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ABSTRACT

Breast cancer remains the leading cause of cancer-related mortality among women worldwide, necessitating the meticulous
examination of mammograms by radiologists to identify and characterize abnormal lesions. This manual process demands
high accuracy and is often time-consuming, costly, and error-prone. Automated image segmentation using artificial intelligence
offers a promising alternative to streamline this workflow. However, most existing methods are supervised, requiring large,
expertly annotated datasets that are not always available, and they experience significant generalization issues. Thus,
unsupervised learning models can be leveraged for image segmentation, but they come at a cost of reduced accuracy, or
require extensive computational resources when working on mammography medical images. In this paper, we propose the
first end-to-end quantum-enhanced framework for unsupervised mammography medical images segmentation that balances
between performance accuracy and computational requirements. We first introduce a quantum-inspired image representation
that serves as an initial approximation of the segmentation mask. The segmentation task is then formulated as a quadratic
unconstrained binary optimization (QUBO) problem, aiming to maximize the contrast between the background and the tumor
region while ensuring a cohesive segmentation mask with minimal connected components. We conduct an extensive evaluation
of quantum and quantum-inspired methods for image segmentation, demonstrating that quantum annealing and variational
quantum circuits achieve performance comparable to classical optimization techniques. Notably, quantum annealing is shown
to be an order of magnitude faster than the classical optimization method in our experiments. Our findings demonstrate that
this framework achieves performance comparable to state-of-the-art supervised methods, including UNet-based architectures,
offering a viable unsupervised alternative for breast cancer image segmentation.

1 Introduction
AI-assisted image-based diagnostic is revolutionizing modern healthcare, by supporting doctors in providing more accurate
and efficient diagnosis, and personalized treatment options for their patients. Use cases for AI-assisted diagnostics range from
diagnosis of cardiovascular diseases [1], neurodegenerative disorders [2], cancer screening [3], fracture detection [4], and brain
tumors segmentation [5]. An especially notable application is medical image analysis for breast cancer diagnosis, as breast
cancer remains the leading cause of cancer-related deaths among women [6]. In 2022, breast cancer affected 2.3 million women
worldwide, resulting in over 670,000 deaths [7]. Early detection of tumors is crucial to lowering mortality risk, which can
be achieved through regular mammograms and thorough evaluations by expert radiologists [8]. AI-assisted techniques such
as image segmentation, (i.e., the process of identifying areas of interest in mammography images) play a vital role in early
diagnosis, by supporting radiologists in extracting key information about the location and size of lesions, enabling faster and
more precise diagnoses.

The core elements of image segmentation involve partitioning an image into meaningful segments by identifying patterns
in specific areas. This process requires identifying relevant features to separate different regions within the image. Various
algorithms and techniques have been developed to perform this task, with one of the earliest approaches being thresholding
[9, 10], which was originally proposed for binary segmentation tasks. Since then, more advanced methods, such as watershed
algorithms [11], which rely on morphology and total variation models, graph-based segmentation [12], and deep learning
models [13], have been widely employed, particularly in medical imaging. These techniques enable precise segmentation of
anatomical structures, enhancing diagnostic processes and assisting in treatment planning. For example, convolutional neural
networks (CNNs) have been extensively utilized for segmenting medical images by learning spatial hierarchies of features,
offering high accuracy in detecting and delineating tissue boundaries [14, 15, 16]. However, CNNs often experience reduced
accuracy due to the loss of spatial resolution throughout the network, which can hinder the detection of irregularly shaped
structures. To address this limitation, the UNet architecture [17] was introduced, incorporating skip connections that preserve
spatial resolution during mask generation. This architecture has demonstrated superior performance in generating more accurate
segmentation masks, particularly for breast cancer detection and segmentation [18, 19, 20, 21].
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All of these deep learning models are supervised methods, where annotated samples are required to ensure strong predictive
performance in image segmentation. However, supervised deep learning requires high-quality, expertly annotated datasets of
medical images, which may not always be accessible due to the scarcity of qualified experts or the high variability of data.
This variability can result in models that perform well on training data but struggle to generalize effectively to new cases.
To address this issue, unsupervised learning models like thresholding [9, 22], unsupervised optimization [23], k-means [24]
and Gaussian Mixture Models [25], work on unlabeled data, identifying patterns and similarities between data points without
explicit guidance. However, due to the absence of labeled datasets, these methods often exhibit lower performance or require
significant computational resources. As a result, it is crucial to develop approaches that strike a balance between accuracy and
computational efficiency, specifically tailored for breast cancer image analysis.

However, the increasing amount of computational resources demanded by deep learning methods may not be available, due
to the challenges in scaling computational resources beyond the limits of classical hardware. Quantum computing is one of
the most promising avenues to solve this challenge, due to the promised speedup and predictive performance improvements
[26]. Quantum computing capabilities can be used in two ways: (1) Quantum or hybrid algorithms, where quantum
hardware is integrated with classical hardware and computational task is assigned to the most appropriate hardware according
to computational requirements, and (2) Quantum-inspired methods, where classical algorithms leverage ideas from quantum
physics to achieve a computational speedup without requiring dedicated quantum hardware.

