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1. INTRODUCTION

Given the rise of revolutionary technologies and the expand-
ing reliance on multimedia content and data traffic, there is
a growing demand to enhance contemporary communication
systems [1]], [2]. network deployments may face challenges
due to this sharp rise in data demand, including the need for
an increased system capacity, and improved mobility while still
being able to keep the energy consumption at a low level
[3]. Compared to previous generations, [6G| is expected to offer
improvements in transmission speed, data capacity, reliability,
latency, and energy efficiency with the added features of con-
nected intelligence [2]. In communication, the peak data
rate is expected to reach the level of [lerabits per second (Tbps)|
[4]. networks are also projected to provide significantly
increased capacity, enabling more connections for radio devices
and applications [5], [6]. In terms of latency, networks are
expected to outperform [Fifth-Generation (5G)|by reducing trans-
mission delays below one millisecond [3], which enables new ap-
plications requiring near-real-time responses and high precision
in self-driving cars, remote surgery, and smart-city technologies
[7]. The @ network architecture is expected to foster advanced
technologies, including integrated space-air-ground-underwater
communication and cloud-based solutions. In a maritime
network, underwater devices, such as [Unmanned Underwater|
buoys and ships, may use acoustic links to
connect with surface nodes and aerial relays. This integration
enables new services like real-time oceanic monitoring, adaptive
|[Autonomous Underwater Vehicle (AUV)| swarms and extended
coverage across the sea, air, and space. This network will create
highly scalable, seamless and widespread connectivity. Addition-
ally, by incorporating the Terahertz, visible light and unlicensed
spectral bands, the architecture will support blue a full range of

are also pushing the evolution of networks [8].

Future advances in mobile technology are expected to support
more reliable connections and improved coverage in remote
areas, despite hostile propagation conditions. This improved
reliability will be crucial for critical emergency services, indus-
trial automation, and healthcare. Additionally, systems are
expected to be more energy-efficient than previous generations,
aiming for reducing the carbon footprint [9]], in the face of high
demand for wireless access [10]. Numerous challenges need ex-
ploring, such as resource allocation, and spectrum management,
and network security. Thus, effective optimization techniques
are essential for NG| networks. These techniques include mathe-
matical modeling, powerful algorithms, and specific measures to
find the optimal solution set. A convex optimization problem has
mathematical properties allowing for well-established methods
and existing solvers to reach the optimal solution. However,
real-world optimization problems often exhibit non-convexity,
making it difficult to guarantee the global optimum.

A. in networks

Several potent learning-based approaches, such as machine
learning, deep learning, and game theory [[11]], have been demon-
strated to be capable of tackling these nonconvex challenges.
In many scenarios, such as large-scale |[Internet of Thing (Iol)
networks [[12]], massive systems, or [Reconfigurable]
[[ntelligent Surfaces (RIS)raided communications, the problem
becomes highly complex, exhibiting multiple local optima and
non-differentiable objective functions. Additionally, real-world
environments are dynamic, implying that optimal solutions must
promptly adapt to changes in traffic patterns, interference lev-
els, and resource availability. Numerous extensive optimization
algorithms exist that do not require such data. However, these
optimization solvers tend to become excessively complex upon
handling large-scale multi-objective problems. This makes real-
time decision-making more challenging and less suitable for
time-sensitive scenarios. In these cases, researchers often favor
heuristic algorithms due to their low computational complexity,
which can find sub-optimal solutions with modest complexity.

[SO] algorithms, which are part of the [Al] family, have gained
popularity in research for their ability to provide high-quality
solutions that are computationally feasible, while maintaining
robustness and ensuring convergence. They offer several benefits
over traditional methods and match well with the evolution
of wireless network generations, as shown in Figure [T} They
are easy to implement, facilitate global optimization, solve a
diverse variety of problems, handle constraints, and support
efficient parallel processing. Many algorithms are inspired by
natural processes and are based on the broad principles of
[Evolutionary Algorithms (EAs)| and [Swarm Intelligence (SI)
These algorithms are often inspired by nature, drawing on fields
such as biology, physics, or animal behavior. They are stochastic,
involving random elements, and typically including parameters
that have to be tailored to the specific problem. [EAs| simulate
natural selection using genetic techniques like crossover and
mutation for gradually improving the solutions. Swarm-based
approaches, on the other hand, draw their inspiration from the
collective behavior of social animals to address optimization
challenges. [SO| methods typically require a trial-and-error phase
to select appropriate algorithmic parameters such as the pop-
ulation size, mutation rate, inertia weights, and the process of




tuning these parameters may significantly impact performance.
However, unlike many techniques, which tend to rely on
large training datasets and extensive training time, stochastic
methods are generally more lightweight and data-independent,
making them more practical for resource-constrained or real-
time optimization scenarios.

B. Our key contributions

The rise of wireless technologies, generative and
quantum computing brings about both opportunities and sig-
nificant challenges. Conducting an in-depth review of recent
advances in for resource allocation in networks and
addressing both the security and privacy concerns are of piv-
otal importance. We offer a critical appraisal of the latest
stochastic optimization techniques, their roles in commu-
nications, and their applications in solving real-world problems.
We characterize a suite of potent algorithms, and practical use
cases. Additionally, we highlight existing research challenges
and suggest directions for future studies, hence providing a
resource for researchers focusing on [SO| of [NG| systems. Our
key contributions are based on eight open questions and future
search directions, as highlighted below:

« We offer an explicit explanation of the basics, definitions,
classifications, and applications of stochastic features of
networks as well as stochastic algorithms, and examine
several notable ones.

« We provide design guidelines on how stochastic optimiza-
tion techniques may be applied to address the challenges of
resource allocation, security, and privacy issues.

« We highlight key challenges and suggest potential directions
for future research and development in this area. In addition,
we critically contrast stochastic optimization algorithms
to traditional deterministic optimization techniques such
as [Block Coordinate Descent (BCD)| for example, for
highlighting the associated pros and cons.

o Finally, we present Table (Il which provides a detailed
comparison between our study and the latest research in the
field. We discuss a suite of open issues, challenges, and the
design guidelines of stochastic optimization conceived for
resource allocation in networks.

The structure of this paper is illustrated in Fig. [2| providing a
comprehensive overview of current research on algorithms
in wireless systems. Section presents the stochastic
properties of networks and offers the background necessary
for implementing optimization algorithms adopted for resource
allocation. A detailed overview of the family of [SO|algorithms is
given in Section [l Section [[V] presents the applications of
in resource allocation. The intrinsic integration of with
networks in the generative |Alland quantum computation era
is discussed in Section Finally, our design guidelines take
away messages and main conclusions are offered in Section
II. STOCHASTIC PROPERTIES & RADIO RESOURCE
ALLOCATION OF[NGINETWORKS

This section presents the inherent stochasticity of NG| wireless
networks. Resource allocation problems under stochastic condi-
tions should be formulated and solved in ways that account for
random factors influencing the system performance.

Open question one: What features contribute to the stochastic
nature of [NG| networks?

1) Background: In systems, stochastic properties indicate
that network performance is influenced by sources of uncertainty
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Figure 3: Source of stochastic features in wireless
networks: Channel fading, noise, and mutual interference.

originating from random propagation conditions, noise and in-
terference, and dynamic user mobility [25]]. These uncertainties
may not be completely eliminated in typical propagation envi-
ronments. Consequently, the same input conditions can lead to
different solutions and strategies when designing and managing
radio resources [26]. This stochastic characteristic challenges
the conventional, optimistic assumptions of deterministic net-
works and calls for probabilistic modeling [27]. Note that the
uncertainty may obey diverse probability distributions [28]]. User
mobility introduces temporal variability in the channel impulse
response, which affects system performance in unpredictable
ways [29], [30]. Noise and mutual interference arriving from
nearby users, as well as the violent received signal fluctuation,
further exacerbate the nondeterministic features [31].

2) Key features and considerations: We provide the principal
reasons why wireless communications are stochastic and the
related mathematical modeling, as shown in Fig.



Table I: Comparison of systems and stochastic optimization topics across different recent surveys.
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i)

Noise is fundamentally owing to the Brownian motion of
electrons in the receiver as highlighted in Fig. 3] This
poses a multifaceted challenge across various communica-
tion environments, including space, ground, and underwater
[32]. The impairments in satellite communications are ex-
acerbated by cosmic radiation, atmospheric conditions, and
hardware impairments [33]. mbased communications in-
troduce additional noise due to amplifiers, mixers, vibration,
and electromagnetic emissions from motors and propellers
[34]]. Terrestrial systems may operate in the millimeter-
wave and terahertz bands, experiencing severe thermal noise
due to the extremely high bandwidth [35]. Those sources of

noise may be modeled by the [Additive White Gaussian Noise|
(AWGN)| distribution having a flat [Power Spectral Density|

(PSD)| [36]l. Involving underwater acoustic communications in
NG| networks introduces non-white (colored) noise, which is
caused by marine life, water movement, and shipping. The
of underwater noise is a fluctuation of the frequency
[37]. Note that low-noise amplifiers, digital filters, and robust
noise-mitigation algorithms must be designed and optimized
to mitigate the effects of noise and hence improve the
[to-Noise Ratio (SNR)|[38]. However, mitigating colored noise
requires extra effort due to its frequency-dependent power, and
its success depends on accurately estimating the spectral shape
[37].

Fading channels are influenced by random physical phenom-
ena in both the time and frequency [39]. These include mul-
tipath propagation, where signals are reflected by buildings,
terrain, or other objects (modeled by the scatterers in Fig. [3)),
causing time-varying delays and phases [40]. Since the exact
positions and properties of the propagation environment are
unknown or constantly changing, the variations in the trans-
mitted signal are modeled statistically [41]]. The movement of
the transmitter, receiver, or nearby objects introduces Doppler
shifts and rapid changes in the channel profile [42]]. Scattering
and reflection from irregular surfaces add further randomness
to the received signal, as shown in Fig. 3] This phenomenon
is discussed in technical detail relying on the geometry-based
stochastic model proposed in [43]]. Environmental factors,
including weather, temperature, and the presence of obstacles,

)

~

also evolve unpredictably, reinforcing the need for probabilistic
modeling. As a result, the so-called frequency-flat fading is
typically described using quasi-static models [44]. In satellite
communication, tropospheric scintillation is more prominent
at higher frequencies, such as Ka-band, and inflicts further
degradations along with turbulent eddies caused by temper-
ature and pressure fluctuations [45]. Space communications
are also increasingly affected by dynamic frequency shifts in
[Low Earth Orbit (LEO)| orbits, self-shadowing from satellite
structures, and intensified rain fade due to climate variability
as well as dense constellations [46], [47]]. In underwater
environments, temperature and salinity fluctuations, surface
bubble clouds, and motion from autonomous vehicles create
complex, time-varying multipath and Doppler-induced fading
[48]. Furthermore, man-made underwater structures and bio-
logical activities contribute to frequency-selective fading.

