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A scalable advantage in multi-photon quantum machine learning
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Photons are promising candidates for quantum information technology due to their high ro-
bustness and long coherence time at room temperature. Inspired by the prosperous development
of photonic computing techniques, recent research has turned attention to performing quantum
machine learning on photonic platforms. Although photons possess a high-dimensional quantum
feature space suitable for computation, a general understanding of how to harness it for learning
tasks remains blank. Here, we establish both theoretically and experimentally a scalable advantage
in quantum machine learning with multi-photon states. Firstly, we prove that the learning capac-
ity of linear optical circuits scales polynomially with the photon number, enabling generalization
from smaller training datasets and yielding lower test loss values. Moreover, we experimentally
corroborate these findings through unitary learning and metric learning tasks, by performing online
training on a fully programmable photonic integrated platform. Our work highlights the potential
of photonic quantum machine learning and paves the way for achieving quantum enhancement in

practical machine learning applications.

INTRODUCTION

The interplay of quantum computing and machine
learning, known as quantum machine learning (QML),
has emerged as an area of significant research interest in
recent years [1-3]. With the anticipation of introducing
substantial speedup or enhancement to machine learn-
ing problems and data science, certain QML protocols
have demonstrated the potential to surpass their classi-
cal counterparts, namely reinforcement learning, quan-
tum state learning, and quantum kernel methods [4-6].
Moreover, the noise resilience and ability of learning tasks
make QML a suitable candidate for principle validation of
quantum computing techniques on near-term noisy quan-
tum hardware [3, 7].

As a fundamental quantum particle, photons are char-
acterized by their robustness against decoherence, scala-
bility potential, and room-temperature operability. Ben-
efiting from these ideal properties, photonic platforms
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have been extensively explored and utilized in quan-
tum information processing, including quantum simula-
tion [8, 9] and quantum computing [10-14]. These suc-
cesses highlight the experimental feasibility of perform-
ing QML with photons, with proof-of-pricinple demon-
strations including reinforcement learning [4], quantum-
enhanced kernel methods [15], variational quantum algo-
rithms [16-18], and photonic nonlinearity [19].

Moreover, photons are also theoretically anticipated as
a powerful framework for computing tasks. The classi-
cal simulation complexity and potential computational
advantage of photonic systems usually depend on the
number of photons propagating within the quantum sys-
tems. As the Hilbert space of multi-photon states ex-
pands exponentially with the number of photons and
modes [20, 21], specialized tasks such as boson sampling
are known to become classically hard for sufficiently high
photon numbers [21-23]. However, whether scaling up
photonic systems can introduce advantages for practical
machine learning problems or QML applications has not
been explored from both theoretical and experimental
perspectives.

In this study, we address this gap by demonstrating
a scalable advantage in quantum machine learning with
multi-photon states. We show that the learning capacity
of general parametrized linear optical circuits increases
polynomially with the photon number, corresponding to
an enlarged set of trainable directions in the quantum
state space. We theoretically and experimentally ver-
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FIG. 1. Architecture of multi-photon quantum machine learning. a. Our model consists of multi-photon states with
n photons (shown as dots) propagating through a parameterized linear optical circuit U (x, ) with m modes, which encodes
feature vectors x and trainable parameters 8. Photons are measured at the output modes, where the number of possible
outcomes increases with n and leads to different learning results. b. Illustration of the accessible quantum state space during
training with respect to 8. The size of the learnable state space increases with n, enhancing the expressivity and trainability of
the QML model. c¢. The scaling trend of a photonic QML model describes the relationship between test error and the training
dataset size. A higher photon number n corresponds to a larger learning capacity of the model, leading to lower test error and
less training data required for learning. d. Our multi-photon QML setup using a programmable integrated photonic circuit.
Identical photons are generated by multi-photon sources and injected into a photonic chip. The chip consists of tunable optical
interferometers which imprint either feature vector data @ or trainable parameters @ as phase shifts onto the photon state. Each
block in the circuit represents a 2 x 2 Mach-Zehnder interferometer containing two tunable phase shifters. The final states are
measured via coincidence counting of photons in each mode, and used to update the parameters during the learning process.