In the field of image segmentation, quantum-inspired methods such as tensor networks were used for the segmentation
of brain MR images [27, 28]. Additionally, in [22], the authors utilized a quantum genetic algorithm to determine optimal
thresholds for multilevel image segmentation. Furthermore, quantum annealing was leveraged for segmenting radar images [29]
and satellite imagery datasets [30]. While these approaches achieved a good performance when segmenting images where the
region of interest (ROI) has a high contrast relative to the background, they require further optimization and enhancements in
order to segment mammography images due to the complexity of their segmentation masks. Finally, the work in [31] proposed
a hybrid quantum-classical interactive image segmentation technique, where users provide information on the background
and ROI to perform segmentation. However, this approach still requires expert input, limiting its potential for fully automated
image segmentation. While the existing works presented so far developed quantum-inspired and hybrid quantum-classical
models that successfully performed the task of image segmentation while reducing computational resources, all these models
failed in achieving a high performance accuracy when operating on the complex mammography medical images, thus failing to
satisfy the necessary balance between accuracy and computational complexity.

The main contribution of this work is the development and assessment of the first end-to-end quantum-enhanced unsu-
pervised pipeline for mammography medical image segmentation that satisfies the intricate balance between performance
accuracy and computational complexity. The proposed framework is represented in Fig. 1, which includes: (1) a mammography
image to be segmented, (2) a quantum-inspired image transformation, (3) a formal definition of the image segmentation task
as a quadratic unconstrained binary optimization (QUBO) problem, and (4) a comparative evaluation of various quantum,
quantum-inspired, and classical methods. Specifically, we examine: a) two quantum-inspired techniques, simulated annealing
and variational quantum circuits, b) a fully quantum technique, quantum annealing, and c) four classical methods, including two
supervised neural network models (UNet and ResUNet), Gurobi optimization, and Otsu thresholding. The results show that the
performance of our unsupervised pipeline is comparable to that of the supervised UNet model, and significantly outperforms
the traditional Otsu thresholding approach. Additionally, the QUBO problem-solving process is approximately 10 times faster
than the classical Gurobi solver for this task, with much lower variability in execution time.

Figure 1. Overview of Quantum Medical Image Classification.
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Table 1. Performance of neural network segmentation models on the test set using both the original images and the
quantum-inspired image representations, along with the number of training epochs required for the validation loss function to
converge.

Model Input data Dice score IoU score Training epochs
UNET Original 0.911 0.799 45
UNET Qnt.insp. 0.910 0.816 30

ResUNET Original 0.926 0.836 45
ResUNET Qnt.insp. 0.947 0.857 30

2 Results
In this section, we present the results of the different image segmentation methods of the INbreast dataset [32], a publicly
available collection of high-quality digital mammograms with detailed ROI annotations for breast cancer research. Segmentation
masks for each mammogram are predicted using different optimization models, including quantum, quantum-inspired, and
classical algorithms. To assess the performance of these masks, we employ two quantitative metrics: the Dice score and the
IoU score [20]. Given the predicted mask M̂ and the true mask M, the Dice similarity score measures the average intersection
of the two masks relative to the sum of their areas:

Dice score(M,M̂) =
2×Area M∩ M̂

Area M+Area M̂
. (1)

The second metric, known as the Intersection over Union (IoU) score, calculates the ratio of the intersection area to the union
area of the masks:

IoU score(M,M̂) =
Area M∩ M̂
Area M∪ M̂

. (2)

High performance in the image segmentation task is indicated when both the Dice score and the IoU score are close to 1.

2.1 Quantum-inspired image representation
In this section, we analyze the performance of the quantum-inspired image transformation presented in Sect. 4.2, which is
designed to highlight regions with varying contrast and identify potential regions of interest. This transformation is used as
the first step of the image segmentation pipeline, serving as the input to the optimization algorithms. Figure 2 shows three
different examples of the quantum-inspired image transformation, alongside the original image and the expected segmentation
mask. The quantum-inspired transformation effectively delineates the ROI borders and accentuates the varying intensity levels
present within the image. This enhancement makes the transformation particularly valuable as a preliminary step in the image
segmentation process. By accurately capturing the critical features and boundaries within the image, this approach provides a
strong initial approximation that can significantly aid in the subsequent segmentation task, ensuring that the critical areas are
appropriately highlighted for further analysis. To further evaluate this hypothesis, we trained two supervised neural network
models, specifically the U-Net and ResUNet described in Sect. 4.3.5, utilizing the quantum-inspired image representation as
the input dataset. We then compared the performance of these models against their performance when trained on the original
dataset. In order to train the neural network models, we used the following loss function [20], which optimizes both the Dice
ans IoU scores simultanously:

LUNET (M,M̂) =−(0.4×Dice score(M,M̂)+0.6× IoU score(M,M̂)). (3)

The comparative results of the UNET models with both the original dataset and the quantum-inspired representation are
presented in Table 1. The convergence of the neural networks is determined using early stopping, ending the training when the
validation set loss function no longer decreases for 5 consecutive epochs. The results show that the ResUNET performs slightly
better than the UNET for both datasets. Additionally, both models demonstrate marginally better performance when trained
on the quantum-inspired representations of the mammography images. Notably, the number of epochs required for the loss
function on the validation set to converge was reduced by 33% when using the quantum-inspired images as input. This finding
is intuitive, as the quantum-inspired images serve as an initial approximation of the final segmentation mask, making it easier
for the U-Net models to learn and accurately segment the images.
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Figure 2. Example quantum-inspired image representations (first column), the original images (second column) and the ROI
masks (third column).

