. This ansatz pre-
pares highly correlated quantum states with real-only ampli-
tude while maximizing the expressivity of the model [56, 57].

We begin with variationally training both normal and log-
normal distributions in the latent space through feeding an ini-
tial product state |0aø⟩ to the Hartley feature map Ûh(x) con-
nected with a variational ansatz circuit Î ⊗ V̂θ, and then read
out the quantum model as an expectation value of an observ-
able Ô = |0aø⟩⟨0aø|. Note that the latter can be substituted by
a local proxy during the training stage [58]. In order to im-
prove the trainability and expressivity of QML models, they
are usually formulated as pθ(x) = α⟨Ô⟩ + β with variationally
trainable scaling and (optional) bias parameters (α and β), as
depicted in Fig. 3(a). The quantum model is trained to search
for optimized θopt to fit the target probability distribution by
minimizing a mean squared error (MSE) loss function

L(θ) =
1
M

M∑
m=1

[
pθ(xm) − ptarget(xm)

]2
, (6)

where M is a grid of training points consisting of the inte-
gers {x j} and additional half-integers {x(2 j+1)/2} ∀ j ∈ [0, 2N −

1]. The loss minimization is performed via Adam optimizer
for gradient-based training of variational parameters θ. In
Fig. 3(b,c) we show the trained normal and log-normal distri-
butions using N = 5 qubits with V̂θ of depth d = 4 and 5, re-
spectively. Trained models (red circles) tightly follow the tar-
get functions (black solid curves). Because qubits are entan-
gled and rotated differently from the initial state to the target
state in each learnable block, the number of depth blocks can
significantly impact the learning accuracy of both financially-
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FIG. 4. Results of solving differential equations. (a) Plots of
trained model fθopt (x) and analytic solution f (x) of Eq. (7) with
boundary conditions of f (µ) = 1/

√
2πσ2 and d f (x)/dx

∣∣∣
x=µ
= 0,

where parameters are µ = 7.5 and σ = 1.406. (b) Plots of trained
model fθopt (x) and analytic solutions f (x) of Eq. (8) with boundary
conditions of f (eµ−σ

2
) = e(σ2/2−µ)/

√
2πσ2 and d f (x)/dx

∣∣∣
x=eµ−σ2 = 0,

where parameters are µ = 1.5 and σ = 0.316. The corresponding
(c, d) first and (e, f) second derivatives of the analytic solutions and
trained models.

motivated models.
Since pθopt (x) = |⟨0aø|

(
Î⊗V̂θopt

)
|0ah̃(x)⟩|2 ≃ |⟨0ax j|Û

†

QHT
(
Î⊗

V̂
†

θopt

)
|0aø⟩|2, we can sample the probability distribution of the

trained model by applying the adjoint versions of the trained
ansatz and QHT circuits to the zero product input state, |ψ⟩ =
Û
†

QHT
(
Î ⊗ V̂†θopt

)
|0aø⟩, and then perform projective measure-

ments in the computational basis to collect a batch of binary
samples, as shown in Fig. 3(d). The histograms in Fig. 3(e,f)
show the resulting sampled probability distributions normal-
ized with the total number of samples, and both of them are
in good agreement with the corresponding target distributions
[solid curves in Fig. 3(b,c)]. One can readily increase the sam-
pling rate at the expense of decrease of maximum probability
amplitude through S -qubit extended registers on the top line,
xs ∈ [0, · · · , 2S − 1]. The relevant circuits associated with the
extended registers are (N+1+S )-qubit inverse QHT and bit-
string network B̂ circuits before projective measurements, as
depicted in Fig. 3(g). The requirement of the inclusion of an
extra bitstring network for S ≥ 1 originates from the use of x-
dependent RZ gate acting on the ancilla in the Hartley feature
map during the training procedure. The nature of x-dependent

argument makes the training stable at the cost of having (bit-
dependent) periodic signal on the ancilla. As a demonstration
of the double-frequency sampling, the histogram of the sam-
pled probability distribution from the trained (GBM) model
with the extended register of S = 1 is plotted as a function
of x ∈ R2N−1 and presented in Fig. 3(h), where the length-
(N+1+S ) readout binary strings are linearly mapped to the
domain x in the range of [0, 2N+1 − 1]. We note that the
bitstring network is just a CNOT ladder for S = 1. Further
fine sampling can be achieved by increasing extended register
sizes together with different types of bitstring network. The
other way to perform dense sampling is borrowed from the
sampling procedure of Fourier model. One can transform the
computational states to Fourier states by a (N+1)-qubit QFT
circuit, followed by an extended inverse QFT circuit, as shown
in supplementary Fig. S3, where the histograms for double-
and quadruple-frequency sampling corresponding to different
sizes of the extended registers are demonstrated. More impor-
tantly, the resulting histograms from both sampling configu-
rations qualitatively match the target distribution, providing a
potential pathway to generate unseen datasets associated with
those untrained grids or draw samples from a parameterized
probability distribution for applications of quantum genera-
tive models in machine learning tasks and quantum physics.
In the following sections, we will employ the developed pro-
tocols on solving differential equations, making a comparison
between Fourier and Hartley models, and exploring the possi-
bility toward multidimensional quantum generative modeling.

