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Abstract
Quantum Generative Adversarial Networks
(QGANs) offer a promising path for learning
data distributions on near-term quantum devices.
However, existing QGANs for image synthesis
avoid direct full-image generation, relying on
classical post-processing or patch-based methods.
These approaches dilute the quantum generator’s
role and struggle to capture global image seman-
tics. To address this, we propose ReQGAN, an
end-to-end framework that synthesizes an entire
N = 2D-pixel image using a single D-qubit quan-
tum circuit. ReQGAN overcomes two fundamental
bottlenecks hindering direct pixel generation: (1)
the rigid classical-to-quantum noise interface and
(2) the output mismatch between normalized quan-
tum statistics and the desired pixel-intensity space.
We introduce a learnable Neural Noise Encoder
for adaptive state preparation and a differentiable
Intensity Calibration module to map measurements
to a stable, visually meaningful pixel domain.
Experiments on MNIST and Fashion-MNIST
demonstrate that ReQGAN achieves stable training
and effective image synthesis under stringent
qubit budgets, with ablation studies verifying the
contribution of each component.

1 Introduction
Generative modeling is a central task in modern machine
learning, and Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) have
become a canonical framework for learning high-dimensional
data distributions via adversarial training [Goodfellow et al.,
2014]. In parallel, quantum machine learning has explored
whether quantum devices can offer new representational or
computational capabilities for learning problems [Biamonte
et al., 2017]. Quantum Generative Adversarial Networks
(QGANs) bring these lines together by instantiating the gen-
erator and/or discriminator with quantum models [Lloyd and
Weedbrook, 2018; Dallaire-Demers and Killoran, 2018], and
have been demonstrated in early proof-of-principle experi-
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Figure 1: Common strategies for QGAN-based image synthesis.
Left: Low-dimensional generation relies on classical components
for dimensionality reduction and reconstruction. Right: Patch-wise
generation uses multiple quantum sub-generators for local patches.
Both approaches circumvent two key bottlenecks for direct end-to-
end generation, which we highlight: ineffective noise injection and
the challenge of mapping normalized quantum outputs to pixel in-
tensities.

ments [Hu et al., 2019]. A key motivation is that an n-
qubit quantum state lives in a 2n-dimensional Hilbert space,
enabling compact representations of high-dimensional vec-
tors through amplitude-style encodings [Nielsen and Chuang,
2010; Schuld and Killoran, 2019]. While preparing arbitrary
amplitudes can be resource-intensive in general [Grover and
Rudolph, 2002; Soklakov and Schack, 2006], the exponential
size of the state space still makes QGANs an appealing candi-
date for modeling complex distributions with limited physical
resources.

Despite this promise, near-term Noisy Intermediate-Scale
Quantum (NISQ) devices impose tight constraints on qubit
count and circuit depth [Preskill, 2018; Cerezo et al., 2021],
and training parameterized quantum circuits (PQCs) can suf-
fer from optimization pathologies such as barren plateaus
[McClean et al., 2018]. Consequently, most QGAN stud-
ies targeting image synthesis focus on MNIST-scale bench-
marks and adopt engineering strategies that avoid direct, full-
resolution generation. As summarized in Fig. 1, existing
methods largely follow two routes. Low-dimensional gen-
eration compresses images using classical dimensionality re-
duction (e.g., principal component analysis (PCA) [Jolliffe,
2002] or autoencoder-style encoders), allowing the quantum
generator to model only the compact representation, and then
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relies on a classical decoder to reconstruct the image. This
approach is often practical, but it tightly couples success
to classical pre-/post-processing, which can obscure the real
contribution of the quantum generator. Patch-wise genera-
tion instead targets pixel space directly by training multi-
ple quantum sub-generators to synthesize local patches that
are later stitched into a full image [Huang et al., 2021;
Tsang et al., 2023]. While effective under severe qubit lim-
its, patch-wise schemes may struggle to capture global struc-
ture and tend to scale quantum resources with the number of
patches.

