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Image-based data is a popular arena for testing quantum machine learning algorithms. A crucial factor in
realizing quantum advantage for these applications is the ability to efficiently represent images as quantum
states. Here we present a novel method for creating quantum states that approximately encode images as
amplitudes, based on recently proposed techniques that convert matrix product states to quantum circuits.
The numbers of gates and qubits in our method scale logarithmically in the number of pixels given a desired
accuracy, which make it suitable for near term quantum computers. Finally, we experimentally demonstrate
our technique on 8 qubits of a trapped ion quantum computer for complex images of road scenes, making
this the first large instance of full amplitude encoding of an image in a quantum state.
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Quantum machine learning is emerging as a promis-
ing avenue for the application of near-term quantum
computers. Recent work has shown that quantum
algorithms offer advantages in expressivity and effi-
ciency for certain machine learning tasks [1, 2], and
thus have the potential to outperform their classical
counterparts in specific domains.

Images, as one of the most prevalent forms of
data, have been extensively studied in classical ma-
chine learning. Quantum machine learning proposes
new paradigms to accelerate image processing tasks.
Experimental demonstrations of image-based learn-
ing with quantum computers include the training of
a quantum-enhanced generative adversarial network
that generates images from the MNIST dataset using
8 trapped-ion qubits [3], a quantum nearest centroid
algorithm on the MNIST dataset on up to 8 trapped-
ion qubits [4], and classification of medical images
on up to 6 superconducting qubits [5].

In any quantum algorithm that processes classical
data, the step of representing that data as a quantum
state is a crucial one. Efficient data loading is imper-
ative for overall algorithmic performance, and in the
context of quantum machine learning, it can affect
whether and how much quantum advantage can be
practically achieved [1]. Near-term quantum machine
learning is usually formulated as a parametrized quan-
tum circuit that is optimized according to a given
learning task. In this framework, each data point is
uploaded to a quantum state one at a time before
the parametrized quantum circuit acts on it. In the
case of images, each data point by itself can have
a large amount of information, proportional to the
number of pixels in the image. This poses a problem
for near-term quantum computers because their gate
fidelity is limited, with two-qubit gate fidelities typ-
ically an order of magnitude less than single-qubit
gate fidelities. Overall, the number of gates in a
quantum data loading circuits proposed so far scales
with the size of the data. The number of two-qubit
gates in particular is typically proportional to the
‘density’ of the data storage, which can be defined as
the ratio between the size of the classical data and
the size of the Hilbert space.

Therefore, near-term quantum image processing
algorithms often aim to represent data ‘sparsely’, i.e.
the number of qubits required scales linearly in the
number of pixels. Examples of this are the unary
amplitude encoding [4, 5] in which the number of
two-qubit gates and number of qubits is proportional
to the data size, and product state encoding in which
there may be no two-qubit gates involved in the en-
coding at all. However, since the number of qubits

is also limited in near-term quantum computers, us-
ing these techniques means that images need to be
compressed before loading using techniques like prin-
cipal component analysis, variational autoencoders,
or simple spatial averaging over image patches. In
this process, one may lose information that is critical
to the learning task, especially since none of these
techniques are particularly sensitive to image-specific
features like the presence of edges which may make
it hard to do more complex image processing tasks
such as object detection.

Ideally, therefore, there would exist an efficient
method that can create a quantum state that ‘densely’
stores the image data, i.e. the size of the Hilbert
space is proportional to the number of pixels, and
does not require many additional qubits during the
state preparation procedure. In this context, the
most recent proposal has been the QPIXL frame-
work [6] in which the number of gates scales linearly
in the number of pixels. The authors also propose a
compression technique which involves setting small
angles to 0 during the state preparation procedure
and show that some images can be stored with high
quality while significantly reducing the number of
gates required. However, due to the linear depen-
dence on number of pixels, this technique may still
be out of bounds for near-term quantum comput-
ers because of the large size and detailed nature of
images present in real-world use cases.

