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Figure 1. Quantum-Brain for Vision-Brain Understanding. Motivated by the connectivities in brain signals and entanglement in
quantum theory, we propose Quantum-Brain, a quantum-inspired neural network to explore the connectivities in brain signals for vision-
brain understanding. Apart from self-attention, we evaluate the entanglement between brain voxels to enhance connectivity exploration.

Abstract

Vision-brain understanding aims to extract semantic in-
formation about brain signals from human perceptions.
Existing deep learning methods for vision-brain under-
standing are usually introduced in a traditional learning
paradigm missing the ability to learn the connectivities be-
tween brain regions. Meanwhile, the quantum computing
theory offers a new paradigm for designing deep learn-
ing models. Motivated by the connectivities in the brain
signals and the entanglement properties in quantum com-
puting, we propose a novel Quantum-Brain approach, a
quantum-inspired neural network, to tackle the vision-brain
understanding problem. To compute the connectivity be-
tween areas in brain signals, we introduce a new Quantum-
Inspired Voxel-Controlling module to learn the impact of a
brain voxel on others represented in the Hilbert space. To
effectively learn connectivity, a novel Phase-Shifting mod-
ule is presented to calibrate the value of the brain sig-
nals. Finally, we introduce a new Measurement-like Pro-

Jection module to present the connectivity information from
the Hilbert space into the feature space. The proposed ap-
proach can learn to find the connectivities between fMRI
voxels and enhance the semantic information obtained from
human perceptions. Our experimental results on the Natu-
ral Scene Dataset benchmarks illustrate the effectiveness of
the proposed method with Top-1 accuracies of 95.1% and
95.6% on image and brain retrieval tasks and an Incep-
tion score of 95.3% on fMRI-to-image reconstruction fask.
Our proposed quantum-inspired network brings a potential
paradigm to solving the vision-brain problems via the quan-
tum computing theory.

1. Introduction

Human perception of the world is determined by external
stimuli and individual experiments that create brain activi-
ties involving non-linear interactions among 86 billion neu-
ronal cells, which are thus complex [42, 52]. An effec-
tive method called functional Magnetic Resonance Imag-



ing (fMR]) is usually applied to measure brain activities via
Blood Oxygenation Level Dependent (BOLD) signals and
implicitly has correlations or connectivities between neu-
rons in response to stimuli [70, 79]. With the development
of deep learning models, it is essential to learn the informa-
tion of the measured fMRI signals with their corresponding
visual data [4, 61].

Vision-brain understanding aims to learn information
from brain signals obtained from image stimuli. It offers the
exploration interest of cognition and perception that poten-
tially contributes to brain-computer interface [13] and be-
yond. Brain-to-image, especially fMRI-to-image, is one of
the fundamental tasks in vision-brain understanding. Gen-
erative models including GANs [15] and diffusion mod-
els [53, 76] enable to reconstruct more realistic images
[44, 58, 61, 66]. Moreover, cross-subject and multiple-
subject brain decoding is taken into account [48, 59, 74].
Besides, image and brain retrievals are also essential to map
the information of the brain signals and images into the
same information space [27, 43, 58]. However, vision-brain
understanding is still confronted with significant challenges
that hinder its applications on a broader scale.

Limitations in Prior Methods: Prior methods focus on
the conditioned image generation models [65, 66] that ig-
nore the information extraction in the brain signals. The
other methods focus on the fMRI activity mapping to the
embeddings of the images [8, 48, 58, 74]. However, these
methods make assumptions about the roles of brain regions
that hinder the exploration of complex information and con-
nectivity in brain signals. Moreover, since the connectivi-
ties in the fMRI signals are crucial to extracting the infor-
mation, the multi-layer perceptron (MLP) backbone mod-
els in prior methods [58, 59] show the missing correlation
between fMRI voxels in the brain activities. Besides, self-
attention is one of the conventional approaches to comput-
ing the correlation between elements [8, 48]. However, in
fMRI voxels, the connectivities are based on the functional
information of each brain region, while self-attention learns
to find patterns for correlation computing which makes the
model harder to learn and extract the connectivity. Fig. 1
illustrates the difference between self-attention and the pro-
posed approach.