These observations raise a natural question: why is end-
to-end, pixel-level full-image generation from a single quan-
tum state still uncommon in QGANs? In this paper, we ar-
gue that two mechanism-level mismatches make naive “one-
shot” QGAN image synthesis hard to train. First, the la-
tent noise interface is often implemented by directly feeding
classical noise components into fixed single-qubit rotations
[Huang et al., 2021; Tsang et al., 2023], which is convenient
but may be poorly aligned with the expressive characteristics
of a given PQC. More broadly, data/noise encoding strate-
gies can dominate the behavior of variational quantum mod-
els [Schuld et al., 2021; Pérez-Salinas et al., 2020]. Second,
the quantum-to-image mapping is intrinsically constrained
by quantum normalization: measurement probabilities (or
amplitudes) live on a simplex (or a unit sphere), whereas
natural images require flexible global intensity and contrast
statistics. Simple probability-to-pixel mappings (e.g., max-
normalization) can therefore collapse magnitude information
and destabilize training, motivating a principled, differen-
tiable calibration from quantum statistics to pixel intensities.

To address these challenges, we propose ReQGAN, an end-
to-end QGAN framework that synthesizes an N -pixel image
using a single PQC with D = log2N data qubits. ReQ-
GAN introduces two coordinated components. (1) A Neu-
ral Noise Encoder adaptively transforms raw latent noise into
circuit-driving parameters, learning a noise injection scheme
matched to the PQC and simultaneously predicting sample-
conditioned affine coefficients for downstream calibration.
(2) An Intensity Calibration module converts the measured
conditional distribution into a stable pixel domain through
a structured cascade (smoothing, deviation-driven modeling,
contrast normalization, and adaptive affine projection), ex-
plicitly correcting the scale/normalization mismatch between
quantum outputs and images. Together, these designs enable
end-to-end adversarial training for full-image pixel synthesis
under stringent qubit budgets.
Contributions.

• We propose ReQGAN, an end-to-end QGAN framework
that performs full-image pixel generation with a single
PQC, avoiding patch stitching and explicit classical re-
construction pipelines.

• We introduce a learnable Neural Noise Encoder to re-
place rigid noise-to-circuit heuristics with an adaptive,
trainable interface.

• We design a structured Intensity Calibration module that
robustly maps normalized quantum measurement statis-
tics into a visually coherent pixel-intensity space.

• We empirically validate ReQGAN on MNIST and
Fashion-MNIST and provide ablation analyses that iso-
late the impact of the Neural Noise Encoder and Inten-
sity Calibration on training stability and synthesis qual-
ity.

2 Related Work and Background
Foundations of Adversarial Learning. GANs learn a data
distribution via a minimax game between a generatorG and a
discriminator D [Goodfellow et al., 2014]. To enhance train-
ing stability, variants like Wasserstein GAN (WGAN) and
WGAN-GP introduce the Wasserstein-1 distance and a gra-
dient penalty, respectively [Arjovsky et al., 2017; Gulrajani
et al., 2017]. This adversarial training paradigm has been ex-
tended to quantum settings, where the generator and/or dis-
criminator can be quantum models [Lloyd and Weedbrook,
2018; Dallaire-Demers and Killoran, 2018], with early exper-
iments demonstrating feasibility on contemporary hardware
[Hu et al., 2019].

Prevalent Routes in QGAN Image Synthesis. Recent
QGAN research for image synthesis has increasingly tar-
geted MNIST-scale benchmarks to move beyond toy prob-
lems [Tsang et al., 2023; Silver et al., 2023; Chu et al., 2023;
Yang et al., 2026]. However, current approaches predom-
inantly follow two engineering routes that circumvent di-
rect, full-image generation. (i) Patch-wise generation com-
poses a full image by stitching together outputs from mul-
tiple smaller quantum sub-generators [Huang et al., 2021;
Tsang et al., 2023]. (ii) Low-dimensional generation first
down-samples high-dimensional data (e.g., via PCA), gen-
erates new samples in this compact latent space, and then re-
constructs them back to the full image size [Chu et al., 2023;
Silver et al., 2023]. While these strategies have enabled prac-
tical progress, they also indicate that one-shot, end-to-end
generation of a full image from a single quantum state re-
mains a less explored area.