ify that this scalability directly translates into improved state given by

learning performance in terms of training dataset size

and test error (Fig. la—c). Specifically, (1) in unitary |pe) =
learning, multi-photon states reduce the required train-

ing data from a linear to a constant scale for general-

S(@e) ) (1)

where S(z¢) is an m-mode unitary that encodes the fea-

ization; (2) in metric learning, higher test accuracy can
be achieved with multi-photon states under the same
variational ansatz and training conditions. The learn-
ing processes of these two tasks are realized by online
training on a programmable integrated photonic circuit
platform [24, 25] based on femtosecond laser waveguide
writing [26], further underscoring the experimental via-
bility and promise of multi-photon QML (Fig. 1d).

MULTI-PHOTON ENHANCED QUANTUM
MACHINE LEARNING

Our setup for supervised learning in multi-photon
QML is shown in Fig. 2a. We have a set of L different
training data Ty, = {|¢¢) , ye} -, with each pure training

ture vector @y, ys is the corresponding label, and |7) is
an n-photon input state [15]. Here, we restrict ourselves
to Fock states with at most one photon per mode, i.e.,
|ﬁ>:|nlﬂn27"‘anm>ani€{071}v (2)
where n; denotes the number of photons in the ith mode

and n = ). n;. The training data is then processed by a
quantum neural network

[¥e(0)) = U(0) |¢e) , 3)

which is given by a linear optical circuit U(6) with K
trainable circuit parameters 8 = {61, ---,0x}. The
quantum neural network is optimized using the training
data T7, with respect to a loss function C(@), and then
applied to test data that was not seen during training.
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FIG. 2. Learning capacity of linear optical circuits. a. A photonic QML model is trained on L training data, consisting
of n-photon states {|p¢) = |p(x¢)) }E_; generated by a data-encoding unitary S(a,) carrying feature vector &,. A parameterized
unitary U(0) with K trainable circuit parameters @ is optimized with respect to the loss function C(0). b. Sketch of the state
space that can be accessed by U(0) constrained to L training data. The size of this space is characterized by the learning
capacity Dr(n) (the rank of DQFIM Q;;), which increases with n and correlates with learning performance. c. Learning
capacity Dy, as a function of the number of trainable parameters K for different photon numbers n with m =6 and L = 1. Dp,
increases with K, reaching the theoretical maximum value predicted by Eq. 6 as horizontal dashed lines. d. Maximal learning
capacity Rr(n) as a function of the training dataset size L for various n with m = 10. R (n) increases with L and saturates

at the critical dataset size L., indicated by vertical dashed lines.

The power of machine learning models to learn and
generalize can be understood from their complexity [27—
32]. Here, we use a quantum geometric measure, known
as the data quantum Fisher information matrix (DQ-
FIM) [31, 33], which is based on the Fubini-Study met-
ric [34]. Intuitively, the DQFIM quantifies the size of the
accessible state space depending on the chosen dataset.
This identifies the overparameterization transition where
training finds good local minima [35], as well as when
sufficient data is available for generalization [31]. While
previous works were concentrated on qubit-based quan-
tum neural networks, we now apply the DQFIM to multi-
photon linear optics. It is given by the K x K ma-
trix [31, 33]

Q;;(0) = 4Re[tr(0;U(0)pL0;U'(0))
—tr(0;U(0)p,U(0)) tr(U(0)pL0;UT(9))]. (4)

Here, 9; = 0/06; and the mixture of training data p;, =
L%, pr. The rank of the DQFIM D = rank(Q;;)
characterizes the learning capacity, i.e., the number of in-
dependent directions in the parameter space 8 that can
affect the model [31, 33, 35]. As illustrated in Fig. 2c,
Dy (K) increases with the number of circuit parameters

K, until saturating at a critical number K > K.. At
this point, the model becomes overparameterized and
achieves the maximal learning capacity for a given num-
ber of training data L
Rp(n) = m}z{zxrank(Qij) . (5)

Such overparameterized models have a good optimization
landscape with local minima close to the optimal solution
and thus can be easily trained [35]. Note that Ry is
also the upper bound on the rank of the classical Fisher
information metric, which characterizes the complexity
of neural networks [28].