Motivations from Quantum Machine Learning: Far
apart from traditional computers, quantum computers are
emerging machines that perform quantum algorithms [2].
Quantum computing utilizes quantum theory to process
data in quantum devices [20, 41] with existing models in-
cluding quantum circuits, quantum annealing, and adiabatic
quantum computation. It has been proved that quantum
computers outperform classical computers in solving spe-
cific problems [16, 63]. In the noisy intermediate scale
quantum (NISQ) era [47], while quantum computers can-
not perform complex quantum algorithms for practical ap-

plications, the quantum computing theory provides a new
mathematical formalism for computational tasks. Hence,
quantum machine learning is introduced as a new learning
paradigm utilizing quantum computation to enhance classi-
cal machine learning models [5, 56]. Moreover, quantum
theory has been applied in classical algorithms and deep
learning models, expected to improve computational per-
formance and quality [14, 67].

The quantum theory has two important properties, in-
cluding superposition and entanglement. While the super-
position can represent high-dimensional information, the
entanglement can compute the connection between entities.
Motivated by the quantum theory, we introduce a quantum-
inspired network for vision-brain understanding. The pro-
posed quantum-inspired network includes a new phase-
shifting module to calibrate the value of the fMRI voxels,
a voxel connection module to compute the connectivity be-
tween voxels via the entanglement, and a measurement-like
projection module to project the information represented in
the Hilbert space into the feature space. It is a simple but
efficient method to compute the connectivity of the fMRI
voxels for vision-brain understanding.

Contributions of this Work: To contribute to the devel-
opment of the vision-brain understanding, we introduce a
novel Quantum-Brain approach, a quantum-inspired neural
network, to learn the connectivity information in the brain
signal corresponding to human perceptions. To the best
of our knowledge, the proposed Quantum-Brain model is
the first quantum-inspired approach to vision-brain under-
standing. The contributions of this work can be summa-
rized as follows. First, motivated by the entanglement prop-
erty in quantum computing, we proposed a novel Quantum-
Inspired Voxel-Controlling Module for learning the connec-
tivity in the brain signals. Second, a new Phase Shifting
Module is introduced to calibrate the voxel values in the
brain signals and enhance the robustness of the connectivity
extraction. Third, as the current connectivity information is
represented in the quantum space, a new Measurement-like
Projection Module is presented to transform the extracted
information into the feature space. Finally, through our ex-
periments on the Natural Scene Dataset (NSD) benchmarks
[1], including image-brain retrieval and fMRI-to-image re-
construction, our proposed method achieves state-of-the-art
performance with the Top-1 accuracy of 95.1% and 95.6%
on the image and brain retrieval benchmarks and Inception
score of 95.3% on the fMRI-to-image reconstruction bench-
mark. Our experimental results show the effectiveness of
brain feature representation for vision-brain understanding.

2. Related Work

This section describes prior visual brain signal decoding
methods and quantum-inspired methods for deep learning
problems.
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Figure 2. The overview framework of our proposed quantum-inspired neural network approach to vision-brain understanding.
The Phase-Shifting module calibrates the voxel values for better fMRI representation. The Voxel-Controlling module computes the con-
nectivities between voxels. The Measurement-like Projection module maps the fMRI information from Hilbert space to feature space for
semantic feature extraction. The extracted semantic features are applied for vision-brain understanding tasks, i.e., fMRI-to-image recon-

struction and image-brain retrieval. Best viewed in color.

2.1. Visual Brain Signal Decoding

Researchers showed that visual information, such as spatial
position [68], orientation [19, 23], and coarse image cat-
egory [11, 18], could be decoded from fMRI signals us-
ing linear models. With the advent of generative adver-
sarial networks [15], more advanced decoding methods be-
came possible and enabled researchers to map brain activ-
ity to the latent space of these models to reconstruct im-
ages such as handwritten digits [55], human faces [12, 72],
and natural scenes [44, 60, 61]. Recently, with the devel-
opment of multimodal contrastive models like CLIP [49],
diffusion models [21, 64] like Stable Diffusion [53], and
new large-scale fMRI datasets [1], fMRI-to-image recon-
structions have achieved an unprecedented level of quality
[17, 43, 66].

