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Abstract—Quantum reinforcement learning (QRL) promises
compact function approximators with access to vast Hilbert
spaces, but its practical progress is slowed by NISQ-era con-
straints such as limited qubits and noise accumulation. We
introduce a multi-chip ensemble framework using multiple
small Quantum Convolutional Neural Networks (QCNNs) to
overcome these constraints. Our approach partitions complex,
high-dimensional observations from the Super Mario Bros envi-
ronment across independent quantum circuits, then classically
aggregates their outputs within a Double Deep Q-Network
(DDQN) framework. This modular architecture enables QRL in
complex environments previously inaccessible to quantum agents,
achieving superior performance and learning stability compared
to classical baselines and single-chip quantum models. The multi-
chip ensemble demonstrates enhanced scalability by reducing
information loss from dimensionality reduction while remaining
implementable on near-term quantum hardware, providing a
practical pathway for applying QRL to real-world problems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum reinforcement learning (QRL) has emerged as a
promising frontier integrating quantum computing capabili-
ties with reinforcement learning paradigms [1]–[4]. Recent
advances have demonstrated viable QRL implementations
through variational quantum circuits (VQC), with Chen et
al. (2020) pioneering a quantum analog to deep Q-learning
networks by substituting neural networks with VQCs [1].
Subsequent research has refined these approaches, validating
that quantum models can effectively learn control policies
through value iteration on standard benchmarks [3], [5]. These
developments highlight QRL’s potential to leverage quantum
parallelism and entanglement for enhanced learning efficiency
[4].

Nevertheless, QRL still faces severe scalability challenges.
The limitations of noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ)
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devices [6] have confined most QRL demonstrations to sim-
plified problems using shallow circuits with only 4-6 qubits
[1]–[3]. While it is possible to process high-dimensional data
with limited number of qubits using amplitude encoding,
it requires exponential circuit depth [7]–[9]. As quantum
noise grows exponentially with circuit depth [10], large-scale
quantum circuits are often infeasible. Consequently, current
quantum agents operate with restricted state representations
and can only tackle low-dimensional environments. Even
recent advancements remain limited to elementary tasks such
as CartPole [5], [11]. The fundamental challenge lies in scaling
to high-dimensional spaces, which demands larger quantum
circuits that inevitably encounter deeper noise effects and
the barren plateau problem—the vanishing of gradients in
large quantum circuits [12], [13]. This scalability bottleneck
prevents QRL from addressing complex environments where
quantum advantages might be most significant.

Distributed quantum computing techniques offer a promis-
ing avenue to overcome these limitations. While extensively
explored in quantum computing broadly [14]–[16]—including
feature-based partitioning approaches that distribute input data
across multiple circuits with classical aggregation [17]—these
strategies have remained largely unexplored in QRL [18]–[20].
This gap represents a missed opportunity to scale quantum
agents to more challenging domains.

In this work, we introduce a scalable QRL framework
leveraging multi-chip ensembles. The multi-chip ensemble
architecture has been shown to offer advantages including
greater scalability, barren plateau mitigation, improved gen-
eralization, and noise resilience [21]. We apply this modular
approach by partitioning the agent’s quantum policy model
across multiple quantum processing units and classically ag-
gregating their outputs for decision-making. Specifically, we
divide observation data into subsets, process them through par-
allel smaller quantum circuits on separate quantum processors,
then combine their expectation values to produce final Q-value
estimates or policy outputs. Drawing inspiration from classical
ensemble learning and recent distributed VQC method, our
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approach effectively constructs a larger virtual quantum model
from NISQ-compatible components. We demonstrate our ap-
proach’s efficacy by training a quantum agent to play Super
Mario Bros [22]—a complex, high-dimensional environment
previously beyond the reach of traditional QRL methods.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Reinforcement Learning

RL is a framework where an agent learns to maximize
cumulative rewards through interactions with an environment.
This process is formalized as a Markov Decision Process
(MDP) defined by the tuple ⟨S,A,R,P,γ⟩ where S represents
the state space, A the action space, R the reward function, P
the transition probability function, and γ ∈ [0, 1) the discount
factor.

