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Abstract

Non-local operations play a crucial role in computer vision,
enabling the capture of long-range dependencies through
weighted sums of features across the input, surpassing the
constraints of traditional convolution operations that focus
solely on local neighborhoods. Non-local operations typi-
cally require computing pairwise relationships between all
elements in a feature set, leading to quadratic complexity in
terms of time and memory. Due to the high computational and
memory demands, scaling non-local neural networks to large-
scale problems can be challenging. This article introduces a
hybrid quantum-classical scalable non-local neural network,
the Quantum Non-Local Neural Network (QNL-Net), to en-
hance pattern recognition. The proposed QNL-Net relies on
inherent quantum parallelism to allow the simultaneous pro-
cessing of a large number of input features, enabling more ef-
ficient computations in quantum-enhanced feature space and
involving pairwise relationships through quantum entangle-
ment. We benchmark our proposed QNL-Net with other quan-
tum counterparts for binary classification with the MNIST
and CIFAR-10 data sets. The simulation findings showcase
our QNL-Net, which achieves cutting-edge accuracy levels in
binary image classification among quantum classifiers while
utilizing fewer qubits.

Code — https://github.com/sparshgup/QNL-Net

Introduction
Computer vision, a fundamental component of Artificial In-
telligence (AI), encompasses various applications such as au-
tonomous driving (Bao et al. 2023), medical imaging (Konar
et al. 2024), and healthcare (Zhou et al. 2022). Image clas-
sification is a crucial task within computer vision, with
the aim of assigning labels to images based on their vi-
sual content. This task serves as the foundation for more
complex applications like image segmentation, object detec-
tion, and scene understanding. Convolutional Neural Net-
works (CNNs) have significantly advanced image classifi-
cation, achieving top-tier performance on datasets like Im-
ageNet (Krizhevsky, Sutskever, and Hinton 2012). However,
CNNs are restricted by their local receptive fields, limiting
their ability to capture extensive contextual information and
long-range dependencies in images. To address these limita-
tions, non-local neural networks were introduced to capture
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long-range dependencies, building upon the self-attention
mechanism seen in Transformer architectures (Vaswani et al.
2017). Non-local neural networks have proven effective in
capturing global context and improving performance in com-
puter vision tasks that require modeling long-range depen-
dencies (Wang et al. 2018). These networks have shown
significant improvements in tasks such as image classifica-
tion, where understanding broader contextual information is
crucial for accurate labeling (Shi, Zhao, and Wang 2021).
Moreover, non-local operations typically require computing
pairwise relationships between all elements in a feature set,
leading to quadratic complexity in terms of time and mem-
ory. Due to the high computational and memory demands,
scaling non-local neural networks to large-scale problems is
a challenging proposition.

Quantum Machine Learning (QML) has emerged as a rev-
olutionary technology that combines principles of quantum
mechanics with Machine Learning (ML), offering transfor-
mative potential in various fields (Biamonte et al. 2017). Un-
like classical computing that relies on bits representing |0〉
and |1〉, Quantum Computing (QC) introduces qubits that
can exist in quantum states simultaneously, leveraging su-
perposition and quantum parallelism for enhanced computa-
tional capabilities (Nielsen and Chuang 2001). This quan-
tum advantage allows the development of algorithms that
can efficiently tackle complex challenges, potentially rev-
olutionizing areas such as pattern recognition, image clas-
sification, optimization, and cryptography (Bernstein and
Lange 2017). Within QML, algorithms such as Quantum
Support Vector Machine (QSVM), Quantum Kernel meth-
ods, and Variational Quantum Classifiers (VQC) have been
introduced for classification tasks (Benedetti et al. 2019).
VQC, in particular, stands out as it combines classical and
quantum computing utilizing a quantum circuit with pa-
rameterized quantum gates. These parameters can be opti-
mized using classical methods, enabling a hybrid quantum-
classical approach to effectively train models (Ding 2024).

Researchers have actively investigated the potential ad-
vantages of QML over classical machine learning, both the-
oretically and practically (Biamonte et al. 2017). A spe-
cific sub-domain within this field, Quantum Neural Net-
works (QNN), has been extensively developed to evaluate
their ability to surpass classical neural networks. Recent
studies have used simulations on actual quantum hardware
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to demonstrate the benefits offered by QML (Abbas et al.
2021). Despite these advances, challenges persist in QML,
including limitations in fault-tolerance, evolving quantum er-
ror correction techniques, and issues related to quantum scal-
ability (Preskill 2018; Gujju, Matsuo, and Raymond 2024).
These challenges present opportunities for innovative re-
search in transitioning from the current Noisy Intermediate-
Scale Quantum (NISQ) era to a new era of quantum comput-
ing (Huang et al. 2021). The limitations in fault-tolerance
and quantum scalability impede the practical applications of
QML algorithms. However, ongoing research efforts to de-
velop new quantum algorithms and address these challenges
provide a platform to test methodologies on a smaller scale
and pave the way for future applications as quantum proces-
sors become more scalable.

In this study, we introduce a novel Quantum Non-local
Neural Network (QNL-Net) that merges QC principles with
the non-local neural network mechanism to tackle pair-
wise non-local operations in a feature set harnessing the
inherent characteristics of quantum entanglement. The pro-
posed QNL-Net establishes non-local correlations through
quantum-enhanced features, emulating classical non-local
operations while leveraging quantum entanglement to en-
hance model performance and capabilities. The proposed
QNL-Net architecture introduces a novel approach that effi-
ciently utilizes fewer qubits, a crucial aspect in the NISQ era.
Beyond this efficiency, the architecture’s significance lies in
its treatment of rotations around axes and entanglement. The
selection of rotation gates in the proposed QNL-Net ansatzes
is closely linked to the core concept of non-local neural net-
works, which aim to capture intricate spatial dependencies
within data. In the quantum realm, rotation gates play a piv-
otal role in achieving this objective by maneuvering quan-
tum states around various axes, thereby facilitating spatial
transformations.