The Latent Noise Interface Challenge. A critical design
choice in QGANs is the interface mapping classical latent
noise to the quantum circuit. A common practice is to use
latent vector entries as parameters for fixed single-qubit ro-
tations (e.g., RY (αz(i))) [Huang et al., 2021; Tsang et al.,
2023]. This heuristic approach is convenient but not neces-
sarily optimal. Several recent studies argue this interface is
a key factor for performance. For instance, IQGAN found
an adjustable input encoder crucial for quality [Chu et al.,
2023], MosaiQ introduced adaptive input noise generation to
improve variety [Silver et al., 2023], and it is known more
generally that the data-encoding strategy strongly impacts the
expressive power of variational models [Schuld et al., 2021].
These findings motivate treating the noise-to-circuit mapping
as a learnable component.

The Quantum-to-Image Mapping and Normalization
Challenge. The output mapping from a quantum state to
an image presents another significant challenge. While var-
ious quantum image representations exist [Le et al., 2011;
Zhang et al., 2013], QGANs often decode pixel values
from measurement probabilities or amplitudes [Huang et al.,



2021]. A core issue with these approaches stems from the in-
herent normalization in quantum mechanics. Formally, in an
amplitude-style encoding, a real vector x ∈ R2n is mapped
to a quantum state where the amplitudes are normalized:
|x⟩ = 1

∥x∥2

∑2n−1
j=0 xj |j⟩. This forced normalization, ex-

plicit in the 1/∥x∥2 term, can collapse magnitude information
and alter the global intensity and contrast semantics of an im-
age, which are crucial for visual fidelity [Kiwit et al., 2025;
Morgan et al., 2025]. Consequently, the inherently normal-
ized quantum output space is not naturally aligned with the
target image space, making the quantum-to-image map a first-
class modeling problem.

3 The Proposed Framework
3.1 Overview
We propose ReQGAN, an end-to-end quantum generative ad-
versarial framework that synthesizes an N -pixel image using
a single PQC, where N = 2D and D denotes the number of
data qubits. As illustrated in Fig. 2, the generator is composed
of three sequential modules: a Neural Noise Encoder, a Quan-
tum Circuit, and an Intensity Calibration module. The gen-
eration process begins by sampling a classical noise vector
a ∼ U(−1, 1)D, which is fed into the Neural Noise Encoder.
This encoder outputs two components: (i) a noise-injection
vector z ∈ RD to control the quantum state preparation, and
(ii) an affine parameter pair ϕ = (α, β) for adaptive pixel
intensity calibration. The quantum circuit then evolves the
prepared state, and a subsequent measurement in the compu-
tational basis yields a probability distribution. Critically, in-
stead of directly interpreting this distribution as pixel values,
our Intensity Calibration module applies a differentiable cas-
cade of transformations—smoothing, deviation-driven mod-
eling, contrast normalization, and affine projection—to ro-
bustly map the quantum statistics into a valid and visually
coherent pixel domain.

3.2 Neural Noise Encoder
The Neural Noise Encoder serves as the interface between
classical stochasticity and the quantum generator. Given
a ∼ U(−1, 1)D, the encoder fθ(·) produces a noise-injection
vector z ∈ RD and affine parameters ϕ = (α, β):

(z,ϕ) = fθ(a). (1)

This dual-output design is intentional. The vector z mod-
ulates the initial quantum state, diversifying the probability
landscapes produced by the PQC. Concurrently, the param-
eters (α, β) provide a learnable, sample-conditioned mech-
anism to restore global brightness and contrast information
that might be lost during subsequent normalization steps, en-
suring stable and consistent image synthesis.

