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Integration of quantum computing in generative machine learning models has the potential to
offer benefits such as training speed-up and superior feature extraction. However, the existing
quantum generative adversarial networks (QGANs) fail to generate high-quality images due to their
patch-based, pixel-wise learning approaches. These methods capture only local details, ignoring the
global structure and semantic information of images. In this work, we address these challenges by
proposing a quantum image generative learning (QIGL) approach for high-quality medical image
generation. Our proposed quantum generator leverages variational quantum circuit approach ad-
dressing scalability issues by extracting principal components from the images instead of dividing
them into patches. Additionally, we integrate the Wasserstein distance within the QIGL framework
to generate a diverse set of medical samples. Through a systematic set of simulations on X-ray
images from knee osteoarthritis and medical MNIST datasets, our model demonstrates superior
performance, achieving the lowest Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) scores compared to its classical
counterpart and advanced QGAN models reported in the literature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Medical images are commonly used in diagnostics, neu-
roscience and drug discovery, with the use of artificial
intelligence (AI) in these applications becoming increas-
ingly common [1–3]. Despite the promise of AI to im-
prove efficiency and accuracy, the challenge is its train-
ing due to limited availability of medical images and pa-
tient datasets. A potential solution is, therefore, the
generation of synthetic data using generative adversarial
networks (GANs). To generate synthetic images which
have similar properties to the original images from pa-
tient scans, GANs were first introduced in Ref. [4]. Re-
cently, GANs have demonstrated state-of-the-art [5, 6]
capabilities in generating realistic, high-resolution image
datasets [7, 8], among other purposes including text gen-
eration [9], data augmentation [10], and anomaly detec-
tion [11]. Despite their widespread success, GANs im-
pose huge computational demands, especially to generate
high-resolution images [8, 12]. Contrarily, the integration
of quantum computing in GAN architecture design could
overcome these computational challenges. Indeed the de-
sign and implementation of resource efficient quantum
generative adversarial networks (QGANs) is an emerg-
ing and promising research direction.

Existing work on QGANs [13, 14] have demonstrated
that QGANs can achieve convergence similarly to classi-
cal GANs but within a quantum framework. These stud-
ies also highlight the advantages of QGANs in efficiently
processing high-dimensional data, making them powerful
for certain applications. However, these studies are often
limited to theoretical proofs [13, 14], inefficient data load-
ing [15], dealing with small-scale datasets [16], exhibiting
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instability during training [16], and suffering from mode
collapse [16], generally leading to poor-quality image gen-
eration. The advanced QGANs for image generation was
proposed in Ref. [16]. This study considered handwrit-
ten digits dataset (8 × 8 pixels) for image generation of
digits 0 and 1. Although it could generate recognisable
images in some cases, the quality of images was generally
poor. As this approach divided images into patches and
performed pixel by pixel learning, it suffered from scala-
bility challenges, particularly for high-resolution images.

To overcome the limitations of the existing QGAN
methods, this work proposes a quantum image genera-
tive learning (QIGL). We implement and benchmark our
QIGL technique on medical image datasets which typi-
cally require good quality image generation for diagnostic
purpose. Figure 1(a) illustrates QIGL approach that con-
sists of two sub-networks as in traditional GAN frame-
work. The generator is quantum and the discriminator is
classical. This is similar concept to other QGAN imple-
mentations [16, 17]. The architectures of the generator
and the discriminator networks are illustrated in Figure
1(b) and 1(c). The variational quantum circuit-based
generator is trained on quantum resources to exploit the
unique properties of quantum mechanics during both the
learning process and the generation of new samples. The
discriminator is trained on classical resources that dis-
tinguishes the real and fake samples and is not required
once the model is trained. The real input images un-
dergo principal component analysis (PCA) transforma-
tion before processed by the discriminator. The quantum
generator spearheads the learning process, aiming to re-
produce the distribution of the original image dataset.
After generating the images, both the original and the
generated samples are fed to the discriminator. This ad-
versarial setup ensures that the generator and discrimi-
nator continually learn from each other, improving their
capabilities until the generator produces high-fidelity im-
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FIG. 1. (a) Overview of Quantum Image Generative Learning (QIGL) framework. QIGL consists of two sub-networks: a
generator and a discriminator. Here, the generator is quantum and the discriminator is classical. The real input images
are transformed before being fed into the discriminator. The quantum generator initiates the learning process to replicate
the distribution throughout the training of QIGL. The PCA features are then re-scaled to revert to the original principal
component range and produce a distinctive image that aligns with the distribution of the original images. (b) Architecture of
quantum generator that is composed of eight sub-generators, each implemented as a variational quantum circuit (VQC). Each
VQC consists of fixed gates for entangling the qubits and tunable gates optimized through training. The generator circuit’s
architecture begins with encoding input noise using RX(θi) and RY (θi) rotational gates. Subsequently, parameterized weights
are encoded on each quantum layer, accompanied by CZ gates to entangle qubits within each layer. Following these repeated
layers, the expected value of Pauli X is computed for each qubit upon measurement. (c) Classical discriminator initiates with a
dense layer (fully connected (FC)) for linear transformation of the input data that projects the input tensor into 64 dimensions.
Subsequently, a Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) activation function is applied element-wise to the output tensor. Following this,
the output of the final dense layer passes through a Sigmoid activation function for final prediction whether the data is real or
fake.

ages indistinguishable from real data. Our work shows
that QIGL generates high-quality medical images while
mitigating scalability and mode collapse issues that are
present in the current methods.