The primary objective of this research is to improve
the recognition of patterns and binary classification tasks
in computer vision by effectively capturing long-range de-
pendencies. QML holds the potential to overcome several
drawbacks of classical non-local neural nets, leveraging the
unique characteristics of QC. Quantum parallelism allows
for the simultaneous processing of a large number of states,
enabling more efficient computations in tasks involving pair-
wise relationships. Moreover, quantum feature mapping in
the proposed QNL-Net transforms classical data into high-
dimensional quantum spaces where patterns become more
interpretable. This helps in understanding the interactions
captured by non-local operations. The main contributions of
our work are as follows:

1. We introduce a scalable Quantum Non-local Neural Net-
work (QNL-Net) to tackle pairwise non-local operations
in a feature set harnessing the inherent characteristics of
quantum entanglement.

2. We also employed classical machine learning techniques
for dimensionality reduction of features before these
are processed by our proposed QNL-Net framework,
therefore leveraging the advantages of hybrid quantum-
classical machine learning models.

3. Our hybrid classical-quantum models, especially CNN-
QNL-Net, achieved high nineties classification accuracy
on the MNIST dataset (99.96% test accuracy) and outper-
formed the benchmark quantum classifiers QTN-VQC
(98.6% with 12 qubits) (Qi, Yang, and Chen 2023) and
hybrid TTN-MERA (99.87% with 8 qubits) (Grant et al.
2018) using significantly fewer qubits (4 qubits).

Related Work

Image classification using Quantum Machine Learning
(QML) has attracted significant attention due to its potential
advantages over classical methods. One notable approach is
Quantum Convolutional Neural Networks (QCNN), which
utilize quantum circuits for convolutional operations, em-
phasizing quantum phase recognition and error correction
optimization techniques (Cong, Choi, and Lukin 2019). An-
other significant development is the Quanvolutional Neu-
ral Network, which introduces quantum convolution lay-
ers to transform classical data using random quantum cir-
cuits for feature extraction, which showcases superior accu-
racy and training performance compared to classical CNNs
(Henderson et al. 2020). QML models have shown effec-
tiveness in binary classification tasks for noisy datasets
and images (Schetakis et al. 2022). Nevertheless, recent ad-
vances include notable work that loads matrices as quantum
states and introduces trainable quantum orthogonal layers
adaptable to various quantum computer capabilities, show-
ing promising results on superconducting quantum comput-
ers (Cherrat et al. 2024). These developments highlight the
potential of QML to improve image classification systems.

Various studies have explored the application of Quan-
tum Neural Networks (QNN) in binary classification tasks
within computer vision, providing benchmarks for research
outcomes. For example, QTN-VQC (Qi, Yang, and Chen
2023) integrated quantum circuits for tensor-train networks
with variational quantum circuits to establish an efficient
training pipeline. Furthermore, hierarchical quantum clas-
sifiers use expressive circuits to classify highly entangled
quantum states and demonstrate resilience to noise (Grant
et al. 2018). Konar et al. (2023) proposes a scalable ap-
proach for Spiking Quantum Neural Networks (SQNN) for
classification, suggesting the utilization of multiple small-
scale quantum devices to extract local features and make
predictions. (Jiang, Xiong, and Shi 2021) presented a Quan-
tum Flow model that represented data as unitary matrices to
achieve a quantum advantage, reducing the cost complexity
of unitary matrices-based neural computation. These recent
advances in QML models have shown robustness in image
classification, which is proven effective in handling higher-
dimensional data more efficiently than its classical counter-
parts.

Non-local Neural Networks

Classical convolution operations in Convolutional Neural
Networks (CNN) are widely used in computer vision mod-
els but face challenges related to processing long-range de-
pendencies due to the incremental growth in the receptive
field with repeated operations. This leads to computational



inefficiency and optimization difficulties. To address these
limitations, classical Non-local Neural Networks (NL-Net)
have been introduced, which incorporate non-local opera-
tions that compute responses by aggregating features from
all positions in the input, enabling efficient capture of long-
range dependencies crucial in computer vision tasks (Wang
et al. 2018).

A generic non-local operation for an input signal’s (image,
sequence, video) feature map x ∈ RN×C , where N is the
number of positions (i.e., pixels) and C is the number of
channels, is defined as:

yi =
1

C(x)
∑

∀j
f(xi, xj)g(xj), (1)

where i is the index of an output position (in space/time/s-
pacetime) whose response is to be computed, j enumerates
over all possible positions, and y is the output signal. f is
a pairwise function that computes a scalar representing the
relationship (such as similarity) between i and all j. g is a
unary function that computes a representation of the input
signal at j and normalizes it by a factor C(x).

In terms of the functions, g is simply considered as a lin-
ear embedding such that g(xi) = Wgxj , where Wg is a
learned weight matrix. There are several choices for the pair-
wise function f such as:

1. Gaussian:

f(xi, xj) = ex
T
i xj , C(x) =

∑

∀j
f(xi, xj);

2. Embedded Gaussian:

f(xi, xj) = eθ(xi)
Tφ(xj), C(x) =

∑

∀j
f(xi, xj);

where θ(xi) = Wθxi and φ(xj) = Wφxj are linear
embeddings. This also relates to self-attention (Vaswani
et al. 2017), in which NL-Net is just an extension of the
computer vision domain, or more specifically, a generic
space or spacetime domain. This is due to the fact that
for any i, 1

C(x)f(xi, xj) becomes the softmax computa-

tion along the dimension j.

3. Dot Product:

f(xi, xj) = θ(xi)
Tφ(xj), C(x) = N ;

where N is the number of positions in x.