Mutual interference refers to the unwanted interaction between
transmitters operating in the same or adjacent frequency
bands, especially when multiple devices transmit simultane-
ously, causing extra degradation in signal quality and re-
liability [49]. Mutual interference is especially critical in
dense networks such as cell-free and machine-type com-
munication having limited co-use bandwidth [50]. Coherent
interference occurs when the interfering signal has a phase
relationship consistent with the desired signal, often resulting
from synchronized sources or reflections of the same signal,
and significantly impacts signal integrity. In networks,
pilot contamination is a key challenge, where identical or
strongly correlated non-orthogonal pilot signals are reused
across cells, leading to highly coherent interference during
channel estimation and thereby degrading system performance
[51]]. Noncoherent interference, on the other hand, arises from
sources that are almost completely uncorrelated in phase or
modulation with the desired signal. These typically behave
like random noise, hence they are often modeled as
The cutting-edge [NG] technologies typically aim for mitigating
both coherent and noncoherent interference by dynamically
controlling the occurrence and disappearance of propagation
paths, smart pilot assignments, and distributed antennas close
to users [52f]. Additionally, learning-based interference predic-




tion and reconfigurable spectrum access have been developed
to manage interference in high-dynamic network environments
[53].

3) Lessons learned: The inherent stochasticity of net-
works, imposed by dynamic device mobility and time-frequency
varying channel conditions, presents significant challenges in
evaluating system efficiency and effective resource management.
The unpredictable nature of multiple sources motivates us to
observe the average system performance over multiple consec-
utive coherence intervals and over many realizations of small-
scale fading coefficients, as well as device locations. Stochas-
tic features also complicate the optimization of key resources
such as spectrum, power, and computational capability. Con-
ventional deterministic allocation schemes are often inadequate
for addressing these uncertainties, leading to suboptimal system
performance and eroded |Quality of Service (QoS)| guarantees.
Furthermore, the need to support heterogeneous applications
having diverse conditions exacerbates the complexity of resource
allocation under stochastic conditions.

Open question two: How can resource allocation problems be
Sormulated in [NG| networks exhibiting stochastic nature?

1) Background: Resource allocation is known as a key
methodology for enhancing the efficiency of systems op-
erating in the face of limited radio resources and stochas-
tic behaviors, [54]]. This involves the judicious allocation of
resources among different users and their devices within a
network. The main objective is to maximize performance, while
satisfying the diverse requirements of devices, such as their
throughput, spectrum, and energy efficiency, just to name a few.
Moreover, high-performance, yet low-complexity and power-
efficient algorithms are required for real-time implementation in
the face of demanding network conditions and user requirements.
The integration of optimization techniques into wireless
systems aims for agile resource allocation, leading to smarter and
more adaptive management for satisfying the [Key Performance]
(55].

2) Key features and considerations: An optimization problem
is a mathematical formulation constructed to find the best
solution from a set of feasible alternatives, according to a
specific criterion [56]. It involves either the maximization or
minimization of one or multiple objective functions subject to a
set of constraints that define the feasible region.

Preliminaries: To provide a critical appraisal of the various
algorithmic categories and their applications, we commence with
a general single-objective optimization problem formulated in its
maximization form as

maximization fo(s)
se€D

subject to  f;(s) <0,
h; (s)=0,

i=1,2,...,m, (1)
j=1,2,...,7

where s = [s1,...,sy]7 includes the N optimization variables;
the set D defines the feasible region of the optimization problem;
fo(s) is known as the objective function, also known as the cost
or fitness function; and the sets of {fi(s)}{2; and {h;(s)}j_,
represent inequality and equality constraints. We stress that the
objective and constraints include the stochastic features of
wireless networks as the large-scale and small-scale fading ef-
fects [57]]. Hence, the feasible set D may not always be explicitly
defined in practice, but can be determined using an oracle, such
as a user-provided software tool. The optimization variables in s
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Figure 4: Conflicting objective functions leading to drive
multiobjective optimization problems.

are considered feasible if s € D and satisfy all the given inequal-
ity and equality constraints. A solution sy, is globally optimal
if it holds that fo(spest) < fo(s), Vs € D. Conversely, a feasible
vector S is locally optimal if there exists a small positive number
€ > 0 such that fy(s) < fo(s),Vs € D satisfying ||s — s|| < e.
The optimization problems may generally be categorized into
convex and nonconvex problems, each requiring distinct solution
approaches [58]]. Convex optimization involves maximizing a
convex objective function while satisfying convex constraints.
These techniques play a crucial role in engineering applications
because in a convex problem any local optimum is also a global
optimum [24].

In networks, we typically have multiple objectives
foi(s), ..., fonm(s), with M being the number of objectives. A
fundamental assumption is that the M objectives are unordered
and thus analyzed without bias or predetermined preferences,
allowing all possible outcomes to be considered. One might aim
for maximizing the M objectives simultaneously as

maximi%ation fo(s) = [fo1(s), ..., forr(s)]F
sE
subject to  f;(s) <0, i=1,2,...,m, (2
hij(s)=0, j=1,2,...,r

where the bold faced notation fy(s) emphasized the vector-
valued nature of the objective function. The M objectives in (2)
are inherently conflicting, and due to the absence of ordering
among the vector-valued objectives, a global optimum generally
does not exist. As only subjectively optimal solutions exist,
the multi-objective problem cannot be solved in a globally
optimal sense. Let us denote the achievable objective set as
F = {fy(s) : s € D}, which involves all the possibilities of
objective values. The set F is usually compact in the sense that
fo € F leads to afy € F,Va € [0,1]. Most points within the
set F are strictly suboptimal; specifically, any point located in
the interior of F can be excluded, as there are other points
in F that are superior across all the M objectives. The set of
points that cannot be outperformed in terms of all objectives
constitutes the Pareto boundary, see Fig. E] for its illustration.
None of the solutions on the objectives of the Pareto boundary
can be improved without degrading at least one of the others.

Definition 1. The strong Pareto boundary comprises all points
in fg € F where there is no feasible point £ € F \ {fo} with

fom > fom,¥Ym e {1,..., M},

The strong Pareto boundary comprises all the feasible points
that cannot be objectively rejected because improving any one
of the objectives would necessarily degrades at least one of the
others. Clearly, any point not lying on the strong Pareto boundary
is suboptimal, since there exist other points that are superior or
equally effective across all the objectives. In the context of multi-
objective optimization, the strong Pareto boundary represents
the closest possible approximation to the global optimality. The



strong Pareto boundary is a subset of the upper boundary of F.
The full upper boundary, known as the weak Pareto boundary,
also includes points where some - but not all - objectives can
be improved without eroding others. The utopia point is defined
as Sutopia = [maxsep fol(S)7 <., MaAXgeD fo]w (S)]T, which con-
currently maximizes all the M objectives and a representative
toy example is shown in Fig. 4} If we have sypia € F, the multi-
objective optimization problem is trivial, since the strong Pareto
boundary is the utopia point, which is the global optimum. In
networks, the multi-objective optimization problems having
multiple conflicting objectives are nontrivial and the global
optimum does not exist as we have Suiopia ¢ F. Because
the Pareto boundary includes all potentially optimal operating
points, the network should be optimized to represent these
points.

Definition 2. A feasible point s* € D is the Pareto optimal
point if £(s*) belongs to the strong Pareto boundary.

We emphasize that multiple feasible points in D might give
exactly the same objective point and therefore the multi-objective
function is not bi-objective. The design of networks is
expected to tackle the nonconvex-nonsmooth optimization prob-
lems in the face of stochasticity.

Key features & contemporary issues: Convex optimization
may, for example, be harnessed for minimizing the total power
consumption by ensuring convergence to a unique global opti-
mum. This defines the optimal power allocation strategy, while
meeting specific [Signal-to-Interference-plus-Noise Ratio (SINR)|
thresholds for each receiver [59]]. Advalnces in modern systems
have significantly transformed the mathematical optimization
problems underlying system design. These changes have intro-
duced substantial challenges in understanding, analyzing, and
solving these optimization problems. Many of the single- and
multi-objective optimization problems are complex, often being
non-convex and non-deterministic [[60]. Additionally, the design
variables may vary widely, from continuous to integer or even
mixed types. These emerging complexities have driven the
development of advanced optimization theories, algorithms, and
techniques to improve the suboptimal solutions, guiding them
toward the global optimum [61]].

Non-convex problems present additional difficulties as they
may not converge to a single global optimum. Instead, they
often exhibit multiple local optima due to the inherent non-
linear dynamics of wireless networks [62]]. This further com-
plicates the optimization process, requiring specialized tech-
niques for effectively navigating the complex solution space.
Traditional algorithms conceived for solving non-convex prob-
lems are often resource-intensive and computationally expen-
sive. They typically rely on iterative approximations through
convex formulations [63]]. Alternatively, one can decompose the
original problem into smaller, more manageable subproblems
such as exploiting the block-coordinate descent [64]. Despite
their widespread use, these methods exhibit inherent limitations,
including slow convergence, high computational complexity,
and the inability to guarantee global optimality. Consequently,
approximate approaches have emerged as a practical alternative,
providing high-quality solutions within a reasonable time frame
[65]. Non-convex problems often arise in optimization tasks
like pilot assignment [66] or beamforming design [67]], where
the objective function is a complex nonlinear function of its
parameters.