The generation of realistic medical images also con-
tributes to the development of algorithms used in medical
image analysis and diagnosis. To this end, we consider
knee osteoarthritis (OA) dataset [18] that consists of 5
classes, where the original image dimension is 224× 224.
The class labels of the knee OA dataset were identified
based on the Kellgren-Lawrence grading system (KL-
grade) that is used to define knee OA progression, to
assess OA in epidemiologic studies and to provide docu-
mentation for the requirement of total knee replacement
[19]. In addition to this, we studied the medical MNIST
dataset, containing 6 classes with image dimensions of
64×64. QIGL learns and extracts rich principal com-
ponents from the images, resulting in the generation of
high-quality and high-dimensional medical images. Ad-
ditionally, we address the mode collapse issue by incorpo-
rating the Wasserstein distance [20] within the proposed
framework as a loss function to enable better convergence
and generating diverse and realistic samples.

II. RELATED WORK

In 2014, Goodfellow introduced generative models in
an adversarial manner [4], where generator captures the
data distribution, and a discriminator model estimates
the probability that a sample came from the training data
rather than generative model. While it is challenging,
having a model to capture the distribution of images to
generate realistic synthetic copies, GANs achieved great
success synthetic for image generation. Inspired by the
success of GANs, various extensions have been proposed
for image-to-image translation [21, 22], pixel-level trans-
fer from source to target domains [23], and style transfer
between domains [6].

Witnessing the success of classical GANs, quantum
information science community has been motivated to
develop corresponding quantum GANs that can run on
quantum computer. Ref. [13] first introduced QGANs,
demonstrating their theoretical potential for exponential
superiority compared to its classical counterparts. Build-
ing on this, Ref. [14] designed a way to train variational
quantum circuit (VQC) as the generator in QGAN mod-
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els. Although these methods are only proof-of-concept,
the findings of these studies highlight the potential of
QGANs to address problems that classical GANs struggle
with includes huge demand of computational resources
and the number of parameters, which increase the com-
plexity of the model, making optimisation and conver-
gence more challenging [24].

Ref. [25] introduces a patch-based conditional QGAN
for generating abnormal ECG signals. The first image
generation QGAN method was proposed in Ref. [16]
that generate images of hand-written digits from MNIST
dataset. This approach down-scaled the size of the im-
ages from 28 × 28 into 8 × 8 and divided the images
into patches before using as input to the generator as
lower dimensional images requires less number of qubits.
Despite significant performance gain in synthetic image
generation with fewer parameters compared to classical
GANs, this method suffers from scalability issues, espe-
cially for high-resolution images as it fails to capture the
global patterns and semantic details of the images due
to pixel-wise learning. 1) By concentrating on individ-
ual patches and pixels, the model may lose sight of the
broader context and relationships between different parts
of the image. This leads to difficulties in capturing global
patterns and semantic details 2) Processing images pixel
by pixel can be computationally expensive and memory-
intensive, particularly for high-resolution images. 3) In
many real-world applications, it is essential to consider
the entire image and understand the relationship between
objects and features across the image. Pixel-wise learn-
ing may not effectively capture these broader relation-
ships. 4) Pixel-wise learning is not effective at generating
a diverse set of images as it only consider the similarity
between individual pixels, while ignoring high-level fea-
tures and semantics of the images. This leads to a loss
of diversity in the generated samples, which is known as
mode collapse problem. Another study [17] uses a sim-
ilar concept as in Ref. [16] and generates images with
28× 28 pixel rather than reducing the dimensionality as
in [16]. However, this method also breaks the images into
patches and performs pixel-wise learning, which leads to
the scalability issues and poor quality image generation.
Ref. [26] introduced QGAN via learning discrete dis-
tribution for image generation. A remapping method is
also used to enhance the quality of the generated images
of MNIST and Fashion-MNIST datasets, however, this
approach also generate low resolution images (28 × 28
pixel). Despite recent progress in developing QGANs for
image generation, their scope is still limited due to low
resolution and proof-of-concept dataset. Our work ad-
dresses this critical gap and demonstrates that quantum
generative learning could generate high resolution images
and could have a direct application in the field of med-
ical diagnostic, which is an important application with
real-world implications.

III. QUANTUM GENERATOR AND
CLASSICAL DISCRIMINATOR FRAMEWORK

In this work, we propose QIGL composed of a quan-
tum generator and a classical discriminator as illustrated
in Figure 1(a), where the quantum generator consists of
multiple sub-generators. Each of these sub-generators is
a variational quantum circuit (VQC), which undergoes
iterative optimisation to train the model. VQC consists
of fixed gates for entangling the qubits and the tunable
gates that are optimised through the training process.
Thus, the complete quantum circuit is an optimisation
function constructed from a series of unitary transfor-
mations. The architecture of a generator circuit is illus-
trated in Figure 1(b). The generator takes random noise
vectors as input, where each element is a random value.
Each element of the noise vector corresponds to a qubit
in the quantum circuit. Each qubit is initialised with
Rx and Ry rotational gates, parameterised by the noise
input. Subsequently, after the noise has been embed-
ded, parameterised weights are encoded on each quan-
tum layer alongside controlled-Z (CZ) gates to entangle
the qubits within each layer. After these six repeated
layers, the Pauli X expected value is computed for each
qubit upon measurement. For PCA feature selection, we
choose 40 components as these 40 components capture
98% of the total variability present in the dataset (see
Section S9 and Figure S6 in the supplementary docu-
ment). These 40 principal components are distributed
across eight sub-generators. All the eight sub-generators
have the similar structures as described above, each com-
prising a five-qubit circuit. Figure 1(b) shows the struc-
ture of only one sub-generator.
The classical discriminator architecture is illustrated in