4. Concatenation:

f(xi, xj) = ReLU(wT
f [θ(xi)

T , φ(xj)]), C(x) = N ;

A non-local block in spacetime encapsulates the non-local
operation in Eq. (1) elegantly and is defined as:

zi =Wiyi + xi (2)

where yi is the non-local operation and residual connec-
tion ‘+ xi’ allows integrating the non-local block into any
pre-trained model without disruptions in their initial behav-
ior (He et al. 2016).

MeasurementEncoder

Figure 1: The Quantum Non-local Neural Network (QNL-
Net) comprises a four-qubit circuit composed of three parts:
(i) Encoder: To encode classical data into quantum states.
(ii) Variational Quantum Circuit (VQC): classically trainable
quantum circuit. (iii) Measurement: the circuit is measured
at qubit 0 in the Pauli-Z basis. The encoder and the VQC
ansatz have r and D repetitions respectively. The Encoder
has 4r trainable parameters and the VQC has 5D trainable
parameters (for n = 4 input qubits).

Quantum Non-local Neural Network

In this study, we present the Quantum Non-Local Neural
Network (QNL-Net), which leverages trainable quantum cir-
cuits to implement non-local operations, effectively captur-
ing and processing long-range dependencies within input
data. Our proposed QNL-Net architecture integrates classi-
cal dimensionality reduction techniques to operate as a hy-
brid quantum-classical classifier. This section entails the de-
sign and implementation of the QNL-Net architecture, fol-
lowed by the incorporation of classical dimensionality reduc-
tion methods to create hybrid classifiers, specifically high-
lighting the CNN-QNL-Net and PCA-QNL-Net models. Ad-
ditionally, we explore post-QNL-Net classical computation
to enhance the classification process further.

The proposed QNL-Net introduces a novel approach by
translating classical non-local operations into quantum cir-
cuits, harnessing the parallelism and entanglement proper-
ties inherent in quantum computing. This translation process
involves the design of quantum gates and circuits that mimic
the functionality of classical non-local layers, enabling the
network to analyze complex data structures more efficiently.
To encode classical data X = [y0, y1, · · · , yn−1] ∈ Rn into
the quantum space, we first write |X〉 as the quantum ver-
sion of X as |X〉 = |y0, y1, · · · , yn−1〉. Then, we encode
this data as

|ψΦ〉 = (

n
⊗

k=1

P (λk)H
⊗n)r |X〉 , (3)

where H⊗n is a layer of Hadamard gates acting on all n

qubits and P (λ) =

[

1 0
0 eiλ

]

. Thus, the encoder has nr pa-

rameters which can be trained for efficient encoding.
We employ Variational Quantum Circuits (VQC) in our

QNL-Net framework, which are classically trainable to opti-



Ansatz-0 Ansatz-1 Ansatz-2

Figure 2: The three ansatzes used as the Variational Quantum Circuits (VQC) in our QNL-Net mechanism.Rx, Ry, Rz rotation
gates represent single-qubit rotations along the x, y, z axes, respectively, with trainable parameters. The strategies for perform-
ing entanglement using CX gates (CNOT) are: cyclic pattern (Ansatz-0), reverse linear chain (Ansatz-1), and a mixed pattern
(Ansatz-2).

mize parameters using a predefined cost function (Benedetti
et al. 2019). This hybrid quantum-classical strategy har-
nesses the expressive capabilities of quantum circuits while
utilizing classical optimization methods for efficient pa-
rameter adjustment. Our implementation includes three dis-
tinct ansatzes, each incorporating five parameterized rota-
tion gates to provide precise control over the quantum state.
These ansatzes feature three CX gates with unique con-
figurations, establishing entanglement-induced correlations
among the qubits to ensure that the quantum state captures
non-local dependencies within the data. The quantum cir-
cuits for these ansatzes are illustrated in Fig. 2. Initially, ro-
tation gates are applied to each qubit in all ansatzes to derive
the subsequent quantum state

|ψ1〉 = Rz(x0)q0Ry(θ0)q1Ry(φ0)q2Rx(g0)q3 |ψΦ〉 , (4)

such that, Rx(λ) =

[

cos(λ2 ) −i sin(λ2 )
−i sin(λ2 ) cos(λ2 )

]

, (5)

Ry(λ) =

[

cos(λ2 ) −sin(λ2 )
sin(λ2 ) cos(λ2 )

]

, Rz(λ) =

[

e−iλ
2 0

0 ei
λ
2

]

. (6)

The variation in the ansatzes stems from distinct entan-
glement strategies outlined below. These configurations en-
sure comprehensive entanglement among all qubits to cap-
ture non-local dependencies across the circuit. In Ansatz-0,
the CX gates form a cyclic pattern, establishing a loop of
entanglement among the qubits. Ansatz-1 featuresCX gates
forming a reverse linear chain, creating a backward sequen-
tial entanglement structure. Ansatz-2 introduces a non-linear
and unique mixed pattern entanglement strategy utilizing the
CX gates. The resulting quantum states for each respective
ansatz are as follows:

|ψ[0]
2 〉 = CX(q1q2)CX(q2q3)CX(q3q0) |ψ1〉 , (7)

|ψ[1]
2 〉 = CX(q3q2)CX(q2q1)CX(q1q0) |ψ1〉 , (8)

|ψ[2]
2 〉 = CX(q1q3)CX(q3q2)CX(q2q0) |ψ1〉 , (9)

where CX =







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0






. (10)

Then, we add our final rotation gate on qubit 0 in each
ansatz, and obtain the following quantum state.

|ψ[a]
3 〉 = Rz(x1)q0 |ψ

[a]
2 〉 , (11)

where a represents the desired ansatz and a = 0, 1, or 2.
This sequence of gates and entanglements in the ansatzes

constitutes one layer of the respective ansatz and can also be
represented by the unitary operator as

Ua(θ) = |ψ[a]
3 〉 . (12)

