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High-energy physics simulations traditionally rely on classical Monte Carlo methods to model
complex particle interactions, often incurring significant computational costs. In this paper, we
introduce a novel quantum-enhanced simulation framework that integrates discrete-time quantum
walks with quantum amplitude estimation to model photon interaction cross sections. By mapping
the probabilistic transport process of 10 MeV photons in a water medium onto a quantum circuit
and focusing on Compton scattering as the dominant attenuation mechanism, we demonstrate that
our approach reproduces classical probability distributions with high fidelity. Simulation results
obtained via the IBM Qiskit quantum simulator reveal a quadratic speedup in amplitude estimation
compared to conventional Monte Carlo methods. Our framework not only validates the feasibility of
employing quantum algorithms for high-energy physics simulations but also offers a scalable path-
way toward incorporating multiple interaction channels and secondary particle production. These
findings underscore the potential of quantum-enhanced methods to overcome the computational
bottlenecks inherent in large-scale particle physics simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

High-energy physics (HEP) aims to uncover the fun-
damental constituents of matter and their interactions,
necessitating increasingly sophisticated computational
methods to simulate particle interactions and analyze
vast data sets. Large-scale Monte Carlo (MC) simula-
tions are indispensable for connecting observational data
with theoretical predictions and for interpreting diverse
physical phenomena. Well-known event generators, such
as Geant4 utilize Markov chains to model processes that
include scattering, decay, and absorption. By accumu-
lating random transitions at each step, they provide ac-
curate predictions of particle spectra, interaction cross
sections, and energy budgets. However, these simulations
often require extremely high computational costs; achiev-
ing adequate precision can require generating millions to
billions of random events. As experimental conditions
become more complex and collision event counts grow
exponentially, the required computational resources and
run times escalate dramatically, creating serious bottle-
necks in both research and practical applications. Vari-
ous studies have been conducted to overcome these bot-
tlenecks by integrating parallel computing, deep learning,
and advanced sampling techniques [1–11].

In this context, quantum computing, which lever-
ages quantum-mechanical principles to address classically
challenging problems, has drawn considerable attention.
Through superposition and entanglement, quantum com-
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puters promise more efficient exploration of large state
spaces and offer the potential for exponential or poly-
nomial speedups in specific tasks. In fact, various quan-
tum algorithms have already been investigated for lattice
gauge theories, parton distribution functions, and quan-
tum field simulations in nuclear and high-energy physics,
suggesting that the synergy between quantum comput-
ing and HEP could spark innovative computational ap-
proaches [12–28]. Furthermore, it is important to note
that this study should be viewed not only as an estima-
tion of photon interaction cross sections but also as a
proof-of-concept for simulating photon transport charac-
teristics. In doing so, the proposed quantum algorithm
addresses the computational bottlenecks inherent in clas-
sical HEP simulations and lays the groundwork for future
extensions to more complex physical phenomena, includ-
ing multiple interaction channels and partial energy emis-
sion processes.

Among these, Quantum Amplitude Estimation (QAE)
[29] has gained particular interest due to its potential to
reduce the complexity and achieve a quadratic speedup
over classical Monte Carlo (MC) method. However, a
core difficulty lies in converting classical probability dis-
tributions into quantum states, a process that can pose
significant challenges.

In this paper, we propose an integrated framework that
combines a quantum walk (QW) [30, 31] with the QAE
algorithm and apply it to a canonical HEP scenario in-
volving high-energy photons interacting with electrons
in a water medium. Photon interactions in water pro-
vide a suitable demonstration for implementing phys-
ical processes on limited quantum hardware and com-
paring quantum-derived results with classical computa-
tion. Quantum walks utilize coin and shift operations
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to unitarily manage probabilistic branching, enabling
the construction of quantum states that encode com-
plex probability distributions. Our framework (1) em-
ploys a discrete-time QW to naturally embed the prob-
ability distribution at each step into a quantum state,
and (2) couples this with amplitude estimation to tackle
Markov chain based problems such as interaction cross
sections achieving a quadratic speedup. Preserving this
stepwise stochastic transition structure implies that the
same framework can be broadly extended to problems in-
volving photons, electrons, heavy ions, or even complex
probabilistic transport models, including those in fields
like finance [32–37].