While this strategy offers a modest improvement in performance and reduces the number of training epochs compared
to the fully classical UNET models, it still relies on a supervised approach, therefore needing an annotated dataset to train
the neural networks. Therefore, we explore unsupervised alternatives, using classical, quantum-inspired and fully quantum
approaches to generate segmentation masks without using labeled data.

2.2 Image segmentation
In this section, we present a comprehensive comparison of various unsupervised methods for breast cancer image segmentation,
utilizing quantum-inspired images as input. The images in these experiments are downsized to 42×42 pixels to fit quantum
requirements, as explained in Sect. 4.1. The segmentation problem is formulated as a QUBO problem, where the objective is to
minimize the quadratic loss function defined in Eq. 20. To address this, we employ a range of quantum and quantum-inspired
techniques, including simulated annealing, quantum annealing, and Variational Quantum Algorithms (VQAs), as described in
Sect. 4.3.

These approaches are benchmarked against two classical unsupervised methods: the Otsu thresholding technique and
classical optimization using Gurobi software. Additionally, we include comparisons with two supervised classical models,
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namely the U-Net and ResUNet architectures. This analysis evaluates the segmentation performance of each method, alongside
key considerations such as execution time and scalability.

2.2.1 Effect of α

The QUBO formulation of the segmentation model is designed to balance two key components: a min-cut term, which promotes
maximum dissimilarity between the background and foreground classes, and a smoothness term, which encourages neighboring
pixels to belong to the same class. The balance between these two competing objectives is regulated by the hyperparameter α .
To determine the optimal value of α , we conducted experiments by computing the segmented masks using simulated annealing
across five different values of α—specifically, 0, 0.1, 1, 10, and 100—for all the images in the test set. The results of these
experiments are visualized in Fig. 3. The analysis reveals that the best average segmentation performance, as measured by both

Figure 3. Effect of the value α on the performance of the optimization problem using simulated annealing.

the Dice coefficient and the Intersection over Union (IoU) score, is achieved when α = 0.1. When α is set to low values, the
resulting segmentation masks tend to be overly fragmented, with noticeable gaps within the detected regions of interest (ROIs).
Conversely, at high values of α , the optimization process becomes overly smooth, failing to accurately delineate the edges
within the ROI, as it excessively forces neighboring pixels to belong to the same class.

Given these findings, we have chosen to use α = 0.1 for the remainder of the experiments conducted in this study, as this
value provides the best balance between capturing the necessary detail and maintaining smoothness in the segmentation masks.

2.2.2 Image segmentation performance
Next, we evaluate and compare the image segmentation performance of all quantum methods against classical benchmarks.
Table 2 presents the Dice and IoU coefficients for each method considered in this study. The results demonstrate that all
quantum and quantum-inspired methods significantly outperform the Otsu method, a simple classical unsupervised approach
commonly used in image processing. Notably, both the quantum annealing and VQA approaches achieve performance nearly
identical to that of the classical Gurobi optimization, which we use as the ground truth reference in this context. This high level
of performance is closely followed by the simulated annealing method. Interestingly, the best-performing quantum methods
exhibit a performance comparable to that of the supervised U-Net model, a state-of-the-art technique in image segmentation,
and only slightly below the ResUNet, which is an enhanced version of U-Net. This is particularly noteworthy because these
quantum methods operate in an unsupervised manner, without access to annotated datasets for training. Despite this, they
offer a highly accurate approximation of the true segmentation masks, highlighting their potential as powerful tools for image
segmentation tasks in scenarios where supervised learning is not feasible. Figure 4 presents a qualitative comparison of the
segmentation masks generated by three different models: Otsu thresholding, the quantum annealing method, and the ground
truth. These examples were chosen to illustrate the varying levels of performance across the methods.

The mask produced by the Otsu thresholding method is notably cluttered with background noise, including numerous
isolated pixels and even entire regions that do not correspond to the ROI. This excessive noise indicates the method’s limitations
in accurately segmenting complex images, as it fails to effectively distinguish the ROI from the background. In contrast, the
mask generated by the quantum annealing method bears a closer resemblance to the true segmentation mask. Although it still
contains some isolated pixels that could be refined through post-processing techniques, the overall quality of segmentation
is significantly higher. The quantum annealing method effectively captures the main structure of the ROI, demonstrating

5/16



Method Type Dice IoU
UNET Classical supervised 0.85 0.75

ResUNET Classical supervised 0.89 0.81
Otsu Classical unsupervised 0.75 0.62

Gurobi Classical optimization 0.84 0.74
Simulated annealing Quantum-inspired 0.80 0.69
Quantum annealing Quantum computing 0.84 0.74

VQA Quantum-inspired 0.83 0.73

Table 2. Performance of the image segmentation methods on the 42×42 images.

Figure 4. Examples of different image segmentation masks produced by the Otsu thresholding method, the quantum
annealing method and the ground truth.

an improvement over the Otsu method. One of the key improvements is that it successfully identifies only one connected
component for each ROI, reducing the likelihood of spurious regions that are prevalent in the Otsu segmentation.