Now, each layer consists of 5 parameters (can be general-
ized to n+1 parameters for n qubits) and can be applied with
D repetitions to enhance the expressiveness of the model, re-
sulting in a total of 5D trainable parameters from the VQC,
and therefore, we obtain the final state of the circuit,

|ψs〉 = (Ua(θ))
D |ψΦ〉 , (13)

where a is the desired ansatz a = 0, 1, or 2.
According to the Born rule, measuring any quantum state

in the Pauli-Z basis (σz) either collapses into the state |0〉
with probability |α|2 or into the state |1〉 with probability
|β|2 (Nielsen and Chuang 2001). In general, the expectation

of any observable Ô for a state |ψ〉 can be denoted as

〈Ô〉 = 〈ψ| Ô |ψ〉 =
∑

i

mipi (14)

where mi are the possible measurement values, i.e., the
eigenvalues weighted by their respective probabilities pi =
|α|2 − |β|2. Therefore, to measure an observable O on n-
qubits, we can also represent it as a sum of tensor products
of Pauli operators, such that,

O =
∑

k

αkPk, αk ∈ R, (15)

where αk ∈ R are real coefficients, and Pk = Pk1
⊗

Pk2
⊗ · · · ⊗ Pkn

are tensor products of Pauli operators
Pki
∈ {I,X, Y, Z} acting on each of the n qubits. In our

mechanism, we measure the circuit in the Pauli-Z computa-
tional basis, specifically at one qubit, q0, while the rest of
the qubits are measured using the Identity (I) operation. So,



we can denote the measurement of q0 for a quantum state of
|ψs〉 as 〈Z〉 such that,

〈Z〉 = 〈ψs|U †(θ)Zq0U(θ) |ψs〉 , (16)

where θ represents the parameters of the quantum ansatz,
Zq0 represents the Pauli-Z operator acting on qubit q0, U(θ)
is the unitary operator parameterized by θ, and U †(θ) is the
Hermitian adjoint of U(θ).

In this study, we employ two hybrid classical-quantum
QNL-Net models: CNN-QNL-Net and PCA-QNL-Net.
Classic models are used for dimensionality and feature re-
duction, converting input data into a feature vector of size
4 × 1. Each value in this vector corresponds to one qubit
in our QNL-Net layer, facilitating the capture and analy-
sis of long-range dependencies and intricate patterns among
these features. The incorporation of CNN architecture into
our QNL-Net Module is driven by CNN’s ability to capture
spatial dependencies and identify local patterns within com-
plex image data through convolutional and pooling layers,
effectively reducing input dimensionality while retaining es-
sential features.

In the proposed CNN-QNL-Net architecture, the process
begins with two convolutional layers, each integrating an ac-
tivation function and max pooling, to process an input image
tensorX ∈ RW×H×C . Here,W represents the width,H de-
notes the height, and C signifies the number of channels in
the input image (e.g., 1 for grayscale images and 3 for RGB
images). The input data matrix is X ∈ RN×P , where N is
the number of samples in the dataset and P is the total num-
ber of pixels per image. The linear transformation performed
by this layer is as follows.

x =W4Q+ b4, (17)

where Q ∈ R1 is the single QNL-Net output, W4 ∈ R1×1

is the weight matrix, and b4 ∈ R1 is the bias vector. Further
details on the CNN and PCA architectures are given in Ap-
pendix. Our model uses the negative log-likelihood (NLL)
loss function for the binary classification problem. The NLL
loss measures the variation between the true labels y and the
classical predicted probabilities ŷ = [ŷ0, ŷ1] obtained from
the measurement of the hybrid quantum-classical QNL-Net
model, and is defined for binary classification as:

L(φ) = −
N
∑

i=1

(yi log ŷi1 + (1 − yi) log ŷi0) , (18)

where N is the number of samples in the dataset, ŷ0 is the
predicted probability for class 0, ŷ1 is the predicted prob-
ability for class 1, and φ are the classical parameters. The
gradient calculations are described in the Appendix.

Evaluation Results

Datasets

In our Qiskit simulations, we used two widely used image
processing datasets for image classification: MNIST (Lecun
et al. 1998) and CIFAR-10 (Krizhevsky, Sutskever, and Hin-
ton 2012) (sample images are shown in Appendix in Fig. 5).

For MNIST, we focus on binary classification using the dig-
its 0 and 1, comprising 12, 665 training samples and 2, 115
testing samples. For CIFAR-10, we perform a binary classi-
fication using classes 2 (birds) and 8 (ships). Before feeding
the images into the models, we normalize them using the
global mean and standard deviation of each data set, scaling
the pixel values from [0, 255] to [0, 1].

Simulation Settings

In our study, we extensively evaluated the performance of
the proposed QNL-Net in benchmark datasets, MNIST and
CIFAR-10, demonstrating its resistance to noise and poten-
tial advantages over traditional quantum binary classifica-
tion models. The Qiskit simulations are performed on a Mac-
Book Pro computer equipped with an M2 Max chip and
64GB RAM. Our QNL-Net has been implemented using the
EstimatorQNN module of Qiskit Machine Learning 0.7.2
and Qiskit 1.1.0 (Javadi-Abhari et al. 2024), allowing the
encoding of classical data into quantum data and facilitating
the training of the ansatz. The Qiskit ZFeatureMap is uti-
lized to leverage the quantum-enhanced feature space, pro-
viding a quantum advantage in classification tasks (Havlíček
et al. 2019). Following the measurement of our QNL-Net
output, further classical computation is performed by adding
a fully connected layer with a single learnable parameter
to fine-tune and optimize the quantum output, thereby en-
hancing the model’s performance. The classical node is con-
structed and gradient optimization has been performed us-
ing PyTorch 2.3.0 (Paszke et al. 2017), seamlessly integrated
with the EstimatorQNN module. The models are trained for
100 epochs with a batch size of 1, using the negative log-
likelihood (NLL) loss function for convergence. The Adam
optimizer (Kingma and Ba 2014) is configured with varying
learning rates between 0.0001 and 0.0004, depending on the
model and ansatz used, as detailed in Appendix Table 1. The
ExponentialLR scheduler (Li and Arora 2019) with a decay
rate of 0.9 is used, while the remaining parameters were set
to default.