IV. Solving differential equations

We first consider two exemplary second-order differential
equations (DEs) with variable coefficients to be tackled. The
first DE is of the form

d2 f (x)
dx2 +

(x − µ)
σ2

d f (x)
dx
+

f (x)
σ2 = 0, (7)

for some real-valued parameters µ, σ and the boundary con-
ditions f (µ) = 1/

√
2πσ2 and d f (x)/dx

∣∣∣
x=µ = 0. This dif-

ferential equation has a known analytical solution f (x) =
exp
{
−0.5

[
(x − µ)/σ

]2} /√2πσ2. The second DE reads

d2 f (x)
dx2 +

[2σ2 − µ + ln(x)]
σ2x

d f (x)
dx
+

f (x)
σ2x2 = 0, (8)

with the boundary conditions f (eµ−σ
2
) = e(σ2/2−µ)/

√
2πσ2 and

d f (x)/dx
∣∣∣
x=eµ−σ2 = 0. The analytical solution of this DE is

f (x) = exp
{
−0.5

[
(lnx − µ)/σ

]2} /(√2πσ2 x) for x > 0. Solv-
ing DEs requires evaluations of the first and second deriva-
tives of the quantum model fθ(x) = α⟨0aø|Û†h(x)

(
Î⊗V̂†θ

)
Ô
(
Î⊗

V̂θ
)
Ûh(x)|0aø⟩ + β with respect to x, which relies on a differ-

entiable Hartley feature map Ûh(x) circuit. Gradient calcu-
lations are implemented with automatic differentiation tech-
niques (backpropagation) or with the application of the pa-
rameter shift rule [59–61]. For the latter case, controlled gates
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FIG. 5. Comparison between the quantum Fourier and Hartley
models. Training a probability exponential distribution with scale
inversely proportional to parameter λ = 0.5, ptarget(x) = λe−λx for
x ≥ 0, using Fourier and Hartley feature map circuits over N = 2 (a),
3 (b), 4 (c), and 5 qubits (d) with the shallow ansatz circuit depth of d
= 1. For Fourier models, the parameterized gate element in the HEA
is composed of two adjustable single-qubit rotation gates per qubit
(RYRX, RZRY, RXRZ, expressed in matrix multiplication order). For
Hartley models, only the RY gate is required in the HERA. The insets
show the corresponding relative errors.

P̃−2
l (x) need to be decomposed using CNOT conjugations, and

differentiation of Ûh(x) requires 4N + 2 shifts in total. We
then variationally minimize an overall MSE loss function.
Specifically, the total loss function is the equal-weighted sum
of the contributions that match the differential equation and
satisfy the boundary conditions. The loss is minimized with
the gradient-based Adam optimizer with a small learning rate
of 0.01 and generally the loss error converges to the level of
10−6 in a few thousand epochs. We use the Python program-
ming language (PennyLane from Xanadu [62] and Qadence
from Pasqal [63]) together with machine learning packages
(NumPy, JAX and PyTorch) for the full statevector simula-
tion. In particular, we utilize Hartley encoding over N = 4
qubits and the HERA of depth 3 to solve Eqs. (7) and (8).
The results are presented in Fig. 4(a)-(f). The red, green, and
blue hollow-circle curves represent functions and their first
and second derivatives, respectively, fθopt (x), d fθopt (x)/dx and
d2 fθopt (x)/dx2 evaluated at optimal angles θopt retrieved after
the optimization procedure. Overall, the trained models are
consistent with the analytic solutions (solid black curves).