2.2.3 Execution times
Lastly, we evaluate the execution times associated with each image segmentation method. One of the most striking observations
is that the quantum annealing method, which achieves performance on par with the classical Gurobi optimization, is considerably
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faster than its classical counterpart. Specifically, the average execution time for quantum annealing is an order of magnitude
shorter than Gurobi, and has significantly lower variability in the execution times. The complexity of the Gurobi solver can
escalate dramatically, potentially even exponentially, with the number of pixels, depending on the image structure. In our
experiments, quantum annealing offers a competing alternative that can significantly reduce computational time for images
with thousands of pixels.

The execution time for the quantum annealing method is comparable to that of the Otsu thresholding method, yet it
delivers far superior segmentation performance, as discussed earlier. In contrast, the Simulated Annealing approach requires
substantially longer execution times than Gurobi optimization, with average optimization times being nearly ten times slower
than the classical method. Given that its performance is also inferior to Gurobi, simulated annealing does not present a
compelling alternative for image segmentation tasks when compared to classical methods.

The VQA approach, which in this study is implemented as a quantum-inspired method but could eventually be executed
on actual quantum hardware, has a computational time that is roughly 100 times longer than that of the Gurobi optimization.
However, this extended runtime could be significantly reduced if the algorithm were to be run on real quantum devices, an
avenue we plan to explore in future work. Although the current implementation does not offer an execution time improvement
over classical software, the VQA method has the potential to excel with large images due to its ability to represent the image
using only a logarithmic number of qubits.

Finally, the supervised neural network methods, U-Net and ResUNet, have the longest execution times overall, primarily due
to the need for extensive training on annotated datasets. This training phase is computationally intensive and time-consuming,
which adds to the overall execution time required for these methods. Despite their strong performance, this extended training
time and the need for a training dataset presents a challenge when compared to the unsupervised methods.

Figure 5. Execution times for the different image segmentation models used in this work.

3 Conclusion and Future Work
This study investigates various image segmentation methodologies, including classical, quantum-inspired, and quantum
computing approaches, for breast cancer detection using the INbreast dataset. We proposed using a quantum-inspired image
transformation technique that effectively enhances the input images by accentuating critical features and boundaries, serving as
a powerful pre-processing step for segmentation tasks. This transformation was shown to improve the performance of both
supervised and unsupervised segmentation models, with the quantum-inspired representations leading to faster convergence
during training and slightly improved segmentation accuracy.

Our comparative analysis revealed that quantum and quantum-inspired methods, particularly quantum annealing and
VQAs, achieved performance on par with classical optimization techniques like Gurobi, and even approached the effectiveness
of state-of-the-art supervised models such as U-Net and ResUNet. Remarkably, these quantum methods operated in an
unsupervised manner, yet they managed to provide a high-fidelity approximation of the true segmentation masks, demonstrating
their potential as robust alternatives when labeled data is scarce or unavailable.
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The analysis of execution times revealed that quantum annealing outperformed the Gurobi solver by more than an order
of magnitude in speed, even for the relatively small case of 42× 42 images. We anticipate that larger quantum computers
will provide even greater computational advantages over classical optimization solvers. Additionally, while the current
implementation of Variational Quantum Algorithms (VQAs) is constrained by long computational times on classical simulators,
this approach demonstrated promising scalability with the number of pixels. These time constraints could be mitigated by
deploying VQAs on actual quantum hardware or leveraging efficient quantum circuit simulators, such as tensor networks,
which we plan to investigate in future work.

In future works, we plan to extend our investigation to larger datasets and more complex imaging modalities, such as
3D mammography and MRI scans, to further validate the scalability and effectiveness of quantum and quantum-inspired
methods. Additionally, we plan to integrate tensor compression techniques using tensor networks [33, 34, 35, 36, 37] to extend
this methodology to high-dimensional data without compromising execution times. These efforts will further establish the
applicability of quantum-inspired approaches in medical image segmentation.

4 Methods
In the next sections we outline the methodology employed in this study, detailing (1) the data processing procedures, (2) the
quantum-inspired image transformation techniques, and (3) the QUBO formulation of the image segmentation problem, which
encompass classical, quantum, and quantum-inspired optimization approaches.

4.1 Data processing
In this study, we utilize the INbreast dataset [32], a publicly available database of full-field digital mammography images in
DICOM format. The dataset comprises 410 mammograms, with only 107 cases featuring mass lesions in both mediolateral
oblique (MLO) and craniocaudal (CC) views from 115 unique patients. The raw images were annotated by experts and vary in
size, with an average resolution of 3328×4084 pixels.

The segmentation models presented in this work are specifically designed to accurately delineate the borders of the
segmented mass, which is essential for precise measurement of the mass size and contours. To focus on the relevant areas, the
original images were cropped to include only the ROI. This cropping was done by creating boxes around the ROI, which can be
detected using machine learning techniques such as You-Only-Look-Once (YOLO) models [20, 38]. YOLO models are suitable
for this task because they can be trained on larger datasets without needing highly detailed detection. In this particular study,
256×256 pixel boxes around the ROI masses were generated using annotations provided by doctors from the dataset. This
pre-processing step ensures that the segmentation model works on a more focused area, improving its accuracy and efficiency.