This approach directly targets computational bottle-
necks in HEP simulations. As noted, Monte Carlo meth-
ods remain a cornerstone of high-energy and particle
physics, yet their substantial demands on CPU time and
memory can delay research or impose constraints. Here,
we explore the potential for augmenting or accelerating
classical HEP calculations through quantum algorithms.
By comparing our proposed quantum algorithm with a
standard MC baseline, we show that it correctly repro-
duces the underlying physics while significantly reducing
the effective number of samples (or iterations) needed for
a given accuracy. Such findings bridge quantum comput-
ing and HEP, indicating that, as quantum devices scale
in qubit number and fidelity, one could potentially tackle
large-scale particle physics simulations that are currently
considered infeasible.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
briefly review the theoretical background of quantum
walks (QW) and quantum amplitude estimation (QAE).
In Sec.,III, we describe the proposed quantum simula-
tion algorithm based on quantum walk and quantum am-
plitude estimation for photon interactions. In Sec. IV,
we present quantum enhanced simulation results using
Qiskit, including the speedup achieved compared to clas-
sical computing. Finally, Sec. V summarizes the conclu-
sions of this work and addresses future research directions
and potential extensions.

II. THEORITICAL BACKGROUND

A. Quantum Walk

Quantum random walk (QW) [30, 31] is the quantum
analog of classical random walk. It describes the motion
of a particle known as a walker that occupies specific
positions on a graph. In a discrete-time QW, each step
involves a coin flip that determines the walker’s direction
of travel. The walker’s state is specified by the position x
and the coin outcome c, written as |x, c⟩. By repeatedly
applying two operations, the coin operation C that se-
lects the direction and the shift operation S that moves
the walker to the next position, one can simulate a proba-
bilistic process in a fully quantum-mechanical framework.

Compared to the classical random walk, whose shift

operation places the walker at one fixed position based
on the coin result, the quantum random walk employs a
quantum coin such as the Hadamard coin to create a su-
perposition of basis states in the coin space HC . When
measured, the wave function collapses to a single out-
come, mirroring the classical random walk. For example,
the Hadamard coin can be written as

H =
1√
2

(
1 1
1 −1

)
, (1)

and measuring this coin yields two basis states with equal
probability.
In our proposed QW-based algorithm, we use a coin

formed by a rotation around the y axis, often denoted
Ry(θ). This Ry gate acts as the coin operation. Com-
bined with the shift operation, it forms a single unitary
transformation that acts on the qubit state,

U = S
(
C ⊗ I

)
. (2)

Applying U iteratively over multiple steps gives a series
of position updates governed by quantum superposition
and interference effects.
The coin and shift structure of the quantum random

walk is well suited to simulating interaction models that
involve stochastic processes. In particle physics, Markov
chain approaches are frequently used to handle branching
probabilities for emission, scattering, or absorption, as
seen in parton showers or radiation transport. A QW en-
codes these interaction probabilities in the coin operation
and the resulting state transitions in the shift operation,
capturing probabilistic branching in a quantum frame-
work. In the experiments presented in this paper, we use
a two-dimensional coin space HC to minimize the quan-
tum circuit volume for efficient implementation. How-
ever, one can expand the dimension of HC by log2(k),
thus enabling the simulation of k events at each step. As
a result, the state[

S
(
C ⊗ I

)]N
|x0, c0⟩ (3)

can simulate a discrete stochastic process of size kN in a
purely quantum system [32].
In summary, a quantum random walk combines the

coin operation for probabilistic branching and the shift
operation for position updates in a unitary way. Com-
pared to classical random walk, quantum walk displays
richer interference effects and faster spreading. As a re-
sult, they have attracted attention as a powerful tool
for modeling complex probabilistic processes, for exam-
ple radiation transport, with broad potential for diverse
applications.