3.3 Quantum Circuit
The core of our generator is a quantum circuit, shown in
Fig. 3, which acts on D data qubits and one ancilla qubit.
It consists of a state preparation layer P (z) followed by an
L-layer PQC U(ω).

State Preparation. The system is initialized in the all-zero
state |0⟩⊗(D+1). The noise-injection vector z from the en-
coder then prepares the data register by applying controlled
y-axis rotations to each data qubit, creating the initial state:

|ψ0⟩ =

(
D⊗
i=1

Ry(zi)

)
|0⟩⊗D ⊗ |0⟩anc . (2)

PQC Evolution. Following preparation, the state |ψ0⟩ is
evolved by the L-layer PQC, which alternates between train-
able single-qubit rotations and fixed entangling operations
(CNOT gates). Denoting the l-th layer as Ul(ωl) with train-
able parameters ωl, the full unitary is given by:

U(ω) = UL(ωL) · · ·U2(ω2)U1(ω1), (3)

where ω = {ω1, . . . ,ωL}. The final state of the system is
thus |ψ⟩ = U(ω) |ψ0⟩.
Measurement and Conditional Output. A measurement
of the final state |ψ⟩ in the computational basis yields a
joint probability distribution p(i, b) = |⟨i, b|ψ⟩|2, where i ∈
{0, 1}D is the outcome of the data qubits and b ∈ {0, 1} is
the ancilla outcome. We then derive a conditional distribu-
tion over the data space by post-selecting on the ancilla being
measured as 0:

p
(0)
cond(i) =

p(i, 0)∑
j∈{0,1}D p(j, 0)

. (4)

This conditional distribution p(0)cond serves as the raw quantum
output. We interpret each basis string i as a pixel location (via
its integer representation), yielding an N = 2D dimensional
vector that is then processed by the Intensity Calibration mod-
ule.

3.4 Intensity Calibration
Conventional QGANs often directly map measurement prob-
abilities to pixel intensities, a process prone to instability. We
introduce a robust, fully differentiable calibration module that
transforms the raw distribution p(0)cond into a meaningful im-
age. This is achieved through a four-stage cascade.

Temperature-Based Smoothing. The raw conditional dis-
tribution p(0)cond can be highly peaked, concentrating learning
signals on a few basis states. To mitigate this and encourage
a broader feature representation, we apply temperature-based
smoothing:

p̃i =

(
p
(0)
cond(i) + ϵp

)1/τ
∑

j

(
p
(0)
cond(j) + ϵp

)1/τ , τ > 1, (5)

where τ is a temperature hyperparameter that flattens the dis-
tribution, and ϵp > 0 ensures numerical stability.

Probability Deviation-Driven Intensity Modeling. We
reframe the smoothed distribution p̃ as evidence of relative
saliency rather than absolute intensity. To quantify this, we
measure its deviation from a non-informative baseline, the
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Figure 2: Schematic diagram of the overall ReQGAN framework. The generator consists of a Neural Noise Encoder, a Quantum Circuit, and
an Intensity Calibration module. The generator first samples a latent vector a from a uniform distribution and inputs it into the Neural Noise
Encoder. This encoder outputs two types of information: a noise vector z injected into the quantum circuit to drive quantum state preparation,
and affine calibration coefficients (α, β) used for subsequent intensity calibration. The conditional probability distribution measured from
the quantum circuit then enters the Intensity Calibration module, sequentially undergoing amplitude smoothing, deviation modeling, contrast
normalization, and adaptive affine projection, to be converted into pixel intensity representations. Finally, the generator and discriminator are
alternately updated and jointly optimized under an adversarial training framework to achieve end-to-end pixel-level image generation.
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 ancilla qubits

data qubits

Figure 3: Schematic of the quantum generator circuit consisting of
state preparation P (z) and an L-layer parameterized ansatz.