For linear optical circuits, we can compute Ry (n,m)
analytically

Rr(n,m) < 2mnL —n?L? — 1 — (n—1)014

Rr(n,m)=m?* —1— (m — 1)0r1

where 67,1 = 1 for L = 1 and zero otherwise. A complete
proof is provided in Supplementary Note 2.2. We high-
light that Ry, (n) scales polynomially with photon number
n. In particular, for L = const, we have Rp(n = 1) x m,



while Rz (n o m) o« m?. Moreover, Ry, is related to

the minimal number of training states needed to gener-
alize [31], as Ry grows with L and reaches its maximal
value at a critical data number L.. For L > L., the
dataset is overcomplete, i.e., one has sufficient data to
fully characterize the model. In this regime, assuming a
noise-free dataset, the model can generalize with low test
error [31]. We find that L. depends on photon number n
as

L.nym)=1[(m—1)/n]+1. (7)

We calculate Ry, as a function of L for different values
of n in Fig. 2d. A higher photon number yields larger
learning capacity Rp, leading to a significantly lower
number of training states L.. In fact, using n = 1 single-
photon states (which also applies to coherent states pro-
duced by lasers, see Supplementary Note 2.2 for details),
one requires L. = m training data to generalize, while
L. = 2 for n = m — 1. Therefore, multi-photon states
allow for improved learning performance and generaliza-
tion capability, such as reducing the amount of training
data or achieving higher test accuracy.

LEARNING UNITARIES WITH MULTI-PHOTON
STATES

Now, we study the task of variationally learning a
black-box unitary [36]. Conventional quantum tomogra-
phy of quantum process unitaries usually involves com-
plete bases of both input and output states [37, 38].
Meanwhile, with limited input states, one could use
post-selection to learn the unitary adaptively, as demon-
strated by variational unsampling and adaptive boson
sampling [17, 18]. Here we show that by using multi-
photon states, it is possible to learn the full unitary us-
ing only a constant number of training states, without
the need of complete bases and post-selection.

We assume that we have oracle access to an unknown
m X m unitary V, without any prior knowledge of its
internal structure. The goal is to learn a parameterized
unitary U(#) such that it represents V. To do so, we
are given L arbitrary n-photon training data |¢,), along
with their corresponding labels V' |¢y), forming the train-
ing dataset Tr, = {|¢¢),V |¢e)}L_,. The parameterized
ansatz U(0) is applied to each training state, project onto
the label state V' |¢¢), and minimize the loss function
Cirain(0) = 1 — L7} 25:1 [(de| VIU(6) |¢g>|2. To sim-
plify the presentation, we focus on learning V' up to local
phase shifts and mode permutations; the full protocol
that includes learning these components is described in
Supplementary Note 3.

We report the experiment of learning a 5 x 5 unitary
with different photon numbers n and training dataset
sizes L in Fig. 3b. Our setup adapts a programmable in-
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FIG. 3. Experimental unitary learning with multi-

photon states. a. We aim to learn an unknown unitary V' by
training a parameterized unitary U(@) such that U(0) = V.
b. Experimental results of learning a 5 x 5 unitary V. We plot
the matrix closeness Cvi(U(0), V') up to local phases and per-
mutations. Perfect generalization corresponds to Cyi = 0. For
n = 2 photons, we achieve nearly optimal closeness Cv ~ 0
using only L = 2 training data (blue curve). In contrast,
n = 1 photon requires at least L > 4 training data (red
curve), and fails with Cy =~ 0.3 for L = 3 (orange curve).
With one additional training state, we can learn the full uni-
tary V including local phases and mode permutations, as ex-
perimentally verified in Supplementary Note 4.

tegrated photonic circuit and an optical switch to imple-
ment the learning task for single-photon or two-photon
input states. Pseudo photon-number resolution is used
to detect bunching events in the two-photon case. The
parameterized unitary U(8) is trained from the same ran-
dom initialization for all datasets by optimizing the pa-
rameters of the photonic chip using simultaneous pertur-
bation stochastic approximation (SPSA) [39]. To deter-
mine whether the correct unitary has been learned, we
compute the matrix closeness Cp(U(0), V'), which quan-
tifies the difference between U(0) and V. In particular,
Cwu equals zero when the two unitaries match up to local
phases and mode permutations (see Methods).

