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Abstract—This paper investigates the application of quantum
machine learning to End-to-End (E2E) communication systems in
wireless fading scenarios. We introduce a novel hybrid quantum-
classical autoencoder architecture that combines parameterized
quantum circuits with classical deep neural networks (DNNs).
Specifically, we propose a hybrid quantum-classical autoencoder
(QAE) framework to optimize the E2E communication system.
Our results demonstrate the feasibility of the proposed hybrid
system, and reveal that it is the first work that can achieve
comparable block error rate (BLER) performance to classical
DNN-based and conventional channel coding schemes, while
significantly reducing the number of trainable parameters. Addi-
tionally, the proposed QAE exhibits steady and superior BLER
convergence over the classical autoencoder baseline.

Index Terms—End-to-End communication systems, quantum
machine learning, parameterized quantum circuit, fading chan-
nel, and deep learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

R ecently, deep learning (DL) has emerged as a promising
approach for applications in wireless communication

networks. Traditional communication systems rely on math-
ematically formulated signal processing blocks, which are
often provably optimal for specific tasks, as shown in Fig.
1(a). However, the multi-block design makes it challenging
to find an optimal and concrete transceiver configuration to
learn the feature representation, especially in the real-world
scenarios where the complex systems contain unknown effects
that are difficult to model [1]. Different from the conventional
methods, DL-based approaches replace these rigid signal pro-
cessing blocks with deep neural networks (DNNs) at both the
transmitter and the receiver. This allows for joint optimization
of transceivers without the need for explicitly designing com-
plex mathematical models. By interpreting the communication
system as an autoencoder, where the noisy channel is perceived
as an intermediate layer connecting the transmitter and the
receiver, the DL-based End-to-End (E2E) system can therefore
be trained in a pure data-driven manner with a reconstruction
loss function to jointly optimize both the transceivers without
manually fine-tuning each signal processing block.

The E2E paradigm is pioneered in [2], where the authors
have proposed a foundational channel autoencoder architecture
for the entire communication system, demonstrating near-
optimal block error rate (BLER) performance compared to
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Fig. 1: Architectures of (a) traditional communication systems
and (b) Autoencoder-based E2E communication systems.

existing baseline modulation and coding schemes. This E2E
approach allows the system to learn effective solutions for
channel impairments where the optimal strategy is unknown. It
has proven to be effective in [3]. The use of one-hot embedding
provides a simple yet effective framework for optimizing the
E2E communication system in terms of BLER. However,
the proposed autoencoder architecture primarily consists of
multiple fully-connected (FC) layers, which causes the sys-
tem’s parameter size to grow exponentially with increasing
block sizes, leading to increased computational complexity and
reduced memory efficiency during training and inference.

Recently, quantum machine learning (QML) has gained sig-
nificant attention in the field of wireless communications. The
principles of quantum superposition and quantum entangle-
ment offer a fundamental rethinking of traditional approaches,
providing new insights to enhance the mainstream DNN-
based architecture. Due to the unique properties of quantum
mechanics, a quantum bit (qubit) can be represented as the
superposition of both binary states, 0 and 1, simultaneously.
This feature enables greater memory efficiency and a faster
convergence rate compared to classical binary computing.
In [4], the authors have proposed a novel hybrid quantum-
classical architecture for downlink beamforming optimization
that can achieve comparable performance as the classical DL-
based scheme with significant parameter savings. In [5], the
hybrid quantum-classical autoencoder for E2E communication
systems is explored. However, the study only considers a sin-
gle channel use, which is impractical in experimental settings.
In addition, the transmitter of baseline lacks FC layers, relying
solely on simple linear embedding, which does not adhere to
the standard architecture in [2]. Moreover, the error rate curves
exhibit too much fluctuation, failing to show a consistent and
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interpretable trend. Given the above, we propose a hybrid
quantum-classical autoencoder (QAE) framework under rea-
sonable experimental settings with stable performance. Our
key contributions are summarized as follows:

• We develop a hybrid quantum-classical autoencoder
framework that employs parallel quantum circuits at the
transmitter. By utilizing the quantum superposition princi-
ple, the hybrid system alleviates the issue of exponentially
growing parameters found in traditional classical au-
toencoder (AE) systems, achieving significant parameter
savings without compromising BLER performance.