Simulation Results

Simulations are performed using all combinations of the
number of repetitions for the encoder (r = 1, 2 or 3) and
the number of repetitions for the VQC (D = 1, 2 or 3), with
results averaged across the nine possible configurations. The
averaged accuracies across all runs for each specific ansatz
and model configuration are given in Table 1. The learn-
ing rates are found by grid search, and given in Table 1
for these settings. Fig. 4 illustrate the models’ performance
and convergence behavior during training for D = r = 1.
The simulation results obtained from the MNIST dataset
for classes 0 and 1 reveal that our CNN-QNL-Net model
marginally outperforms our PCA-QNL-Net model, achiev-
ing an average classification test accuracy of 99.96%. In con-
trast, PCA-QNL-Net achieved a test precision of 99.59%.
Ansatz-0 and Ansatz-2 generally exhibit superior perfor-
mance compared to Ansatz-1 for this dataset, as indicated in
Table 1. However, for the CIFAR-10 dataset, hybrid QNL-
Net models demonstrate relatively lower performance com-
pared to MNIST due to the inclusion of three color chan-
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Figure 3: The proposed hybrid Classical-quantum QNL-Net frameworks comprises the following components: (a) CNN-QNL-
Net: Two convolutional layers with ReLU activation and max-grouping are used to extract features from input images. Sub-
sequently, a dropout layer is applied, followed by flattening of the features. Two fully connected (FC) layers are utilized to
preprocess the data for integration with the QNL-Net. (b) PCA-QNL-Net: Principal Component Analysis (PCA) is utilized to
reduce the dimensionality of the input data to 4 components. These components are processed by a fully connected (FC) layer
before being input into the proposed QNL-Net. (c) QNL-Net: This component of the pipeline conducts computations on the
four features obtained from the classical models within the mechanism and generates a single measurement from qubit 0. (d)
Post-QNL-Net Classical Computation: A fully connected layer is employed to fine-tune the quantum output. Subsequently, this
output is transformed and concatenated as required for binary classification.

nels (RGB) as opposed to the grayscale images in MNIST.
Nonetheless, our CNN-QNL-Net model still achieves an av-
erage test accuracy of 93.98%. Ansatz-1 performs better
on the testing dataset for CIFAR-10 compared to the other
ansatzes. Across both datasets, our CNN-QNL-Net model
significantly outperforms our PCA-QNL-Net model due to
its efficient feature extraction capabilities before inputting
the data into the QNL-Net architecture.

We note that our proposed PCA-QNL-Net models re-
quired higher learning rates compared to our CNN-QNL-Net
models. The proposed PCA-QNL-Net exhibited faster train-
ing in contrast to our CNN-QNL-Net, as CNNs entail an
overhead for training parameters, utilizing a total of 34, 282
classical parameters for MNIST and 41, 314 classical param-
eters for CIFAR-10. Further, there are 5D + 4r classical pa-
rameters in the quantum gates and 22 classical parameters
for the linear layers. Details of the gradient optimization cal-
culations are provided in the Appendix.

Table 2 compares the outcomes from our models to
the benchmark quantum binary classifiers: QTN-VQC (Qi,
Yang, and Chen 2023), Hybrid TTN-MERA (Grant et al.
2018), Tensor Ring VQC (Peddireddy et al. 2022),
SQNN (Wu, Tao, and Li 2022), and QF-hNet-BN (Jiang,
Xiong, and Shi 2021), where QTN-VQC, Hybrid TTN-
MERA, and Tensor Ring VQC have results in their papers
on classes 0 and 1 in MNIST; and SQNN and QF-hNet-BN
have results for classes 3 and 6 in their papers. Our hybrid
classical-quantum models, particularly the proposed CNN-
QNL-Net, outperforms the benchmark models across both
datasets. This superior performance underscores the effec-
tiveness of integrating classical convolutional networks with

quantum neural network layers, enabling more robust and
accurate classification.

For the MNIST dataset, the results depicted in Figure 4
indicate that the proposed PCA-QNL-Net model achieves
a lower final loss compared to our proposed CNN-QNL-
Net model across all ansatz configurations. This suggests
that the PCA-QNL-Net model closely fits the training data
by the end of the training period. However, the CNN-QNL-
Net model attains a higher test accuracy more rapidly than
the PCA-QNL-Net model, as illustrated in Figure 4, indi-
cating a superior generalization. In contrast, with respect to
the CIFAR-10 data set, the CNN-QNL-Net model exhibits
a faster reduction in training loss and achieves a lower fi-
nal loss value compared to the PCA-QNL-Net model (Fig.
4b). This implies faster convergence and better fit to the
CIFAR-10 training data. Furthermore, the CNN-QNL-Net
model consistently achieves higher test accuracy with more
speed than our PCA-QNL-Net model in Fig. 4, reinforcing
its efficacy in learning from complex data.

Overall, our experimental findings validate that the inte-
gration of quantum circuits with classical neural network
architectures significantly enhances the performance of the
QNL-Net model, establishing a new benchmark in quantum
machine learning.

Discussion

The proposed QNL-Net leverages quantum entanglement as
a key advantage. Although classical non-local blocks typi-
cally involve matrix multiplications within the embeddings
and element-wise summation with the raw data, the QNL-
Net utilizes CX entanglements to replicate variable depen-



Table 1: Performance of the proposed QNL-Net model on binary classification tasks across datasets: MNIST digits 0 and 1 and
CIFAR-10 classes 2 (bird) and 8 (ship).