In the realm of small-scale optimization problems, exhaustive

(or brute-force) search-based algorithms are capable of solving
non-convex and deterministic problems due to their ability to
systematically explore all possible solutions. These methods
guarantee the finding of the optimal solution by evaluating
every feasible option, making them particularly suitable for
optimization problems where the global optimum can be reliably
identified [68]]. For instance, brute force algorithms can be
used in combination with general-purpose solvers to address
deterministic optimization problems, delivering accurate results
despite their high computational costs, expanding exponentially
with the network scale [69]. More explicitly, the efficiency of
these algorithms is constrained by the problem size, rendering
them impractical for complex large-scale scenarios. This fact
makes traditional exhaustive search methods impractical due to
their excessive computational costs and time requirements. Ad-
ditionally, many optimization problems of wireless networks
are NP-hard, as noted in authoritative studies [21] and operate
in uncertain environments [70]—[72]. Consequently, exhaustive
search algorithms face significant limitations, necessitating the
use of stochastic algorithms. These stochastic methods are
crucial for efficiently handling the dynamic and fluctuating
heterogeneous nature of systems, which are expected to
support large-scale ultrahigh density networks. As exemplified
by the framework in [73]], the network performance may
be readily enhanced by stochastic algorithms conceived for
coordinated management, congestion control, and scheduling.
This approach aims for improving network efficiency and mini-
mizing latency by integrating multi-layer optimization strategies
that maximize network utility and employ [SO] methods. These
features support rapid convergence and long-term optimization
in dynamic networks. On a similar note, distributed machine
learning techniques, which often rely on [SO| are also popular
in the context of large-scale optimization, offering near-optimal
performance and high computational efficiency [11].

3) Lessons learned: Resource allocation operating in the
face of stochastic features imposes significant uncertainty on
the network performance. Single-objective optimization tech-
niques typically aim for maximizing a specific metric, possibly
subject to some constraints. While effective in well-defined
scenarios, single-objective methods often fail to capture the
trade-offs that must be met in complex environments, where
multiple performance criteria must be satisfied simultaneously.
Multi-objective optimization, on the other hand, provides a
more flexible framework by considering conflicting objectives.
However, the stochastic nature complicates the identification of
Pareto-optimal solutions, requiring robust algorithms capable
of dynamically adapting to time-varying conditions. Addressing
these challenges is critical for ensuring efficient operation of
networks.

III. TAXONOMY OF STOCHASTIC OPTIMIZATION

This section outlines the foundational taxonomy of [SO| by
addressing its core principles and algorithmic diversity. First,
we elucidate the fundamental characteristics that distinguish
from deterministic approaches, emphasizing the role of random-
ness in modeling optimization problems (open question three).
Subsequently, we classify the algorithmic landscape, reviewing
the design methodologies that span from population-based meta-
heuristics to learning-driven frameworks (open question four).

Open question three: What are the fundamental principles and
characteristics of [SOP

1) Background: refers to a class of mathematical and
computational techniques that incorporate randomness into the
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optimization process to solve problems characterized by un-
certainty, noise, or incomplete information [74]]. This approach
is particularly useful for complex, non-deterministic problems
where traditional deterministic optimization methods pose chal-
lenges, owing to having unknown parameters or data [[75]. Fig. [6]
illustrates the intersection of various algorithms across different
characteristics, including metaheuristics, and a range of
other methods, such as [Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD)]
approximate algorithms, and hybrid approaches that innovatively
combine multiple strategies. Specifically, metaheuristics refer to

high-level strategies that proficiently guide the search process i

for efficiently exploring the solution space and finding optimal
or near-optimal solutions [76]]. These algorithms are generally
categorized into two types: population-based, which explore a
diverse set of candidate solutions, promoting global search space
exploration, and trajectory-based, which follow a single solution
path, emphasizing local refinement. By contrast, is a branch
of [Machine Learning (ML)|focused on training an agent to make
a sequence of decisions by interacting with an operational envi-
ronment [77]. The agent aims to maximize cumulative rewards
through trial-and-error learning. algorithms are divided into
three categories: value-based methods, policy-based methods,
and actor-critic/hybrid methods, which are inherently stochastic
due to their exploration policies and environmental uncertainties.
2) Key features and considerations: relies on the funda-
mental principles, shown in Fig. [5| and interpreted as follows:
i) Incorporation of randomness. While deterministic algorithms
produce consistent solutions from identical starting points,
introduces randomness at various stages of the opti-
mization process, such as solution initialization or through
stochastic perturbations in iterative updates [78]. Random

factors generate deliberate perturbations into the search pro- ;,,

cess, allowing the optimizer to jump to hitherto unexplored
areas that may contain better solutions. This mechanism is
critical in complex high-dimensional landscapes, where local
traps are difficult to avoid through deterministic schemes.
Additionally, randomness enhances the robustness by reducing
sensitivity to modeling inaccuracies and noisy observations,
where deterministic methods may be impacted by imperfect
information. Therefore, randomness serves as a crucial com-
ponent that diversifies the search and enables the algorithm to
continuously generate new candidate solutions in optimization
[79].

i1) Balance between exploration and exploitation. The ability

to strike a trade-off between exploration and exploitation is
considered in the solution search process [80]. Exploration
refers to the capability of the algorithms to investigate diverse,
previously unvisited regions of the solution space, increasing
the likelihood of discovering globally optimal or near-optimal
solutions. By contrast, exploitation focuses on intensively
refining high-quality candidate solutions already identified,
allowing for local improvements and faster convergence in
promising regions. We emphasize the balance of factors in
where excessive exploration may lead to inefficiency and slow
convergence, whereas a lack of strategic exploitation can cause
premature convergence to local optima. methods incor-
porate stochastic mechanisms that adaptively regulate search
behavior throughout the optimization process. In metaheuristic
frameworks, randomized variation operators are employed to
promote exploration, while selection and intensification mech-
anisms guide exploitation toward promising solution regions
[81]. In terms of typically e-greedy or policy-gradient
methods are utilized for explicitly managing the trade-off
between exploration and exploitation through policies that
strike a balance between learning new strategies and exploiting
known high-reward actions [82]. Similarly, other stochastic
algorithms, such as stochastic gradient-based approaches and
Bayesian optimization, incorporate probabilistic rules or noise
to escape from local optima and encourage robust search
dynamics. Therefore, the robustness and efficiency of a [SO|
method critically depend on the ability to adaptively balance
exploration and exploitation across different stages of the
search under uncertainty and problem complexity.

) Adaptability to noisy, uncertain, or incomplete information.

is particularly well-suited to realistic, practical contexts
due to the inherent capability to handle uncertainty by har-
nessing adaptive mechanisms. While deterministic approaches
often assume complete and accurate information, relies on
probabilistic models, such as modeling noise, sampling from
probability distributions, or evaluating solutions over repeated
trials. This mitigates the impact of outliers or fluctuations in
objective evaluations [74]. Some techniques, such as Monte
Carlo sampling, allow the algorithm to form stable estimates
of solution quality over time, thus avoiding premature con-
vergence driven by incomplete data [83]. In and
stochastic gradient methods, robustness is embedded in the al-
gorithmic design through randomized operators, adaptive sam-
pling, or ensemble-based evaluations. Regarding stochas-
tic policies and reward estimators promote policy robustness
by learning from diverse trajectories and variable feedback.
Moreover, often prioritizes expected performance or risk-
aware objectives, rather than optimizing for a single determin-
istic scenario. This makes the resultant solutions more robust
to future variations or incomplete knowledge.

) Iterative improvement mechanisms. typically employs it-

erative improvement mechanisms for gradually approaching
optimal solutions [78]], [81]. The search process is initialized
either from a single solution or from a diverse population of
candidate solutions generated via randomization or heuristic
strategies to promote unbiased exploration. At each iteration,
candidate solutions are evaluated using an objective function,
and new solutions are produced through stochastic perturba-
tions, recombination, or probabilistic selection. Feedback from
these evaluations is then used to adaptively guide subsequent
updates, enabling the search to increasingly focus on promis-
ing regions of the solution space while preserving sufficient
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diversity to avoid premature convergence. The cyclical process
of evaluation and adaptation mimics a guided trial-and-error
approach, where poorly performing solutions are either im-
proved or discarded, while superior solutions are preserved
and further exploited. This iterative refinement framework
is harnessed in many well-known metaheuristic algorithms.
Specifically, [Genetic Algorithms (GA)| evolves a population
through selection, crossover, and mutation, balancing explo-
ration and exploitation across generations [81].
iteratively perturbs a single solution, using

a temperature-based probability function to accept inferior
solutions early on and gradually focus on exploitation as

the temperature cools [84]. Regarding Particle Swarm
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[Optimization (PSO)} and [Ant Colony Optimization (ACO)
utilize population-level dynamics and stochastic interactions
for iteratively improving candidate solutions based on both
individual and collective experiences [85]. Additionally, feed-
back from environmental observation is used to adjust model
parameters or policies for stochastic gradient-based methods
and [86]. The iterative nature of these algorithms increases
the likelihood of converging to optimal or near-optimal solu-
tions given sufficient runtime and diversity, while allowing
flexible stopping criteria based on convergence behavior,
computational budgets, or application-specific requirements.

Flexibility and hybridization. distinguish themselves
through a high degree of flexibility in both algorithmic design
and implementation. This flexibility arises from their problem-
agnostic and modular structures, which make readily
adaptable to domain-specific requirements. Key components
of can be modified or extended without altering the
core search paradigm [76]. Additionally, parameters may be
tuned to fit particular problem characteristics, while domain
knowledge can be injected via customized operators or ini-
tialization strategies [87]]. Furthermore, specific constraints
can be bespoke integrated seamlessly either into the solution
evaluation or generation process. We emphasize an important
extension of hybridization, which involves combining multiple
optimization techniques for enhancing their robustness. Hybrid
metaheuristics that combine [EAd either with [Cocal Searchl
(LS)| or unified techniques may be created as memetic
algorithms to solve different optimization problems [8], [88]].
These hybrid designs are capable of balancing global explo-
ration versus local exploitation, thereby improving robustness,
convergence rate, and solution quality. Regarding [RL] and ML}
hybrid techniques that combine metaheuristic and gradient-
based optimization have emerged as powerful solutions for
non-convex or non-differentiable problems. These methods
leverage the global search capabilities of metaheuristics com-
bined with the precision of gradient-based or policy-learning
adjustment, often yielding superior results.