• We conduct extensive simulations to evaluate the BLER
performance of the proposed hybrid architecture and
demonstrate its advantages across various fading chan-
nels. The results show comparable BLER performance
and a significant reduction in parameter size, with approx-
imately 50% fewer parameters compared to the classical
autoencoder baseline [2].

• The proposed QAE demonstrates superior BLER con-
vergence compared to the classical AE baseline. It also
reveals that the parallel quantum circuit design can learn
more effective mappings from one-hot vector to encoded
signals, compared to the classical AE solution.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an autoencoder-based E2E communication
system, consisting of a transmitter, a channel, and a receiver, as
depicted in Fig. 1(b). The transmitter and receiver are modeled
as two feedforward DNNs, while the channel is represented as
a non-trainable intermediate layer connecting both the trans-
mitter and the receiver. In particular, the transmitter encodes
the source message s ∈ M into 𝑛 complex baseband symbols
x ∈ C𝑛, subject to a fixed power constraint, i.e., | |x| |2 ≤ 𝑛.
In this context, C𝑛 denotes the 𝑛-dimensional complex-valued
representations, and M = {0, 1, ..., 𝑀−1} denotes the set of all
possible messages. The receiver aims to decode the impaired
received signal y ∈ C𝑛 and produce the estimates ŝ of the
source message. Each source message s is encoded as an 𝑀-
dimensional one-hot vector, where 𝑘 = log2 (𝑀) represents
the number of bits per message. The communication rate is
defined as 𝑅 = 𝑘/𝑛 in bits per channel use, and the notation
(𝑛, 𝑘) refers to 𝑘 bits over 𝑛 channel uses. The channel layer
is trained with a fixed noise power 𝜎2 per complex symbol.
The received signal can be expressed as:

y = ℎx +w, (1)

where ℎ represents the complex channel coefficient, w ∼
CN(0, 𝜎2I) denotes complex-valued additive Gaussian noise
vector, and I refers to the identity matrix.

The output of the receiver is a probability distribution
over all possible messages, with the index of the highest-
probability element corresponding to the estimated message
ŝ. The process of the E2E communications can be illustrated
as the sequence of three cascaded functions:

ŝ = 𝑓D ( 𝑓h ( 𝑓E (s;θE));θD), (2)

where 𝑓E represents the encoder function that maps the
original source message s to the encoded signal, defined as

x = 𝑓E (s;θE), where θE denotes the trainable parameters of
the transmitter neural network (NN). The function 𝑓h describes
the channel impairments, with ℎ representing the channel
response, i.e., y = 𝑓h (x). Meanwhile, 𝑓D is the decoder
function tasked with recovering the received signal into the
estimated message, defined as ŝ = 𝑓D (y;θD), where θD refers
to the trainable weights of the receiver NN. The objective
of the E2E communication system is to jointly optimize the
transmitter and receiver NNs by minimizing the E2E loss
function, expressed as 𝐿 = L(s, ŝ). The loss function L(s, ŝ)
serves as the objective function that quantifies the distance
between the original message s and the estimated message ŝ,
reflecting the accuracy of data recovery during transmission.