V. Complex Fourier vs real Hartley models

To evaluate the potential of using the Hartley models, we
consider an exponential distribution with probability density

function p(x) = λe−λx as a ground truth. This p(x) de-
scribes the distances between successive events in homoge-
neous Poisson processes. As being the only continuous mem-
oryless probability distribution, it is widely used in the cal-
culation of various systems in queuing theory and reliability
theory [64]. We employ N-qubit Fourier encodings followed
by different configurations of hardware efficient ansatz (HEA)
to learn this exponential distribution on a training grid of 2N

integer points and compare the results with Hartley models.
Note that the ancillary register is not required for Fourier
models [see Fig. S1(c)]. Due to the complex nature of the
Fourier models, the parameterized gate element inside each
depth block of the HEA is composed of two single-qubit rota-
tion gates per qubit (marked as RYRX, RZRY, RXRZ in Fig. 5),
each gate parameterized by a given angle, and the CNOT-
based entangling layers are the same as the HERA (see sup-
plementary Fig. S4 for other cases of parameterized gates).
Therefore, there are 2N(d + 1) trainable parameters for HEA
of depth d. These HEAs allow easy access to the solution
space by preparing quantum states with complex amplitude
and avoid the training issues such as barren plateaus and local
minima for complex Fourier models. As shown in Fig. 5(a-d),
both Fourier and Hartley models follow ptarget(x) closely with
small relative errors for varying number of qubits N under the
same ansatz depth d = 1. However, the number of variational
parameters in complex Fourier models is double compared to
those in real Hartley models. Our results indicate for a N-
qubit quantum system (N ≥ 2) that one can simply employ
the Hartley model with the minimal number of parameterized
gates needed to efficiently reach the target solution space com-
pared to the Fourier model. This becomes important when
considering practical implementations with limited quantum
resources and relevant applications.

VI. Multivariate quantum generative models

We proceed to extend the proposed strategies from univari-
ate to multivariate distributions. As an example, we consider a
bivariate/binormal distribution with probability density func-
tion in the form

pBN(x, y) =
1

2π
√

1 − ρ2 σxσy

exp

−
(
z2

x + z2
y − 2ρzxzy

)
2(1 − ρ2)

 ,
(9)

where zx = (x − µx)/σx and zy = (y − µy)/σy with parameters
µx, µy and σx, σy representing mean and standard deviation
values for each (either stochastic or deterministic) variables
x and y. Here, ρ is a correlation coefficient −1 < ρ < 1.
We start with Hartley encoding of two independent variables
x and y in parallel registers, followed by a parameterized cor-
relation circuit ĈΘ and two separate variational ansatz V̂θ and
V̂ϑ, as illustrated in Fig. 6(a). The quantum model pθ,ϑ,Θ(x, y)
is trained to represent the target pBN(x, y) through searching
for optimal angles, θopt, ϑopt and Θopt, the same procedure in
the univariate case. The correlation circuit plays a crucial role
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FIG. 6. Multivariate quantum Hartley-based generative mod-
els (MQHGMs). (a) Circuit used to train the multivariate distri-
bution in the latent space, where a parameterized correlation cir-
cuit ĈΘ is sandwiched between feature maps (Ûh(x) and Ûh(y)) and
variational ansatz (V̂θ and V̂ϑ). Measured observable is defined as
Ô = |0aø0aø⟩⟨0aø0aø| is utilized, where |ø⟩ ≡ |0⟩⊗N . Here, α and β are
trainable scaling and bias parameters. (b) Circuit used to sample the
multivariate distribution from the trained model, where θopt, ϑopt and
Θopt are retrieved after the optimization procedure in (a). Two iden-
tical sets of inverse QHT (Û†QHT) and bitstring network (B̂) circuits
associated with extended registers of S qubits are then applied in par-
allel for fine sampling in the computational basis |xs xa x jysyay j⟩. The
quantum state just prior to measurement is denoted as |ψ⟩.

in making two otherwise independent latent variables corre-
lated for efficient training, while keeping the sampling proce-
dure the same as previously discussed in the univariate case.
As usual, ĈΘ comprises alternating layers of adjustable RY
rotation and fixed CZ gates to ensure the real amplitudes of
the state vector. Specifically, the (2N + 2)-qubit correlation
circuit consists of three layers of parameterized RY gates ap-
plied on each qubit (except for two ancilla), two layers of CZ
gates applied to odd and even subsequent pairs of qubits, re-
spectively, and a final layer of CZ gates applied to the same
qubit index between separate registers. Therefore, the over-
all number if trainable parameters includes 2N(d + 1) con-
tributed by two variational ansatz, and 6N by the correlation

circuit, all of which are randomly initialized. For the circuit
used to densely sample multivariate distributions illustrated in
Fig. 6(b), we run the trained circuit with inverted parameters
in reverse order and replace the Hartley feature maps with ex-
tended inverse QHT circuits, a procedure accounting for the
basis transformation from the latent to bitbasis space. Two
identical bitstring networks are then applied in parallel, fol-
lowed by projective measurements in the computational basis
to collect a batch of binary samples, as described in the previ-
ous section. Similarly, its variant model via QFTs is shown in
supplementary Fig. S5.