To address the above issues, in this work, we intro-
duce an approach for dense approximate amplitude
encoding of images as quantum states using a num-
ber of gates and qubits that are logarithmic in the
number of pixels. This technique is based on con-
verting a matrix product state representation of an
image into a quantum circuit. A related application
of this technique has been used for loading probabil-
ity distributions to quantum states in [7]. We note
that tensor network methods have found applications
in a wide range of quantum information problems
and quantum machine learning in particular [8], but
not been used in the context of loading classical data
to quantum states to our knowledge. Our method
provides quantifiable control of the accuracy, which
means that the fidelity of the encoded image can
be systematically improved as quantum computers
advance without changing the underlying encoding
scheme.

We start by defining the amplitude encoding of
images and how it can be used in a quantum machine
learning algorithm. Suppose we have to encode a
grayscale image with Nx pixels on the x-axis and Ny

pixels on the y-axis. Let the image to be encoded be
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given by (pxy, x, y) with 1 ≤ x ≤ Nx and 1 ≤ y ≤ Ny

and 0 ≤ pxy ≤ 1 and x, y ∈ N are natural numbers.
We can encode this image using N = log2(NxNy)
qubits defined as

|Ψ⟩ = 1

N

Nx∑
x=1

Ny∑
y=1

√
pxye

iϕxy |x⟩ |y⟩ , (1)

where |x⟩ and |y⟩ are computational basis states
corresponding to binary representations of x and

y respectively, and N =
∑Nx

x=1

∑Ny

y=1 pxy. ϕxy are
arbitrary phases. For an image with multiple color
channels, a state of this form can be used to encode
each channel.

A quantum machine learning model maps an input
(pxy, x, y) to a value c using a parametrized operator

Ĉ which can then be used for further classification.
If the model uses a single copy of |Ψ⟩,

c =

Nx∑
x′,x=1

Ny∑
y′,y=1

√
px′y′pxye

i(ϕxy−ϕx′y′ )Cx′,y′,x,y, (2)

where Cx′,y′,x,y = ⟨y′| ⟨x′| Ĉ |x⟩ |y⟩. Thus, the output
of the model is quadratic in the pixel amplitudes√
pxy. If k copies of the state |Ψ⟩ are used by the

model, then the output is a polynomial of power 2k
in the pixel intensities. Setting the total number of
pixels, L2 = NxNy, we see that classically simulat-
ing this same model would thus involve a number
of operations that scales as O(L4k). Parametrized
quantum circuits for machine learning have a number
of gates that scale polynomially in the number of
qubits, meaning that their execution time scales as
O(log(L)). With loading time linear in the number
of pixels as in the QPIXL formalism, each execution
of a quantum model would involve a number of op-
erations that scales as O(L2k), being limited by the
loading time. The technique we present has loading
time that is O(log(L)) for a given accuracy and this
allows for the execution time of a quantum model to
also be O(log(L)). Therefore, our loading technique
allows potential quantum advantage from variational
quantum models to clearly emerge, compared to pre-
vious loading methods where the execution time is
dominated by the loading time.

We next set the stage for explaining our image load-
ing technique by giving a brief introduction to matrix
product states. A Matrix Product State (MPS) is a
wave function of the form

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
{σ}

[
N∏
i=1

M [i],σi
αi−1αi

]
|σ1 . . . σN ⟩ (3)

where the terms M
[i],σi
αi−1,αi are N different 3-index ten-

sors, and we use the Einstein summation convention
that repeated indices are summed over. Each tensor
contains a “physical” index σi ∈ [1, d], and “bond”
indices αi ∈ [1, χ] [9]. Here d is the local dimension
of the quantum state, so that d = 2 for qubits. The
maximum value of the bond indices αi is known as
the bond dimension χ, and controls the amount of en-
tanglement which can be represented by the MPS. A
given MPS representation of a quantum state can be
compressed by performing successive singular value
decompositions (SVD) on the individual matrices and
truncating the spectrum to eigenvalues/eigenvectors.
For each matrix, the so called truncation error is
given by the sum of the squares of the discarded sin-