We consider three different training datasets: one set
with size L = 2 of two-photon states (n = 2), and an-
other two larger sets with L = 3 or L = 4 of single-
photon states (n = 1). We find that to minimize matrix
closeness and thereby achieve generalization, four single-
photon training states (L = 4) are required, while three
(L = 3) are insufficient. In contrast, two-photon states
generalize successfully with only L = 2, requiring half
as much training data as the single-photon case. This
behaviour can be related to the learning capacity Ry (n),
which saturates at a critical number of training data that
scales approximately as L. o< 1/n. Indeed, the experi-



mentally observed values of L required for generalization
have matched our theoretical prediction exactly, confirm-
ing that more photons reduce the data needed for gen-
eralization (Supplementary Note 3). We also experimen-
tally demonstrate that the full unitary, including local
phases and mode permutations, can be learned with one
additional training state (Supplementary Note 4).

QUANTUM METRIC LEARNING WITH
MULTI-PHOTON STATES

Metric learning [40] is a widely used supervised learn-
ing approach with important applications including face
recognition [41] and vision language models [42]. The
goal of metric learning is to learn a distance function
or similarity measure in a high-dimensional embedding
space, such that similar instances are mapped close to-
gether, while dissimilar ones are pushed farther apart.

The schematic diagram of quantum metric learning
with multi-photon states is shown in Fig. 4a. Input data
is encoded into quantum states and transformed by a
quantum neural network. The resulting output state is
measured in the Fock space, yielding a probability dis-
tribution py(2) = | (2]1¢(0)) |?, where |z) denotes a Fock
basis state. Given two output probability distributions
{p:} and {¢;} corresponding to two data points, we use
the angular distance between the unit vectors ,/p; and
/@i on the hypersphere as the distance measure for met-
ric learning, which is equivalent to computing the cosine
similarity Sc(p,q) = >, v/Pi¢- The training objective is
to minimize the angular distance (i.e., maximize the co-
sine similarity) between data points from the same class,
and vice versa, and is independent of the number of pho-
tons or modes (Supplementary Note 5).

We apply our model to a vowel recognition dataset [43,
44] consisting of vowel-formant frequency vectors from
seven classes (see Methods), which we encode into a vari-
ational photonic circuit with m = 6 photon modes. First,
we conduct numerical simulations for photon numbers
n = 1,2,...,5. For each configuration, the model is
trained with 100 random seeds until convergence, and
the average loss values on the test data are plotted in
Fig. 4b. We observe that test loss values decrease with
larger n, which is consistent with the growth in learning
capacity Ry (n) as a function of n, as seen in Eq. 6 and
Fig. 2c.

Next, we experimentally implement quantum metric
learning using single-photon (n = 1) and two-photon in-
put states (n = 2), where in both cases the chip parame-
ters are optimized through online training with the SPSA
method from the same initialization. Asshown in Fig. 4c,
the training and test losses are substantially lower for
two-photon states compared to the single-photon case.
The Gram matrices, which depict pairwise distances be-
tween test data, are shown in Fig. 4d for different train-

ing epochs. In the plots, test samples are sorted by class.
For the two-photon case (n = 2), the matrices exhibit
an approximate block-diagonal structure after training:
data points from the same class are closer to each other
and appear as darker blue blocks (highlighted in red
boxes), whereas the off-diagonal blocks correspond to
much larger distances between data from different classes
and appear in lighter colours. It is worth noting that for
n = 2, both the average accuracy and class separation
improve markedly compared to n = 1 (Fig. 4d), which
is in agreement with both the numerical simulation re-
sults (Fig. 4b) and the higher learning capacity of more
photons. More experimental results and implementation
details are provided in Supplementary Note 5.