The agent’s objective is to find an optimal policy π∗ that
maximizes expected future rewards. This is quantified by the
action-value function Qπ(s, a), which represents the expected
return when taking action a in state s and following policy π
thereafter:

Qπ(s, a) = E

[ ∞∑
t=0

γtR(st, at)

]
, (1)

st ∼ P (st−1, at−1), at ∼ π(st)

This function satisfies the Bellman equation [23]:

Qπ(s, a) = E
[
R(s, a)

]
+ γ EP,π

[
Qπ(s′, a′)

]
(2)

Q-learning, a fundamental RL algorithm, iteratively updates
the action-value function using temporal difference learning:

Q(st, at)← Q(st, at) + α
(
rt+1 + γmax

a
Q(st+1, a)

−Q(st, at)
)

(3)

where α is the learning rate and rt+1 the immediate reward.
Deep Q-Networks (DQN) [24] extend Q-learning by ap-

proximating the action-value function with neural networks.
Double DQN (DDQN) [25], [26] improves upon standard
DQN by addressing its overestimation bias through decoupling
action selection and evaluation. DDQN employs two networks:
an online network with parameters θ for action selection and
a target network with parameters θ̄ for value estimation. The
loss function is:

L(θ) = E(s,a,r,s′)∼D

[(
r + γQθ̄(s

′, argmax
a′

Qθ(s
′, a′))

−Qθ(s, a)
)2]

(4)

where D is a replay buffer of transitions (s, a, r, s′). By
separating action selection (via argmaxa′ Qθ) from value es-
timation (via Qθ̄), DDQN significantly reduces the systematic
overestimation present in standard Q-learning with function
approximation.

B. VQCs in RL

VQCs offer a quantum approach to function approximation
in RL, analogous to neural networks in classical RL [27]. A
VQC consists of three key components: an encoding layer that
transforms classical states into quantum states through rota-
tional gates, a parameterized variational ansatz that processes
quantum information, and a measurement layer that extracts
expectation values to represent action-values.

In QRL, VQCs replace neural networks in DQN frame-
works [1]–[5]. The process operates as follows: first, the
environment state s is encoded into a quantum state through
rotation gates applied to initialized qubits. Next, the en-
coded state passes through a parameterized quantum circuit
(the ansatz) whose parameters θ are trainable. Finally, Pauli
operators measure each qubit (or combinations thereof) to
produce expectation values that correspond to Q-values for
each possible action:

Qθ(s, a) = Tr[Haρ(s, θ)] (5)

where ρ(s, θ) = |ψ(s, θ)⟩⟨ψ(s, θ)| is the density matrix
representing the quantum state after encoding and applying
the variational circuit, and Ha is the Hermitian operator
corresponding to action a. This formulation generalizes to both
pure and mixed quantum states, making it particularly relevant
for NISQ devices.

The circuit parameters θ are updated by minimizing a loss
function equivalent to that used in classical DQN or DDQN,
with gradients computed through parameter-shift rules [28] or
other quantum-compatible optimization methods [1], [3].

This VQC-based approach to DQN potentially offers ad-
vantages through quantum phenomena such as superposition
and entanglement, while remaining compatible with existing
RL algorithms and frameworks [4].

C. Multi-chip Ensembles

Multi-chip ensembles represent a distributed quantum com-
puting approach that addresses scalability limitations in
VQCs [21]. This architecture combines k separate l-qubit
quantum processors to effectively simulate a larger n-qubit
system (n = k × l) without requiring physical qubit connec-
tivity between chips.

The architecture is characterized by a tensor product of
independent subcircuits:

UMC(θ) =

k⊗
i=1

Ui(θi) (6)

where each Ui(θi) operates on a separate quantum chip with
its own parameter set θi.

For data processing, an input vector x ∈ Rn is partitioned
into k subvectors x = [x1,x2, . . . ,xk], where each xi ∈ Rℓ is
processed by the corresponding quantum chip. Each subcircuit
independently encodes its subvector, applies parameterized
operations, and produces an expectation value:

fθi
(xi) = Tr[HiUi(θi)ρi(xi)U

†
i (θi)] (7)



where ρi(xi) = Vi(xi)
(⊗ℓ|0⟩⟨0|⊗ℓ

)
V †
i (xi) denotes the en-

coded quantum state with Vi(xi) representing the data encod-
ing unitary for the i-th subcircuit, and Hi is the measured
observable.