Figure 1(c), where the first layer is a dense layer that per-
forms linear transformation of the input data. It takes
the input tensor with PCA dimensions and projects it
into a space with 64 dimensions. Each neuron in this
layer is connected to every neuron in the input, applying
weights to the input features to transform them into a
new representation. After that, a Rectified Linear Unit
(ReLU) activation function is applied element-wise to the
output tensor. ReLU introduces non-linearity by replac-
ing negative values with zero which helps the network
learn complex patterns and relationships in the data.
The output of the final dense layer is passed through
a Sigmoid activation function to transform the output
of the network into a probability value ranges between 0
and 1. Values closer to 1 indicate higher probability of
the input being classified as real, whereas values closer
to 0 indicate the probability of the input being classified
as generated.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

QIGL is implemented and tested on two popular med-
ical image datasets: knee OA, consists of 5 grade/classes
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FIG. 2. Generated Images from Knee Osteoarthritis dataset.
The first row shows the real images from all the classes. The
second, third, fourth and fifth rows represent the images gen-
erated by classical WGAN [20], Quantum PatchGAN [16],
PQWGAN [17], the proposed QIGL, and QIGL with His-
togram Equalisation.
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FIG. 3. Generated Images from medical MNIST dataset. The
first row shows the real images from all the classes. For this
dataset, we compare the generated images of the proposed
QIGL with classical WGAN only.

(healthy, doubtful, minimal, moderate, and severe), and
medical MNIST dataset, comprising 6 classes (abdomen
CT, breast MRI, chest CT, chest X-ray, hand, and head)
which are shown in Fig. S5 in the supplementary docu-
ment and briefly discussed in Section VI.

A. Qualitative Comparison with State-of-the-art
Approaches

A qualitative comparison of QGAN approaches is
shown in Figure 2 for knee OA dataset. In the figure,
the first row shows the real images for all classes. We
implement classical WGAN [20], Quantum PatchGAN
[16], and PQWGAN [17] for image generation and make
a comparison with QIGL. For knee OA dataset, QIGL
generates 10000 images, 2000 per class. The second,
third, fourth and fifth row represent the generated im-
ages for classical WGAN, Quantum PatchGAN, PQW-
GAN, and our QIGL, respectively. The results indicate
that, Quantum PatchGAN suffers from several challenges
as it decomposes the image into patches and perform
pixel-by-pixel learning, leading to difficulties in captur-
ing global patterns and semantic details, particularly for
high-resolution images. From the generated images, we
find the quality of the images generated using Quantum
PatchGAN is low for knee OA data. While Quantum
PatchGAN down-sized the MNIST hand-written digits
data into 8× 8 pixels, PQWGAN method [17] generates
images for the MNIST dataset with higher-resolution im-
ages (28×28 pixels) compared to PatchGAN. Despite this
promising performance of PQWGAN for MNIST dataset,
it also incorporates the same patch strategy while inte-
grating the concept of WGAN-GP (Wasserstein GAN-
Gradient Penalty) [27] to enhance convergence within
the Quantum PatchGAN framework. Therefore, PQW-
GAN encounters challenges and fails to generate images
for high-resolution datasets such as knee OA dataset
(224 × 224 pixels). In contrast to these approaches and
classical WGAN, QIGL generates high quality images as
shown in Figure 2. To further enhance the contrast of
the images, we perform histogram equalisation (HE) as
in Ref. [28], which is described in the METHOD VI
section. After HE, QIGL generates sharper images as
illustrated in the last row.

We also compare QIGL generated images with the im-
ages generated using classical WGAN for medical MNIST
dataset as depicted in Figure 3. We consider the same
parameters for classical WGAN experiments as in QIGL
for fair comparison which are described in Section VI.
From the figure, it is observed that our method gener-
ates images which are sharper and contain finer details
than the images generated by the implemented classical
WGAN. The performance of the proposed QIGL brings
attention to the promising potential of quantum machine
learning approaches for image generation tasks. While
the comparison of QIGL and classical WGAN is insight-
ful, it is important to note that WGAN is not consid-
ered state-of-the-art in GANs. Currently, StyleGAN [12]
and its variants [7, 29] are recognised for their superior
performance in generating high-quality images with fine
details and realistic textures. However, quantum hard-
ware are still in their infancy. The limited number of
qubits available on current quantum computers, along
with high error rates and decoherence, makes building
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complex models like StyleGAN infeasible at this stage.
Nevertheless our study has demonstrated that quantum
generative models such as QIGL could enable high reso-
lution image generation for medical applications and in
future could be deployed on larger scale fault-tolerant
quantum computers when they become available within
the next decade.