B. Quantum Amplitude Estimation

Quantum Amplitude Estimation (QAE) [29] is an ex-
tension of Grover’s algorithm [38, 39] for amplitude esti-
mation tasks, which provides a quadratic speed up com-
pared to the traditional Monte Carlo method on classical
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computers. In this algorithm, the problem of interest is
given by a unitary operator A acting on n + 1 qubits,
assuming the following condition:

A|0⟩n|0⟩ =
√
1− a |Ψ0⟩n|0⟩+

√
a |Ψ1⟩n|1⟩, (4)

(
m− 1

)
|0⟩

...
...(

j
)
|0⟩

...
...(

0
)
|0⟩

|0⟩n

|0⟩

H

H

H

A Q20 Q2j Q2m−1· · · · · ·

F †
mF
†
m

(a)

|0n⟩

|0⟩

A Qk

(b)

FIG. 1. Quantum amplitude estimation using (a) QPE circuit
and (b) QPE-free circuit.

where a ∈ [0, 1], and |Ψ0⟩ and |Ψ1⟩ are two orthonormal
states.

To estimate a, we define the Grover operator Q as

Q = AS0A
† Sψ1 , (5)

where S0 = I−2 |0⟩n+1⟨0|n+1 and Sψ1 = I−2 |ψ1⟩⟨ψ1|⊗
|1⟩⟨1| are sign flipping operators.

The standard form of QAE is derived from Quantum
Phase Estimation (QPE). In Fig. 1(a), QPE circuit with
m ancillary qubits applies Qk in an exponentially increas-
ing powers to estimate the amplitude a as

ā =
y π

2m
for y ∈ {0, . . . , 2m − 1}. (6)

In this case, the estimation error ϵ = |a− ā| satisfies

|a− ã| ≤
2
√
a(1− a) π

M
+

π2

M2
= O(M−1), (7)

indicating a quadratic speedup compared to O(M−1/2)
in classical Monte Carlo methods.

The standard QAE approach uses ancillary qubits and
the QFT, and consequently the resulting estimate ã is
restricted to a discrete grid. To overcome this, various
modified methods have recently been proposed [40–43]
to reduce circuit complexity and obtain estimates over a
continuous range. These methods remove the need for

ancillary qubits and QFT by directly applying the oper-
ation QkA for amplitude estimation. Let a = sin2(θa).
Then

Qk A |0⟩n|0⟩ = cos
(
(2k + 1) θa

)
|ψ0⟩n|0⟩

+ sin
(
(2k + 1) θa

)
|ψ1⟩n|1⟩,

(8)

where the probability of measuring |1⟩ is sin2
(
(2k+1) θa

)
.

By selecting different values of k and combining their out-
comes, one can achieve an error bound similar to that of
QPE. Each algorithm differs in how it chooses the expo-
nent k of the Grover operator Q and how it aggregates
the measurement outcomes into the final estimate of a.
In this work, we adopt the Iterative Quantum Ampli-
tude Estimation (IQAE) [40] method . Fig. 1(b) shows
a generic circuit example for these QPE-free QAE ap-
proaches.

III. QUANTUM ALGORITHM FOR PHOTON
INTERACTION SIMULATION

A. Theoretical outline of the particle interaction
algorithm

In high-energy physics (HEP) simulations of particle
trajectories, each interaction step is determined by a
probabilistic branching process. This approach is essen-
tially a Markov chain, in which possible events occur with
specific probabilities depending on the current state. For
instance, classical Monte Carlo simulations track the final
trajectory by randomly choosing from these probabilistic
branches at each step, repeating many trials to accumu-
late sufficient statistics.

The exponential attenuation law describing the photon
intensity I(x) transmitted through a material of thick-
ness x is given by

I(x) = I0 e
−µx, (9)

where I0 is the initial photon intensity and µ is the lin-
ear attenuation coefficient. Dividing the distance into
segments of length ∆x, the probability p of having at
least one interaction in that segment is

p = 1− e−µ∆x. (10)

When a photon with energies ranging from a few MeV
up to several tens of MeV traverses the material, multiple
interaction mechanisms may occur. Examples include:

• Photoelectric effect, σpe,

• Coherent (Rayleigh) scattering, σcoh,

• Incoherent (Compton) scattering, σincoh,

• Pair production, σpair,

• Triplet production, σtrip,
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• Photonuclear reactions, σph.n..