Dataset Ansatz Model Learning Rate Average Train Accuracy (%) Average Test Accuracy (%)

0 CNN-QNL-Net 1× 10
−4

99.97 ± 0.02 99.96 ± 0.03

1 CNN-QNL-Net 1× 10
−4

99.96 ± 0.02 99.95 ± 0.02

MNIST 2 CNN-QNL-Net 1× 10
−4

99.96 ± 0.03 99.95 ± 0.04

(0, 1) 0 PCA-QNL-Net 1.5× 10
−4

99.65 ± 0.17 99.54 ± 0.16

1 PCA-QNL-Net 1.5× 10
−4

99.24 ± 0.19 99.18 ± 0.34

2 PCA-QNL-Net 1.5× 10
−4

99.67 ± 0.23 99.59 ± 0.21

0 CNN-QNL-Net 3× 10
−4

94.20 ± 0.77 93.54 ± 0.66

1 CNN-QNL-Net 3× 10
−4

94.13 ± 0.45 93.98 ± 0.37

CIFAR-10 2 CNN-QNL-Net 3× 10
−4

94.21 ± 0.32 93.76 ± 0.14

(2, 8) 0 PCA-QNL-Net 4× 10
−4

81.94 ± 1.51 81.16 ± 1.09

1 PCA-QNL-Net 4× 10
−4

81.79 ± 0.34 80.95 ± 0.35

2 PCA-QNL-Net 4× 10
−4

81.67 ± 0.73 80.86 ± 0.74

Figure 4: Training loss convergence and test accuracy plots
for the CNN-QNL-Net and PCA-QNL-Net models for the
three ansatzes with one feature map repetition (r = 1)
and one ansatz repetition (D = 1). (a) and (b) display the
training loss convergence on MNIST and CIFAR-10, respec-
tively. (c) and (d) show the corresponding test accuracy on
these datasets.

dencies present in classical non-local mechanisms. This fos-
ters a highly interconnected system among all qubits, effec-
tively extracting intricate probabilities and exploring com-
plex data structures within a quantum framework. The spe-
cific pattern for entanglement in different ansatzes is not as
crucial as the entanglement of all qubits with different rota-
tions, creating a highly entangled state. Furthermore, apply-
ing another Rz gate to the qubit, 0, introduces phase mod-
ulation within the entangled system, crucial for fine-tuning
the quantum state prior to measurement, thus influencing the
probability of an outcome.

Despite the promising results obtained from these models,

Table 2: Performance of the QNL-Net model compared
with QTN-VQC (Qi, Yang, and Chen 2023), Hybrid TTN-
MERA (Grant et al. 2018), Tensor Ring VQC (Peddireddy
et al. 2022), SQNN (Wu, Tao, and Li 2022), and QF-hNet-
BN (Jiang, Xiong, and Shi 2021) on binary classification
tasks using the MNIST dataset. The CNN-QNL-Net model
demonstrates better results using significantly fewer qubits.

Model Classes Qubits Test Accuracy

QTN-VQC 0, 1 12 98.60

Hybrid TTN-MERA 0, 1 8 99.87 ± 0.02

Tensor Ring VQC 0, 1 4 99.30

CNN-QNL-Net [ours] 0, 1 4 99.96 ± 0.03

SQNN 3, 6 64 97.47

QF-hNet-BN 3, 6 12 98.27

CNN-QNL-Net [Ours] 3, 6 4 99.94 ± 0.02

several limitations were identified. The current implementa-
tion is restricted by the reliance on classical computing meth-
ods that might be computationally inefficient as the datasets
become much more extensive and the models are more com-
plex. Still, it is a trade-off we must consider as we utilize
lesser quantum resources. Multi-class classification posed
a particular challenge as it performed poorly, likely due to
the small circuit size with Pauli-Z measurement at only one
qubit, which limits the model’s capability in distinguishing
between multiple classes. Furthermore, the performance of
the model could be further validated by testing on larger and
more diverse datasets and exploring the effects of different
quantum encodings and variational circuit designs.

Nevertheless, the implications of this research extend to
various practical applications. In fields like image classifi-
cation, medical imaging, and real-time video analysis, effi-
ciently capturing long-range dependencies using quantum-
enhanced models can lead to significant advancements in
accuracy and performance. Furthermore, the scalable na-
ture of our QNL-Net suggests that, as quantum hardware
evolves, these models could be deployed in real-world sce-
narios, providing a competitive edge over traditional classi-
cal approaches.



Conclusion

This work introduces a Quantum Non-local Neural Net-
works (QNL-Net) framework as a novel hybrid classical-
quantum approach for image classification. Through exper-
iments on MNIST and CIFAR-10 datasets, our proposed
QNL-Net models demonstrate competitive performance in
binary classification tasks, utilizing fewer qubits compared
to traditional quantum classifiers. The incorporation of fun-
damental quantum entanglement and rotation gates proves to
be effective in capturing intricate spatial dependencies cru-
cial for image analysis.
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Appendix

Introduction to Quantum Computing

Quantum computing utilizes the principles of quantum me-
chanics, such as superposition and entanglement, to enhance
traditional computing capabilities. At the core of quantum
computing are qubits, the quantum counterparts to classical
bits. These qubits can simultaneously exist in states of |0〉
and |1〉 due to superposition, providing a significant increase
in computational power compared to classical bits (Preskill
2018), can be represented as

|0〉 =
[

1
0

]

, |1〉 =
[

0
1

]

. (19)

A qubit embodies a linear combination of the computa-
tional basis states, illustrating the fundamental concept of
superposition. This state can be succinctly depicted as a vec-
tor within a two-dimensional complex Hilbert space, charac-
terized by the following mathematical expression:

|ψ〉 = α |0〉+ β |1〉 , (20)

where α, β ∈ C are the complex coefficients of the quantum
states |0〉 and |1〉 respectively. The probabilities of the qubit
being in state |0〉 or |1〉 are given by the magnitude squared
of these coefficients |α|2 and |β|2. These probability ampli-
tudes satisfy the normalization condition |α|2 + |β|2 = 1.