Since our goal is to evaluate the performance of our unsupervised method versus supervised methods, we apply different
types of pre-processing for the input image. For the unsupervised segmentation models employed in this study, no additional
preprocessing steps were performed, except for the quantum-inspired image transformation described in the next section.
However, for the supervised methods based on neural networks, a data augmentation step was necessary to increase the number
of training samples. Specifically, we augmented the data by a factor of 4x by rotating the images by 0º, 90º, 180º, and 270º.
Additionally, we further increased the data samples by a factor of 2x by applying Contrast Limited Adaptive Histogram
Equalization [39], which effectively spreads out the most frequent intensity values, thereby enhancing the global contrast
of the images. We used a grid size of 8× 8 and two thresholds for contrast limiting, with values of 1 and 2. Using these
techniques, we obtained a total of 920 images and their corresponding ROIs. For the supervised methods, the dataset was
divided into training, validation, and testing sets, with 15% of the data allocated for validation and another 15% for testing. For
the unsupervised image segmentation experiments, the images have been downsized to 42×42 pixels, to fit the requirements of
quantum hardware.

4.2 Quantum-inspired image representation
Ensuring precise image segmentation relies heavily on appropriately representing input images. In this study, we adapt the
quantum-inspired method introduced by Konar et al. [27] to achieve optimal representation of quantum images with minimal
computational overhead. Given a N ×M mammography image with pixel intensity I ∈ RN×M normalized within the [0,1]
range, the quantum filter produces an image z ∈ RN×M according to the following equation:

zi j = ∑
p,q∈{−1,0,1}

σ

(
Ii j

〈
ϕ

i j
pq
∣∣ωi j

〉)
, i = 1, · · ·N, j = 1, · · ·M. (4)
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Here,
∣∣∣ϕ i j

pq

〉
represents a quantum state encoding the relative intensity difference α

i j
pq between the pixel under consideration Ii j

and its neighboring pixel Ii+p, j+q, given by:
∣∣∣ϕ i j

pq

〉
= cos

(
π

2 α
i j
pq

)
|0⟩+ sin

(
π

2 α
i j
pq

)
|1⟩

α
i j
pq = 1− (Ii+p, j+q − Ii j).

(5)

This relative intensity measure helps to segment the foreground and background regions of an image. Additionally, the quantum
state

∣∣ωi j
〉

encodes the contribution Si j of pixel intensities within the (3×3) neighborhood of the pixel Ii j, defined as:
∣∣ωi j

〉
= cos

(
π

2 Si j
)
|0⟩+ sin

(
π

2 Si j
)
|1⟩

Si j = ∑p,q∈{−1,0,1} Ii+p, j+q.
(6)

Thus, the term Ii j

〈
ϕ

i j
pq

∣∣∣ωi j

〉
in Equation 4 weighs the original pixel intensity by a relative measure of pairwise intensity

difference versus total neighborhood contribution.
Finally, we use a versatile multi-level sigmoid activation function, denoted as σ , tailored to handle the complexity of

multi-level image segmentation tasks [40]. This activation function, a generalized form of the traditional sigmoid function, is
adept at producing outputs that correspond to the various gray levels present in an image. As a result, it stands out as a suitable
choice for segmenting images with multiple intensity levels. The formulation of this activation function is given by:

σ(x) =
1

λ + e−µ(x−η)
, (7)

Here, µ serves as the steepness factor, functioning as a critical hyperparameter of the model. Higher values of µ lead to
a sharper curve, enhancing the discrimination between different intensity levels, whereas lower values yield a more gradual
curve, providing smoother transitions. In our experiments, we fix µ at a value of 0.4 to strike a balance between sensitivity and
smoothness. The parameter η , termed the activation parameter, plays a pivotal role in adjusting the midpoint of the sigmoid
function’s transition. Given the heterogeneous nature of neighborhoods within an image, η is adaptively determined for each
neighborhood, ensuring flexibility in the segmentation process. Specifically, we set η = Si j, where Si j represents the cumulative
pixel intensities within the local neighborhood centered around pixel Ii j (see Eq. 6). Finally, the parameter λ controls the
multilevel segmentation classes. Given the number of gray-scale classes L,

λ =
Si, j

ωk+1 −ωk
. (8)

Here, ω = [ω1, · · · ,ωL], with ω1 = 0 and ωL = 1, denotes the distribution of gray-scale contributions across L classes. The
choice of k in Equation 8 is determined such that Si j falls within the range defined by ωk and ωk+1. By adjusting the spacing
between successive values in ω , we can assign varying degrees of importance to different gray-scale levels within the image,
thereby enhancing the segmentation process’s adaptability and effectiveness. In our study, we fix the number of gray-scale
classes to L = 8 and introduce an adaptive approach for determining the hyperparameter ω . This method allows for enhanced
flexibility and effectiveness in image segmentation. Specifically, we designate ω2 to correspond to the p percentile of the
pixel intensity distribution, achieving a balanced emphasis on the brighter areas within the image. Then, ω3, · · · ,ωL are evenly
spaced, so that

ω = {0,ω2 + k
1−ω2

L
}, k ∈ {0, · · · ,L} (9)

After conducting thorough experimentation with various values of p, we opt for p = 0.9, which effectively accentuates the
high-intensity regions, thereby facilitating clearer identification of image edges. An example of the selection of ω is shown in
Fig. 6.