Each channel contributes in the form of a cross section
σi(Eγ); summing them yields

µ(Eγ) = ρ
[
σpe(Eγ)+σcoh(Eγ)+σincoh(Eγ)+. . .

]
, (11)

where ρ is the material density. For a 10MeV photon in-
cident on water, contributions other than Compton scat-
tering and pair production amount to less than 1%, mak-
ing them negligible [44]. Since Compton scattering alone
accounts for over 75% of the total attenuation, the sub-
sequent calculations focus exclusively on Compton scat-
tering. Hence,

µ(Eγ) ≈ ΣCompton(Eγ) = ρ σCompton(Eγ). (12)

The total Compton cross section σCompton(Eγ) can
be obtained by integrating the Klein–Nishina differen-
tial cross section [45]. Specifically, if Eγ is the photon
energy and θ the scattering angle,

dσ

dΩ
(Eγ , θ) = r2e

(
E′

γ

Eγ

)2(E′
γ

Eγ
+

Eγ

E′
γ
− sin2 θ

)
, (13)

E′
γ =

Eγ

1 +
Eγ

mec2
(1− cos θ)

, (14)

where re is the classical electron radius and E′
γ is the

scattered photon energy. Integrating over θ ∈ [0, π] yields
the total Compton cross section:

σCompton(Eγ) =

∫ π

0

(
dσ

dΩ

)
2π sin θ dθ. (15)

In modeling the interaction of high-energy photons in
matter, Compton scattering typically leads to a contin-
uous distribution of residual energies, depending on the
scattering angle. Meanwhile, if one considers only Comp-
ton scattering for a 10MeV photon passing through a
water medium, partial energy-loss events occur with ex-
tremely low probability, rendering their impact on the
overall attenuation profile effectively negligible. Accord-
ing to classical Monte Carlo simulations performed with
GEANT4 [46, 47], most events retain approximately
10MeV, while only a small fraction undergoes some de-
gree of energy loss. This is illustrated in Fig. 2 by an
energy spectrum histogram.

Based on these observations, we adopt a simplified
one-dimensional binary model in which the photon re-
mains at 10 MeV if no interaction occurs, and is treated
as fully absorbed otherwise. By omitting the numerous
low-probability channels associated with partial energy
downgrades, we substantially reduce the complexity of
the quantum circuit and implementation becomes possi-
ble [48]. Although this approach does not reproduce the
entire spectrum, it captures the dominant interaction fea-
tures at 10MeV. Our preliminary analysis indicates that

t

FIG. 2. Depth-wise energy spectrum histogram for a 10MeV
photon beam incident on a water medium, taking into account
only Compton scattering. The simulation was performed with
a depth of 1 cm and energy bins of 0.1MeV.

the probability mass of intermediate-energy states is neg-
ligible for the purpose of this study.
This can decrease the circuit width by a factor of

log2(n) compared to a model with n separate probabilis-
tic branches. Since fully implementing every branch on
IBM’s 32-qubit quantum simulator is not yet feasible,
we employ this simplified toy model. This approach is
sufficient for proof-of-concept purposes, and once hard-
ware capabilities improve, one can extend the number of
possible interaction outcomes per branch from two to an
arbitrary integer k, enabling more general simulations.

B. Quantum walk implementation of photon
interaction

The photon interaction model is implemented via the
quantum random walk algorithm as outlined in Sec. II. In
this approach, the coin operation is defined as a unitary
rotation corresponding to the interaction probability pk
computed at the k-th step. The operator takes the form

Uk =

(√
1− pk −√

pk
√
pk

√
1− pk

)
, (16)

where pk is the probability that the photon at step k in-
teracts and loses all its energy. The coin space HC is
two-dimensional, consisting of the two quantum states
{|0⟩, |1⟩}. In this experiment, we define |0⟩ as the “no in-
teraction” state and |1⟩ as the “interaction occurs” state.
Next, the position space HP discretizes the photon’s

current location in increments of 1 cm, allowing only non-
negative integer states {|i⟩ : i ∈ N0}. The shift opera-
tion is controlled by the coin qubit and moves the walker
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|c⟩

|w⟩

|x⟩

W

......