Toward multi-objective optimization. algorithms are highly
adaptable methods that can be extended to effectively tackle
multi-objective optimization problems, which are designed to
identify a set of Pareto-optimal solutions, where improving
one objective necessarily leads to a trade-off with others [87]],
[89]. This flexibility allows for the exploration of multiple
conflicting objectives.

3) Lessons learned: A comprehensive investigation into

highlights the strong potential of this paradigm to address a
wide range of resource allocation challenges in networks.
Firstly, incorporating randomness enhances the robustness of the
algorithms against noise and uncertainty, while improving global

Figure 6: Classification of

exploration, hence mitigating the risk of premature convergence.
Secondly, strikes a trade-off between exploration and ex-
ploitation. This is achieved by mechanisms such as mutation,
policy variation, and stochastic sampling that are capable of
successfully navigating complex solution spaces. Additionally,
the adaptability of to environments characterized by noisy,
incomplete data demonstrates its efficiency across complex
problems. Iterative mechanisms such as population evolution,
stochastic perturbation, and reinforcement-based updates play a
key role in guiding convergence toward optimal solutions. The
modular and hybrid nature of [SO| enables seamless integration
of domain knowledge with diverse strategies for improving
performance across various problem domains. Moreover, the
ability of [SO] as a robust and principled framework to tackle
multi-objective problems demonstrates its flexibility in handling
conflicting objectives and generating Pareto-optimal solutions.

Open question four: How are the algorithms designed and
classified?

1) Background: [SO| algorithms are designed and classified
based on diverse criteria, including search strategies, reliance on
gradient information, and learning paradigms. These algorithms
can be categorized into three main groups: 1) metaheuristics,
2) and 3) other stochastic methods, as depicted in Fig. [}
Each category encompasses diverse principles and mechanisms
tailored to different optimization challenges. Metaheuristic al-
gorithms are generally classified into population-based and
trajectory-based approaches according to how they explore the
search space [90]]. Population-based metaheuristics maintain
and evolve a set of candidate solutions simultaneously. This
category includes which mimic natural evolution, and
[ST algorithms inspired by collective animal behavior observed,
such as the foraging and hunting behaviors of animal groups,
e.g. Trajectory-based metaheuristics, on the other
hand, iteratively improve a single candidate solution by exploring
its neighborhood, including [84]], Tabu Search (TS)| [91],
and a suite of other algorithms. On the other hand, meta-
heuristic algorithms are classified based on their search type:
1) implicit, 2) explicit, and 3) direct search. Implicit search
methods rely on indirect mechanisms, such as probabilistic
transitions or stochastic choices, to explore the solution space
without explicitly computing gradients or directional moves. By
contrast, explicit search algorithms generate candidate solutions
using well-defined operators informed by heuristics or learned
models. Finally, direct search algorithms operate by evaluating
objective function values at sampled points and guiding the
search solely based on these values, without requiring derivative
or probabilistic models.




Regarding the algorithms include three primary cate-
gories: value-based, policy-based, and hybrid methods. Value-
based learns an estimate of the expected return (value
functions) for different states or state-action pairs and derives
policies indirectly by choosing actions that maximize these
values [92]]. Policy-based methods optimize the policy directly
through parameterized functions, often using gradient ascent
on expected returns [93[]. Hybrid methods combine value and
policy learning to leverage the strengths of both approaches,
such as[Soft Actor-Critic (SAC)| [Asynchronous Advantage Actor]
[Critic (A3C)l and [Advantage Actor-Critic (A2C)| [94]]. Further
classification in [RL] distinguishes algorithms based on their
interaction with the environment: off-policy and on-policy, or
model-based and model-free. On-policy algorithms learn solely
from data collected by the current policy being optimized, pro-
moting stable but sometimes sample-inefficient learning (e.g.,
[State—action—reward—state—action (SARSA)). Off-policy meth-
ods learn from data generated by different behavior policies,
which enhances sample efficiency, albeit at the cost of increasing
complexity (e.g., Q-learning). Model-based [RL] incorporates an
explicit or learned model of the environmental dynamics to plan
or simulate future states, yielding potentially expedited learning,
whereas model-free relies entirely on direct interactions.

Additionally, other [SO] methods include randomized algo-
rithms such as 1) stochastic gradient descent variants, 2) stochas-
tic approximate algorithms, and 3) Markov Chain Monte Carlo
methods, or hybrid algorithms which often combine metaheuris-
tics and by providing additional robustness in noisy or
complex solution spaces. Specifically, can be employed to
initialize solutions or tune parameters within a metaheuristic
framework, improving convergence speed and solution quality.
Conversely, metaheuristics are capable of controlling hyperpa-
rameters or of guiding exploration strategies in or
models, helping the optimizer to escape local optima or adapt
dynamically to changing environments. Such synergistic designs
support more flexible and resilient optimization frameworks
adapted to the multifaceted challenges of real-world problems.

2) Key features and considerations: Metaheuristics are high-
level optimization frameworks designed to address complex
problems where traditional methods are impractical due to non-
linearity, discontinuity, large search spaces, or the absence of
gradient information [90]. By employing stochastic operators to
explore the solution space, metaheuristics provide an efficient
alternative to exhaustive search when computational complexity
is prohibitive [8f], [81]]. Their effectiveness largely stems from
the ability to balance exploration and exploitation, thereby
improving the likelihood of attaining high-quality, near-optimal
solutions.

The general framework of [EAs]is depicted in Fig.[7] consisting
of two key steps: 1) reproduction and 2) natural selection.
Reproduction enables the inheritance of favorable traits from
parents to offspring through crossover of genes, while mutation
introduces random variations that preserve genetic diversity.
Natural selection ensures that fitter individuals, i.e., those better
adapted to their environment, are more likely to survive and
pass on their traits, whereas weaker individuals are gradually
eliminated. By imitating these mechanisms, iteratively
improve solution quality over successive generations, making
them a powerful paradigm for solving complex optimization
problems. A central component of is the representation
of solutions. Each individual encodes a candidate solution in
a bespoke structure tailored to the problem, and a collection of
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individuals forms the population. The encoded structure, called
the genotype, is decoded into the corresponding phenotype,
which can be evaluated against the problem objectives. For
instance, individuals can be encoded as phase-shift matrices for
optimization, where decoding yields passive beamforming
configurations that directly enhance system performance [75].
Likewise, in [UAV}enabled systems, individuals may represent
flight schedules or trajectories, with each genome encoding
task assignments or waypoint sequences for coordinated
operations [80]], [93].

The parent selection mechanism determines which individuals
are chosen to reproduce. Hence, parent selection is often biased
toward fitter individuals to exploit promising solutions, while
maintaining some degree of randomness to preserve population
diversity. New solutions are then created through genetic opera-
tors, including crossover and mutation [96]]. Crossover combines
information from parents to generate offspring that inherit the
advantageous traits of both, while mutation introduces random
modifications to preserve genetic diversity and allow exploration
of new solution regions.

The next step involves survivor selection, where a strategy
determines which individuals traverse into the next generation.
Common approaches include elitism [87]], where the best in-
dividuals are preserved unchanged, generational replacement,
where the entire population is replaced, or steady-state replace-
ment, where only a subset is updated. Finally, the evolutionary
process proceeds until a specific termination condition is met.
Termination may be defined by a fixed number of generations,
convergence of the population (e.g., minimal improvement over
iterations), or achievement of a desired fitness threshold. In
multi-objective optimization problems, termination can also de-
pend on the stabilization of the Pareto front [97].

Leveraging the general framework of inherit the
core components, such as the representation of individuals and
fitness evaluation, yet distinguish themselves through the design
of more effective genetic operators and selection mechanisms.
Various crossover strategies have been developed to address
different problem structures: shuffle one-point and multi-point
[98]]; cyclic crossover ensures that superior parental information
is preserved; ordered-crossover and partially matched crossover
are widely applied to permutation-based problems; and sim-
ulated binary crossover has proven effective for real-valued
representations [99]]. The mutation operator introduces stochastic
variation that prevents premature convergence and maintains
genetic diversity. The most common form is bit-flip based muta-
tion for binary-encoded solutions, while Gaussian or polynomial
mutations are typically employed for continuous-valued vectors.
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Moreover, depending on the representation, it is possible to
design problem-specific crossover and mutation operators that
exploit the specific structural characteristics of the encoding,
such as swapping mutation and exchange-based mutation for
virtual network function placement [100]. In offspring are
merged with the parent population, and selection is then applied
to determine the survivors for the next generation.

While single-objective [GAf have enjoyed popularity, many
wireless communication problems are inherently of multi-
objective nature requiring simultaneous optimization of conflict-
ing criteria, which leads to the concept of multi-objective [GAk
becoming indispensable. Pareto-based approaches, including
[Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm IT (NSGA-ID)| [101]],
and [Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm III (NSGA-IIT)|
[102], extend by integrating non-dominated sorting and
diversity-preserving mechanisms for efficiently approximating
the Pareto front. These algorithms generate a set of trade-off
solutions. As illustrated in Fig. [§] the key distinction between
standard and lies in their survivor selection
strategy. Instead of evaluating individuals solely by fitness, the
combined parent—offspring population is partitioned into non-
dominated fronts; lower-rank fronts are preserved first, while the
last admissible front is truncated using the so-called crowding
distance metric to maintain solution diversity. This mechanism
ensures a well-distributed Pareto front across multiple objec-
tives. However, often struggles when the number of
objectives grows beyond three, since the crowding distance be-
comes less effective in preserving diversity in high-dimensional
spaces. To address this limitation, (102] introduces
reference points as a diversity-preserving mechanism. These
reference points are pre-defined or adaptively generated along a
normalized hyperplane in the objective space. During selection,
if the number of individuals in the last front exceeds the
population limit, candidates are chosen based on their proximity
to these reference points, ensuring population diversity across
all objectives.