These individual measurements are combined through a
classical function g : Rk → Rm:

fθ(x) = g(fθ1
(x1), . . . , fθk

(xk)). (8)

Finally, the parameters θ = {θ1, ...,θk} are optimized jointly
to minimize a task-specific loss function:

L(x, y;θ) = Lensemble(fθ(x), y). (9)

Notably, this architecture sacrifices cross-chip entanglement
in exchange for three critical advantages [21]: (1) it enables
processing higher-dimensional data than would be possible
on with limited number of physical qubits; (2) it mitigates
barren plateau problems by using shallower subcircuits; and
(3) it allows parallel computation of gradients during training,
improving efficiency as the system scales.

III. SCALABLE QRL WITH MULTI-CHIP ENSEMBLES

We introduce a scalable QRL framework that leverages
multi-chip ensemble architecture to overcome the dimension-
ality limitations of current QRL methods. Our approach,
which we demonstrate on the complex Super Mario Bros
environment [22], combines DDQN with distributed quantum
processing to handle high-dimensional state spaces efficiently.

Fig. 1: Multi-chip Ensemble Architecture for QRL. The
n-dimensional input state is partitioned into k separate fea-
ture vectors. Each vector is processed independently by an
l-qubit VQC on a separate simulated quantum chip (i.e.,
n = k × l). The VQCs apply variational quantum operations,
maintaining entanglement only within each individual chip
(no inter-chip quantum connections). Measurement outcomes
from all chips are classically aggregated through a learnable
function to produce action Q-values for the DDQN algorithm.
This distributed architecture enables processing of higher-
dimensional feature representations than would be possible
with a single quantum circuit, reducing information loss from
dimensionality reduction while remaining implementable on
NISQ-era hardware.

A. Quantum Convolutional Neural Networks for RL

Quantum Convolutional Neural Networks (QCNNs) extend
classical CNNs to the quantum domain, offering advantages
in parameter efficiency and noise resilience [29]. QCNNs
follow a hierarchical structure of alternating convolutional and
pooling layers of quantum operations. The convolutional layer
applies local parameterized unitaries to overlapping regions of
qubits. The pooling layer reduces the quantum state dimension
through partial measurements.

A critical advantage of QCNNs is their logarithmic param-
eter scaling—requiring only O(log(n)) variational parameters
for an n-qubit system [29]. Importantly, QCNNs exhibit
provable resilience against barren plateaus, maintaining non-
vanishing gradients even as system size increases [30]. This
property ensures trainability on near-term quantum devices
where gradient-based optimization is essential.

Additionally, QCNNs demonstrate potential quantum ad-
vantages in specific image recognition tasks through efficient
encoding and processing of structured data [31]. These charac-
teristics—parameter efficiency, barren plateau resistance, and
structured data processing—make QCNNs an ideal candidate
for our multi-chip ensemble approach to QRL.

B. Conventional Quantum Approach: Single-chip QCNN Ar-
chitecture

We implement quantum DDQN by replacing the classical
deep neural network with a QCNN. This section describes the
single-chip implementation, which serves as the foundation for
our multi-chip approach.

The QCNN processes environment states through a hier-
archical structure of quantum operations. For a given state
s ∈ S, we first encode it into an n-qubit quantum state
represented by density matrix ρs.

The QCNN architecture consists of L sequential layers, each
comprising a convolutional and a pooling operation. The con-
volutional layer applies parameterized unitary transformations
across qubit groups:

U (l)(θ)(ρ) =
( ml⊗

j=1

U
(l)
j (θ

(l)
j )

)
ρ
( ml⊗

j=1

U
(l)
j (θ

(l)
j )

)†
(10)

where ml is the number of local unitaries in layer l, and
each U

(l)
j (θ

(l)
j ) is a parameterized quantum gate acting on

a subset of qubits. The pooling layer reduces the quantum
system dimension through partial trace operations:

P(l)(ρ) = Trdiscard[ρ] (11)

where “discard” indicates qubits being traced out.
These operations combine to form a quantum channel for

each layer:
C(l)(ρ) = P(l)