B. Quantitative Comparison of QIGL with
Classical WGAN

To quantitatively compare the quality of images gen-
erated by QIGL with other methods, we calculate the
Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) scores as an evaluation
metric (see details in Section VI) for both QIGL and clas-
sical WGAN on knee OA and medical MNIST datasets
as reported in Table I. The classical GANs [12, 24, 30]
utilise FID scores to evaluate the performance of genera-
tive models which is considered a standard method. FID
score provides a quantitative measure of the similarity be-
tween the feature distributions of real and generated im-
ages, with lower values representing better performance.
For FID score calculation, the feature representations are
extracted for both real images and generated images us-
ing pre-trained deep convolutional neural network. Let
us denote that the feature representations of real images
as µr (mean) and Σr (covariance) and the feature rep-
resentations of generated images as µg (mean) and Σg

(covariance). The Fréchet distance between two multi-
variate Gaussian distributions N(µr,Σr) and N(µg,Σg)
can be represented as,

FID = ∥µr − µg∥2 +Tr(Σr +Σg − 2(ΣrΣg)
1/2), (1)

where Tr(·) denotes the trace operation which computes
the sum of the diagonal elements of the resulting ma-
trix and thus quantifies the dissimilarity between the co-
variance matrices. For each class of knee condition, the
FID score obtained by both QIGL and classical WGAN
method are listed in Table I. For all the classes, FID
score is lower for our method compared to the FID score
obtained using images generated by classical WGAN,
demonstrating that QIGL outperforms its classical coun-
terpart across different levels of knee OA severity. We
also calculated the FID score for the medical MNIST
dataset. Similar to the case of Knee OA data, QIGL out-
performs classical WGAN for all 6 classes. These results
indicate superior performance of QIGL in generating re-
alistic images across a diverse range of datasets when
compared to the classical WGAN.

To study the training efficiency, we also calculated
the number of parameters for both classical WGAN
method (Table S3 in the supplementary document) and
QIGL (Table S4 in the supplementary document). To-
tal number of training parameters in classical WGAN is
6,819,841 (4,718,592 for the generator and 2,101,249 for
the discriminator) whereas the number of training pa-
rameters in QIGL is 3,489 (240 for the quantum genera-

tor and 3,249 for the discriminator). This suggests that
the implemented quantum network offers better perfor-
mance while using ≈ 2000× less number of training pa-
rameters. This exhibits the advantages of our QIGL ap-
proach in training efficiency by reducing the parameters
significantly, highlighting its potency for practical imple-
mentation. The number of parameters in QIGL method
can be increased by increasing the number of layers or by
increasing the number of qubits in the quantum gener-
ator circuit. However, these improvements might cause
well known barren plateau issue in which the optimisa-
tion landscape becomes flat. Layer wise learning [31] can
be utilised to mitigate this issue and we leave increased
size problems as a future work. Similarly, more advanced
classical GAN models, such as StyleGAN [12], have been
utilised in the literature for better quality medical im-
age generation [32, 33]. However, these advanced clas-
sical models require training of millions ( 26 million for
StyleGAN) of parameters and intensive computational
resources. As we mitigate issues towards increasing prob-
lem size for our QIGL method, we will also study these
advanced classical GAN methods for performance com-
parison of the classical and quantum generative methods
with the goal of better quality generation of medical im-
ages.

C. Ablation Studies

We perform a set of simulations to evaluate the ef-
fectiveness of the proposed PCA feature re-distribution
technique which is compared with traditional PCA fea-
ture distribution technique. We also conduct simulations
to generate images with and without Wasserstein Dis-
tance, and with and without histogram equalisation to
demonstrate the effect of these components.

1. Effect of PCA Balanced Feature Distribution

In QIGL, PCA is considered to extract the principal
features of images that facilitates efficient learning. Tra-
ditionally, PCA computes a set of principal components,
which are linear combinations of the original features.
These components are sequenced such that the first prin-
cipal component captures the maximum amount of vari-
ance present in the data, the second principal component
captures the second highest amount of variance, and so
on. As there are eight sub-generators in the proposed
framework as mentioned in Section III, the PCA features
are typically distributed among the sub-generators suc-
ceedingly. Hence, the initial sub-generators will get the
first few features, which are heavily concentrated of the
explained variance compared to the subsequent features.
This sequential distribution leads to an imbalance in fea-
ture distribution among the sub-generators, potentially
impacting the overall performance and diversity of the
generated outputs. To overcome this problem, we in-
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Knee Osteoarthritis Medical MNIST

Classes FID (QIGL) FID (WGAN) Classes FID (QIGL) FID (WGAN)
Healthy 63.59 200.93 AbdomenCT 45.89 234.35
Doubtful 56.28 188.29 BreastMRI 117.58 356.42
Minimal 61.85 339.01 ChestCT 42.95 212.83
Moderate 62.76 312.58 CXR 157.73 454.47
Severe 75.54 310.07 Hand 175.82 473.61

Head 151.94 421.27

TABLE I. Simulation results of the proposed QIGL approach compared to the classical WGAN method on Knee Osteoarthritis
and Medical MNIST datasets. FID, representing the Fréchet Inception Distance, is the lower the better.