III. HYBRID QUANTUM-CLASSICAL AUTOENCODER FOR
END-TO-END COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS

A. Quantum Neural Networks
QML is a promising emerging research area that combines

the strengths of quantum computing (QC) and machine learn-
ing (ML) techniques. By leveraging quantum phenomena such
as superposition and entanglement, QML can offer advantages
in memory efficiency and convergence rates compared to clas-
sical ML methods. The advent of variational quantum circuits
(VQC) has enabled the integration of QC with existing ML
algorithms, and many studies have utilized VQC as a quantum
neural network (QNN), such as in variational classifiers [6].
A typical QNN, or VQC, consists of three key components:
quantum embeddings, parameterized quantum circuit (PQC),
and quantum measurements. In particular, quantum embedding
transforms the classical inputs into quantum states, embedding
the data in a high-dimensional Hilbert space. The choices
of quantum embedding method depend on the properties of
the classical data. In this context, we will employ amplitude
embedding, which encodes a normalized classical data vector
x𝑑 ∈ R𝑁 with a length of 𝑁 into the amplitudes of 𝑛-qubit
quantum state |𝜓⟩, where R𝑁 denotes 𝑁-dimensional real-
valued representations. This can be expressed as:

|𝜓⟩ = 1√︃∑𝑁
𝑖=1 |𝑥𝑖 |2

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑥𝑖 |𝑖⟩, (3)

where 𝑁 = 2𝑛, 𝑥𝑖 is the 𝑖-th element of x𝑑 , and |𝑖⟩ represents
the 𝑖-th computational basis state. In the context of E2E
communication systems, the source message s, consisting
of 𝑘 information bits, is encoded into an 𝑀-dimensional
one-hot vector to enhance the classification of transmitted
messages, where 𝑀 = 2𝑘 . Thus, amplitude embedding aligns
perfectly with the use of one-hot encoding, as it translates
the 𝑀-dimensional one-hot vector into the quantum state for
processing in the PQC. According to quantum mechanics [7],
a quantum state |Ψ⟩, in Dirac notation, represents the state of a
closed quantum system, which is a unit vector (i.e., ⟨𝜓 |𝜓⟩ = 1)
in Hilbert space. For a system of 𝑛 qubits, the quantum state
|Ψ⟩ is the tensor product of the individual qubits:

|Ψ⟩ = |𝜓1⟩ ⊗ |𝜓2⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |𝜓𝑛⟩ =
11· · ·1∑︁

𝑝=00· · ·0
ℎ𝑝 |𝑝⟩, (4)



where |𝜓𝑖⟩ represents the 𝑖-th qubit, a basic quantum infor-
mation unit. The superposition principle allows the quantum
state to be represented as a linear combination of all possible
𝑛-qubit states, with ℎ𝑝 as the complex amplitude for each basis
state |𝑝⟩. The tensor product ⊗ combines the individual qubits
into an entangled quantum state. Since ℎ𝑝 takes 2𝑛 complex
values, |Ψ⟩ can be viewed as a superposition of 2𝑛 eigen-
states, ranging from |00 · · · 0⟩ to |11 · · · 1⟩. Therefore, an 𝑀-
dimensional one-hot vector can be represented by 𝑘 = log2 (𝑀)
qubits using the quantum properties.

The following phase after quantum embeddings is PQC
which consists of parameterized rotation gates and entangling
operators. The parameterized rotation gates enable adjustments
for each qubit state through tunable rotation angles. The
tunable rotation angles correspond to the trainable weights
in the classical DNNs. Meanwhile, the entangling operators
create quantum entanglement between qubits, enhancing the
correlation between qubits and enabling complex represen-
tations of circuits. The outputs of the PQC are obtained by
measuring qubits’ states in the computational basis, typically
the Pauli-Z basis. This process transforms the quantum states
back into classical data representations.

B. Hybrid Quantum-Classical Autoencoder Architecture

In this paper, we propose a hybrid quantum-classical au-
toencoder architecture. Specifically, the transmitter consists of
two parallel quantum circuits, each responsible for learning
the real and imaginary components of the encoded signals.
The receiver comprises multiple dense layers, with the final
dense layer utilizing a softmax activation function to select the
index with the highest probability for the estimated message
ŝ. The receiver architecture remains identical to the classical
baseline. The schematic overview of the hybrid system is
presented in Fig. 2. In particular, for a 𝑀-dimensional input
vector, the source message s, containing 𝑘 information bits,
is first converted into a one-hot vector. Two quantum circuits
receive and process the one-hot vector simultaneously, with
each circuit mapping the vector to the real and imaginary parts
of the encoded signals, respectively. The two output states
from the parallel quantum circuits, i.e., xRe and xIm, are then
stacked and normalized under a fixed power constraint, i.e.,
| |x| |2 ≤ 𝑛. The received signals, after undergoing channel
impairment, are processed by the FC-layer based receiver,
which maps it to the probability distribution over 2𝑘 = 𝑀