(
U (l)(θ)(ρ)

)
. (12)

Starting with ρ(0) = ρs, each layer transforms the state:

ρ(l) = C(l)
(
ρ(l−1)

)
for l = 1, 2, ..., L (13)



After processing through all L layers, we obtain the final state:

ρ(L) =
( L∏

l=1

C(l)
)
(ρ(0)) (14)

To compute Q-values for DDQN, we measure action-
specific observables Ha on the final state:

Qθ(s, a) = Tr
[
Haρ

(L)
]

(15)

This quantum-derived Q-function is then used in the stan-
dard DDQN algorithm, following the same training procedure
detailed in Section II-A, but with quantum circuit parameters
θ as trainable weights rather than classical neural network
parameters.

C. Multi-chip Ensemble QCNN Architecture

We extend our QRL framework by distributing computation
across multiple quantum processors through a multi-chip en-
semble approach (Fig. 1). This architecture addresses the fun-
damental scalability limitations of single-chip quantum circuits
when processing high-dimensional game environments.

For an input state s ∈ S, we partition the data into k
subvectors:

s = [s1, s2, . . . , sk] (16)

where each si is processed by a separate quantum chip.
Each quantum chip i independently:
1) Encodes its subvector into an initial quantum state ρ

(0)
i

2) Processes this state through L layers of convolutional
and pooling operations:

ρ
(L)
i =

( L∏
l=1

C(l)i

)
(ρ

(0)
i ) (17)

3) Measures an action-specific observable to produce a
scalar output:

fθi
(si) = Tr[Hai

ρ
(L)
i ] (18)

This architecture offers three key advantages over conven-
tional single-chip QRL models:

First, it addresses the dimensionality barrier. While stan-
dard variational encoding requires n-qubits to process n-
dimensional data (often necessitating lossy dimension reduc-
tion techniques), our approach distributes the computational
load across k independent quantum processors, each handling
only n/k dimensions of the input data.

Second, it avoids the limitations of amplitude encoding,
which theoretically enables encoding 2n-dimensional data
with n-qubits but requires deep circuits and complex state
preparation infeasible for NISQ hardware [7]–[9].

Third, it enables horizontal scaling through additional chips
rather than requiring larger single quantum processors. For
example, an ensemble of 200 small 10-qubit circuits can
effectively process 2000-dimensional data, far beyond what
any near-term single quantum processor could handle. This
approach makes high-dimensional RL environments like Super
Mario Bros tractable for quantum processing without manda-
tory dimensionality reduction.

IV. EXPERIMENT

We evaluate our multi-chip ensemble approach to quantum
reinforcement learning using the Super Mario Bros environ-
ment from OpenAI Gymnasium [22], comparing three agent
configurations: a classical baseline, a single-chip QCNN, and
our proposed multi-chip ensemble QCNN.

A. Environment and Preprocessing
The agent’s objective is to navigate Mario through game

levels to reach the flag while maximizing score. The envi-
ronment provides raw game screen images as observations.
We preprocess these images to grayscale, resize to 84×84
pixels, and stack four consecutive frames to capture temporal
information, resulting in a 28, 224-dimensional state vector
(4×84×84). We simplify the action space to two discrete
actions: “walk right” and “jump right” to focus on fundamental
navigation skills.

B. Model Architectures
All three models share a common DDQN framework but

differ in their feature processing components. The classical
baseline implements a conventional CNN-based architecture
with fully connected layers that mirror the hierarchical pro-
cessing of quantum circuits, providing a fair comparison
benchmark.

The single-chip QCNN utilizes a hybrid architecture where
initial classical linear layers perform substantial dimensional-
ity reduction from 28, 224 to n features, where n is the number
of qubits available on a single quantum processor. These
features are then processed through a QCNN circuit, with final
classical layers transforming the quantum measurements into
Q-values (Figure 2).

Our proposed multi-chip ensemble QCNN employs a dis-
tributed approach wherein initial classical linear layers reduce
dimensionality to k × l features, where k is the number of
quantum chips and l is the number of qubits per chip. These
features are partitioned across k separate quantum circuits,
each processing l features. The final classical layers combine
measurements from all quantum circuits and produce Q-values
from the aggregated measurements. The key advantage of this
architecture is its ability to process larger intermediate repre-
sentations (k × l ≫ n) by distributing computation, thereby
reducing information loss during the initial dimensionality
reduction.