In contrast to the iterative procedure outlined in the original works by Konar et al. [27, 28], wherein the image transformation
process from Equation 4 is repeated until convergence, we observe that a single iteration of the quantum-inspired transformation
suffices to generate a suitable image representation for subsequent predictive modeling tasks. This streamlined approach
significantly reduces the computational complexity associated with the quantum-inspired method.
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Figure 6. Choice of hyperparameter ω , that controls the gray-scale distribution across the L segmentation classes.

4.3 Image Segmentation
The resulting image is then provided as input to an unsupervised segmentation algorithm to identify the ROI within the
mammography image. To this end, we model the image segmentation problem as a min-cut problem, following the ideas of
Ref. [41, 42], while adding additional constraints to achieve higher-quality segmentation. The first step is to map the processed
image to a weighted graph with a grid-based topology. In this graph representation, the nodes correspond to the individual
pixels of the image, and the edges portray the similarity between neighboring pixels. Let us denote this graph as G(V,E,W ),
where V is the set of vertices of the graph, E ⊆V ×V is the set of edges of the graph, and W is the weight function of the graph,
W : E 7→ R. In this scenario, the weights correspond to the Gaussian similarity of pairs of neighboring pixels. That is, given
two pixel intensities zi and z j, the similarity is defined as:

Wi j = exp
(
−
(zi − z j)

2

2σ̂2

)
, (10)

where σ̂ is a hyperparameter of the model. After performing a grid-search parameter optimization, we found that the best
balance between the inherent intensity variation and the detection of edges was to select σ̂ = 0.5std(z), where std(z) represents
the standard deviation of the quantum-inspired image z.

4.3.1 Quadratic Unconstrained Binary Optimization (QUBO)
QUBO is a mathematical formulation widely used for solving combinatorial optimization problems, such as portfolio opti-
mization, scheduling, and other NP-hard problems [43]. QUBO has become increasingly relevant with the advent of quantum
computing technologies, particularly in the context of quantum annealing devices, which are well-suited for solving this type of
optimization problem. The basic principle of QUBO involves formulating the problem in terms of binary variables and defining
a quadratic cost function to minimize. The goal is to adjust these variables iteratively to find the optimal solution [44]. However,
despite its potential, current QUBO formulations come with certain limitations. One key constraint is that all variables must be
binary, which may require additional transformations for problems that are naturally expressed in other forms. Additionally, the
problem must be unconstrained, requiring any additional constraints to be incorporated into the optimization function.

Representing the image using a graph-based structure enables the formulation of the segmentation task as a QUBO problem.
Given a binary vector x⃗, solving a QUBO problem corresponds to minimizing the following expression:

f (⃗x) = x⃗T Q⃗x+ c⃗T x⃗. (11)

In this work, the optimal image segmentation is determined by identifying the minimum cut of the graph that satisfies a
smoothness constraint, promoting spatial coherence in the segmentation mask. Finding the min-cut corresponds to the partition

10/16



of the image that minimizes the sum of the weights associated with the cut edges, which guarantees minimum similarity
between the two different classes. Given a segmentation mask A and its complementary Ā, the min-cut formulation minimizes
the following cost function:

L (G) = ∑
vi∈A,v j∈Ā

Wi j. (12)

This min-cut problem can be formulated as a QUBO problem. Let x⃗ be a binary variable vector denoting the class of all pixels,
such that

xi =

{
0 if i ∈ A
1 if i ∈ Ā

∀i ∈V. (13)

Then, minimizing Eq. 12 is equivalent to minimizing

∑
(i, j)∈E

Wi j|xi − x j|=Wi j(xi + x j −2xix j). (14)

To improve the QUBO formulation of the min-cut problem for our medical image segmentation task, we incorporate a
smoothness penalty than ensures a cohesive image segmentation masks, Following Potts model [45], this constraint ensures that
neighboring nodes are more likely to be in the same subset. Thus, the final loss function is

L (⃗x) = ∑
(i, j)∈E

Wi j

(
|xi − x j|+α(1−δ (xi,x j))

)
= ∑

(i, j)∈E
Wi j

(
(xi + x j −2xix j)+α(1− (xi + x j −1)2)

)
, (15)

where δ denotes the Kronecker delta and α is a hyperparameter controlling the importance of the smoothness term compared to
the min-cut term. Note that minimizing Eq. 15 is equivalent to solving a QUBO problem in Eq. 11. In particular,

L (⃗x) = x⃗T Q⃗x+ c⃗T x⃗,
ci = (2α +1)∑ j Wi j,
Qi j = −2(1+α)Wi j,
Qii = −α ∑ j Wi j.

(16)

In this study, we will investigate various quantum computing and quantum-inspired techniques to address this QUBO
problem, and compare their performance against classical benchmarks. The subsequent sections will introduce all the classical
and quantum methods employed for the task of image segmentation.

4.3.2 Simulated annealing
Simulated annealing is a quantum-inspired technique employed for heuristic optimization of complex models, such as binary
quadratic models like QUBO. The objective of simulated annealing is to locate a low-energy state of a system, where the energy
is defined by the loss function in Eq. 15, corresponding to an optimal or near-optimal solution to the optimization problem.