DISCUSSION

In this work, we prove that multi-photon states in lin-
ear optical circuits provide a fundamentally larger learn-
ing capacity, which characterizes the accessible quantum
state space and serves as a hallmark for the training and
generalization capabilities of QML models [28, 31, 33, 35].
In particular, the unitary learning task pointed out
that single-photon states (or coherent states) need O(m)
training data, while multi-photon states can accomplish
the same tasks with only a constant number of data O(1).
For metric learning, an important machine learning task
with broad practical relevance, multi-photon states gen-
eralize significantly better by achieving lower loss val-
ues, higher test accuracies, and clearer class separation.
Our experiments, featuring multi-photon online training
of two tasks, have shown the feasibility of QML applica-
tions on photonic hardware.

Contrasting with existing studies, our work provides a
rigorous theoretical understanding for scaling photons in
QML, focusing on its impact on training data require-
ments and generalization performance. Our experimen-
tal approach is based on readily available and routinely
used photonic platforms, involving linear optical circuits,
multi-photon states, and single-photon detectors. No-
tably, programmable integrated photonic circuits have
been commonly applied in classical optical machine learn-
ing [44, 45]. Our proposal inspires potential performance
gain by upgrading classical instruments such as lasers
and photodiodes with multi-photon sources and photon
detectors, without altering the internal logic of photonic
circuits.

Furthermore, this work not only paves the way for
a wide range of photonic QML applications, including
variational quantum estimation and quantum simula-
tion [8, 18, 46], but also illuminates quantum comput-
ing platforms beyond photons. Other bosonic systems
such as cold atoms [47], microwave photons [48], and
phonons [49], offer controllable numbers of particles that
could be engineered for QML tasks.
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FIG. 4. Experimental quantum metric learning with multi-photon states. a. Two input data points @1,z are

encoded into the circuit and processed by a trainable parameterized unitary U(6). The output probability distributions of
photon configurations are measured in the Fock space as p and ¢, respectively. We use a cost function based on the cosine
similarity Sc(p,q) = >_, \/PiG: to guide the learning process, as detailed in Supplementary Note 5. After training, data points
from the same class are close to each other on the hypersphere, and points from different classes are well separated. b. Simulation
of test loss for different photon numbers n = 1,2, 3,4,5. For each n, the model is trained until convergence with 100 random
seeds, and the average loss on the test data is plotted with standard deviation (shaded region). ¢. Experimentally measured
training and test loss for single-photon and two-photon cases during the training process. d. Measured Gram matrices on the
test data at selected epochs (0, 90 and 180), where darker blue implies higher similarity Sc. The top and bottom rows show
the results for single-photon and two-photon experiments, respectively. Groups of data from the same classes are highlighted
in red boxes. Above each matrix we show the pairwise accuracy, which is defined as the probability of correctly identifying
whether a pair of test data belongs to the same or different classes.
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METHODS

Details of the experimental apparatus

We generate photon pairs at 1550 nm via a sponta-
neous parametric down-conversion source with a period-
ically poled potassium titanyl phosphate (ppKTP) crys-
tal which is pumped at 775 nm. A tunable delay line is
used to adjust the time delay on a single side, compen-
sating for any temporal differences before the photons in-
terfere on the chip. The integrated photonic circuits uti-
lized in this study are fabricated on a laser-written glass
waveguide platform [24, 26, 52, 53]. This circuit features
6 input and output ports and 15 Mach-Zehnder inter-
ferometers (MZIs), capable of performing any arbitrary
SU(6) unitary operation. Each MZI is equipped with
two thermo-optic resistive phase shifters for independent
phase tuning from 0 to 2w. Electrical cross-talk between
phase shifters is minimized by using a multi-channel cur-
rent source to control the phase shifters. In total, 30
phase shifters are required; however, those acting on
phase terms placed directly at the output ports (which
do not influence quantum interference processes and are
not measurable in our apparatus) are not operated in the
present experiments. Superconducting nanowire single-
photon detectors are employed to measure single-photon
counting events, and a time tagger is used to record co-
incidence events with a resolution of 15.63 ps. In the
unitary learning task where various learning states are
required, we use a programmable optical switch to con-
trol the input ports of the photons.