[Differential Evolution (DE)| [75] has emerged as another
powerful population-based which is particularly well-suited
for continuous-valued optimization problems [75], [103].
generates offspring through a process of differential mutation,
where new candidate solutions are created by perturbing ex-
isting individuals using scaled differences between randomly
chosen members of the population. Several popular mutation
strategies exist, such as DE/rand/1, DE/best/1, and DE/current-
to-best/1, each striking a different balance between exploration
and exploitation [104]. One of the key strengths of lies
in its simplicity and efficiency when dealing with real-valued
search spaces, since the mutation mechanism naturally adapts
to the scale of the problem and encourages robust global
search. Another distinguishing feature of is its selection
mechanism, where employs a one-to-one comparison, where
each offspring directly competes with its parent, and only the

better of the two survives into the next generation. This effective
greedy strategy ensures steady improvement of the population,
while maintaining computational efficiency

[Multi-objective Differential Evolution (MODE))| [|105]] extends
the framework by integrating the selection mechanisms
inspired by Pareto dominance and diversity preservation.
evaluates solutions through non-dominated sorting, assigning
ranks based on Pareto fronts and employing additional diver-
sity measures such as crowding distance or e-dominance to
maintain a well-distributed set of trade-off solutions. Refer-
ence point-based techniques can also be incorporated, enabling
decision makers to guide the search toward preferred regions
of the Pareto front, while preserving [DEJs flexible mutation
strategies [106]. A notable variant enhances this framework
by integrating immediate parent replacement with an external
population archive [107]. If a trial solution dominates its parent,
it replaces the parent directly to accelerate convergence, while
the replaced solution is stored in the archive; otherwise, the trial
solution is archived. At each generation, the current population
and archive are merged and then truncated using elite- and
diversity-preserving strategies inspired by This design
prevents the premature loss of dominated yet potentially valuable
solutions, thereby balancing convergence pressure with diversity
preservation and enabling more effective exploration of the
Pareto front [99].

Beyond and other paradigms within the [EAg| family

include [Genetic Programming (GP), [Evolutionary Strategies|
(ES)} and [Evolutionary Programming (EP)} each distinguished

by their representation and variation mechanisms [108].
evolves solutions represented as tree structures, which are com-
puter programs or symbolic expressions, allowing simultaneous
adaptation of both structure and parameters. This makes
particularly effective for challenging tasks such as symbolic
regression and automated design. By contrast, [ES] is developed
mainly for continuous-valued optimization, and it is character-
ized by self-adaptive control of mutation parameters, especially
step sizes. In contrast to [GAJs emphasis on recombination,
relies heavily on Gaussian mutations and employs (u,A) or
(1 + A) selection schemes to balance exploration and exploita-
tion, while dynamically adjusting the search. Additionally, [EP|
originally motivated by applications, entirely dispenses with
crossover and uses mutation as its sole variation operator. Its
individuals are often modeled as finite-state machines or real-
valued vectors, and evolutionary progress is achieved through
stochastic perturbations combined with tournament selection.

In parallel to the second major branch of population-
based metaheuristics is which is driven by the collective
behavior of agents, such as particles, ants, and bees. Specifically,
[ST exploits self-organization and local interactions among agents
to achieve global problem-solving [89], [109]. Agents exchange
heuristic information to collaboratively guide the optimization
process. Inspired by natural phenomena, such as bird flocks,
ant colonies, and fish schools, is inherently decentralized
and self-organized, with intelligence emerging from distributed
interactions among agents and their environment rather than
from a central controller. Operationally, swarm systems are
typically composed of simple agents that follow basic behavioral
rules, such as attraction or repulsion, and interact locally without
global knowledge. Although each agent is individually simple,
their collective interactions give rise to emergent intelligent
behaviors that enable the swarm to perform complex tasks,
such as discovering optimal paths or forming efficient group
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structures. This bottom-up paradigm underscores the power of
self-organization and has been formalized into a diverse range

of algorithms, such as (791, (89], and
Each of these approaches leverages collective

behavior and local interactions of swarms to address a wide
spectrum of optimization problems across various domains.

[PSO] represents candidate solutions as particles that move
through the search space according to both the personal best
experience and the information shared by other particles [79],
[109]). Position updates are governed by velocity equations that
combine inertia, cognitive, and social components, striking a
balance between exploration and exploitation. Several extensions
of [PSO| have been introduced to enhance its convergence be-
havior to reduce the risk of stagnation. Hybrid paradigms with
sorted particles improve optimization performance by integrating
diverse search strategies, while adaptive schemes dynamically
adjust paradigm ratios and constriction coefficients across iter-
ations to balance exploration and exploitation. Fully informed
search strategies, which incorporate information from the global
best solution in each generation, further mitigate premature
convergence by encouraging escape from local optima [79].
Moreover, leader-adaptive [PSO| combined with dimensionality
reduction has been proposed to improve scalability in high-
dimensional problems [110]. Multi-objective PSO_(MOPSO)|
introduces an external archive of Pareto-optimal solutions and
diversity-preserving selection strategies [111]]. Instead of con-
verging to a single optimum, [MOPSO| maintains a set of
trade-off solutions, with global exemplars selected from the
archive based on crowding distance, clustering, or grid-based
approaches. These advances extend the applicability of [PSO|
and its variants to both single-objective and multi-objective
optimization problems. Apart from this, [ACO]is inspired by the
collective foraging behavior of ants, in which artificial agents
construct solutions probabilistically based on their pheromone
trails and heuristic information [87]. Pheromone levels are
updated through evaporation and deposition, reinforcing com-
ponents associated with higher-quality solutions [89).

In multi-objective contexts, extensions employ either multiple
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pheromone matrices or aggregation strategies to approxi-
mate the Pareto front [113]]. Similarly, the concept divides
the population into employed, onlooker, and scout bees to search
the solution space [114]. Employed bees refine known food
sources, onlookers probabilistically select promising candidates,
and scouts introduce random solutions to preserve diversity.
Extensions focus on improving neighborhood search or biasing
exploration toward high-quality regions, while multi-objective
variants incorporate Pareto dominance to address conflicting
objectives.

Trajectory-based algorithms are single-solution metaheuristics
that explore the search space by iteratively transforming a current
solution along a guided trajectory defined by neighborhood
structures and acceptance criteria [83], [115]], [116]. The algo-
rithms maintain and refine only one solution at a time. Rep-
resentative approaches include [SA] which employs probabilistic
acceptance to escape local optima [85]); which uses memory-
based mechanisms to prevent cycling; |Iterated Local Search|
which alternates local search with solution perturbations
[115]; and [Guided Local Search (GLS)| which dynamically
penalizes frequently visited suboptimal features [116]. These
methods are effective for combinatorial and numerical opti-
mization problems where exploiting local structure and avoiding
premature convergence are critical.

Specifically, [SA] modifies the [CS] framework by introducing
a probabilistic acceptance criterion, allowing it to escape local
optima more effectively. accepts worse solutions with a
probability that decreases as the algorithm progresses, controlled
by a temperature parameter [117)]. This modification enables
to explore a broader solution space and potentially find
the global optimum. A key difference between [SA] and [LS] lies
in their specific neighbor selection and acceptance criteria.
follows a deterministic strategy, choosing the best-improving
solution, whereas [SA] uses the Metropolis criterion to
probabilistically accept worse solutions, enhancing exploration.

Regarding memory-based approaches, guides the search
process using deterministic rules augmented with adaptive mem-
ory structures. overcomes key limitations such as entrapment
in local optima regions through the use of memory-based
constraints and historical search information. In particular, a
tabu list is employed to temporarily forbid recently visited
solutions or prohibited moves, thereby preventing cycling and
promoting exploration of new solution regions [119]. The mem-
ory mechanisms in [TS] are typically hierarchical and adaptive,
encompassing short-term memory (e.g., tabu lists), long-term
memory for intensification and diversification, and aspiration
criteria that allow tabu restrictions to be overridden when a




solution is sufficiently promising [91]], [119]. These features
enable to dynamically adjust neighborhood structures based
on search history and problem-specific constraints. In summary,
Table. [ll| illustrates the innovative metaheuristic strategies imple-
mented for specific allocation of resources, probably in wireless
communication.

have recently emerged as a promising class of tech-
niques for tackling high-dynamic resource allocation problems
in networks. methods are designed as a dynamic and
adaptive framework that fits naturally within the family,
especially in sequential decision-making problems in the face of
uncertainty [94]]. In an agent interacts with an environment
to learn a policy that maximizes long-term cumulative reward
through trial-and-error, making it well-suited for online and
adaptive optimization in time-varying wireless systems. The
foundation of is modeled as a [Markov Decision Process
defined by a tuple (S, A, P, R,~), explicitly S is the
set of states; A is the set of actions; P(s'|s, a) is the probability
of transitioning to state s’ after taking action a in state s; R(s,a)
is the expected immediate reward; and v € [0, 1] is the discount
factor reflecting the importance of future rewards. Additionally,
a policy m(als) specifies the agent’s behavior by defining a
probability distribution over actions. The objective is to find
an optimal policy 7* that maximizes the expected return

Gt = Zk:o Y Reyrn, 3)

where G; denotes the return at time step ¢, R;ix4+1 is the
reward received (k + 1) steps ahead, and the discount factor ~
controls the trade-off between immediate and long-term rewards,
with smaller values favoring short-term gains and larger values
emphasizing future returns. Additionally, value functions are
used to evaluate policy performance. The state-value function
Vx(s) denotes the expected return from state s under policy m,
while the action-value function @ (s, a) represents the expected
return obtained by taking action a in state s and subsequently
following 7. These quantities can be computed recursively using
the Bellman equations as [94]

Va(s) =B {>" " A"RuprnilSi=s}, @
Qr(s,a) =E.{G¢|St = s, 4 =a}. 5)

Here, S; and A; are the state and action at time step ¢, respec-
tively. The optimal state-value function V*(s) is the maximum
expected return achievable from state s over all policies and
satisfies the Bellman optimality equation, which expresses the
state value as the maximum expected sum of the immediate
reward and the discounted value of subsequent states [94]]

V¥(s) = R(s,a +vz (s']s,a)V*(s")].