Lin et al. [27] reconstructed seen images by aligning
fMRI voxel data into CLIP space and generating outputs
via a fine-tuned Lafite GAN [80]. Moreover, the alignment
between the fMRI voxels and the CLIP space enabled the
model to perform image-brain retrieval tasks. Ozcelik and
VanRullen [43] employed a two-stage approach with Ver-
satile Diffusion [76], utilizing low- and high-level process-
ing. Gu et al. [17] also applied a similar pipeline and ex-
tended on Ozcelik et al. [44] by implementing IC-GAN
[7] for reconstruction. Unlike prior methods, they did not
flatten voxels but aligned them to SWAV [6] features using

surface-based convolutional networks. Meanwhile, Takagi
and Nishimoto [66] used ridge regression to align the fMRI
voxels into Stable Diffusion latent and CLIP text patients
by selecting different voxel regions for various components.
MinD-Vis [8] addressed fMRI-to-image reconstruction by
pre-training a masked brain encoder on a distinct large-scale
fMRI dataset rather than the Natural Scenes Dataset [1],
producing a more informative latent input for their image
reconstruction model. Building on this, MinD-Video [9] ex-
panded the MinD-Vis approach to reconstruct video instead
of single images. MindEye [58] enhanced fMRI-to-image
reconstruction and image-brain retrieval by separating the
feature representation via contrastive learning and diffusion
priors. Additionally, Psychometry [48], MindBridge [74],
and MindEye?2 [59] focused on a unified fMRI feature ex-
traction from multiple subjects. Meanwhile, previous work
analyzed the correlation between fMRI signals and deep
learning models [36, 37, 77].

2.2. Quantum-Inspired Machine Learning

Recently, quantum computing has been applied to machine
learning tasks, i.e., clustering [29, 35, 38, 40], principal
component analysis [30], least-squares fitting [24, 57], and
binary classification [51]. With the rise of quantum neural
networks, variational quantum algorithms [33, 45] were in-
troduced to alternate the classical deep learning algorithms
[3, 10, 22, 34, 39, 54].



Meanwhile, quantum-inspired computing refers to prac-
tical methods derived from quantum computing concepts.
The mathematical formalism of quantum computing has
been adopted in various machine learning tasks, including
natural language processing [25], computer vision [62, 67,
78], information retrieval [69, 71] and multimodal analysis
[14, 26]. Van et al. [71] applied the quantum probability
of object representation in information retrieval tasks. Li et
al. [25] proposed a quantum-inspired network in language
models for semantic matching to achieve better outcome
quality and interpretability. Li et al. [26] investigated multi-
modal feature fusion methods via a quantum-inspired neu-
ral network for conversation emotion recognition. Mean-
while, Gkoumas et al. [14] introduced a video semantic
recognition network by fusing multimodal information at
the decision level. Moreover, quantum-inspired methods
have also been developed for image-processing tasks. Shi et
al. [62] presented complex-valued convolutional neural net-
works to process high-dimensional data and represent better
non-linear space. Especially, Tang et al. [67] exploited the
wave-like function to represent an image via phase-shifting
operations to learn the relationship between patches. Mean-
while, Zhang et al. [78] utilize the quantum state representa-
tion to enhance the hyperspectral image feature extraction.

3. Preliminaries

Most quantum computers are constructed based on the
quantum computing model [2, 41]. A quantum computation
includes state initialization, unitary evolution, and measure-
ment. The quantum device is first set to the initial state.
The quantum state is modified by applying unitary opera-
tors to quantum devices. Then, the initial state of the sys-
tem is transformed into the final state containing processing
results in the quantum device. To obtain classical informa-
tion from the quantum device, measurements are utilized to
extract processing results from the final state.
Mathematically, a quantum state can be represented by
a state vector in an N-dimensional Hilbert space HV. We
adopt the Dirac notations in quantum theory to denote the
quantum states [41]. The notations |-) and (-| denote a Ket to
represent a complex-valued unit vector and a Bra to indicate
its conjugate transpose. In detail, given a set of basis state
vectors {|é,)}_,, a quantum state |¢)) can be represented
as a combination of basis state vectors as shown in Eqn. (1).

N
) = Ane’|¢n) 1)
n=1

where A, is a probability amplitude satisfying
25:1 |A,|? = 1, i is the imaginary unit, and 6, in-
dicates the phase. A simple example of basis state vectors
for H¥ is the standard unit basis. In particular, the standard
basis of H? is formed by column vectors |0)2 = (1,0)7

and [1)2 = (0,1)". Here, we use the notation as in Eqn.
(2) to represent the standard basis of H" .

n)n,m=0,1,...,N—1 )

Respectively, (n|y denotes the conjugate transpose of
|n)n. All components of |n)x are 0 except the n-th com-
ponent is 1. In quantum theory, Eq. (1) represents the su-
perposition of basis states.