uniform distribution punii = 1/N . This relative deviation is
defined as:

ui = Np̃i − 1 =
p̃i − 1/N

1/N
. (6)

Here, ui > 0 signifies higher-than-average probability con-
centration. To amplify these salient signals while suppress-
ing negative (less-than-average) interference, we apply a non-
linear mapping:

xi = softplus(kui)− softplus(0), k > 0, (7)

which ensures xi = 0 when p̃i matches the uniform baseline
(ui = 0).
Contrast Normalization. The vector x = (xi)i captures
spatial structure but may exhibit sample-wise variations in
global scale and offset. To remove this drift and focus the
model on learning relative patterns, we apply instance-level
contrast normalization. For each sample, we compute its
mean µ and standard deviation σ:

µ =
1

N

∑
i

xi, σ =

√
1

N

∑
i

(xi − µ)2, (8)

and normalize each component:

x̄i =
xi − µ

σ + ϵn
, (9)

where ϵn > 0 is a small stabilizer. This step standardizes the
dynamic range of each generated sample.

Affine Transformation and Projection. Contrast normal-
ization discards absolute intensity information. To reintro-
duce controllable brightness and contrast in a sample-specific
manner, we apply a final affine transformation using the pa-
rameters (α, β) predicted by the Neural Noise Encoder:

vi = αx̄i + β. (10)

Finally, the resulting values are projected into a valid pixel
range using an element-wise function π(·). We use the sig-
moid function, π(·) = σ(·), to map intensities to the (0, 1)
range:

ximg
i = π(vi). (11)

The resulting vector ximg can be reshaped into the final im-
age.

3.5 Adversarial Training
The ReQGAN framework is trained end-to-end within a stan-
dard adversarial setting. For a fair comparison with prior
work and to avoid introducing additional inductive biases, we
employ a purely classical discriminator with an identical ar-
chitecture to that used in PQWGAN. The training proceeds
via a min-max game, where we alternate between updating
the discriminator and the generator. The generator’s loss
is backpropagated through the entire differentiable pipeline,
jointly optimizing the classical encoder parameters θ and the
quantum circuit parameters ω.

4 Experiments
4.1 Datasets
Due to the limited qubit resources of near-term NISQ hard-
ware, most QGAN studies validate on standard grayscale im-
age benchmarks. Following this established practice and to
enable fair comparison with prior work, we use MNIST [Le-
Cun et al., 1998] and Fashion-MNIST [Xiao et al., 2017],
both consisting of 10 classes of 28×28 grayscale images. We



used 1,250 images from each dataset and split them into train-
ing and test sets at an 8:2 ratio, resulting in 1,000 training
images and 250 test images.

4.2 Implementation Details
All experiments were implemented in TensorFlow [Abadi et
al., 2016] with TensorCircuit [Zhang et al., 2023] for quan-
tum circuit simulation. Numerical simulations were con-
ducted on a server with an AMD EPYC 9654 CPU and 128
GB RAM. We used the Adam optimizer for all trainable com-
ponents. The initial learning rate was set to 2× 10−4 for the
classical discriminator and the neural noise encoder, whereas
the PQC was optimized with a higher initial learning rate
of 10−2. The Adam momentum parameters were fixed to
β1 = 0.0 and β2 = 0.9. All models were trained for 50
epochs with a batch size of 5.

The objective of this study is to achieve direct pixel-level
synthesis of full images in an end-to-end manner using a
single quantum circuit. Accordingly, we select PQWGAN
[Tsang et al., 2023] as the baseline for comparison. As a
representative of existing QGAN design paradigms, PQW-
GAN without patch-wise decomposition (i.e., Patch = 1) ef-
fectively attempts a naive end-to-end image synthesis. By di-
rectly comparing our method with PQWGAN under this set-
ting, we can explicitly evaluate the effectiveness of the pro-
posed architecture in overcoming the inherent limitations of
conventional approaches.