FIG. 4. Generated images on Knee Osteoarthritis dataset for class 0 (Healthy): (a) represents the generated images with
conventional PCA feature distribution technique and balanced PCA feature distribution technique. (b) shows the generated
images without Wasserstein loss and with Wasserstein loss, and (c) represents the generated images without Histogram Equal-
isation and with Histogram Equalisation.

Method FID

QIGL with PCA (no Wasserstein Loss) 81.4
QIGL with PCA + Wasserstein Loss 78.1
QIGL + Balanced PCA 76.8
QIGL + Balanced PCA + Wasserstein Loss 71.6
QIGL + Balanced PCA + Wasserstein Loss + HE 63.6

TABLE II. Ablation studies on Knee Osteoarthritis dataset
for class 0 (Healthy). “QIGL with PCA” is the proposed
QIGL with normal PCA feature distribution, “QIGL with
PCA + Wasserstein Loss” represents with normal PCA fea-
ture distribution but considering Wasserstein loss, “QIGL +
Balanced PCA” is the method with balanced PCA feature dis-
tribution technique but there is no Wasserstein loss, “QIGL
+ Balanced PCA + Wasserstein Loss” denotes the approach
with both balanced PCA feature distribution technique and
Wasserstein loss, and “QIGL + Balanced PCA + Wasser-
stein Loss + HE” represents the QIGL method with balanced
PCA feature distribution technique, Wasserstein loss and his-
togram equalisation.

corporate a feature distribution technique to ensure that
the features are distributed among the sub-generators in
a more balanced way. This technique is explained in the
supplementary document S9 in more detail.

To investigate the effectiveness of the balanced distri-
bution technique of PCA features, we train the QIGL
model with normal feature distribution technique for
comparison. Figure 4(a) shows the generated images on
one of the classes (healthy i.e., class 0) from the knee

OA dataset. While the top row shows the real images,
the second and third rows depict the images generated
with PCA conventional distribution and PCA balanced
feature distribution, respectively. It is very hard to see
the visual difference of the generated images for human
perception. Therefore, we performed experiments to cal-
culate the FID score of the generated images with both
distributions of PCA features as in Table II. The FID
score of QIGL with balanced PCA is 76.8 while the score
is 81.4 with conventional PCA feature distribution.

2. Effect of Wasserstein Distance in QIGL

A limitation of our model is related to a tendency of
generating repetitive and uniform images, thus lacking
in variety and detail, which is a common issue even in
classical GANs [34, 35]. While it is essential to generate
high-quality images, it is equally important to generate a
diverse range of samples to enhance the model’s fidelity
to real-world data. We propose the integration of the
Wasserstein distance (WD) into QIGL framework. WD
encourages the generator to produce samples that cap-
tures the diversity present in the real data distribution.
The impact of mode collapse and WD is thoroughly ex-
plained in the supplementary document S10. Figure 4(b)
illustrates the generated images both with and without
the Wasserstein loss for class 1 of Knee OA dataset. From
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the Figure, it can be observed that the model exhibits en-
hanced diversity in samples whenWD is used. We further
evaluate the effectiveness of WD by calculating the FID
score as shown in Table II. From the Table, the QIGL
achieves an FID score of 81.4 when there is no WD, which
is 78.1 when WD is incorporating within QIGL, demon-
strating the effectiveness of this approach in mitigating
mode collapse and enhancing image generation diversity.

3. Effect of Histogram Equalisation

In this subsection, we investigate the impact of his-
togram equalisation (HE) on the quality of generated
knee X-ray images. Given that real medical X-ray images
used for generating synthetic images often lack sharpness,
we apply HE to enhance the contrast of these real input
images. Subsequently, we assess the effect of this pre-
processing step on the fidelity of the generated samples
and corresponding FID scores. Figure 4(c) shows higher
contrast in the generated images with HE compared to
the images when HE is not considered. As a result of
this, the FID score of the QIGL generated images in-
cluding HE is lower for all classes of the knee images.
We present the mean FID score for each class with and
without HE implemented in Table S5 in the supplemen-
tary document. We observe that the HE procedure sig-
nificantly improves FID score values.

V. DISCUSSION

The proposed QIGL addresses the challenges of the
current QGAN method [16]. While Ref. [16] divides full
images into patches due to the limited number of qubits
available in the current quantum devices and perform
pixel-by-pixel learning, QIGL extracts principal compo-
nents of images instead of pixel-wise learning that re-
sults in poor quality image generation. The proposed
method successfully generates high-quality medical im-
ages (64× 64 pixel) as shown in Figure 2 and 3.Through
qualitative comparison with classical WGAN and exist-
ing QGAN approaches such as Quantum PatchGAN and
PQWGAN, it is observed that existing methods strug-
gle with capturing global patterns and semantic details,
particularly in high-resolution datasets like the knee OA.
In contrast, our QIGL framework consistently generates
higher quality images with sharper details. Integration of
balanced PCA feature distribution technique effectively
distributes PCA features across the sub-generators com-
pare to the traditional PCA methods as shown in Figure
S7(b) and Table II. Additionally, the incorporation of
WD as a loss function within the proposed framework
addresses mode collapse, leading to more diverse and re-
alistic medical image generation. The quantitative com-
parisons through FID scores confirm the superiority of
our approach over classical WGAN across various classes
and datasets, highlighting the potential of quantum ma-

chine learning approaches in medical imaging tasks for
improving healthcare outcomes through accurate diag-
nosis and analysis of medical images. However, quantum
hardware is not yet scaled up to process complex quan-
tum circuits which are necessary for the wide spread im-
plementation of QGANs for real-world applications, and
it will take a few more years to deploy such techniques
on real devices.