A unitary operator U denotes a quantum state evolu-
tion that transforms the initial states |t)) to final states |¢)’).
These operators manipulate the phases €,, and amplitudes
A, by applying specific physical operations to the quantum
system. In quantum computing, projection-valued measure
(PVM) is a function that can collapse the system state from
the superposition of multiple basis states to one basis state.
The mathematical formulation of PVM is a set of projec-
tion operators {IL,,, = |¢y) (dm/|} 51 As described in the
Born rule [41], 11, projects the quantum state |¢’) to the
basis state |¢,,) with a probability P(|¢,,)) as in Eqn. (3).

P(|¢m)) = (Gm|v") (¢ |dm) 3)
4. The Proposed Quantum-Brain Approach

This section presents the vision-brain understanding prob-
lem and the limitations of prior vision-brain understanding
methods. Then, we introduce the quantum-inspired neural
network based on the entanglement. Finally, we summa-
rize the learning framework for vision-brain understanding.
Fig. 2 illustrates an overview framework of our proposed
quantum-inspired neural network approach to vision-brain
understanding.

4.1. Input Modeling

Let Ximage € RI*W>3 and x € R be an image and
its corresponding fMRI voxels where H, W, and C is the
height and width of the image and the number of voxels in
the fMRI. An fMRI voxel encoder is applied to extract the
features p € R” of x and learn to align the extracted fea-
tures to the high-level features t € RP of Ximage for the
semantic understanding, where D is the dimension of the
semantic features. In this work, we use CLIP ViT-L/14 [49]
to build the semantic feature space of the images since the
CLIP image encoders are trained to maximize the similarity
with text captions of the images.

4.2. Connectivity of Brain Voxels via Entanglement

Limitations of Self-Attention. In the Vision-Brain Un-
derstanding problem, self-attention in Transformers [73] is
one of the conventional approaches to compute the corre-
lations or connectivities between elements. In the scenario
of fMRI voxels, the connectivities between brain voxels de-
pend on the information processing function of each brain
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Figure 3. The connectivity map from the V1 brain region, i.e., the low-level perception region, to other regions. While the self-attention
method fails to illustrate the connectivities between correct specific regions, the proposed quantum-inspired network focuses on the fMRI
regions corresponding to the reference image, i.e., the body and face regions. Best viewed in color.

region. Each brain region is responsible for specific infor-
mation and can connect with others. For example, a low-
level information region that directly processes information
from human perception can connect to specific high-level
information regions to process more complex semantic in-
formation. A conventional self-attention model learns to
find patterns of brain activities without realizing that the
connectivities depend on specific positions. Hence, the self-
attention model fails to learn the connectivities in the brain
signals. Fig. 3 illustrates the comparison between the con-
nectivity learnability of the self-attention method and the
proposed quantum-inspired network.

The Connectivity of Entanglement. Fig. 4 illustrates the
connectivity between two voxels via entanglement. Given
two fMRI voxels x; and x, we compute the connectivity of
the voxel z, to the voxel ;. Since the voxels z; and z}, are
raw values representing the brain signal, the phase-shifting
operators V; and V}, are applied to calibrate the voxels into
suitable values for the entanglement. Then, a controlling
operator computes the connectivity of the voxel zy, to the
voxel ;. Finally, measurement operators are presented to
project the connectivity information into the feature space.

4.3. Quantum-Inspired Voxel-Controlling Module

It is crucial to take account of the connectivities in the fMRI
signal to explore the semantic information. The control-
ling operators in quantum computing can utilize the con-
nectivities between fMRI voxels. In detail, for each fMRI
voxel z;, its value can be formulated into a quantum state

[vj) = /1 —x;|0) + ,/7;|1). Then, the voxel x; can be

X \
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Figure 4. The voxels connection via entanglement. Given two
voxels x; and ', the connectivity of the voxel x, to the voxel x;
is computed via the quantum entanglement.

controlled by the other voxel xj via a controlling operator
UYM defined as Eqn. (4).

control
-,k I 0
Uc(gntrzﬂ = (O U(J,k)) (4)

where I and UYF) are 2 x 2 identity operator and 2 x 2
learnable operator, respectively. The quantum state repre-
senting the connection from the fMRI voxel xj, to the fMRI
voxel x; is computed as Eqn. (5).