C

Position check and operation

S

Shift

FIG. 3. Schematic for a single step of a quantum walk algo-
rithm modeling photon interactions in a simplified scenario.
The “position check” unit reads the walker’s current depth.
The coin operation applies the appropriate interaction prob-
ability, while the shift operation advances or halts the walker
depending on the coin result.

in the correct direction. Fig. 3 illustrates a conceptual
diagram of how the quantum walk can represent a real
photon interaction process. The current photon’s depth
is stored in the walker’s position, initialized at |0⟩. Using
x qubits for the position register allows up to 2x discrete
depth levels, offering exponential scalability. During each
step, a position check procedure applies the appropriate
coin operation with probability pk based on the position
of the walker, typically implemented through multiple
CCNOT gates to ensure that the operation is fully uni-
tary.

Afterwards, the shift operation updates the position of
the photon depending on the coin result. If the coin out-
come is |0⟩, we assume that the photon advances by 1 cm,
so the walker increments its position by 1. Conversely, if
the coin outcome is |1⟩, the photon loses all its energy at
that depth, and the walker remains in place. Repeating
these steps for the desired number of discrete depth in-
tervals completes the quantum-walk-based simulation of
the photon’s interaction.

C. Integrating QAE with Quantum Walk for
photon interaction simulation

Based on the quantum random walk-based photon in-
teraction model described above, we simplify the inter-
action outcomes in each branching step of photon trans-
port into two cases. The first case is when no interaction
occurs, and the second is when an interaction happens,
resulting in complete energy loss. However, as in classical
Monte Carlo, a single simulation still suffers from statisti-
cal uncertainty, so achieving high accuracy requires mul-
tiple circuit repetitions and/or measurements. In such
cases, Quantum Amplitude Estimation (QAE) can re-
duce the number of repetitions needed to estimate the
target physical quantity. For example, if we define the
state |ψ1⟩ to represent “the photon has passed beyond
a certain depth x and has not yet interacted,” then the

|c⟩

|w⟩

|x⟩

First QW layer

Uc · · ·
Us

...

Nth QW layer

Uc

Us QAE

FIG. 4. Schematic of our combined framework, where quan-
tum walks (QW) provide a stepwise embedding of the pho-
ton’s probabilistic evolution into a quantum circuit, and
Quantum Amplitude Estimation (QAE) further enhances the
efficiency of extracting key probabilities. Each dashed box
represents a single QW iteration, consisting of the coin oper-
ation (Uc) and shift operation (Us). The final stage is a QAE
module for amplitude estimation.

amplitude (and its square) of this state corresponds to
the probability that the photon survives beyond depth
x. By employing QAE, one can theoretically realize a
quadratic speed up [29], moving from O(1/ϵ2) classical
sampling to O(1/ϵ) queries to estimate that probability.

However, there are two important issues to consider be-
fore applying QAE. First, in order to input the probabil-
ity distribution into the quantum circuit for estimation,
the Grover operator Qmust be a unitary operation. Con-
sequently, one cannot use non-unitary operations like a
reset gate. This limitation makes it difficult to reuse reg-
isters without expanding the circuit or adding additional
control logic. If reset gates were allowed, we would only
need a single qubit for the coin space HC in a quantum
walk with a two-dimensional coin space, as considered in
our simplified model. However, without relying on re-
set gates, the coin register requires log2N qubits if the
dimension of the position space HP is N .

Second, real hardware imposes strict limits on the
number of available qubits and the allowable circuit
depth. In particular, QAE-based on quantum phase
estimation (QPE) requires a large number of ancillary
qubits. Furthermore, when running on an actual quan-
tum device, deeper circuits accumulate more noise, re-
ducing the practical advantages.

In this work, we address these challenges by mapping a
typical discrete stochastic process to a quantum state via
a quantum walk. For instance, we can encode whether
the photon is absorbed at step x or passes beyond depth
x in two registers (coin and position). While a classical
Monte Carlo simulation would sample each step, here we
replace that procedure with quantum gates. As a result,
at the end of the simulation, the system is in a superpo-
sition of all possible trajectories. We aim to apply the
quantum amplitude estimation algorithm to this quan-
tum state to obtain the desired statistical result.