Entanglement is another quantum phenomenon where the
states of two or more qubits become interconnected, and the
state of one qubit affects the other entangled qubits. This
also demonstrates that the states cannot be factored into a
product of individual qubit states as they are strongly corre-
lated (i.e., |ψAB〉 6= |ψA〉 ⊗ |ψB〉 for states A and B).

Quantum computations are performed primarily by ma-
nipulating quantum states through unitary transformations,
achieved using quantum gates. Hadamard (H) gate is used
to attain an equal superposition of the two basis states. The

H gate maps the basis state |0〉 to
|0〉+|1〉√

2
and the basis state

|1〉 to
|0〉−|1〉√

2
. Rotation gates (Rx, Ry, Rz) rotate the state of

a qubit around a specified axis on the Bloch sphere. A Phase
(P ) gate shifts the phase of a qubit by a specified angle λ,
such that, applying P (λ) to |ψ〉 in eq.(20) results in

P (λ) |ψ〉 = α |0〉+ βeiλ |1〉 . (21)

A CNOT (CX gate) is a two-qubit gate that flips the state of
the second qubit (target) only if the first qubit (control) is |1〉.
The following are the matrix representations of the relevant
gates utilized in this work:

H =
1√
2

[

1 1
1 −1

]

, P (λ) =

[

1 0
0 eiλ

]

, (22)

Rx(λ) =

[

cos(λ2 ) −i sin(λ2 )
−i sin(λ2 ) cos(λ2 )

]

, (23)

Ry(λ) =

[

cos(λ2 ) −sin(λ2 )
sin(λ2 ) cos(λ2 )

]

, (24)

Rz(λ) =

[

e−iλ
2 0

0 ei
λ
2

]

, CX =







1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0






. (25)

CNN Architecture

We use the Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) archi-
tecture in combination with our QNL-Net Module because
CNN is adept at capturing spatial dependencies and identi-
fying local patterns within complex image data through con-
volutional and pooling layers, which reduce the input dimen-
sionality while retaining essential features (O’shea and Nash
2015).

In the proposed CNN-QNL-Net architecture, we start
with two convolutional layers, each with an activation func-
tion and max pooling, for an input image tensor X ∈
RW×H×C , where W is the width, H is the height, and C
is the number of channels (i.e., 1 for grayscale images and 3
for RGB images) of the input image. In general, mathemati-
cally, a convolution operation ‘∗’ for an input image I and a
filter K to output a feature map F looks like,

F [i, j] = (I ∗K)[i,j]; (26)

F [i, j] =

M−1
∑

m=0

N−1
∑

n=0

C−1
∑

c=0

I[i+m,j+n,c] ·K[m,n,c], (27)

where i, j are positions in the output feature map F , and
m,n are positions in the filter K for channel c. M , N , and
C are the width, height, and number of channels of the filter,
respectively. The first convolutional layer applies a 2D con-
volution operation with K1 filters (or kernels) of size 5 × 5
resulting in K1 output channels, and is defined as,

Y[k] =

C
∑

c=1

X[c] ∗W[k] + b[k], k = 1, ...,K1, (28)

where W[k] is the k-th filter weight and b[k] is the bias term.
We apply the activation functionReLU , which simply elim-
inates the negative values in an input vector and is defined
asReLU(x) = max(0, x), on each filter element-wise such
that,

A[k] = ReLU(Y[k]), A ∈ R
W1×H1×K1 , (29)

whereW1 andH1 are the width and height after convolution.
Then, we apply a max pooling operation with a pool size
of 2 × 2 on the Convolution + ReLU layer to obtain the
pooled tensor P , which reduces the spatial dimensions of
each channel by selecting the maximum value within each
pool, such that,

P[k] =MaxPool(A[k]), P ∈ R
W2×H2×K1 , (30)

where W2 = W1

2 and H2 = H1

2 . This Convolution + ReLU
+ MaxPool layer combination is repeated again on P for fur-
ther feature reduction with K2 filters of size 5 × 5, and we
obtain,

Z[k] =

K1
∑

c=1

P[c] ∗W[k] + b[k], k = 1, ...,K2; (31)

B[k] = ReLU(Z[k]), B ∈ R
W3×H3×K2 , (32)



where W3 and H3 are the width and height after the sec-
ond convolution. Again, we apply the max pooling operation
with a pool size of 2× 2 on the previous layer,

Q[k] =MaxPool(B[k]), Q ∈ R
W4×H4×K2 , (33)

where W4 = W3

2 and H4 = H1

2 . We apply a Dropout layer
(Srivastava et al. 2014) to the resultant pooled tensor Q to
prevent overfitting which sets any element of the input to 0
during training with probability p, such that,

D = Dropout(Q, p), p = 0.5. (34)

Further, we flatten the output D to obtain a 1-dimensional
vector F of size (W4 · H4 · K2) × 1. We apply a fully-
connected (FC) layer to this flattened vector F with ReLU
activation, which results in,

H1 = ReLU(W1F + b1), H1 ∈ R
128×1, (35)

where W1 is the weight matrix and b1 is the bias vector. FC
layers simply apply a linear transformation to an input vec-
tor, essential for dimensionality reduction, aggregating scat-
tered patterns across the features, and optimizing parameters
(Kocsis et al. 2022). Further, applying a non-linear activation
function (e.g., ReLU) to a linear transformation enables rep-
resenting non-linear relationships within the data. Finally, to
obtain an output vector H2 with size 4 × 1, which can be
passed to the QNL-Net module, we apply our last FC layer
to the output of H1 such that,

H2 =W2H1 + b2, H2 ∈ R
4×1, (36)

where W2 is the weight matrix and b2 is the bias vector.