VI. METHODS

In this section, we introduce QIGL, detailing its design
and architecture. First, we briefly describe classical GAN
for better context of understanding. Subsequently, we
delve into the details of QIGL.

GANs work through a dynamic interplay between two
neural networks: the generator and the discriminator.
The generator, creates synthetic data, while the discrim-
inator tries to distinguish between real and fake sam-
ples. As they compete, both networks improve itera-
tively. The generator aims to produce samples that are
indistinguishable from real data, while the discriminator
aims to become increasingly accurate at differentiating
between real and fake samples. Through this adversarial
process, GANs can generate highly realistic data. This is
explained in the supplementary document in detail (see
S8).

A. Quantum Image Generative Learning (QIGL)

The proposed QIGL consists of a generator and a
discriminator, following a similar structure to classical
GANs, however, utilising quantum principles for train-
ing and inference. The generator is trained on quan-
tum resources while the discriminator operates on clas-
sical resources, allowing QIGL to leverage quantum re-
sources for generative tasks. To address the limitations of
current NISQ (Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum) de-
vices, which have fewer qubits than required for high-
resolution image generation, we employ a PCA-based
approach. PCA extracts essential features of images,
which are scaled between 0 and 1, enabling quantum
sub-generators to operate efficiently. The scaled features
guide the generator during training. Once training is
completed, the output is re-scaled to its original range
and inverse-transformed to reconstruct high-quality im-
ages. To ensure balanced feature distribution among sub-
generators, the top principal components are assigned
evenly, avoiding the imbalance and enhancing the over-
all utility of the generator. This methodology overcomes
scalability issues and generates high-quality medical im-
ages with minimal qubits.
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B. Datasets

Knee Osteoarthritis [18] dataset includes knee X-
ray image data aimed at both knee joint detection and
grading according to the Kellgren-Lawrence (KL) scale,
facilitating research and analysis in the diagnosis of knee
osteoarthritis. For image generation, we consider the
grading as different class. There are 5 grading system
within this dataset such as: Grade 0 represents healthy
knee images, Grade 1 indicates doubtful joint narrowing
with possible osteophytic lipping, Grade 2 reflects def-
inite presence of osteophytes with potential joint space
narrowing, Grade 3 signifies multiple osteophytes, defi-
nite joint space narrowing, and mild sclerosis, and Grade
4 denotes large osteophytes, significant joint narrowing,
and severe sclerosis. Total 5,778 images in 224×224 di-
mension are considered from all 5 classes to train QIGL
model for image generation.

Medical MNIST [36] dataset is a MNIST-style med-
ical images in 64×64 dimension. The images were orig-
inally taken from other datasets and processed into
such style. There are 58954 medical images belonging
to 6 classes, i.e., AbdomenCT, BreastMRI, ChestCT,
ChestXR, Hand, and HeadCT. To train QIGL, all these
images are considered as real input images.

C. Image Pre-processing

In order to improve the quality of the generated im-
ages we implemented image preprocessing. One of the
methods used in image generation through GANs is to
use histogram equalisation which improves the contrast
of the generated images. This technique spreads out the
most frequent intensity values in an image, making it eas-
ier for the model to learn and generate more detailed and
visually appealing images. It also helps in reducing the
model’s bias towards certain intensity values, thereby en-
hancing the overall quality of the generated images. In
order to implement this technique, we utilized equalize
function in Python Imaging Library’s (PIL) ImageOps
module. This function applies a non-linear mapping to
the input image in order to create a uniform distribution
of grayscale values in the output image. Another image
preprocessing method that we implemented is to manu-
ally detect and remove the images with surgical prosthet-
ics or scratches and punch holes. In addition to this, we
inverted negative channel images and flipped all right-
oriented images to the left, as it was implemented in
[28]. In Table S6 in the supplementary document, we
provide the number of these items in each KL grade of
osteoarthritis of the knee X-ray images dataset.

D. Network Setup and Training Details

We use PyTorch [37] as a wrapper to interface with
PennyLane [38]. Adam [39] optimiser is used for all the
experiments with a batch size of 8 and a learning rate of
0.3 for the quantum generator and 0.05 for the discrim-
inator. We initialise the quantum circuit with 5 qubits
and 6 variational layers (depth of the quantum circuit).
During training, images are decomposed into 40 princi-
pal components which are then distributed across eight
5-qubit quantum circuit, each of which is a sub-generator.
We also perform simulation studies for Quantum Patch-
GAN [16] and PQWGAN [17] on Knee OA dataset for
comparison. For these implementations, we use Penny-
lane framework with the same hyper-parameters used in
the original paper, i.e., Ref. [16, 17]. To further evaluate
the proposed method, we additionally set up simulations
for classical WGAN with the same hyper-parameters as
used in QIGL implementation for fair evaluation.