On the other hand, the optimal action-value function Q* (s, a) es-
timates the maximum expected return. The relationship between
Q*(s,a) and future reward is formally based on the Bellman
optimality equation, which is defined as follows [94]

Q*(s,a) = R(s,a +’yz

In terms of the value-based approach, such as those in Q-
learning, [SARSA| and [Deep Q-Network (DQN)| methods focus
on estimating the action-value function, which is then used to
derive the optimal policy. These methods leverage the Bellman
equation to update value functions over time, gradually refining
their estimation of long-term rewards. The stochastic nature of

(6)

IIl ax

(7

(s']s,a maXQ (s',a’).

wireless environments, characterized by random state transitions
due to fading channels or user mobility, is addressed by averag-
ing over multiple experiences to obtain robust value estimates.
For instance, Q-learning has been applied to dynamic spectrum
access and transmit power control [123]], where channel con-
ditions vary probabilistically, and the agent must learn optimal
strategies without explicit knowledge of the system model [82].
However, value-based methods often struggle in continuous
action spaces and may require discretization, which can limit per-
formance in fine-grained control tasks such as beamforming or
power allocation. Policy-based methods, including REINFORCE
[124]], [Twin Delayed Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (TD3)]
Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (DDPG)| [94], [Trust Re-]
gion Policy Optimization (TRPO)| [125], and [Proximal Policy]
Optimization (PPO)| [126], directly parameterize and optimize
the policy function, making these methods particularly effective
in modeling stochastic policies, where actions are selected
according to a state-dependent stochastic policy. Additionally,
approaches are adaptive and can be tuned according to the
context of the problem, as illustrated in Table [[LI

3) Lessons learned: No single algorithm is universally
optimal; instead, performance depends strongly on problem
characteristics. are particularly effective for discrete or
mixed optimization problems due to their effective exploration
of large search spaces via crossover and mutation. and
are eminently well-suited for continuous optimization problems,
particularly for those having non-linear objective functions and
multiple local optima, and can be combined to enhance search
efficiency, while also offering faster convergence. Other
algorithms are effective for optimization tasks requiring cooper-
ative behaviors, like network routing, and can be enhanced by
combining them with global search strategies. Additionally,
based algorithms are effective when neighborhood structures are
explicitly defined, as they systematically exploit local informa-
tion to refine solutions and escape poor local optima through
adaptive exploration. algorithms are ideal for dynamic
decision-making problems, and can be integrated with for
adaptability in a fluctuating environment. Thus, the algorithm
orchestrations depend on the problem characteristics, and an
adaptive approach can significantly improve solution quality and
computational efficiency.

V. FOR RESOURCE ALLOCATION IN[NGINETWORKS

This section examines the strategic application of tech-
niques in [NG]| networks, addressing two critical questions. First,
we examine the driving forces behind the current adoption of
analyzing why the escalating complexity and heterogeneity of
environments necessitate a paradigm shift toward stochastic
methods (open question five). Second, we investigate the practi-
cal efficiency of these techniques in resolving intricate resource
allocation challenges posed by cutting-edge technologies
(open question six).

Open question five: Why is now the right time for adoption
of [SO|in the context of [NG| networks?

1) Background: networks demand efficient allocation of
spectrum, power, time, and computing resources under highly
dynamic and non-stationary conditions [81]], [92]. Fluctuating
channel conditions, user mobility, time-varying traffic, and
inter-node interference create a probabilistic environment that
challenges traditional deterministic optimization methods [8§]].



Table II: Innovative strategies in metaheuristic algorithms

Algorithm | Improvement
GA - Scalari;ation—baseq transformatipn of _mulFi—oinective problgm ?nto single-objective formulation [120] ]
- - Constraint-aware fitness evaluation using invalid-solution filtering and parameter-free penalty mechanisms [76]
- Problem-driven population initialization via conditioned random sampling [96|] and cluster-aware assignment strategies [[121]]
'2 IDE - Adaptive mutation and crossover strategies with operator selection [[75] and parameter control guided by population fitness [[104]
2] - Weighted-sum-based scalarization for handling multi-objective optimization [103]]
% S]] PSO - Distribution-aware particle initialization to improve early-stage exploration [95],
| - Hybridframeworks integrating evolutionary operators for enhanced global exploration and refinement [95], [109]
g - Constraint handling through parameter-free penalty—based fitness evaluation [109]
- Scalarization-based multi-objective optimization using weighted sum vector [79]
- Grouping—merging particle update mechanisms with diversity preservation and precision-aware perturbations [[79]
ACO - Heterogeneous pheromone modeling with learning-assisted heuristics for adaptive solution construction and pheromone updating [87], and using a
neural network heuristics [89]
SA| - Learning-assisted parameter adaptation using neural network—based surrogate modeling [122]
- Hybrid logal gearch fliarx?ew9rks gombining Asimulated anpealing, tabu mﬁ?chani-sms, and cross-entrf)py—bflsed neighborhood' exploration [117];
- Quantum-inspired optimization via [Quadratic Unconstrained Binary Optimization (QUBO)| modeling with analytically derived penalty bounds and
scaling strategies. [118]
TS Learning-assisted initialization and probability-guided neighborhood moves with early stopping criteria [119]
Table III: Innovative strategies in [RL
Algorithm Improvement
Q-Learning - Problem-aware state abstraction and latency-driven reward design leveraging channel correlation information [127]
3 - Enhanced u?mp(')ral—di.fference learning with eligibility traces, multi-objective reward formulation, and adaptive learning-rate control [[128]
] - Q-value estimation using |L0ng Short-term Memory (LSTM)] for fast convergence [[129]
"3 SARSA| - Multi-step temporal-difference updates with eligibility traces and deep function approximation using [Deep Neural Network (DNN)]S and replay
% buffers for improved convergence stability [[130]
> ExpecﬂﬁARSAl - Variance-reduced value updates through expectation over action distributions [94]
IDQN]| - Deep value-function approximation with experience replay and target networks, including overestimation mitigation via DoubleM [131]
E IPPO - Clustering-based interaction reduction to improve scalability in multi-agent settings [95]
ks - MuIFitagent with c@nlrali@d}raining 'and distributed execution, inc'o'rporaling' global‘ rewards and state normalization for cooperative learning [128]]
é - Stability-aware policy optimization via Lyapunov-based decomposition and hlerarchlcal [125]
S IDDPG - Prediction-assisted continuous control with |QoS} and energy-aware reward design [[132]
-% - Predictive localization through am that forecasts the future positions of vehicular users and eavesdropper [[133]
A TD3| - History-aware actor modeling with ESTM and action-space regularization [[134]
- Trajectory-aware actor—critic optimization with delayed updates and target policy smoothing [135]
Dyna-Q - Hybrid model-based planning and model—freeM
;% SAC| - Entropy-regularized actor—critic learning with privacy-aware reward modeling [136]
@)
é IA3C - Asynchronous parallel actor—critic learning for scalable training
£ A2C] - Synchronous actor—critic learning with batched gradient updates [94]

provides a principled framework for adaptive and data-
driven decision-making by incorporating randomness, proba-
bilistic modeling, and learning from both historical and real-
time observations, thereby enhancing robustness and flexibil-
ity in resource allocation. Modern advances in computational
capabilities and network intelligence have made stochastic ap-
proaches increasingly practical and scalable for networks.
As networks evolve toward [Ultra-Reliable Low-Latency Com-|
[munication (URLLC), enhanced mobile broadband, and massive
machine-type communications, emerges as a critical tool to
ensure stability, efficiency, and intelligent resource management
in the [NG] era.

2) Key features and considerations: As wireless networks
scale in size, density, and service diversity, several factors make
the adoption of computationally efficient [SO|not only timely but
essential for attaining high performance and prompt adaptability.
Tab. highlights the challenges of resource allocation in the
networks and the benefits of [SO] which includes as:

Scalability is a fundamental barrier to the adoption of
in large-scale systems. networks are expected to support
millions of devices in ultra-dense deployments, resulting in
high-dimensional optimization problems with rapidly increas-
ing complexity [137]], [[138]]. The robustness of distributed
algorithms leads to excellent convergence properties even when
the network has unprecedented sizes, in contrast to centralized
approaches that become computationally intractable. Advanced
distributed frameworks leverage consensus-based mecha-
nisms that enable network nodes to collaboratively solve global
optimization problems without centralized coordination [139].

These techniques maintain robust convergence guarantees under
communication delays and link failures, making them well-
suited for large-scale deployments where perfect synchronization
is impossible [[140]]. The scalability and robustness of modern
[SQ| techniques enable the decomposition of complex network-
wide optimization problems into manageable subproblems. This
decomposition ensures that computational complexity grows
polynomially rather than exponentially with network size, while
preserving performance guarantees [[141]].

Partial observability and learning under uncertainty pose
significant challenges in network optimization, where com-
plete system state information is often available due to measure-
ment limitations, estimation errors, and communication delays
[142]. provides inherent robustness to partial observability
by explicitly incorporating uncertainty into the optimization
framework, enabling effective decision making under incom-
plete information. These methods maintain robust performance
by modeling uncertainty explicitly and providing probabilistic
guarantees on optimization outcomes. This robustness ensures
network performance degradation as observability decreases,
rather than catastrophic failure. techniques integrated with
enable radio networks to learn effective resource allocation
strategies through exploration and exploitation under unknown
system dynamics [[143]].

Non-convexity and convergence guarantees: Non-convex
optimization problems are fundamental in wireless networks due
to unpredictable interference patterns, discrete resource alloca-
tion constraints, and complex objective functions [144], [[145]].
Traditional optimization methods often become trapped in local



Table IV: Design considerations and the role of in networks

[Design Consideration NG Network Challenge Role of I%'

Example Techniques

Scalability Massive device connectivity in

ultra-dense deployments

supports scalable decision-making by decentralizing
computation and approximating in high-dimensional spaces

GA| Deep Q-Learning, Decentralized|
IMulti-Agent Reinforcement Learning (MARL)|

[Partial Observability Limited or delayed feedback due to

constrained control channels

exploits stochastic observations to derive near-optimal
decisions without full state information

Thompson Sampling, Bayesian Optimization

[Non-convexity Joint optimization of user associa-

tion, power control, beamforming

explores non-convex landscapes to identify feasible high-
quality solutions beyond deterministic methods

Deep with exploration strategies|

IReal-Time Constraints Ultra-low latency requirements

SO| supports fast convergence and online adaptation under
strict latency budgets

Model-free [RL] Online Mirror Descent, Meta-|
heuristics with early stopping

Multi-Objective Trade-offs

Conflicting

approximates Pareto frontiers to balance trade-offs
among multiple objectives dynamically

NSGA-IH NSGA-II!