Principal Component Analysis (PCA)

Principal Component Analysis is another linear dimensional-
ity reduction technique that is suitable for linearly separable
datasets used in this study. It uses Singular Value Decompo-
sition (SVD) of the data to project it to a lower dimensional
space. PCA proves to be computationally efficient and easy
to compute compared to a technique like CNN. It does pro-
vide some disadvantages by losing some patterns and infor-
mation in the data when reducing its dimensionality (Jolliffe
and Cadima 2016). In the PCA-QNL-Net architecture, our
input data matrix is X ∈ RN×P , where N is the number of
samples in the dataset and P is the total number of pixels per
image. Before applying the SVD, the input data is centered
for each feature, such that,

µ =
1

N

N
∑

i=1

Xi, (37)

X̄ = X − 1Nµ
T , (38)

where µ is the calculated mean vector of the data, 1N is an
N-dimensional vector of ones, and X̄ is the centered input
data matrix. We perform SVD on this centered matrix to de-
compose it into several component matrices,

X̄ = UΣWT , (39)

whereU ∈ RN×N is a matrix with each of its columns being
a length-N orthogonal unit vector or the left singular vector
of X , Σ ∈ RN×P is a diagonal matrix composed of singu-
lar values of X , and W ∈ RP×P is a matrix with each of
its columns being a length-P orthogonal unit vector or the
right singular vector of X . We project the centered data ma-
trix onto the principal components by selecting the desiredL
number of columns (or principal components, i.e., 4 in this
case) of W , such that,

Z = X̄WL, (40)

where Z ∈ RN×L is the desired reduced form of the data.
This matrix is standardized to have zero mean and unit vari-
ance,

Z̄ =
Z − µz

σz
, (41)

where µz and σz are the mean and standard deviation of Z
respectively. Z̄ is a reduced vector of size L× 1 (i.e., 4× 1)
and is then passed to a fully connected layer, such that,

H3 =W3Z̄ + b3, (42)

where W3 is the weight matrix and b3 is the bias vector. Fi-
nally, H3 ∈ R4×1 can be fed directly to the QNL-Net for
further processing.

Gradient Calculations

In the proposed QNL-Net framework, a hybrid gradient
backpropagation approach is used to train our model effec-
tively. This approach comprises optimizing both the clas-
sical parameters present in the neural nets and the set of
trainable classical parameters which are the angles of quan-
tum gates in the VQC. This hybrid training approach first
applies a forward pass to optimize parameters for the con-
vergence of the loss function. Our model uses the negative
log-likelihood (NLL) loss function for the binary classifica-
tion problem. The NLL loss measures the variation between
the true labels y and the classical predicted probabilities
ŷ = [ŷ0, ŷ1] obtained from the measurement of the hybrid
quantum-classical QNL-Net model, and is defined for binary
classification as:

L(φ) = −
N
∑

i=1

(yi log ŷi1 + (1− yi) log ŷi0) , (43)

where N is the number of samples in the dataset, ŷ0 is the
predicted probability for class 0, ŷ1 is the predicted proba-
bility for class 1, and φ are the classical parameters.

To optimize these parameters, we compute the gradients
of the loss with respect to the predicted probabilities,

∂L
∂ŷi1

= − yi

ŷi1
,

∂L
∂ŷi0

= −1− yi
ŷi0

. (44)

The gradients of the predicted probabilities are then com-
puted using standard back-propagation techniques as fol-
lows,

∂L
∂φ

=
∑

i

(

∂L
∂ŷi1

∂ŷi1

∂hi
+

∂L
∂ŷi0

∂ŷi0

∂hi

)

∂hi

∂φ
, (45)



where h denotes the output from the classical model.
These derived first-order objective functions are opti-

mized using the stochastic gradient descent method, Adam
(Kingma and Ba 2014). The first-order moment mt and the
second-order moment vt for the gradient (from Eq. (45)) are
estimated using the following equations,

mt = β1mt−1 + (1− β1)
∂L
∂φ

, (46)

vt = β2vt−1 + (1− β2)
(

∂L
∂φ

)2

, (47)

where t is the iteration/time-step and constants β1 & β2 are
the exponential decay rate. These moments are corrected for
initialization bias, and we obtain bias-corrected moments
such that,

m̂t =
mt

1− βt
1

, v̂t =
vt

1− βt
2

. (48)

Then, the parameters are updated accordingly,

φ← φ− η m̂t√
v̂t + ǫ

, (49)

where η is the learning rate and ǫ is an added small constant
for numerical stability.

We also utilize the ExponentialLR scheduler (Li and
Arora 2019) to adjust the learning rate η after every epoch t
for faster convergence to obtain,

ηnew = η · γt, (50)

where ηnew is the updated learning rate and γ is the decay
rate.

Datasets Utilized

MNIST (Lecun et al. 1998) is a handwritten digit recogni-
tion dataset used for many machine learning and computer
vision tasks. Each image in MNIST is a grayscale 28 x 28-
pixel representation of handwritten digits ranging from 0
to 9. The MNIST dataset contains 60,000 training samples
used to train models and 10,000 testing samples used to eval-
uate model performance. These samples are handwritten by
various individuals, covering a lot of variations and styles,
ideal for machine learning.

CIFAR-10 (Krizhevsky, Sutskever, and Hinton 2012) is
another widely-used benchmark dataset in the field of com-
puter vision. It presents a collection of 32 x 32 size RGB
images distributed across ten classes, including images of
objects such as airplanes, cars, birds, cats, etc. The dataset
contains a total of 50,000 training samples (5000 training
samples per class) and 10,000 testing samples (1000 testing
samples per class). Its diverse set of classes, coupled with
variations in lighting, angle, and pose within images, makes
it a suitable dataset for evaluating the robustness and gener-
alization capability of image classification models.

(a) MNIST (b) CIFAR-10

Figure 5: Sample images from the datasets used: MNIST
(Lecun et al. 1998) (classes 0 and 1) and CIFAR-10
(Krizhevsky, Sutskever, and Hinton 2012) (classes 2 and 8,
i.e., bird and ship respectively).