VII. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we presented QIGL framework for high-
quality medical image generation that significantly ad-
vances the application of quantum generative learning in
healthcare. Through a comprehensive set of simulations
and analysis on a diverse set of classes of medical image
datasets, we have demonstrated superior performance of
our approach compared to its classical counterparts and
the existing QGAN methods, particularly in terms of im-
age quality, scalability, mode collapse mitigation, and re-
source efficiency. Our simulation results and extensive
comparison of QIGL with its classical counterparts open
up avenues for future research in healthcare technology.
While our results demonstrate remarkable gains in medi-
cal image generation, there remain opportunities for fur-
ther exploration, such as extending QIGL approach for
RGB medical image generation, implementation on real
quantum devices, and perform image classification tasks,
thus expanding the scope and applicability of quantum-
enhanced techniques in medical imaging.
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Supplementary Document

S8. CLASSICAL GENERATIVE ADVERSARIAL
NETWORKS (CGANS)

GANs are neural networks that learn to draw sam-
ples from a distribution they have learned by setting
up a competition. The discriminator tries to distinguish
whether the samples are real or generated, and the gener-
ator generates fake samples and tries to fool the discrim-
inator. Thus, the two sub-networks have a significant
influence on each other as they update themselves in an
iterative manner. To learn a generator distribution over
data x, the generator G(z, θ1) maps the input noise vari-
ables z to the expected data space x, while the discrimi-
nator D(x, θ2) tries to learn the probability, ranging from
0 to 1, that the generated data are from the real domain.
The weights of the discriminator are optimised to min-
imise the probability of fake samples being classified as
belonging to the real dataset, and maximising the prob-
ability that real input images are classified that they are
from the real dataset. As such, the discriminator is min-
imising the function D(G(z)) while maximising D(x). In
contrast, the generator tries to defeat the discriminator
by generating fake samples, which look similar to the
real samples. Thus, the weights of the generator are op-
timised to increase the probability that the fake samples
are classified as belonging to the real dataset.

As both generator and the discriminator train simul-
taneously, parameters are adjusted for generator to mini-
mize log(1−D(G(x))) and for discriminator to minimize
logD(x), as if they are following the two-player min-max
game with value function V (G,D).
The objective of a GAN can be formulated as [4],

min
G

max
D

V (D,G) = Ex∼Pdata(x)[logD(x)]

+Ez∼Pz(z)[log(1−D(G(x)))] . (2)

When the network converges, the generator can create
more realistic samples. At this point, the discriminator
becomes unable to differentiate between real and fake
samples. This is because neither the discriminator nor
the generator can further improve themselves.

S9. PCA FOR SCALABILITY AND FEATURE
LEARNING

In the proposed methodology, we address the scala-
bility issue by transforming the input image data rather
than breaking it into patches. We adopt PCA approach
to extract and learn essential features of images that fa-
cilitates efficient learning. Initially, PCA normalises the
input data, ensuring uniformity in feature scales. Subse-
quently, it decomposes images into principal components,
which represent the most significant variations within the
dataset. To understand how much of the information in

the dataset can be captured by each principal component,
we measure the explained variance ratio. Figure S6 shows
the plot, where explained variance is 98% with 40 princi-
pal components in PCA, indicating that these 40 compo-
nents capture 98% of the total variability present in the
original dataset. Therefore, we choose to extract 40 PCA
features. These features are then scaled between 0 and
1, enabling quantum sub-generators to operate across the
entire input space. During the training, these scaled fea-
tures are fed to the discriminator as ground truth to guide
the generator to learn the distribution of the dataset.
After training, the output are re-scaled to their original
principal component range, and inverse transformation
is performed to reconstruct images with the original dis-
tribution. Although this approach overcomes the scala-
bility issue and generate high-quality medical images, we
investigate that, the distribution of PCA features can be
unbalanced among multiple sub-generators, consisting of
a variational quantum circuit (VQC) within the proposed
approach. Conventionally, PCA features are distributed
sequentially among the sub-generators, that is, the first
few features are aligned to the first sub-generator, the
next features are assigned to the next sub-generator and
so on. This is illustrated in Figure S7(a). We develop
our QIGL approach in such a way that only 5 qubits
are required for image generation of a full-resolution of
4096-pixel (64×64 pixel) image dataset. To distribute 40
PCA features, QIGL comprises of 8 sub-generators, each
with a 5-qubit quantum circuit. Each sub-generator is as-
signed with 5 PCA features. As shown in Figure S7(a),
the first 5 features are assigned to the first sub-generator
(G1), the next 5 features are assigned to the second sub-
generator (G2), while the last sub-generator (G8) is get-
ting the last 5 PCA features. This leads to an imbalance
in the distribution of features among the sub-generators
because PCA features inherently exhibit a heavy con-
centration of explained variance in the initial features,
with a notable drop-off in subsequent ones. As PCA
features become entangled within the sub-generators to
facilitate rich connections for image generation, if certain
sub-generators lack useful information across all features,
the overall utility of the generator diminishes.