4.3 Evaluation Metrics
To quantitatively assess both the quality and diversity of the
generated images, we adopt two widely established metrics:
Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) [Heusel et al., 2017] and
Kernel Inception Distance (KID) [Bińkowski et al., 2018].
FID measures the Fréchet distance between feature distribu-
tions of real and generated images, with lower FID values
indicating superior quality and better diversity:

FID(Pr, Pg) = ∥µr−µg∥2+Tr
(
Σr +Σg − 2(ΣrΣg)

1/2
)

(12)

where (µr,Σr) and (µg,Σg) denote the mean and covariance
of the feature vectors extracted from real and generated im-
ages, respectively. And KID computes the squared MMD
with a polynomial kernel in the same feature space, providing
an unbiased estimate suitable for small sample sizes:

KID(Pr,Pg) = MMD2(Pr, Pg) = Ex,x′∼Pr [k(x, x
′)]

+ Ey,y′∼Pg [k(y, y
′)]− 2Ex∼Pr,y∼Pg [k(x, y)]

(13)

where k(·, ·) is the polynomial kernel function used to mea-
sure similarity in the feature space. A lower KID value indi-
cates that the generated distribution is closer to the real data
distribution.

In addition, to assess whether quantum measurement out-
comes are properly mapped to a reasonable pixel-intensity
scale, we report average brightness and RMS contrast as in-
tensity statistics. In addition, we monitor the Wasserstein dis-
tance to quantify the convergence behavior of model.

5 Results
5.1 Comparison with the Baseline Model
We evaluate ReQGAN against PQWGAN in terms of train-
ing behavior and generation quality using both quantitative
metrics and qualitative comparisons.
Training stability and qualitative comparison. We con-
duct a controlled comparison on the MNIST single-class sub-
set of digit 0. Figure 4 provides representative visual compar-
isons between real samples and generated samples (includ-
ing perturbed variants), together with their corresponding av-
erage FFT spectra before and after the Edge-to-RGB com-
pletion. Overall, ReQGAN produces cleaner digit structures
and backgrounds, while PQWGAN is more prone to unsta-
ble artifacts during optimization. In addition, we monitor the
Wasserstein objective during training and observe that ReQ-
GAN converges more smoothly, whereas PQWGAN exhibits
larger fluctuations.
Performance across MNIST digit classes. We further
compare the two methods across all MNIST digit classes (0–
9). Each class is trained independently, and the generated
samples are evaluated using FID and KID. Figure 5 shows
qualitative results across classes, where ReQGAN generally
yields clearer contours and fewer background artifacts. Ta-
ble 1 reports class-wise FID/KID scores, showing that Re-
QGAN achieves lower FID and KID on most digit classes,
indicating improved robustness across categories.

PQWGAN ReQGAN (ours)

FID↓ KID↓ FID↓ KID↓

Digit 0 89.46 ± 0.35 0.1931 ± 0.0039 45.53 ± 0.11 0.0436 ± 0.0023
Digit 1 42.11 ± 0.11 0.0834 ± 0.0006 12.54 ± 0.11 0.0092 ± 0.0010
Digit 2 79.88 ± 0.09 0.1347 ± 0.0047 44.25 ± 0.07 0.0241 ± 0.0019
Digit 3 73.02 ± 0.09 0.1361 ± 0.0031 40.27 ± 0.07 0.0259 ± 0.0011
Digit 4 68.44 ± 0.12 0.1237 ± 0.0022 32.83 ± 0.07 0.0187 ± 0.0002
Digit 5 67.82 ± 0.08 0.0994 ± 0.0037 37.54 ± 0.30 0.0203 ± 0.0011
Digit 6 68.54 ± 0.06 0.1376 ± 0.0034 30.82 ± 0.12 0.0204 ± 0.0006
Digit 7 57.10 ± 0.10 0.0931 ± 0.0026 27.49 ± 0.29 0.0240 ± 0.0025
Digit 8 87.81 ± 0.16 0.1932 ± 0.0077 33.93 ± 0.29 0.0192 ± 0.0028
Digit 9 67.81 ± 0.03 0.1370 ± 0.0031 36.25 ± 0.09 0.0277 ± 0.0016