gular values ϵ =
∑2i

i=m+1, λ
2
i , and controls the fidelity

of this compression method [9]. For a state |ψ⟩ and
allowed error ϵ, we say that it can be approximately
represented as a MPS if, for arbitrary N , there exists
a fixed χ MPS, |ψ̃⟩ such that the Frobenius norm

|| |ψ⟩ − |ψ̃⟩ ||2 ≤ ϵ. (4)

In [10], it was shown that smooth differentiable
functions which are encoded in the amplitude of a
quantum state using a big-endian binary encoding
scheme have low entanglement, due to the vanishing
additional entanglement cost of adding extra qubits of
decreasing significance. This property was exploited
in Ref’s [7, 11] to show that smooth 1D probabil-
ity distributions can be efficiently loaded using MPS
states, which leads to an efficient state preparation
method for these distributions on a quantum com-
puter. While originally developed as efficient rep-
resentations of 1D quantum states, matrix product
states have since found rich applications when applied
to 2D and quasi-2D quantum systems [12].

In this work, we demonstrate how these techniques
also allow for an efficient representation of amplitude
encoded 2D images by tensor networks, and therefore
dramatically improve the prospects of encoding 2D
images in quantum states. The amplitude encoded
2D image can be viewed as a quantum system on a
2-leg ladder, with the most significant digit of the x
and y coordinate of the pixel location represented by
the leftmost rung of the ladder, as in Fig. 1. In the
rest of the paper, we set Nx = Ny = L but note that
the construction is straightforwardly extended to the

2



case Nx ̸= Ny.

We now describe our image loading procedure.
State preparation of an arbitrary quantum state on N
qubits requires a circuit with O(2N ) CNOT gates. A
grayscale image with L2 pixels can be efficiently rep-
resented using an amplitude encoded quantum state
with only N = 2 log2(L) qubits, however, exactly
performing the state preparation procedure would re-
quire L2 quantum gates. Instead, consider that if the
indices αi−1 ∈ [1,m], αi ∈ [1, n] and σ ∈ [1, d], then
Mσi

αi−1,αi
is an m × n × d tensor which can be cast

as an isometry from m dimensions to dn dimensions,
with the property that∑

σ,αi

Mσi
αi−1,αi

M∗σi

α′
i−1αi

= Iαi−1,α′
i−1
. (5)

Each of these isometries, Mσi
αi−1,αi

, can be imple-
mented in a quantum circuit as an operator which
acts on log2(dn) qubits when n ≥ m, which can be
further decomposed in O(dmn) CNOT gates [13].
When applied in series, as in the example for χ = 2
shown in Fig. 1, the quantum circuit implementing
these isometries exactly prepares the matrix prod-
uct state wave function. Therefore, a MPS with
bond dimension χ consists of log2(L) isometries with
m = n = χ and can therefore be exactly prepared
with only O(dχ2 log(L)) gates. For small values of
χ, this represents a large compression in the circuit
required for quantum state preparation.

For images, we find that a constant χ is sufficient
to represent an image to a given fidelity |⟨Ψ|Ψ̃⟩|,
independent of the image resolution. This is seen in
the top right quadrant of Fig. 2, where the infidelity
I = 1−|⟨Ψ|Ψ̃⟩| plateaus as a function of image size at
fixed χ. This implies that a circuit with a fixed depth
and only O(χ2 log(L)) gates can load arbitrarily high
resolution images.