Integration with E] Models

native networks require

runtime adaptability and resilience

provides a robust optimization layer for training, infer-
ence, and deployment under uncertainty

Stochastic Gradient Langevin Dynamics, Ban-

dit Algorithms, [SO] for [CCM] pipeline tuning

[Dynamic Topologies Non-stationary networks with mo-

bile users, UAV|§, and edge nodes

glsso adapts policies and resource allocation to evolving
network topologies

Adaptive[R_Ll Online Learning with Drift De-|
tection, Contextual Bandits

[Limited Labelled Data /
[Prior Knowledge

Sparse measurements in emerging
or under-deployed regions

leverages prior distributions and sample-efficient learn-
ing to operate with limited or delayed feedback.

Bayesian Transfer Learning with pri-|
ors, Gaussian Processes

optima, limiting their effectiveness in complex and time-varying
wireless environments. Robust algorithms provide theoreti-
cal convergence guarantees even for non-convex problems by
leveraging advanced techniques such as sophisticated variance
reduction and momentum methods [146]. These algorithms
can escape local optima and converge to globally optimal or
near-optimal solutions with high probability, ensuring consistent
performance across diverse operating conditions. Stochastic gra-
dient descent with variance reduction techniques demonstrates
robust convergence properties in non-convex settings. Its con-
vergence rate remains stable even under noisy gradient estimates
[147]. This robustness is crucial for wireless applications,
where gradient computations are often corrupted by channel
noise or interference.

Real-time constraints and computational efficiency: Real-
time constraints require optimization algorithms that can de-
liver solutions within strict time limits, often on the order of
milliseconds for critical applications [|148]]. The computational
robustness of |SO| algorithms enables near-optimal solutions even
under severe time constraints, making them well-suited for time-
sensitive wireless applications. Online algorithms adapt to
time-varying network conditions in real time while maintaining
robust performance guarantees [85]]. This robustness ensures
stable performance even when the wireless environment deviates
from design assumptions.

Multi-objective trade-offs and Pareto optimization: Again,
the multi-objective optimization of wireless networks requires
balancing conflicting objectives, such as energy efficiency, la-
tency, throughput, and reliability [[149]. Robust provides
mathematical frameworks for handling multi-objective trade-
offs, while ensuring that performance guarantees are maintained
across all objectives. Pareto-based optimization identifies non-
dominated frontiers of competing objectives while remaining
robust to uncertainty in objective weights and constraints [[101]].

Dynamic topologies and adaptive algorithms: Dynamic
topology changes in wireless networks, driven by user mobility,
node failures, and time-varying connectivity, pose significant
challenges for optimization algorithms [[150]. As a remedy,
robust algorithms can adapt to topology changes in real-
time while maintaining convergence guarantees and exhibiting
stable performance.

3) Lessons learned: Unlike deterministic methods that rely
on static or average-case assumptions and are prone to local
optima, incorporates probabilistic modeling, randomness,
and data-driven adaptation to maintain stable performance under
fluctuating channels, unpredictable mobility, and dynamic inter-

ference. Distributed and decomposition-based frameworks
address scalability challenges in ultra-dense deployments
with polynomial complexity growth and robust convergence
under imperfect synchronization. [SO|further mitigates partial ob-
servability through explicit uncertainty modeling and learning-
based approaches, enabling informed decision making with
incomplete or delayed system information. For non-convex opti-
mization problems common in wireless environments, advanced
[SOJtechniques such as variance reduction and momentum-based
methods facilitate prompt escape from local optima and promote
near-global solutions. Moreover, the computational efficiency of
online algorithms supports stringent real-time constraints
by delivering near-optimal solutions within millisecond-level la-
tency budgets. Finally,[SO['s capability to balance multi-objective
trade-offs through Pareto optimization, alongside its adaptability
to dynamic network topologies, underscores its role as an
essential tool for ensuring stability, efficiency, and intelligent
resource management in systems.

Open question six: How is [SO| applied to address the resource
allocation posed by the cutting-edge technologies of [NG|
networks?

4) Background: Although the cutting edge technologies can
significantly enhance network capacity, coverage, and flexibility,
they also introduce highly dynamic and stochastic resource
allocation challenges. For example, [RIS}assisted systems re-
quire optimization of reflection coefficients under incomplete
and time-varying channel information, resulting in highly non-
convex problems. Massive and Cell-Free Massive
demand large-scale stochastic optimization of power control
and user association to adapt to dynamic channels and user
mobility. Space—air networks with and satellites face
rapidly changing topologies, necessitating real-time stochastic
decisions for scheduling, coverage, and handovers. In
[Edge Computing (MEC)| uncertainty in wireless links, server
capacity, and user mobility complicates task offloading decisions
for latency-sensitive services. Underwater acoustic communica-
tions further challenge resource allocation due to severe channel
variability, long delays, and energy constraints. These character-
istics make essential for efficient resource management in
highly dynamic and uncertain NG networks. Applications of [SO|
in networks are summarized in Tab. [Vl

5) Key features and considerations:

is primarily applied to joint active-passive resource
allocation problems characterized by non-convex objective func-
tions, unit-modulus constraints, and imperfect channel state




Table V: Applications of in networks

NG-Network Ref. Year Obj. Var. Algorithm Contribution
[75] 2022 Single Continuous The roulette wheel method selects one of the three mutation operators based on a weight vector,
which is updated according to the fitness of the best individual

RIS [104] 2023 Single Continuous Use multiple mutation operators and the control parameters of the mutation and crossover operators
are dynamically adapted to the search behavior

[117] 2024 Single Mixed Hybrid metaheuristics combining modified tabu search, simulated annealing, and cross-
entropy—based neighborhood exploration, applied to decoupled optimization

[103] 2024 Multiple Discrete Convert multi-objective optimization to single-objective using a weighted-sum vector; each individ-
ual is represented by a quantum vector, from which a binary vector is generated, and each binary
string is then decoded to its corresponding decimal value

[149] 2022 Multiple Continuous Propose a fitness function that is based on objectives, use K-means clustering to divide differential
evolution population into three groups with different mutation operators ‘

Massive [MU-MIM :] [151]) 2022 Single Mixed Decompose the problem into three subproblem: employ K-means clustering for [UAV| deployment
and user pairing, for hybrid beamforming to maximize hit probability, and for optimal
power allocation

[137] 2023 Single Continuous Distributed cooperative multi-agent reinforcement learning framework where each user acts as a
learning agent for joint resource allocation using only local information

[152] 2023 Single Continuous The problem is modeled as a [MDP| under stochastic and time-varying channels, and the deep
deterministic policy gradient algorithm is employed to optimize both the joint covariance matrix
design at the base station and the passive beamforming design

[138] 2025 Single Continuous Propose an enhanced genetic algorithm that employs multi-point randomized crossover combined
with a forced local mutation mechanism around the current population optimum

[153] 2023 Single Discrete Binary-encoded |GA| with single-point crossover, bit-flip mutation, and roulette-wheel selection

[95] 2023 Single Continuous The initialization process adopts a normal distribution, incorporates GArs crossover operation, |DE[s

. mutation and natural selection mechanisms into ESO to escape local optima

Satellite-UAV [109] 2024 Single Mixed Integrate [GA| to refine select particles in each |PSO| generation and use a parameter-free penalty

function

187 2024 Multiple Discrete Introduce heterogeneous colonies with different objective preferences, each using five pheromone
matrix pairs; design feasible solution generation method for solution construction, solution division
method for quality improvement, and pheromone update method for adaptive pheromone updating

[89] 2025 Multiple Discrete ACO| guides routing using neural network heuristics; ants explore paths via state transition, update
pheromones based on cost-quality, and iteratively improve routing for Transformer-based VNF
embedding

[118] 2025 Single Continuous Employ [Quantum Annealing (QA)] on [QUBO] models, enhanced by deriving penalty bounds
and optimizing scaling parameters with Taylor approximation and Mixed-integer linear fractional
programming, avoiding heuristic tuning

[120] 2021 Multiple Discrete Convert multi-objective optimization to single-objective using a weighted-sum vector; binary-
encoded G_K with single-point crossover, bit-flip mutation, and invalid-individual removal

Sensing & Comm. | [76] 2024 Single Mixed Hybrid GAHPSOI where in each |PSO| generation, part of the population is refined by Gél The
fitness is evaluated via a parameter-free penalty function to handle constraints

[96] 2022 Single Discrete Individual is represented by a two-dimensional concatenated matrix, with initialization performed
using conditioned random search instead of purely random generation

[121] 2025 Single Discrete Generates the initial population with a higher likelihood of assigning a provider to a requester
within the same cluster, and applies a tournament selection strategy with a larger tournament size

[154] 2022 Single Mixed Integrate |PSO| unequal clustering and adaptive updates of cluster sizes

Underwater Comm.| [155] 2024 Multiple Discrete Enhance [NSGA-TI) with a labeled tree-based encoding scheme, steering angle prior information,

and a hash-based memory search mechanism
[156] 2025 Single Mixed Combine model-based optimization (bisection and Lagrange dual) and DDPS:r] for spectrum
assignment
[150] 2024 Multiple Continuous Temperature-based perturbation, domain-specific tuning
Oth [122] 2023 Multiple Continuous Neural network is trained to model geometry—S-parameter relation; [S;A;] optimizes geometric
thers parameters via the ANN surrogate to broaden bandwidth while keeping the required center
frequency
[119] 2024 Single Continuous DeepEigNet initialization, probability-guided moves, and an early stopping mechanism
[79] 2025 Multiple Continuous Convert multi-objective optimization to single-objective using a weighted-sum vector; integrate
a grouping and merging strategy that enhances information sharing and diversity by allowing
particles to learn within groups and periodically merge in a controlled manner; precision-matched
perturbations are introduced to maintain search momentum

information. A representative class of studies formulates joint
beamforming and phase-shift design problems under throughput-
or fairness-oriented objectives. For example, Zhi et al. [[157]
considered sum-rate and max-min rate maximization in [RIS}
assisted massive uplink systems, where a novel
[GA] is employed to search over coupled active beamforming
vectors and [RIS| phase configurations. Regarding high-frequency
scenarios, [SI}based methods have been adopted to cope with
severe path loss and blockage effects. In [158]], an [RIS}aided
[Millimeter Wave (mmWave) Massive uplink is con-
sidered, where [PSO]is employed to jointly design beamformers
and phase shifts. The problem is formulated as achievable-
rate maximization under practical constraints on transmit power,
beamforming structure, and phase range, with search-
ing over the coupled active and passive beamforming variables.
Specifically, the [RIS| phase shifts are treated as particle positions

that are iteratively updated based on both their individual best
performance and on the global best performance of the swarm.
The presence of an optimized by [PSQ] alleviates the delete-
rious disruptive effects of the wireless propagation environment.