C. Implementation Details
We implemented all three models using PennyLane [32] for

quantum simulations integrated with PyTorch for classical pro-
cessing. To ensure fair comparison, we maintained consistent
hyperparameters across all agents: discount factor γ = 0.9,
learning rate α = 0.00025 with Adam optimizer, batch size
of 32, and an exploration rate decay of 0.99999999 for the
ϵ-greedy policy.

For the quantum architectures, the single-chip QCNN used
8 qubits on a single simulated quantum processor. Our multi-
chip ensemble QCNN distributed computation across k inde-
pendent subcircuits, where k was varied (2, 10, 50, or 100)



Fig. 2: Quantum Circuit Architecture for Individual QCNN Chip. Each 8-qubit QCNN processor (used in both single-
chip and multi-chip configurations) implements a two-layer hierarchical structure. Classical features are encoded via angle
embedding, followed by convolutional layers comprising trainable U3 rotations on each qubit and IsingXX/YY/ZZ entangling
gates between adjacent pairs. Pooling operations trace out every second qubit, reducing the system from 8 qubits to 4 qubits
(Layer 1) to 2 qubits (Layer 2). A final unitary operation precedes measurement to extract expectation values for Q-value
computation.

to investigate the impact of ensemble size. Each subcircuit
comprised 8 qubits and an identical structure. This ensem-
ble approach enabled the processing of an 8k-dimensional
intermediate representation, in contrast to the 8-dimensional
representation in the single-chip model. As an aggregation
method, the scalar expectation value from each of the k chips
was concatenated into a vector of size k, which was then
processed by a trainable classical feed-forward network to
produce the final Q-values.

Both single-chip and multi-chip ensemble QCNN models
employed a two-layer architecture, with each layer consisting
of a convolutional operation followed by a pooling operation.
The classical baseline maintained an equivalent network struc-
ture. Specifically, its architecture replaces each 8-qubit QCNN
with a classical module of fully connected layers designed to
mimic the QCNN’s hierarchical, two-layer processing flow,
ensuring a structurally analogous comparison.

All experiments were conducted on a Linux server with
128 CPU cores (256 threads), 503 GB RAM, and an NVIDIA
A100-PCIE GPU with 40 GB memory, using Python 3.11.7,
PyTorch 2.5.0+cu121, and CUDA 12.1.

V. RESULTS

We present the empirical evaluation of the three RL models:
classical baseline, single-chip QCNN, and multi-chip ensem-
ble QCNN models with varying number of quantum chips (2,
10, 50, and 100). The performance was assessed based on the
mean reward and mean loss, which are computed as moving
average over the last 100 episodes.

Fig. 3a illustrates the mean reward per episode. The multi-
chip Ensemble QCNN models with 50 and 100 chips consis-
tently achieved the highest sustained average rewards, stabi-
lizing around 650-700 after initial rapid learning. The single-
chip QCNN model exhibited a sharp initial reward spike
exceeding 800 around episode 10-20, but its performance
declined significantly thereafter, stabilizing at a lower average
reward of approximately 250-300 before a slight recovery.
Conversely, the classical model showed a gradual increase in

reward, reaching around 400 by episode 500, consistently out-
performed by the higher-chip quantum ensembles. Multi-chip
ensemble models with fewer chips (2 and 10) also displayed
rapid initial learning but showed a decline in sustained reward
after episode 150, performing closer to the classical baseline
by the end of the observed period.

Fig. 3b depicts the mean loss per episode. All multi-chip
ensemble QCNN models, as well as the single-chip QCNN
model, demonstrated effective loss minimization after initial
transient spikes, converging to very low average loss values,
generally below 0.5, from approximately episode 150 onwards.
Notably, the classical CNN model exhibited a continuous
and significant increase in average loss, reaching nearly 3
by episode 500, indicating persistent difficulty in reducing
internal prediction errors. While higher-chip multi-chip en-
semble QCNN models (50 and 100 chips) achieved both
high rewards and low loss, the single-chip QCNN model,
despite its low loss, did not sustain high reward performance,
suggesting potential suboptimal policy learning or limitations
in exploration despite internal error reduction.