The simulated annealing algorithm iteratively updates the state of the system through a sequence of decreasing temperatures.
The state of each variable in the system (⃗x) is updated according to the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm [46]. This process
involves proposing a new state x⃗′ and determining whether to accept it based on the Boltzmann distribution:

P(⃗x → x⃗′) = min(1,e−∆Eβ ), (17)

where ∆E = E (⃗x′)−E (⃗x) = L (⃗x′)−L (⃗x), and β represents the inverse temperature, defined as β = 1
kBT , with kB being the

Boltzmann constant. As β increases, the probability of accepting a higher-energy state decreases, allowing the system to escape
local minima and approach a global minimum. This mechanism enables the system to explore a wide range of states at low β

values and gradually focus on lower-energy states as β increases. In this study, we employ a linear scheduler for β to control
the cooling schedule, linearly increasing β within the [0.1, 4.2] range. This linear schedule ensures a smooth transition from
exploration to exploitation, effectively balancing the need to escape local minima and converge to a global minimum.

4.3.3 Quantum annealing
Quantum annealing is a quantum computing technique designed for solving QUBO problems. The goal is to find the lowest-
energy state of a quantum system that encodes the solution to the problem, where the energy corresponds to the objective
function of the QUBO problem. Contrary to simulated annealing, quantum annealing leverages quantum tunneling, allowing
the system to transition between states by tunneling through energy barriers rather than climbing over them. This capability
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enables the system to escape local minima more efficiently than classical methods, thus improving the likelihood of finding the
global minimum.

The process begins by encoding the QUBO problem into a problem Hamiltonian HP. This involves mapping the QUBO
variables to the topology of physical qubits, whose connectivity is constrained by the available working graph of the quantum
processor. The system’s Hamiltonian evolves from an initial Hamiltonian H0 with a known, easily prepared ground state (a
superposition of all possible states) to the problem Hamiltonian HP, whose ground state represents the optimal solution to the
QUBO problem. The evolution of the Hamiltonian in quantum annealing is expressed as

H(t) = (1− s(t))H0 + s(t)HP, (18)

where H0 is the initial Hamiltonian and HP is the problem Hamiltonian. The function s(t) varies from 0 to 1 over the annealing
time t, gradually transforming the system from the ground state of H0 to the ground state of HP. The annealing schedule,
defined by the function s(t), is critical to the success of the quantum annealing process. A carefully designed annealing schedule
ensures that the system remains in or near the ground state throughout the evolution, thereby increasing the likelihood of
reaching the optimal solution.

In this work, we will run our experiments on the D-Wave Sampler with the Pegasus topology, performing 2000 runs. The
Pegasus topology is well-suited for quantum annealing due to its structure, which provides enhanced connectivity compared
to previous architectures. Moreover, the image segmentation problem described in this work is characterized by having low
connectivity, where each node is connected to only four neighboring nodes, making it particularly well-suited for quantum
annealing where qubits have limited connectivity.

4.3.4 Variational quantum circuits
A promising hybrid approach to solve optimization problems in image segmentation consists of using a VQA. In this framework,
a parameterized quantum circuit encodes the binary vector solution x⃗ of the QUBO problem defined in Eq. 15. The parameters
of the circuit are optimized using classical computing methods, such as gradient-based techniques, to minimize the loss function.
VQAs offer more flexibility than quantum annealing, as the loss function to be minimized is not restricted to a QUBO form and
can take various forms.

Different encoding methods and variational circuit designs have been explored for VQAs [47, 48], and in particular for
image segmentation [49]. In this work, we adopt an amplitude encoding method that requires only n = log2 |V |+1 qubits,
where |V | is the number of variables. Here, the first log2 |V | qubits are used to encode the binary vector, and one ancilla qubit is
used to retrieve the probability of each variable being 0 or 1. This encoding method is similar to the Flexible Representation of
Quantum Images (FRQI) [50], widely used to efficiently represent images as quantum states. The parameterized state of the
variational circuit in the amplitude encoding scheme is given by

|ψ (⃗θ)⟩=
n−1

∑
i=0

γi(⃗θ)(αi(⃗θ)|0⟩a +βi(⃗θ)|1⟩a)⊗|i⟩r (19)

where the subscript a represents the single ancilla qubit and the subscript r represents the register qubits. The state |i⟩r denotes
the i-th computational basis state and represents one of the QUBO variables xi, or equivalently, one of the pixels of the image.
The ancilla qubit a indicates whether the variable xi should be 0 or 1. By measuring the final state in the computational basis,
we obtain P(xi = 1) = |βi(⃗θ)|2. With this definition, it holds that |αi(⃗θ)|2 + |βi(⃗θ)|2 = 1 ∀i. The optimization process involves
minimizing the loss function in Eq. 15, replacing the variables xi with their associated probabilities in the current parameterized
state:

L (|ψ (⃗θ)⟩) = ∑
(i, j)∈E

Wi j

(
(|βi(⃗θ)|2 + |β j (⃗θ)|2 −2|βi(⃗θ)|2|β j (⃗θ)|2)+α(1− (|βi(⃗θ)|2 + |β j (⃗θ)|2 −1)2)

)
. (20)

Once the parameters have been optimized, the final state is retrieved by setting xi = 1 if |βi(⃗θ)|2 > 0.5, and xi = 0 otherwise.
Regarding the ansatz, we use a hardware-efficient ansatz that contains L layers of CNOT gates with linear entanglement

and single-qubit rotations Ry(θk). This ansatz, shown schematically in Fig. 7, allows for warm-start optimization. Warm-start
optimization involves initializing the parameters of the VQA with a heuristic initial guess x⃗∗ and then optimizing the parameters
to refine the solution. This potentially accelerates the optimization process [47], allowing for faster convergence to the optimal
image segmentation. Given an initial solution vector x⃗∗, the initial state |ψ0⟩ is calculated by setting βi = 0 if xi = 0 and βi = 1
if xi = 1 for all variables xi. This leads to the initial state

|ψ0⟩=
1√
n

n−1

∑
i=0

((1− xi) |0⟩a + xi |1⟩a)⊗|i⟩r . (21)
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Figure 7. Variational quantum circuit design.