possible messages. In this context, the number of channel uses
𝑛 corresponds to the number of qubits for the quantum circuit.

A detailed schematic of the QNN architecture is depicted
in Fig. 3. The one-hot vector is first converted into quantum
states using amplitude embedding. Afterward, 𝐿 PQCs with
identical structures are applied, with the 𝑙-th illustrated in the
middle of Fig. 3. It is assumed that each QNN layer utilizes
𝑛 qubits, where 𝑛 is the number of channel uses. For the
configuration (𝑛, 𝑘), the quantum circuit can directly map the
2𝑘-dimensional one-hot vector to 𝑛-dimensional space when
𝑛 = 𝑘 . For the case of 𝑛 > 𝑘 , the first 𝑘 qubits encode the one-
hot vector via amplitude embedding, and the remaining 𝑛 − 𝑘

qubits are initialized in the basis state |0⟩. This also maps

Fig. 2: Overview of hybrid quantum-classical autoencoder.

Fig. 3: The 𝑙-th layer of quantum circuit with 4-qubit.

2𝑘-dimensional one-hot vector to the 𝑛-dimensional space.
The encoded quantum state is first processed by 𝑅𝑦 gates,
with the rotation angles multiplied by 𝜋, corresponding to the
trainable weights in classical DNNs. Multiplying the angles
by 𝜋 ensures the rotations are scaled appropriately within the
natural range of qubit rotations, stabilizing the learning process
by constraining the angle to a manageable range [8]. After
the quantum rotations, the qubits are entangled using 𝐶𝑁𝑂𝑇

gates. In particular, the 𝑖-th qubit is the control qubit and the
(𝑖+1)-th qubit is the target qubit. The measurement layer is the
expectation values in the 𝑍-basis, which projects the quantum
state onto the eigenstates of the Pauli Z matrix. The quantum
state |𝜓⟩ for an 𝑛-qubit system, where each qubit undergoes a
rotation around the y-axis, can be expressed as:

|𝜓⟩ =
(

𝑛⊗
𝑖=1

𝑅𝑦 (𝜃𝑙,𝑖)
)
|𝑒 𝑗⟩, (5)

where |𝑒 𝑗⟩ is the one-hot encoded quantum state, defined as:

|𝑒 𝑗⟩ = | 𝑗⟩. (6)

Specifically, | 𝑗⟩ denotes the 𝑗-th computational basis state cor-
responding to the index 𝑗 in the one-hot vector representation.
The 𝑅𝑦 rotations for the 𝑖-th qubit can be expressed as:

𝑅𝑦 (𝜃𝑙,𝑖) = ©«
cos

(
𝜃𝑙,𝑖
2

)
− sin

(
𝜃𝑙,𝑖
2

)
sin

(
𝜃𝑙,𝑖
2

)
cos

(
𝜃𝑙,𝑖
2

) ª®¬ , (7)

where 𝜃𝑙,𝑖 denotes the rotation angle for the 𝑖-th qubit at the
𝑙-th layer of the quantum circuit.