In Fig. 2 top left, we also demonstrate the infidelity
as a function of the truncated bond dimension χ,
when applied to images of a stop sign shown in
Fig. 3, which is down-scaled to a lower resolution of
size L× L. At large L, and for χ≪ L, we find that
the infidelity obeys the scaling law

I =
a

χb
. (6)

In this case, we find b = 1.645(18), although we ex-
pect that this exponent may depend on the specific
properties of the image being encoded. Therefore,
for high resolution images there is always a large
compression which can be achieved using the MPS
representation of the image, and the desired fidelity

can always be increased by increasing the bond di-
mension χ. Note, also, that as χ→ L, the infidelity
deceases more rapidly with χ.

However, for near-term application, this MPS state
preparation procedure still results in a large number
of 2-qubit gates, which may render it impractical.
For this reason, a number of approximation methods
have been developed for directly constructing a high
bond dimension MPS state using a small number of
one and two qubit gates. A χ = 2 MPS can be simply
prepared with a single layer quantum circuit of the
form shown in Fig. 1, where each of the N two qubit
unitaries applies a general O(4) rotation that can
be implemented using at most 2 CNOT gates plus
a potential SWAP operation [14]. For higher bond-
dimension MPS states, there exist several low-depth
state preparation algorithms which approximate the
χ≫ 2 MPS by repeatedly applying a series of single
layer χ = 2 circuits. The two main algorithms which
have been proposed for this approximation are the
iterative circuit construction [15] and the gate-by-
gate optimization method of Ref. [16, 17]. In the
iterative circuit construction method, D layers of
χ = 2 MPS circuits are applied in series, with each
layer i implementing the unitary circuit U [i] such
that

U [1] |0⟩ = |Ψ⟩
∣∣
χ=2

(7)

U [i] |0⟩ =
(
U [i−1]† . . . U [1]† |Ψ⟩

) ∣∣∣∣
χ=2

(8)

Utot = UD . . . U2U1 (9)

where |Ψ⟩ |χ represents the truncation of the wave
function |Ψ⟩, to bond dimension χ. In this way, a
MPS with high bond dimension χ can be approxi-
mately prepared using the circuit structure shown
in Fig. 1. In Ref. [17], the same circuit structure is
used to represent the quantum state, however it was
shown that the individual unitaries can be optimized
one at a time by sweeping through the quantum
circuit and applying the optimization algorithm of
Ref. [16]. In this optimization scheme, as explained
in Ref. [17], one calculates the environment tensor in
a circuit with M two-qubit unitary gates Ui as

Fm = TrŪm

m+1∏
i=M

Ui |Ψ⟩ ⟨0|
m−1∏
j=1

U†
j

 , (10)

where TrŪm
is the trace over all qubit indices which

don’t interact with Um and which can be evaluated
in practice by contracting the quantum circuit with
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gate m removed with the exact MPS state |Ψ⟩. The
optimization algorithm proceeds by performing the
SVD Fm = USV†, and replacing the unitary Ui with
the new unitary matrix UV†. This sweeping gate-
by-gate optimization algorithm can lead to a large
improvement in the fidelity of the reconstructed state
at the same circuit depth as the iterative algorithm.
In the rest of this work, we apply the improved
version of this algorithm described in Ref. [17], where
all D−1 layers of the MPS circuit are optimized using
this gate-by-gate method, and a new layer numbered
D is generated using Eqs 7-9. Once this new layer
is added, all D layers are re-optimized using the
algorithm to produce the final circuit.

We use this circuit approximation method to gener-
ate low-depth quantum circuits which approximately
prepare the quantum states in Eq. 1. Throughout
the optimization procedure, the bond dimension of
the target MPS is limited to χ ≤ 32. The results
of this procedure as a function of circuit depth and
image resolution are shown in Fig. 2, for the sample
stop sign image. Again, we find that the infidelity
decreases as a power law with the circuit depth D,
measured in terms of the number of MPS layers
applied. We find that

I =
a

Db
(11)

with b = 0.603(7). We also find that the infidelity
tends to a constant as L increases at fixed D.