) = U (Jw) @ [y)) 5)

where ® is the tensor product. The higher the voxel value
Ty, is, the more likely the voxel z; is affected by xy,. In par-
ticular, the operator U %) is defined as controlling weight,
i.e., the connectivity weight from the voxel zj, to x;.

Moreover, to enhance the connectivity representation,
we apply a Phase-Shifting module calibrating the voxel val-
ues. In detail, the quantum state |1);) representing the fMRI
voxel z; can be formulated as Eqn. (6).

-0 (5) -0 (3)
;) = /1 —a;e% [0) + \/aze® |1) (6)

where Géj ) and Gﬁj ) are learnable phase parameters. This
representation can exploit the complex-valued space for
connectivity extraction.

4.4. Measurement-like Projection Module

The connectivity information represented by the quantum
state [1); 1) needs to be projected from Hilbert space into
the feature space for the later extraction layers. Inspired by
PVM, a measurement-like projection module fypy is intro-
duced to obtain the features of the connectivities between
fMRI voxels. From Eqn. (3), given a computed state [t 1)
and a learnable basis state |¢; 1), the mathematical formu-
lation of the measurement can be described as Eqn. (7).

Sem ([95.1)5 [05.6)) = (W5.kl D560 (Pj k| Vsk) (T

While the quantum state [¢); ) is represented in the 4-
dimensional Hilbert space H*, the connectivity information



can be reduced into 2-dimensional Hilbert space 2. This
is because the value of /1 — x; in [¢)) ® |1);) is redundant
for the projection since the value of , /; is also in that state.
In detail, the learnable basis state |¢, ;) can be defined as
Eqn. (8).

[bie) = (0,1,0,W;i) " ®)

Then, derived from Eqn. (7), the connectivity function from
Zy, to x; can be formulated as Eqn. (9).

fxg, o) = w5 + e (W3, — 1)

©))
+ zjay - 2W i cos (Hék) - ng))

where a = /(1 — x;)zr. When the voxel z; is highly
activated and ay has a high value, i.e., the voxel xj is at a

moderate activation, the phase information will be applied
to compute the connectivity. Then, the connectivity func-
tion can be aggregated from other voxels to the voxel x; as
follows,

c
Fla) = ciuf (g, zn)
k=1

C
=z +a; Y W], (10)
k=1

c
+ xj Z aj; COS (Gék) — ng))W]”k
k=1

where Zle Cjk 1, W;,k = cjyk.(V[/'jQ,,C — 1), and
W = 2¢;Wj are learnable parameters. Hence, the
overall connectivity function of the fMRI voxels is defined
as Eqn. (11).

fx)=x+x0 (W) an

+x0 (W"(a®cos(0g —01)))
where © is the element-wise product, and W’ and W are
learnable matrices.

4.5. High-Level Feature Contrastive Learning

For vision-brain understanding tasks, the features of the
fMRI signals should be aligned with the high-level features
of the corresponding images. Contrastive learning is an ef-
fective learning method that represents multiple modalities.
It maximizes the cosine similarity for positive pairs while
minimizing the similarity for negative pairs. Contrastive
language-image pre-trained model (CLIP) [49] is a multi-
modal contrastive model aligning the features of the images
and their captions in texts into the same feature space. Be-
cause of the same feature space mapping, the features of the
images extracted by CLIP have high semantic information
obtained from the corresponding text captions.

Following the CLIP learning procedure, we use the CLIP
loss [49] to learn the high-level features of the fMRI signals.
Given N pairs of fMRI feature p; and its corresponding
image feature t;, the CLIP loss is defined as Eqn. (12).

Lcup = i\/: [log (Z;Xp (p;l' . ti/T) )]

i=1 j=1XP (pzT : tj/T)

N exp (t; - pi/T)
+; o (Z?’_l exp (t] - p;/7)

where 7 is a temperature hyperparameter.

12)

5. Experiments
5.1. Implementation Details

Our experiments use CLIP ViT-L/14 [49] as a semantic im-
age feature extraction. The reference images are resized
into the resolution of 224 x 224. The quantum-inspired net-
work includes 4 blocks of voxel connection module. The
fMRI voxels are extracted into 257 x 768 dimensional fea-
tures, aligning to the 257 x 768 dimensional hidden CLIP
features similar to [43, 58, 74]. We use the CLIP loss with
a temperature 7 = 4 x 1072 for the vision-brain alignment
and the pre-trained Versatile Diffusion model [76] for im-
age reconstruction. For better fMRI-to-image reconstruc-
tion, we apply a diffusion prior [50] to align the output
features with the input space of the pre-trained diffusion
model. The learning rate is set to 3 x 10~* with the Co-
sine learning rate scheduler [32]. The model is optimized
using AdamW [31] with 240 epochs and a batch size of
32. The proposed Quantum-Brain model and experiments
are implemented and performed in PyTorch [46] on a single
NVIDIA A100 GPU.