C. Parameter and Complexity Analysis

The primary advantage of QML over the classical DL
technique is that it requires significantly fewer trainable pa-
rameters, resulting in memory efficiency in training and the
deployment on quantum computers. The parameter analysis
for AE is presented in Table I. At the transmitter, the classical
AE consists of two FC layers. The input data dimension is
𝑀 , corresponding to the one-hot vector. The first FC layer
processes this input, maintaining the same output dimension
of 𝑀 resulting in (𝑀 + 1)𝑀 parameters. The second FC
layer then maps the 𝑀-dimensional output to a 2𝑛-dimensional
space, adding 2𝑛(𝑀 + 1) parameters. In contrast, the pro-
posed quantum circuit uses 𝐿 PQC layers, each requiring 𝑛

parameters for 𝑛-qubit 𝑅𝑦 rotation gates, resulting in a total
of 2𝐿𝑛 parameters for two quantum circuits. This leads to a
significant reduction in the number of parameters compared
to the classical AE. In the setting defined by (𝑛, 𝑘), where
𝑛 indicates the number of channel uses and 𝑘 represents the
block size, the parameter size of classical AE is given by
𝑃𝐴𝐸 = 22𝑘+1 + (2𝑛 + 1)2𝑘+1 + 2𝑘 + 2𝑛. The parameter size of
the QAE is calculated as 𝑃𝑄𝐴𝐸 = 22𝑘 + (𝑛 + 1)2𝑘+1 + 2𝐿𝑛.
The proposed QAE scheme shows an exponential reduction
in trainable parameters relative to the block size 𝑘 , i.e., 𝑃𝐴𝐸 −
𝑃𝑄𝐴𝐸 = 22𝑘+(2𝑛+1)2𝑘+(2−2𝐿)𝑛. Note that the receiver part
remains unchanged for both AE and QAE, and the parameter
size of the receiver is given by 𝑃𝑅𝑥 = 22𝑘 + (𝑛 + 1)2𝑘+1. Table
II provides detailed parameter comparisons for three different
configurations of (𝑛, 𝑘), specifically (4, 4), (7, 4), and (8, 8).
In the proposed hybrid system, we utilize 3 quantum layers
for each PQC, given that 𝐿 = 3. The results show that QAE
achieves nearly a 50% reduction in parameter size compared
to the classical AE, highlighting the efficiency of the quantum
approach. The parameter savings are particularly significant in
the case of (8,8), with a reduction of nearly 70,000 parameters
in total. The proposed hybrid quantum system is implemented
using Pennylane [9]. This library provides a software interface
to wrap the quantum circuit into a trainable neural network
layer. This allows the encapsulated quantum circuit to be
trained as an independent neural network and run on tradi-
tional binary computing devices. Our experiments indicate that
quantum simulation using the PennyLane lightning plugin [10]
takes twice as long as classical DNNs. However, this gap could
be reduced with more advanced quantum simulators, combined
with data compression or optimized parallel execution.

Layer Output
Dimension

Parameters

Input 𝑀 —
Dense+ReLU 𝑀 (𝑀 + 1)𝑀
Dense+Linear 2𝑛 (𝑀 + 1)2𝑛
Normalization 2𝑛 —

Noise 2𝑛 —
Dense+ReLU 𝑀 (2𝑛 + 1)𝑀

Dense+Softmax 𝑀 (𝑀 + 1)𝑀

TABLE I: Dimension and parameters of classical autoencoder.

Scheme Parameter Size
(4,4) (7,4) (8,8)

AE 824 1,022 140,048
QAE 440 554 70,192

TABLE II: Parameter size comparisons for schemes under
settings of (4,4), (7,4), and (8,8).