Meanwhile, various algorithms have been proposed
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FIG. 5. Probability distribution of the 15-step photon inter-
action simulation for the classical and quantum algorithms.
The quantum algorithm has been run on quantum simulator
for 500,000 shots, and the classical algorithm has been run
for 1,000,000 shots.

that preserve the benefits of amplitude estimation with-
out relying on QPE. By properly constructing the Grover
operators QAFk , one can still achieve the theoretical speed
up. Among these methods, we adopt the Iterative Quan-
tum Amplitude Estimation approach, which gradually
adjusts the number of Grover operators at each step to
ensure convergence. This obviates the need for many
ancillary qubits or excessively deep circuits [40], making
it particularly advantageous under hardware constraints
where accuracy and confidence intervals must be bal-
anced.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present the simulation results for
the interaction of 10MeV photons in a water medium,
based on the quantum framework described in Sec.III.
While it is possible to perform such simulations on real
quantum computers, the current quantum hardware suf-
fers from limitations such as short coherence time and
a restricted number of qubits, making large-scale simu-
lations difficult. Therefore, in this study, we use IBM
Qiskit quantum simulator to emulate an ideal quantum
device.

Using the physical model described in Sec.III (a), we
compute the photon interaction probability in increments
of 1 cm. In this study, the amplitude of the quantum state

FIG. 6. Probability distribution of the 31-step photon inter-
action simulation for the classical and quantum algorithms.
The quantum algorithm has been run on quantum simulator
for 500,000 shots, and the classical algorithm has been run
for 1,000,000 shots.

is physically associated with the survival probability of
a 10 MeV photon after propagating through a specific
depth. This directly corresponds to the experimentally
measurable transmission rate, enabling the quantum sim-
ulation to quantitatively predict the attenuation charac-
teristics of high-energy photons. Since Compton scatter-
ing accounts for most of the attenuation of 10MeV pho-
tons in water, we consider only this scattering mechanism
and simplify our model to two outcomes. Accordingly, if
no interaction occurs, the photon retains its energy at
10MeV; if interaction does occur, the photon is fully ab-
sorbed. This simplification is essential to implement the
quantum circuit on a 32-qubit simulator given current
computational resource constraints.
Fig. 5 and 6 show a comparison of the probabil-

ity distributions produced by the quantum and classi-
cal photon-interaction algorithms with respect to the in-

TABLE I. Mean squared error (MSE) and Kullback–Leibler
(KL) divergence for 15-step and 31-step photon interaction
simulations of 10MeV photons in a water medium. These
simulations use the quantum algorithm described in Sec. III
and are compared with the classical result.

Number of step MSE KL-divergence
15 5.93× 10−8 1.25× 10−4

31 3.03× 10−8 8.20× 10−5



7

FIG. 7. Quantum advantages using the quantum walk based
approach with IQAE to estimate probability distribution with
quadratic speed up

teraction probabilities. Table I comparing 15-step and
31-step photon interaction simulations confirms that the
QW result is virtually indistinguishable from the classical
distribution, at least within the parameter range tested
here. Such a match validates the discrete-step quantum
walk approach for photon interaction modeling and lays
the groundwork for subsequent amplitude estimation. In
addition, expanding the simulation steps from 15 to 31
did not result in significant changes in MSE or KL di-
vergence, indicating the scalability of the quantum algo-
rithm. For an N -step photon-interaction simulation of a
model with K possible interaction channels per branch-
ing, a circuit with K + 2 log2(N + 1) qubits is required.
The total size of the region that can be simulated thus
grows exponentially with the number of qubits, whereas
the circuit depth increases linearly with the region size.
In other words, the proposed quantum-walk-based frame-
work can efficiently simulate realistic photon interactions.

Moreover, to extract meaningful statistical estimates
from the above quantum-simulation results, we imple-
ment an accelerated approach based on Iterative Quan-
tum Amplitude Estimation (IQAE). IQAE directly ex-
tracts the amplitude of the photon survival state |ψ1⟩
generated by the quantum random walk, thereby offering
a theoretical speed up from O(1/ϵ2) to O(1/ϵ) compared
to classical sampling. Due to the memory limitations
of the quantum simulator [49], the amplitude estimation
was performed on the results of the 15-step photon inter-
action simulation. In the IQAE simulations, we set the
target precision to ϵ = 0.01 and the confidence level to
(1− α) = 95%, using 30 shots per iteration.