5.2. Datasets and Benchmarks

We use the Natural Scenes Dataset (NSD) [ 1] for evaluation.
This public fMRI dataset consists of the brain responses of 8
participants observing natural images from the MS-COCO
dataset [28]. We can study the semantic features of the brain
activities via the natural images corresponding to the fMRI
signals. Following [43, 58, 66], we train subject-specific
models for 4 participants separately. For each participant,
there are 25, 962 samples split into 24, 980 training samples
and 982 testing samples, similar to [43, 58, 66].

To evaluate the performance of the proposed quantum-
inspired neural network, we perform two vision-brain un-
derstanding tasks including fMRI-to-image reconstruction
and image-brain retrieval. To demonstrate the feature rep-
resentation capacity of the proposed approach, we evaluate
the two benchmarks without further fine-tuning. The eval-
uation protocols and experimental results will be described
in the following sections.
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Figure 5. The fMRI-to-image comparison between Takagi & Nishimoto [66], MinD-Vis [8], MindEye [58], and our proposed network

on the Subject 1 NSD dataset [1]. Compared to prior methods, the images reconstructed by our proposed method have more consistent
structures and closer semantic meaning to the reference images.

Table 1. Quantitative comparison of fMRI-to-image reconstruction methods on the NSD benchmark. The bolded results indicate the best

results and the underlined results indicate the secondary best results.

Method Low-level High-level
PixCorrt SSIM7T AlexNet(2)T AlexNet(5)1 InceptionV3? CLIP{ EffNet-B, SwAV|

Lin et al. [27] - - - - 78.2% - - -
Takagi & Nishimoto [66] - - 83.0% 83.0% 76.0% 77.0% - -
Guetal. [17] 150 325 - - - - .862 465
Ozcelik & VanRullen [43] 254 356 94.2% 96.2% 87.2% 91.5% 775 423
MinD-Vis [8] .145 294 82.4% 92.4% 89.9% 90.2% 715 413
MindEye [58] 309 323 94.7% 97.8% 93.8% 94.1% .645 367
MindBridge (Single) [74] 148 259 86.9% 95.3% 92.2% 94.3% 713 413
DREAM [75] .288 338 95.0% 97.5% 94.8% 95.2% .638 413
Ours 307 .348 95.6 % 97.9% 95.3% 96.2% .606 348

5.3. fMRI-to-Image Reconstruction

Following MindEye [58], we use a diffusion prior module
to align the fMRI embeddings to the conditional embed-
ding space for the pre-trained image generation. Similar
to MindEye [58], we use the pre-trained Versatile Diffusion
[76] to reconstruct high-quality images from fMRI features.

Fig. 5 illustrates the qualitative results of our proposed
model in fMRI-to-image reconstruction compared to prior
methods [8, 58, 66]. In addition to the high-quality images,
our reconstructed images have a closer semantic meaning
to the reference images compared to previous methods.

We also provide quantitative results of the proposed ap-
proach as shown in Table 1. Following Ozcelik and Van-
Rullen [43], we evaluate the methods with 8 different image
quality metrics. PixCorr is the pixel-level correlation met-
ric between reconstructed images and ground-truth images.
SSIM is the structural similarity index metric. AlexNet(2)
and AlexNet(5) are the 2-way comparisons of the second
and fifth layers of AlexNet, respectively. Inception is the
2-way comparison of the last pooling layer of InceptionV3.
CLIP is the 2-way comparison of the output layer of the
CLIP-Vision model. EffNet-B and SwAV are distance met-



Table 2. Image-Brain retrieval results on the NSD benchmark.

Method Model Imaget Brainf
Lin et al. [27] MLP 11.0%  49.0%
Ozcelik... [43] Linear Regression 21.1% 30.3%
MinD-Vis [8] Transformer 91.6% 85.9%
MindEye [58]  MLP + Projector + Prior  93.6%  90.1%
Ours Quantum-Brain 951% 95.6%

rics gathered from EfficientNet-B1 and SwAV-ResNet50
models. The first four are low-level metrics, while the last
four express higher-level properties. As illustrated in Ta-
ble 1, our proposed model extracts fMRI information and
achieves better high-level similarities to the correspond-
ing images compared to prior methods. Meanwhile, the
proposed model obtains competitive low-level results. It
shows that the features extracted by the proposed quantum-
inspired neural network are well-aligned with the semantic
feature space of the images.