Online training on quantum hardware

We adopt the simultaneous perturbation stochastic ap-
proximation (SPSA) method [39] for online circuit pa-
rameter optimization on our photonic chip. SPSA has de-
sirable theoretical properties for noisy intermediate-scale
quantum hardware implementations, and has proved suc-
cessful in experimentally training superconducting quan-
tum platforms [54, 55]. By estimating the gradients
with only two objective function evaluations per itera-
tion, SPSA avoids linearly increasing computational costs
where parameters are varied one at a time. Moreover, the
gradient approximation process of SPSA is intrinsically
noisy, and thus robust to the intractable stochastic fluc-
tuations on noisy quantum hardware.

Specifically, suppose that we want to find the optimal
parameter &* to minimize the objective function f(x).
For each iteration, we generate a random vector A, which
is usually drawn from the Rademacher distribution, a dis-
crete probability distribution with a fifty-fifty chance of
being +1. Then the random vector is added and sub-
tracted to the trainable parameters, and f(x + cA) and
f(x —cA) are evaluated through experimental hardware

measurements, where ¢ > 0 is the perturbation ampli-
tude. The approximate gradient for x is thus given by

f(@+cA) = f(w—cA)

6& rox — .
PP 2c/A

The parameters & can be subsequently updated to & —
adapprox, Where a > 0 is the learning rate.

The SPSA hyperparameters including ¢ and a, can be
either estimated by tentative hardware runs or deter-
mined by digital simulations. We choose ¢ = 0.4,a = 3
for the task of unitary learning, and ¢ = 0.4, = 150
for quantum metric learning. These values achieve good
performance in digital simulations and show similar con-
vergence behavior in physical experiments.

Learning unitaries with multi-photon states

To characterize that U(0) correctly learned the unitary
V up to local phases and permutations, we define the
matrix closeness Cy(U(0),V)

1
U.V) = mi — (VT U
Oul V) mF,PI{.1 I mtr( FP,U)] (8)

where we minimize over the set of local phase unitaries
F(p) =", e |j) (j| with angles ¢; on the jth mode
and mode permutations {P,},. Here, P, are operators
that permute modes according to permutation function
o(j) = k, with 5,k € {1,2,...,m}. For example, for
m = 3, the permutation function with (1) = 3, 0(2) =1
and o(3) = 2 is a cyclic permutation of modes (1,2,3) —
(3,1,2). The matrix closeness has Cy(U,V) = 0 only
when U = V up to local phases and mode permutations,
indicating that we have learned V' correctly.

Quantum metric learning with multi-photon states

The vowel dataset in this work has been previously
used by multiple studies to demonstrate training novel
machine learning hardware setups [43, 44]. The dataset
consists of 12-dimensional data vectors of formant fre-
quencies extracted from audio recordings, with 7 classes
of ‘ae’, ‘ah’, ‘aw’, ‘er’, ‘ih’, ‘iy’ and ‘uw’. Each class
contains 37 samples, and the total size of the dataset is
37x7 = 259. We randomly split the dataset into training
and test data with a ratio of 70/30 and keep the same
sample number for all classes.

In both digital simulations and hardware experiments,
we choose a typical variational ansatz where the fea-
ture vectors are normalized and encoded onto the phase
shifters of the photonic chip (Supplementary Fig. S3).
For the digital simulations of one to five photons in
Fig. 4b, we train using the Adam optimizer [56] with 100
different random seeds and plot the average simulated



test loss curve. The learning rate is initially set to 0.1,
and is decreased by a factor of 10 when the training loss
has stopped decreasing for 10 epochs. For physical ex-
periments with single-photon and two-photon states, we
use SPSA optimization as introduced above. All relevant
details are provided in Supplementary Note 5.

DATA AVAILABILITY

All raw experimental data, and the scripts for gener-
ating the figures are available at https://github.com/
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1ight156/MultiphoQML.

CODE AVAILABILITY

All code and necessary data for reproducing this
work are available at https://github.com/light156/
MultiphoQML.
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