Notice that this state can be easily encoded in the quantum circuit just by combining X and Hadamard gates. In this scenario,
the initial state is selected such that xi = 1 if the intensity of pixel i in the quantum-inspired transformation from Sect. 4.2
exceeds a certain threshold T , which is set to T = 0.3 in this case.

Finally, we fine-tune this initial state to minimize the loss function. To gradually change the state, we select an ansatz that
leads to the identity transformation when the parameters θ⃗ are all initialized to zero. This is the case for the ansatz shown in Fig
7.

The experiments were conducted using the Qibo package to classically simulate the quantum circuit. We used the Adam
classical optimizer with a learning rate of η = 0.01, and the training was performed for 100 epochs. This corresponds to a
quantum-inspired algorithm, as the experiments were conducted using classical CPUs. However, this algorithm could also be
implemented on gate-based quantum computers.

4.3.5 Classical methods
In this section, we outline the traditional methods employed to benchmark quantum and quantum-inspired techniques. The
first two methods, UNET and ResUNET, are supervised neural network-based approaches. The Otsu thresholding method
represents a straightforward unsupervised data processing technique, whereas the Gurobi optimization method serves as a
classical solver for the QUBO problem detailed in Sect. 4.3.

• UNet: Traditional neural network methods, such as convolutional or fully connected networks, often struggle with
low segmentation accuracy, particularly when dealing with small objects and irregular shapes. These limitations arise
primarily due to the loss of spatial resolution during the processing of images. To address these challenges, Ronneberger et
al. [17] introduced a novel model known as UNet. The model derives its name from its distinctive U-shaped architecture,
which is composed of a contracting path followed by an expanding path.

The contracting path of the UNet model is responsible for extracting features from the input image and progressively
reducing its resolution. This is achieved through a series of convolutional and pooling layers that capture the essential
characteristics of the image at various scales. Conversely, the expanding path aims to restore the original size of the
image while producing the segmentation map. This path utilizes upsampling operations and convolutional layers to
reconstruct the image, integrating both coarse and fine details.

A critical aspect of the UNet architecture is the incorporation of skip connections. These connections link corresponding
layers of the contracting and expanding paths, allowing the model to fuse high-resolution features from the contracting
path with the upsampled output of the expanding path. This fusion preserves spatial information and enhances the
model’s ability to learn detailed and accurate segmentations.

In this work, we consider two UNet architectures. The first is a larger model that processes images at their original
size of 256×256 pixels, while the second handles smaller 42×42 images, allowing for comparison with quantum and
quantum-inspired methods. The larger UNet features a contracting path with five convolutional blocks, using filter
sizes of 32, 64, 128, 256, and 512, each with a kernel size of 3, ReLU activations, and batch normalization, followed
by max-pooling layers that halve the spatial dimensions. Its expanding path mirrors this structure with transposed
convolutions for upsampling and corresponding convolutional blocks, also employing ReLU activations and batch
normalization, and utilizing skip connections to fuse features from the contracting path. The smaller UNet retains this
architecture but comprises only three convolutional blocks with filter sizes of 32, 64, and 128.

13/16



• ResUNet: The ResUNet model enhances the traditional UNet architecture by replacing standard convolutional blocks
with residual convolutional blocks [51]. These blocks are designed to address the vanishing gradient problem and improve
the training efficiency of deep neural networks. They introduce skip connections that allow the input to bypass one or
more layers and be directly added to the output of those layers. This creates a direct path for gradients to flow during
backpropagation, thereby enhancing the network’s learning ability and convergence speed. In this work, we design two
ResUNet models to process both large and small images, using the same filter and kernel sizes as the UNet models.

• Otsu thresholding: Otsu thresholding is an unsupervised image segmentation technique designed to automatically
determine the optimal threshold for separating an image into foreground and background regions. Developed by Nobuyuki
Otsu [9], this method minimizes intra-class variance within the background and foreground regions. Otsu’s algorithm
iteratively searches for the threshold that minimizes the weighted sum of variances of these two classes. This optimal
threshold is then used to binarize the image, assigning pixels with intensities below the threshold to the background and
those above it to the foreground.

• Gurobi optimization: Gurobi is a classical leading optimization software extensively used for solving a wide range
of optimization problems, including QUBOs [23]. It is renowned for its speed and reliability in addressing classical
optimization problems.

5 Data Availability
The dataset used in this study is the INbreast mammography dataset developed in [52], obtained from the corresponding author
Inês Domingues, Porto, Portugal, after signing a transfer agreement.

6 Code Availability
The code used in this work can be found at Ingenii’s open access library and Ingenii’s Quantum Machine Learning Fundamentals
course.
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