In summary, the multi-chip ensemble QCNN architecture,
particularly with 50 and 100 chips, demonstrated superior
performance by achieving the highest and most stable average
rewards while concurrently minimizing average loss. This
suggests an efficient and robust learning process. Although
the single-chip QCNN model also achieved low loss, it failed
to sustain high rewards. The classical CNN model was con-
sistently outperformed in terms of reward and exhibited a
continuously increasing loss, highlighting its limitations for
this task.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have demonstrated a scalable quantum reinforcement
learning framework that enables QRL agents to operate in
complex, high-dimensional environments previously inacces-
sible to quantum approaches. Our multi-chip ensemble QCNN
architecture successfully addresses a fundamental limitation in
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Fig. 3: Performance Comparison of Classical, Single-chip, and Multi-chip Ensemble (Q)CNN Agents on Super Mario Bros.

quantum machine learning: the scalability bottleneck caused
by limited qubit counts on near-term quantum devices.

Conventional QRL approaches face a critical dilemma: they
either require significant classical dimensionality reduction
(losing valuable information) or demand impractical quan-
tum resources through techniques like amplitude encoding
(requiring exponential circuit depth) [7]–[9]. Our distributed
approach resolves this by partitioning input features across
multiple small quantum circuits, thereby reducing the dimen-
sional compression burden while keeping individual quantum
circuits manageable for NISQ devices [6], [33].

Our experimental results with the Super Mario Bros en-
vironment reveal two key findings. First, both quantum ap-
proaches (single-chip and multi-chip ensemble) outperformed
the classical baseline, achieving higher rewards and lower
loss. This suggests potential quantum advantages stemming
from the superior expressibility of VQCs [34] and the ca-
pacity of quantum entanglement to explore larger regions
of Hilbert space [4], [35]. Second, the multi-chip ensemble
QCNN demonstrated superior learning stability and efficiency
compared to the single-chip model, with steadier reward
improvements and consistently lower loss values throughout
training.

Our architecture makes a deliberate trade-off: sacrificing
cross-chip entanglement for scalability and NISQ feasibil-
ity [21]. This limits the ability to capture non-local correlations
between distant input features within individual quantum cir-
cuits. While a single, large-scale quantum processor could the-
oretically leverage entanglement to discover such correlations
more efficiently, our approach remains a practical solution for
the NISQ era, trading the potential for a more holistic quantum
representation for a significant reduction in quantum hardware
requirements.

The multi-chip ensemble architecture offers inherent ad-
vantages beyond mere scalability. By distributing computation
across smaller, independent quantum circuits, it naturally mit-
igates barren plateaus through reduced circuit complexity and
increased gradient variance [21]. Additionally, this approach
provides built-in noise resilience—smaller circuits accumulate

less noise [36], while the classical ensemble averaging reduces
output variance from quantum noise [21]. Unlike traditional
error mitigation techniques that often trade reduced bias for
increased variance [37], [38], our architectural solution ad-
dresses both simultaneously.

Despite these promising results, limitations remain. Our
work was conducted in simulation, and performance on ac-
tual quantum hardware will face additional challenges from
device noise and connectivity constraints. While our approach
reduces classical preprocessing requirements, significant clas-
sical components remain for initial feature extraction and final
decision-making. A deeper theoretical analysis of information
flow through this hybrid quantum-classical architecture is
still needed. Our classical baseline, while structurally anal-
ogous, may not represent the best possible classical meth-
ods—comprehensive benchmarking against advanced archi-
tectures like deeper residual networks is needed to establish
definitive quantum advantage claims.

Future work should focus on hardware implementation to
assess real-world viability, exploration of advanced ensem-
ble strategies (hierarchical processing, alternative aggregation
functions), investigation of domain-specific quantum circuit
designs, application to diverse high-dimensional problems
beyond gaming environments, and formal quantification of
expressive power and potential quantum advantage in this
distributed framework.

This work represents a significant step toward practical
quantum reinforcement learning for complex problems, estab-
lishing distributed quantum processing as a viable strategy for
enhancing near-term quantum capabilities in machine learning
applications.
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