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

A. Experimental Settings

In this section, we evaluate the experimental results of the
proposed hybrid quantum-classical autoencoder framework.
Classical AEs and conventional modulation or coding methods
serve as baselines for comparison. The hyperparameters are
aligned for both AE and QAE schemes to ensure fairness.
Specifically, the batch size is set to 32, and the learning
rate is set to 0.001. The Adam optimizer is used, along with
the categorical cross-entropy loss function. Both systems are
trained with a fixed SNR at 10 dB and evaluated across a range
of SNRs from 0 to 20 dB. The systems are evaluated across
three different (𝑛, 𝑘) settings: (4,4), (7,4), and (8,8). For the
(4,4) and (8,8) scenarios, binary phase shift keying (BPSK)
is employed as the baseline, while for the (7,4) configuration,
Hamming code with soft decoding is used as the baseline. For
the (7,4) configuration, the 7 qubits correspond to the number
of channel uses, with the first 4 qubits used for the amplitude
embedding to encode the one-hot vector to the quantum state,
as the block size is 4. The remaining 3 qubits are initialized in
basis state |0⟩. Thus, PQC maps the 2𝑘-dimensional one-hot
vector into an 𝑛-dimensional quantum state. In configurations
of (4,4) and (8,8), PQC directly maps 2𝑘-dimensional one-hot
vector into an 𝑛-dimensional quantum state, where 𝑛 = 𝑘 .

The BLER performance is assessed across different fading
channels, including Rayleigh, Rician and 3GPP [11]. For
block fading channels, we assume the perfect channel state
information and perform equalization, i.e., 𝑥 = 𝑦/ℎ, where 𝑥

is the estimated transmitted signal, 𝑦 is the received signal,
and ℎ is the channel coefficients. The 3GPP model provides
a practical channel for evaluating the proposed system, with
the velocity of moving objects set to 30𝑘𝑚/ℎ, representing a
moderate-speed vehicle.

B. Performance Evaluation

1) BLER vs SNR: As shown in Fig. 4(a) for the (4,4)
scenario, both the classical AE and the proposed QAE schemes
outperform BPSK across all block fading channels. In par-
ticular, the proposed QAE system shows a slight BLER
improvement over the AE, with a more noticeable performance
gap in Rayleigh and 3GPP channels. In Fig. 4(b) for the (7,4)
scenario, both the classical AE and QAE schemes exhibit
nearly identical BLER performance to the Hamming code with
soft decoding. This suggests that the proposed QAE scheme
achieves comparable performance to the existing near-optimal
channel coding baseline. Finally, in Fig. 4(c) for the (8,8)
scenario, the proposed QAE system performs similarly to the
AE scheme, with both surpassing the conventional BPSK.



(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 4: BLER comparisons of (a) (4,4), (b) (7,4), and (c) (8,8) under Rayleigh, Rician, 3GPP block fading.

Fig. 5: BLER convergence (smoothed) comparisons between
QAE and AE for Rayleigh block fading.

2) BLER Convergence: The QAE achieves a lower steady-
state BLER after 20 epochs, and this trend remains consis-
tent throughout the remaining range, demonstrating superior
BLER convergence. The result further reveals that the parallel
quantum circuits at the transmitter can learn a more effective
mapping for encoding the one-hot vector to the transmitted
signals than the classical DNN. This demonstrates the effec-
tiveness of the proposed QAE framework in improving BLER
performance while achieving significant parameter savings
compared to the classical AE baseline.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce a hybrid quantum-classical
autoencoder framework that exhibits advantages in both BLER
performance and parameter savings compared to state-of-the-
art solutions. Leveraging the quantum superposition principle,
the quantum circuit encodes the large dimensional one-hot rep-
resentation to a smaller dimensional quantum state using only
a few qubits. Extensive simulations show that the proposed
QAE system achieves BLER performance comparable to clas-
sical AE and conventional coding schemes across various
fading scenarios, while significantly reducing the number of
trainable parameters. Furthermore, the proposed QAE exhibits
a superior BLER convergence advantage over the classical
AE baseline throughout training. However, current quantum
simulations on classical computers face challenges such as

long execution time and exponentially increasing computa-
tional complexity due to the inherent demands of simulat-
ing quantum systems. In future work, we aim to leverage
hardware-aware optimizations and more advanced quantum
computing software to accelerate the computation of quantum
simulators. Other future applications could investigate the use
of quantum circuits in orthogonal frequency division multi-
plexing and multi-input multi-output systems. Additionally, in-
tegrating quantum convolutional neural networks into existing
convolutional neural network-based solutions [12] could offer
an alternative approach for handling large block sizes.
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