Fig. 7(a) shows density plots of analytical bivariate (binor-
mal) distribution based on Eqs. (9) with five different correla-
tion coefficients, set as 2D target distributions (ground truths).
The corresponding density plots of the trained quantum mod-
els with N = 4 qubits and the variational ansatz of depth d = 2
are displayed in each column of Fig. 7(b), respectively. As ex-
pected, they all quantitatively follow target distributions pre-
sented in Fig. 7(a). Typically the loss error reaches to the level
10−6 after a few hundred iterations for each scenario. Success-
ful bivariate learning over a wide range of correlation coeffi-
cients can be attributed to the well-designed architecture of the
latent-space training of the quantum model with a problem-
specific correlation circuit included. The proposed correla-
tion circuit structure is designed to simultaneously support the
successful training of uncorrelated, partially and highly (posi-
tive/negative) correlated distributions with |ρ| smaller than 0.9.
For the cases of |ρ| higher than 0.9, increasing the depth of the
variational ansatz circuit or a modification of the correlation
circuit is essential. After projective measurements in the com-
putational basis, we have to perform classical post-processing
tasks on a batch of measured binary datasets. This involves
with periodically dropping out those bits with zero probability,
concatenating rest of the bits in a sequential way and reshap-
ing the resulting bitstring in a 2D array for data plotting. For
the case of the extended register of S = 1, the corresponding
normalized density plots of sampled distributions are shown
in Fig. 7(c), which are in excellent agreement with the target
distributions. In the cases of |ρ| = 0.8, some defects (light-
purple spots) emerge from the backgrounds of both trained
and sampled models, but they do not affect the identifica-
tion of appearance of the binormal distributions. Finally, the
proposed framework enables us to systemically build multidi-
mensional quantum models and easily scale to larger system
sizes without the need of a huge amount of change. The size
of each modular unit such as Hartley feature map, variational
ansatz, quantum Hartley transform and bitstring network, is
essentially determined by “local” Hilbert space independent
of neighboring subsystem and each individual module has the
same circuit architecture as that in the univariate case. That
is to say, we only need to focus on the modification or re-
design of layers of CZ gates responsible for “global” corre-
lations among three separate registers when tackling p(x, y, z)
associated with three correlated independent variables. As a
consequence, we envision a future research of quantum gener-
ative modeling going beyond simple univariate towards com-
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FIG. 7. Learning and sampling bivariate probability distributions with multivariate quantum Hartley-based generative models. (a)
Density plots of target pBN(x, y) distributions with parameters µx = 8.3, µy = 8.6 and σx = 1.5, σy = 1.8 for different correlation coefficients
ranging from ρ = −0.8 to 0.8 in a step of 0.4 (left to right). (b) Density plots of corresponding trained pθopt ,ϑopt ,Θopt (x, y) models. (c) Normalized
density plots of sampled distributions from the corresponding trained models in (b) using the parallel extended registers of S = 1, where 107

shots are measured at the readout. All plots share the same color bar on the right in each row with the same correlation coefficient in each
column.

plex multivariate diffusion models using the developed tech-
niques presented in this work.

CONCLUSION

In this study, we developed protocols for building quantum
machine learning models based on Hartley kernels. In these
models embedding is represented by a state with amplitudes
being x-dependent functions scaling as cas(2πkx/2N). Be-
ing real-valued, Hartley models are suitable for solving tasks
where this is required by symmetry, and provide an advan-
tage over Fourier basis states with inherently complex coef-
ficients. We proposed a data-dependent embedding circuit to
generate the exponentially expressive orthonormal Hartley ba-
sis in the latent space, enabling the differentiation of quan-
tum models. To support the model building, we designed a
real-amplitude ansatz for efficient training of quantum mod-
els. We constructed the quantum Hartley transform circuit
for mappings between Hartley and computational bases. With
these tools, we performed generative modeling for probabil-
ity distributions being solutions of stochastic differential equa-