5.4. Image-Brain Retrieval

Image-brain retrieval benchmarks study the level of fine-
grain vision information contained in the brain embeddings.
Following Lin et al. [27], the image-brain retrieval bench-
marks evaluate the models in two separate procedures. For
the image retrieval task, each testing fMRI sample is ex-
tracted into an fMRI embedding. Then we compute the co-
sine similarity to the CLIP image embeddings of its corre-
sponding image and 299 other random images. For each
testing sample, a correct retrieval is determined when the
cosine similarity of the fMRI embedding and its corre-
sponding image embedding is the highest. We average the
retrieval results across all testing samples and repeat the
whole process 30 times, similar to [27]. For brain retrieval,
the procedure is similar to the image retrieval except we
randomly select 299 other fMRI samples.

As shown in Table 2, our model outperforms previous
methods [27, 43, 58] by a large margin. On the image-brain
retrieval benchmark, the proposed approach achieves higher
top-1 accuracy of 95.1% and 95.6% on the image and brain
retrieval evaluations, respectively. It shows that the pro-
posed model has a better and more balanced performance
on the image-brain retrieval benchmark.

Table 3. Effectiveness of our method on the NSD Image-Brain
Retrieval.

Phase- Voxel- Measurement-like Image! Brain?
Shifting | Controlling Projection

90.7% 86.4%

v 91.4% 87.1%

v v 94.0% 88.6%

v 91.6% 87.2%

v v 93.1% 91.4%

v v v 95.1%  95.6%

5.5. Ablation Studies

Our ablation experiments study the effectiveness of our pro-
posed modules on the NSD image-brain retrieval bench-
mark as shown in Table 3.

Effectiveness of Phase-Shifting Module. As shown in
Table 3, the Phase-Shifting module calibrates and better
represents the brain voxel values for later information ex-
traction. In detail, the top-1 accuracies of image retrieval
have been increased by 0.9%, 1.7%, and 1.1% for the three
settings. Moreover, the Phase-Shifting module helps the
Voxel-Controlling module extract the brain information bet-
ter when the increasing of the top-1 accuracies of the image
and brain retrieval has been improved from 0.7% to 1.5%
and from 0.7% to 4.2%.

Effectiveness of Controlling Module. Table 3 illustrates
the impact of the Voxel-Controlling module. As shown
in our results, the Voxel-Controlling module has improved
the top-1 accuracies of the image and brain retrieval from
90.7% and 86.4% to 91.4% and 87.1% without Phase-
Shifting module, and from 91.6% and 87.2% to 93.1% and
91.4% with Phase-Shifting module.

Effectiveness of Measurement-like Projection Module.
As reported in Table 3, the Measurement-like Projection
Module helps to transform the information in the Hilbert
space into the feature space. Hence, the extracted informa-
tion can be well-aligned with the semantic information ob-
tained from the image CLIP features. In particular, the top-1
accuracies of the image and brain retrieval have been in-
creased by 2.6% and 1.5% without the Phase-Shifting mod-
ule and by 2.0% and 4.2% with the Phase-Shifting module.

6. Conclusions

This paper has introduced Quantum-Brain, a new quantum-
inspired neural network for vision-brain understanding.
Motivated by the entanglement properties in quantum com-
puting theory, we have proposed a novel Quantum-Inspired
Voxel-Controlling module to compute the connectivities be-
tween fMRI voxels represented in the Hilbert space. Then,
a new Phase-Shifting module has been introduced to make
the Quantum-Inspired Voxel-Controlling module learn the
connectivities more effectively. Finally, we have presented
a novel Measurement-like Projection Module to transform
the connectivity information from the Hilbert space to the
feature space. Our experimental results have demonstrated
the effectiveness and significance of our proposed quantum-
inspired neural network.

Limitations. This study used a specific network design
and hyperparameters to support our hypothesis. Our exper-
iments are limited to the standard scale of the benchmarks
due to the computational limitation. However, our proposed
approach can be generalized for larger-scale benchmarks
based on our theoretical analysis.
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