In Fig. 3, we show the reconstructed image which
is generated by the quantum circuit at depths D =
5 − 20. Again, we find an additional boost in per-
formance when applied to images with the smallest
resolution, so that for images of size 32 × 32, the
reconstruction appears adequate at D = 10 when 180
CNOT gates are applied and nearly ideal at depth
20, when we apply 360 CNOT gates. This is a com-
pression of roughly 80 − 90% compared to a naive
encoding method. We also show the reconstruction
for images of dimension 256× 256. Again, we see a
good reconstruction between depths 10-20, where we
apply 260-520 CNOT gates to load an image with
65536 pixels, a compression of > 99.5%.

From Fig. 3, we also see that the effect of increasing
the circuit depth is to increase the sharpness of the
edges. A similar effect is expected when the bond
dimension χ is increased. This indicates that the use
of larger depth circuits for encoding will increase the
accuracy of visual pattern recognition and detection
of small objects.

In Fig. 4, we perform the state preparation pro-
cedure on a more complex road scene image of size

32 × 32. Even using this complex image, we see
that our state preparation method gives a good re-
construction for depths D > 12. We compare the
iterative and gate-by-gate training procedures, where
each gate-by-gate optimization is run for 200 sweeps.
The starting point for the gate-by-gate optimization
at each depth is the iterative circuit construction. We
see that the gate-by-gate optimization gives a large
improvement over the iterative circuit construction
and appears to give superior scaling of Infidelity with
circuit depth.

Finally, we experimentally implement this state
preparation procedure on IonQ Aria, a trapped-ion
quantum processing unit (QPU). IonQ Aria has been
reported to have 25 ‘Algorithmic Qubits’, which is a
measure of quantum computing performance based
on executing a set of application-oriented bench-
marks [18]. We choose 4 images of road scenes
containing a vehicle and one simpler image from
the MNIST dataset. Each original image is first
down-scaled to dimension 16× 16. We prepare each
amplitude encoded state using a depth 3 MPS circuit
with the gate-by-gate optimization method. These
are then loaded onto 8 qubits of IonQ Aria one at
a time. After loading, the qubits are measured in
the computational basis to reconstruct the loaded
image. The results of the reconstruction are shown
in Fig. 5 and compared to the original image as well
as the results from an ideal simulator. Here the top
row shows the original images and the second row
the downscaled ones. The third row is the output
from running the circuits on an ideal simulator. The
fourth row is the output from the QPU. Note that in
addition to noise due to gate execution and measure-
ment, the reconstruction is also limited by statistical
shot noise due to the limited number of shots that
were taken.

We see that our state preparation method is able
to maintain the large scale structure of the complex
road scene images despite the noise on the hardware.
To see this more clearly, in the bottom row, we
plot curves that show the intensity as a function of
pixel number, effectively ‘flattening’ the image. We
see that the QPU output closely follows the trend
of the simulator output despite the noisy execution.
The results are even more visually impressive when
applied to the simpler MNIST image shown in the
far right column of Fig. 5. As far as we are aware,
this represents the first example of full amplitude
encoding of large uncompressed images into quantum
states. In all cases, we believe that enough detail in
the images is maintained to be directly relevant for
current quantum image processing algorithms.
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In conclusion, we have proposed and demonstrated
for the first time a technique for encoding images
into quantum states that makes efficient use of the
qubits as well as scales logarithmically in the number
of pixels. We have shown through numerical testing
that the technique has favorable scaling properties
in terms of the circuit depths required to reach de-
sired fidelities. Being suitable for near-term quantum
computers, the technique allows for the design and
testing of quantum learning models that are based
on amplitudes of computational basis states. Since
the data loading time is logarithmic in the number
of pixels, it is no longer the leading order factor in
the execution time of a typical quantum learning al-
gorithm, and it allows for the realization of quantum
advantage based on parameterized quantum circuits
with the appropriate expressivity.