Table 1: Class-wise comparison on MNIST (digits 0–9). Lower is
better for both FID and KID. The best result in each row is high-
lighted in bold.

5.2 Ablation Experiments of ReQGAN
To assess the contribution of each component in ReQGAN,
we conduct ablation studies under a single-class MNIST set-
ting. For each ablation group, the digit class is fixed across
variants to ensure a fair comparison.
Noise injection in the quantum circuit. We study the im-
pact of the learned noise injection mechanism on the MNIST
single-class subset of digit 2. When the learned noise in-
jection is removed and replaced by i.i.d. noise sampled from
U(0, 1) or N (0, 1), generation quality degrades substantially.
Table 2 reports the quantitative results, and Figure 6 shows
qualitative comparisons. The learned noise injection provides
effective regularization and improves both stability and visual
fidelity.
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Figure 5: Generated samples of PQWGAN and ReQGAN across
MNIST digit classes (0–9).

w/o learned noise injection ReQGAN (ours)

Uniform
U(0, 1)

Gaussian
N (0, 1)

Learned
noise injection

FID↓ 62.23 ± 0.09 78.39 ± 0.80 44.25 ± 0.07
KID↓ 0.0662 ± 0.0027 0.1397 ± 0.0036 0.0241 ± 0.0019

Table 2: Ablation on the noise injection mechanism in the quantum
circuit (MNIST digit 2). Lower is better for both FID and KID.

Probability-to-intensity mapping. We evaluate whether
the probability-to-intensity mapping affects generation qual-
ity on the MNIST single-class subset of digit 7. We com-
pare the proposed intensity calibration mapping in ReQGAN
against a direct max-normalization baseline (“/max” map-
ping). Table 3 shows that the proposed mapping improves
FID/KID and yields more appropriate brightness/contrast
statistics. Figure 7 provides qualitative comparisons: the
baseline mapping tends to produce samples with lower bright-
ness and insufficient contrast, while ReQGAN produces
cleaner backgrounds and more visually consistent digits.

Ablation of individual intensity calibration submodules.
We analyze the roles of the submodules within the inten-
sity calibration module on the MNIST single-class subset of
digit 6. We remove four submodules individually and report
the quantitative results in Table 5, with qualitative compar-
isons in Figure 8. Removing temperature-based smoothing
yields overly peaked probability patterns and increases dis-
crete noise in pixel space. Removing deviation-driven inten-
sity modeling makes it harder to suppress background activ-
ity, resulting in fragmented contours. Without contrast nor-
malization, overall brightness becomes less consistent across
samples, although degradation is moderate. Removing affine
correction causes the most severe degradation, introducing
global brightness bias and reduced contrast. Overall, all sub-
modules contribute positively, and affine correction is partic-
ularly important for stable and high-fidelity generation.

Uniform Gaussian Learned
noise injection

Figure 6: Qualitative results for the noise injection ablation in Ta-
ble 2.

Baseline mapping ReQGAN (ours)

FID↓ 38.78 ± 0.12 27.49 ± 0.29
KID↓ 0.0272 ± 0.0021 0.0240 ± 0.0025

Avg Brightness↑ 29.6261 ± 2.6922 31.7062 ± 9.3662
RMS Contrast↑ 43.8794 ± 4.0255 61.4014 ± 8.0891

Table 3: Ablation on the probability-to-intensity mapping strategy
(MNIST digit 7). The baseline rescales the circuit output by its max-
imum value (“/max” mapping), while ReQGAN uses the proposed
intensity calibration. Lower is better for FID/KID; higher is better
for brightness and contrast.