Fig. 7 shows the estimation accuracy as a function of
the number of oracle queries Nq. The estimation accu-
racy is demonstrated by comparing the absolute error of

a quantum algorithm, namely IQAE, against the classi-
cal statistical measurement using GEANT4 with respect
to the theoretical values. The estimation accuracy ϵ of
the IQAE exhibits a precise O(1/Nq) behavior, providing
a quadratic speedup compared to the classical method’s
O(1/

√
Nq). This result also fits within the theoretical

Chernoff–Hoeffding IQAE bound [40]

Nq,max =
6

ϵ
log
[ 2
α

log
(
π
4 ϵ

)]
(17)

Such a quadratic speedup can also be observed in other
methods like maximum likelihood QAE. Furthermore,
through the preceding quantum embedding process, the
amplitude of a particular quantum state corresponds to
the interaction probability of photons at a specific loca-
tion. Consequently, the amplitude of that quantum state,
as inferred from statistical measurements, carries a direct
physical meaning in this context.

V. CONCLUSION

We propose a novel quantum framework that com-
bines discrete-time quantum walks (QW) and iterative
quantum amplitude estimation (IQAE) to model high-
energy photon transport in water. By embedding the
probabilistic transitions of photons into superposition
states, our approach theoretically guarantees a quadratic
speedup over classical Monte Carlo (MC) methods while
enabling precise amplitude extraction. Benchmark com-
parisons with classical simulations show that the quan-
tum scheme aligns well with classical models, as evi-
denced by low mean squared error (MSE) and Kull-
back–Leibler (KL) divergence values. This confirms the
viability of our quantum-walk-based approach in high-
energy physics (HEP) simulations and highlights its po-
tential to overcome the computational bottlenecks inher-
ent to large-scale MC techniques.
However, in this study, we simplify the interaction of 10

MeV photons to a single channel, thereby excluding cer-
tain physical details from our model. While this simpli-
fication takes into account current hardware constraints,
it is important to recognize that real high-energy physics
phenomena may involve multiple interaction channels oc-
curring concurrently. In order to capture more realistic
physics beyond the single dominant interaction channel,
we need to consider multiple branching models that ac-
count for additional processes such as pair production
and photonuclear reactions. This can be realized by ex-
panding the dimension of the coin used in the quantum
walk, thereby allowing multiple interaction channels to
be represented within a single step.
Moreover, real high-energy photons are often only par-

tially absorbed in each interaction, losing some fraction of
their energy but continuing on with lower energy. Hence,
one may split the photon energy into discrete levels in the
simulation, extending the standard quantum walk for-
mulation to encode additional energy states. This, how-
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ever, increases both the number of qubits and the circuit
depth.

It is also crucial to incorporate secondary particle gen-
eration [50, 51]. This can be done by defining one of the
probabilistic branches as secondary particle creation and
assigning an ancilla qubit to record the quantum state
associated with that event. In doing so, the position, en-
ergy, and other parameters of the secondary particle can
be tracked. In a hybrid quantum-classical manner, the
newly generated secondary particle can be simulated in-
dependently as a new track and added to a stack for more
realistic simulations. Further research will be required to
address limitations related to circuit depth, qubit counts,
and quantum noise to realize this approach on real quan-
tum hardware.

Despite these challenges, our results illustrate the
promise of quantum-enhanced algorithms in the realm of
high-energy physics simulations. By naturally incorpo-
rating the Markov-chain-based particle transport process
through quantum walks, and combining it with advanced
amplitude estimation techniques, this approach provides
a scalable pathway to address large-scale HEP simulation
problems.

As quantum devices advance in terms of qubit counts,
coherence times, and gate fidelities, the methodology pre-
sented here is expected to generalize to more complex

physical processes. In addition to photon transport, the
same framework can be applied to simulate various par-
ticles and interactions in nuclear and particle physics, of-
fering a powerful new tool for accelerating Monte Carlo-
based analyses across numerous scientific and industrial
domains where computational costs are high.
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