We expect that future work will improve the op-
timization procedures that are involved in creating
the circuit. The exploration of higher-dimensional
tensor network methods is also expected to make
improvements to loading image fidelity while keep-
ing the circuit depth the same. Our method will
likely also generalize to other data types, such as
video or three-dimensional data. Finally, we antici-
pate that an end-to-end demonstration of a quantum
machine learning algorithm that utilizes this data
loading scheme will lead to a future milestone in the
field of quantum machine learning.
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Fig. 1: (Left) A 2D grayscale image whose pixel locations are represented by the binary x-y pair
(x1x2 . . . xn, y1y2 . . . yn) can be encoded as a 2-leg ladder tensor network. A matrix product state represen-
tation can connect this ladder via one of the two 1D paths shown here. Throughout this work we show
results from the upper figure, but find that both formulations give nearly identical results. (Middle) The
quantum circuit representation of an MPS. At bond dimension 2, the MPS can be exactly represented by a
single layer quantum circuit. (Right) For bond dimension χ > 2, the MPS can approximately be represented
by m layers of the χ = 2 circuit.

Fig. 2: (Top Left) The infidelity of the tensor network approximation to the amplitude encoded image
as a function of the bond dimension χ for copies of the same image at different resolutions of dimension
L× L. The infidelity appears to follow a power law when χ≪ L with I ∼ χ−b. In this case we find that
b = 1.645(18), although the exact value is likely dependent on the properties of the specific image. Note
that the MPS approximation appears to perform better than expected on the smaller image size L = 32.
(Top Right) At fixed bond dimension, the overall infidelity appears to saturate as a function of the image
resolution L as L becomes large. This implies that high resolution images may be encoded to fixed accuracy
using a number of gates which is only logarithmic in the image size. (Bottom Left) The infidelity of the
quantum circuit reconstruction of the large χ state as a function of circuit depth for L = 32 to L = 256.
Here we find that the infidelity again follows a power law as a function of circuit depth D with I ∼ D−b

and b = 0.603(7). (Bottom Right) At fixed circuit depth D, the infidelity saturates to a constant as a
function of image dimension.
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Fig. 3: The exact (Far Left) and MPS reconstructed images of a stop sign for resolutions L = 32 and
L = 256, using the iterative circuit construction at depths (Left to Right) D = 5, 10, 15 and 20 on an ideal
simulator.

      Original        D=3        D=6        D=12        D=15

Fig. 4: (Left) The scaling of the infidelity between the exact image and the MPS circuit approximation
using two different circuit construction methods. The blue curve represents the infidelity throughout 200
sweeps of the gate-by-gate optimization algorithm at each circuit depth, where the initial circuit (and
therefore initial infidelity) for each depth is the output of the iterative circuit construction algorithm. We
see that the gate-by-gate optimization method proposed in Refs [16,17] significantly improves the fidelity
compared to the iterative loading method. (Right) Reconstruction of the quantum state generated at
different circuit depths on an ideal simulator.
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Fig. 5: Demonstration of our image data loading algorithm on a trapped Ion Quantum computer, with
images of resolution 16× 16. (Top Row) The original image at resolution 256× 256. (Second Row) The
original image downscaled to size 16× 16. (Third Row) The output histogram of the MPS quantum circuit
measured by the ideal simulator on 8 qubits, reshaped into a 2D image. (Fourth Row) The output histogram
of the MPS quantum circuit measured by the trapped ion quantum computer on 8 qubits. (Bottom Row)
The 1D wave function amplitudes on the noiseless simulator (blue curve) and the QPU (orange curve).
Each circuit consists of 3 MPS circuit layers, implying that the image is loaded using only 42 CNOT gates,
a significant compression compared to the 256 CNOTS required using a naive encoding. For each circuit,
both on the ideal simulator and the trapped ion QPU, 10000 shots were taken in the computational basis.
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