tions that arise in financial modelling. We demonstrated effi-
cient sampling of these distributions in computational basis,
revealing the consistent profiles between the learnt and sam-
pled probability distributions. We then solved the differential
equations and demonstrated favorable generalization proper-
ties of Hartley-based quantum models. Finally, we showcased
the capability of multivariate quantum generative modeling,
where we developed a problem-specific correlation circuit and
used parallel extended registers. This opens a way to multi-
variate sampling enabled by differentiable physics-informed
models.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Similar to Eq. (1), the squared overlap is employed to ex-
amine the orthonormal behavior of different states of contin-
uous variables. As illustrated in Fig. S1(a), the squared over-
lap between mutual normalized Hartley states, |⟨h̃(x′)|h̃(x)⟩|2,
shows unity along the diagonal 45 degree line, meaning that
the diagonal states are orthonormal as usual. However, those
off-diagonal states, i.e. states along 135 degree line, reveal
an unfavored behavior as they disrupt orthogonality in be-
tween nodes, contributing at least 50% of the maximum value.
This is quite different from the phase feature map [39] writ-
ten in the Fourier basis (Fig. S1c). This is mainly caused by
the abrupt change in amplitude of the opposite states, mak-
ing the model potentially difficult to train when using points
between Hartley nodes. This can be fixed by introducing an
additional x-dependent rotation that fixes overlap in between
nodes. Specifically, by appending a RZ(2πx) gate to the ancilla
register (see Fig. 1), we ensure a smooth transition between
continuous states while retaining the real-valued amplitudes
of |h̃(x)⟩ over the entire domain with an off-diagonal contribu-
tion less than 5% (Fig. S1b). With RZ(2πx) gate included, the
resulting squared overlap looks similar to that in Fourier case.

FIG. S1. Two-dimensional squared overlap between mutual nor-
malized states. (a,b) Representative two-dimensional (2D) squared
overlap between normalized Harley states |⟨h̃(x′)|h̃(x)⟩|2 for Ûh(x)
(N=5) without and with the RZ(2πx) gate, respectively. Both cases
show that Hartley states are orthonormal when x = x′, but the
nonzero overlap residues in (a) are way too high, inhibiting model
trainability. (c) N-qubit phase feature map and representative 2D
squared overlap between normalized Fourier states |⟨φ̃(x′)|φ̃(x)⟩|2

for Ûφ(x) (N=5). Notably, the Hartley overlaps are purely real,
⟨h̃(x′)|h̃(x)⟩ ∈ R, unlike the complex overlaps between Fourier states,
⟨φ̃(x′)|φ̃(x)⟩ ∈ C.
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FIG. S2. Hardware-efficient real-amplitude ansatz (HERA) circuit. HERA for N = 5 qubits with the circuit depth of d = 5. The first depth
block (d = 1) is presented by a dashed box. The HERA is composed of N(d+1) adjustable single-qubit RY gates and N×d entangling (CNOT)
gates. θ is a set of training parameters. The entangling gates follow a modular arithmetic pattern that changes over the number of depth layers
as follows: CNOT[l, (l + m) mod N] with l ∈ [1, · · · ,N] and m ∈ [1, · · · , d].

FIG. S3. Variant model for sampling in quantum Hartley-based
models. (a) Circuit with S -qubit extended registers on the top line
used to perform dense sampling in the computational basis |xs xa x j⟩.
Instead of a bitstring network, both QFT and extended inverse QFT
circuits are used as components of the sampling circuit. Inverse QHT
circuit is not extended with the same size as the regular (S = 0)
sampling case. (b) Sampled probability distributions from the same
trained (GBM) model using the extended registers of S = 1 and
S = 2 corresponding to double- and quadruple-frequency sampling,
generated with 106 and 107 shots, respectively. The normalized his-
tograms are plotted as a function of x ∈ R2N−1.
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FIG. S4. Results of trained Fourier models. (a)–(d) Training an ex-
ponential probability distribution with a scale inversely proportional
to parameter λ = 0.5, ptarget(x) = λe−λx for x ≥ 0, using Fourier fea-
ture map circuits over N = (a) 2, (b) 3, (c) 4 and (d) 5 qubits with
the shallow HEA circuit depth of d = 1. The parameterized element
inside each depth block of the HEA is composed of one adjustable
single-qubit rotation gate per qubit (RX, RY, RZ), and the entangling
layers are the same as the HERA. These Fourier-based quantum mod-
els perform poorly due to an insufficient expressivity.

FIG. S5. Variant model for sampling in multivariate quantum
Hartley-based generative models. Circuit used to sample the mul-
tivariate distribution from the trained model, where θopt, ϑopt and
Θopt are retrieved after the optimization procedure and two identi-
cal sets of inverse QHT, QFT and extended inverse QFT circuits
are applied in parallel for dense sampling in the computational ba-
sis |xs xa x jysyay j⟩. The quantum state just prior to measurement is
denoted as |ψ⟩.
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