We address the imbalance distribution of PCA fea-
tures by counteracting the uneven assignment of prin-
cipal components to sub-generators as shown in Figure
S7(b). Initially, we allocate the top principal component
to the first sub-generator, followed by subsequent com-
ponents assigned sequentially to each sub-generator until
each holds one top principal component. Next, the re-
maining principal components are distributed in reverse
order, assigning the last n − 1 components to the first
sub-generator, the second to last n−1 to the second sub-
generator, and so forth until all features are allocated
among the sub-generators as illustrated in Figure S7(c).
This approach ensures a more balanced distribution, al-
lowing all the sub-generators to contribute meaningfully
during training without skewing the learning process.
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FIG. S5. Overview of datasets used to generate synthetic images by the proposed QIGL. In the Figure, (a) represents Knee
Osteoarthritis dataset, containing 5 classes, and (b) represents Medical MNIST dataset consisting of 6 classes.

FIG. S6. Plot of the explained variance ratio against the number of components. Here, 98% of the information are captured
by 40 principal components.

S10. MODE COLLAPSE IN QIGL

Mode collapse in generative learning occurs when the
generator fixates on producing a narrow range of outputs,
often repeating similar patterns or generating limited
types of samples. Figure S7(d) illustrates mode collapse,
where many latent space z can be mapped to only one
real space x. However, it is crucial to maintain variety
in image generation rather than only generating limited
type of images from a particular class. QIGL addresses
this issue by incorporating wasserstein distance within
the proposed framework. Wasserstein distance approx-

imates Earth Mover’s Distance to make the generated
image distribution equal to the real image distribution.
This distance measures the minimum cost required to
transform one distribution into another. The loss func-
tion is constructed using the Kantorovich-Rubinstein du-
ality [40] as,

W (Pr, Pθ) = sup
∥f∥L≤1

Ex∼Pr
[f(x)]− Ex∼Pθ

[f(x)], (3)

where Pr represents the real data distribution and Pθ rep-
resents the generated data distribution parameterised by
the generator network’s parameters θ. ∥f∥L is the Lips-
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FIG. S7. Illustration of (a) conventional PCA feature distribution technique. QIGL consists of 8 sub-generators that requires
the extraction of 40 PCA features for a 5-qubit quantum circuit. Each sub-generator is allocated with 5 PCA features. The
allocation of PCA features follows a systematic pattern: the first 5 features are directed to the first sub-generator (G1), the
subsequent 5 features are allocated to the second sub-generator (G2), and the final 5 PCA features are directed to the eighth
sub-generator (G8). (b) Balanced PCA feature re-distribution technique where the top principal component are assigned to
the first sub-generator. Succeeding components are then sequentially allocated to each sub-generator until each holds one
top principal component. Following this, we adopt a reverse distribution approach for the remaining principal components.
This entails assigning the last n− 1 components to the first sub-generator, the second-to-last n− 1 components to the second
sub-generator, and so forth, until all features are allocated principal component. (c) Balanced PCA feature distribution across
the sub-generators, and (d) Mode Collapse problem where multiple latent distributions G(z) is mapped to only one real space
output x, resulting limited set of output samples from generator.

chitz constant of the function f , The supremum (sup) is
taken over all functions f with ∥f∥L ≤ 1. Ex∼Pr

[f(x)]
represents the expected value of f(x)) when x is sampled
from the real data distribution Pr, and Ex∼Pθ

[f(x)] rep-
resents the expected value of f(x) when x is sampled from

the generated data distribution, Pθ, which is controlled
by the generator network. This formulation allows for a
more stable optimisation process compared to traditional
GANs, as it encourages the generator to produce samples
that are closer to the real data distribution.
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Layer Generator Discriminator

Layer 1 (weights) 100 × 128 (1× 64 × 64) × 512
Layer 1 (biases) 128 512
Layer 2 (weights) 128 × 256 512 × 256
Layer 2 (biases) 256 256
Layer 3 (weights) 256 × 512 256 × 1
Layer 3 (biases) 512 1
Layer 4 (weights) 512 × 1024 -
Layer 4 (biases) 1024 -
Layer 5 (weights) 1024 × (1× 64 × 64) -
Layer 5 (biases) (1× 64 × 64) -
Batch normalization 256+512+1024 -
Total 4,718,592 2,101,249

TABLE S3. Number of training parameters at each layer of generator and discriminator for classical WGAN.

Layer Discriminator

Layer 1 (weights) 40 × 64
Layer 1 (biases) 64
Layer 2 (weights) 64 × 16
Layer 2 (biases) 16
Layer 3 (weights) 16 × 1
Layer 3 (biases) 1
Total 3249

Quantum Generator 8 × 6 × 5 =240

TABLE S4. Number of training parameters at each layer of quantum generator and classical discriminator for QIGL.

Class QIGL QIGL + HE

0 67.50 63.59
1 63.18 56.28
2 73.76 61.85
3 67.89 62.76
4 88.76 75.54

TABLE S5. The mean FID score values of the QIGL generated images without histogram equalization and with histogram
equalization after 20 epochs for knee X-ray images dataset.

Class
Number of damaged

items
Number of negative

channel images

0 11 26
1 5 8
2 11 22
3 12 10
4 5 0

TABLE S6. The number of images with surgical prosthetics or scratches and punch holes (middle column) and number of
negative channel images (last column) in the knee X-ray images dataset listed for each class, i.e., KL grade as described in
VIB.
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