Direct max-normalization Proposed remapping (Ours)

Figure 7: Qualitative results for the mapping ablation in Table 3.

ReQGAN w/o Temperature-
Based Smoothing

ReQGAN w/o Probability
Deviation-Driven

Intensity Modeling

ReQGAN w/o Contrast
Normalization

ReQGAN w/o Affine Correction ReQGAN

Figure 8: Qualitative results for the submodule ablation in Table 5.

5.3 Generalization Performance of ReQGAN
To evaluate generalization, we train ReQGAN on Fashion-
MNIST and generate samples across all ten categories (0–9)
without changing the architecture or training configuration.
Figure 9 shows that ReQGAN produces structurally coher-
ent and visually distinguishable samples across classes. The
class-wise quantitative results are reported in Table 4, indi-



class 0 class 1 class 2 class 3 class 4 class 5 class 6 class 7 class 8 class 9

FID↓ 52.21 ± 0.36 37.15 ± 0.08 54.92 ± 0.67 48.97 ± 0.28 45.21 ± 0.27 82.81 ± 0.34 63.33 ± 0.67 51.93 ± 0.38 73.67 ± 0.79 62.69 ± 0.02
KID↓ 0.1415 ± 0.0027 0.0973 ± 0.0040 0.1242 ± 0.0038 0.1027 ± 0.0028 0.0868 ± 0.0004 0.2125 ± 0.0041 0.1643 ± 0.0105 0.1653 ± 0.0034 0.1427 ± 0.0028 0.1587 ± 0.0083

Table 4: Class-wise FID and KID scores of ReQGAN on FashionMNIST. Lower is better for both FID and KID.

Method FID↓ KID↓

ReQGAN w/o Temperature-Based Smoothing 33.88 ± 0.12 0.0219 ± 0.0012
ReQGAN w/o Probability Deviation-Driven
Intensity Modeling 33.42 ± 0.07 0.0223 ± 0.0013

ReQGAN w/o Contrast Normalization 33.97 ± 0.32 0.0167 ± 0.0008
ReQGAN w/o Affine Correction 142.31 ± 0.02 0.6229 ± 0.0056
ReQGAN 30.82 ± 0.12 0.0204 ± 0.0006

Table 5: Ablation study on submodules of the intensity calibration
module in ReQGAN (MNIST digit 6). Lower is better for both FID
and KID.

cating stable generative performance under a different data
distribution.

Class 0: T-shirt Class 1: Trouser Class 2: Pullover Class 3: Dress Class 4: Coat

Class 5: Sandal Class 6: Shirt Class 7: Sneaker Class 8: Bag Class 9: Ankle boot
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Figure 9: Generated samples of ReQGAN across FashionMNIST
classes (0–9).

6 Conclusion
This paper studied the bottlenecks that limit end-to-end,
pixel-level image synthesis in QGANs under NISQ con-
straints. We argued that two mismatches are particularly
critical: a rigid classical-to-quantum noise interface and the
normalization-induced misalignment between quantum out-
puts and image intensity statistics. To overcome these issues,
we presented ReQGAN, which synthesizes a full N = 2D-
pixel image from a single PQC by combining a learnable
Neural Noise Encoder with a differentiable Intensity Calibra-
tion module. Across MNIST-scale benchmarks, ReQGAN
enables stable end-to-end adversarial training and effective
image synthesis within strict qubit budgets, while ablations
confirm that both the Neural Noise Encoder and Intensity
Calibration are key to convergence and quality. Looking
forward, promising directions include extending calibration
to color images and higher resolutions, incorporating shot-
noise-aware training for hardware execution, and exploring
more expressive yet trainable circuit ansätze and encoding
strategies.
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