When network dynamics and mobility are explicitly consid-
ered, learning-based techniques are introduced to handle
complex decision spaces. Mei et al. [82] proposed a
Reinforcement Learning (DRL)|framework for jointly optimizing
[UAV] trajectory and phase-shift in a [RIS}assisted
communication system, aiming for minimizing the[UAV]s overall
propulsion energy usage across all time slots. The system
involves a serving ground terminals with the aid of a
deployed on buildings to overcome blockages. The authors
employ [Double Deep Q-Network (DDQN)| for discrete
actions and [DDPG| for continuous control, both integrating
phase adaptation. Reliability-oriented designs further extend




[SOJ applications beyond rate-based objectives. Chien et al. [8]]
explored the optimization of communication reliability in
assisted systems as a multivariate function of both
the phase shifts introduced by the and the beamforming
vectors of the BS. To tackle this, the authors proposed a
algorithm and invoked techniques at the end of each gen-
eration, allowing effective handling of the non-convex
[Error Rate (SER)| optimization problem, helps to avoid getting
stuck in local optima.

Overall, existing [SO}based studies on [RIS}assisted networks
can be broadly categorized into metaheuristic-driven approaches
for joint active—passive beamforming under unit-modulus con-
straints, and learning-based frameworks for dynamic scenarios
involving mobility, mixed discrete—continuous decisions, and
long-term performance objectives.

Massive [MU-MIMOJCell-Free Massive
techniques are widely adopted to address large-scale and time-
varying resource allocation problems involving communication,
computing, and energy management. Tilahun et al. [137] formu-
lated a joint communication-and-computing optimization prob-
lem to minimize the total energy consumption of users in a Cell-
Free Massive MU-MIMO}assisted MEC]| network under stringent
latency constraints. Both task arrivals and wireless channel states
are modeled as stochastic processes. To enable scalable real-
time decision making, the authors proposed a[MARL] framework
with centralized training and decentralized execution, allowing
distributed agents to coordinate resource allocation decisions
without excessive signaling overhead. Kurma et al. [152] investi-
gated [Resource Efficiency (RE) optimization in [RIS}aided full-
duplex IMU-MIMO]| systems comprising a multi-antenna [Base]
Stations (BS)] uplink and downlink users, and distributed [RISE.
The optimization objective is to maximize defined as a
weighted combination of [Spectral Efficiency (SE)| and [Energy]
[Efficiency (EE)] subject to power constraints and unit-modulus
RIS| phase-shift constraints. The non-convex joint optimization
problem is addressed by a policy-gradient-based [DRL] framework
with an actor—critic architecture and experience replay under
dynamic channel conditions. As a further extension, Chen et al.
[138] studied polarized hybrid beamforming in reconfigurable
antenna sub-arrays for[mmWave] multi-user Massive
systems. The beamforming design is formulated as a masking
matrix selection problem, where the polarization distribution,
digital beamforming, and analog beamforming, implemented
via phase shifters, are jointly optimized to maximize the sum
rate. To solve this problem, the authors compared random mask
sampling, a conventional [GA] and an enhanced [GA]incorporating
targeted perturbation strategies, highlighting the role of evolu-
tionary search in exploring large combinatorial beamforming
spaces. Finally, Chien et al. [159] employed augmented [DE]
for phase optimization in Cell-Free Massive [MU-MIMO]
channel estimation. By injecting targeted perturbations into elite
candidates, the method minimizes normalized mean squared
error while mitigating premature convergence.

in Massive and Cell-Free Massive [MU-MIMOQ| systems

is predominantly driven by scalability and coordination require-
ments. Learning-based approaches, particularly multi-agent and
policy-gradient are employed to enable distributed decision
making across antennas, users, and edge resources, while
and [ST}based methods are leveraged to handle high-dimensional,
mixed-integer, and gradient-intractable beamforming and config-
uration problems.

Airborne communication: Optimizing resource usage in

space-air communication involves challenging path planning
problems characterized by complex 3D environments, dynamic
obstacles, and energy constraints. In [85]], Yu et al. formulated
the trajectory planning task as an NP-hard optimization
problem to minimize a weighted path cost capturing the prop-
agation distance, obstacle avoidance, yaw and pitch angles,
and altitude constraints. To address the non-convex and multi-
objective nature of this problem, the authors employed a hybrid
framework that integrates for escaping local optima
and a dimensional learning strategy to improve convergence
behavior. This aims for a balance between exploration versus
exploitation for high-quality trajectory planning. Regard-
ing a network-layer perspective, airborne communication also
face resource allocation challenges at higher protocol layers,
particularly in content delivery and caching under dynamic de-
mand and limited opportunities. The research [[160] investigated
a three-layer airborne communication architecture integrating
satellites, terrestrial base stations, and aircraft-assisted caching.
The content placement problem is formulated to minimize end-
to-end delivery latency while accounting for time-varying con-
tent popularity, heterogeneous cache capacities, and constrained
communication durations. To address this problem, the authors
modeled content placement and delivery as a Markov decision
process and employed a [DRL}-based approach to learn adaptive
caching policies in dynamic airborne environments.

in airborne communication networks is mainly applied
at two levels: trajectory-level optimization to handle mobility
and environmental uncertainty, and network-layer resource man-
agement to adapt content delivery and caching decisions under
dynamic demand and connectivity constraints.

Satellite communication: methods are utilized in op-
timizing constellation layouts of satellites, dynamically
steering beams, and judiciously allocating both spectrum and
power under uncertain link conditions to maximize coverage and
throughput. Song et al. [161] investigated task scheduling for
a group of electromagnetic exploration satellites by formulating
the problem as a mixed-integer optimization task that maximizes
detection profit. To solve this problem, a[GA]is combined with a
learning-based adaptation mechanism, where a recurrent neural
network dynamically adjusts crossover and mutation parameters
under the guidance of a policy-gradient RL] strategy. This hybrid
design enables adaptive search behavior in evolving large-scale
satellite scheduling scenarios. Beyond scheduling, learning-
based frameworks have been adopted for joint resource
allocation and caching in integrated terrestrial—satellite systems.
In [[162]], Li et al. proposed a[MARL] framework based on [Multi]
[Agent Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient (MADDPG)|to jointly
optimize user association, power control, and cache placement
in satellite-assisted [Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access (NOMA)
networks. The problem is formulated as a constrained [EE]
maximization task, where different agents coordinate to manage
communication and caching decisions. In addition to throughput-
oriented objectives, information freshness has emerged as an
important performance metric in satellite-enabled networks.

in satellite communication primarily addresses mixed-
integer scheduling and long-term resource coordination in dy-
namic, large-scale, and heterogeneous environments, enabling
adaptive decision making under time-varying traffic demands,
diverse link conditions, and complex system architectures.

[Integrated Sensing and Communication (ISAC); is
employed to manage tightly coupled sensing—communication
resource allocation under mobility, uncertainty, and dynamic




traffic conditions. Typical challenges include joint bandwidth,
power allocation, infrastructure activation, and latency—sensing
trade-offs in highly dynamic environments. Zhang et al. [163]
studied optimization in vehicle-to-infrastructure systems
by maximizing the aggregate radar sensing rate across multi-
ple and time segments. The problem involves joint base
station activation and bandwidth allocation under stochastic
network conditions. The authors, then, adopted a approach
using a double which simultaneously learns the optimal
bandwidth distribution and selection. The approach enables
adaptive decision-making across sensing and communication di-
mensions. In Internet of Vehicles scenarios, Liu et al. [|164] con-
sidered [SAC}-enabled multi{BS|systems under spectrum scarcity.
The resource allocation problem is decomposed into two stages,
where a framework dynamically allocates transmission
power and channels based on vehicle locations to maximize
followed by a[DQN]that assigns bandwidth to further coordinate
communication performance while satisfying sensing constraints
and adapting to varying traffic loads. [[SAC| optimization has
also been investigated in high-mobility scenarios such as
assisted high-speed rail systems. Qiao et al. [165] formulated
a mixed-integer nonlinear optimization problem to maximize
the fair sum rate of passengers under radar sensing constraints.
Then, a hybrid approach is employed, combining the
convergence capabilities of [PSO| with the strong global search
capability of [GA] In the [PSO] phase, particles navigate the search
space by adjusting the positions based on their own personal
bests and the swarm’s global best.

Mobile edge computing: methods have demonstrated
strong potential in efficiently managing task distribution and
resource scheduling amidst erratically fluctuating unpredictable
demands. Goudarzi er al. [80] investigated a [UAV}assisted
architecture consisting of a cloud center, mobile edge
servers mounted on [UAVE, and mobile users coordinated via an
[Software-Defined Networking (SDN)|controller. To overcome is-
sues such as limited accessibility and high energy consumption,
the authors proposed a cooperative that jointly optimizes
task offloading and bandwidth allocation under energy and com-
munication constraints. Multi-objective task offloading has also
been extensively studied in systems. Wang et al. [[166] pro-
posed a comprehensive multiobjective optimization framework
for task offloading, power allocation, and resource scheduling in
multi-user, multi-server MEC] systems. Each offloading decision
must balance three conflicting objectives: minimizing response
time, energy consumption, and usage cost, while operating
under constraints such as limited server resources and device
power budgets. To solve this, the authors developed an improved
multiobjective [EA| based on decomposition, which encodes deci-
sions into chromosomes and employs potent constraint-handling
strategies, crossover/mutation operations, and decision-making
methods for solution selection, such as simple additive weighting
or multiple criteria-based decision-making. Partial computation
offloading has been considered to enhance @ Bi et al. [88]
designed an partial computation offloading strategy for
supporting smart mobile devices, aiming for minimizing
the total energy consumption by jointly optimizing offloading
ratios, central processing unit speeds, bandwidth allocations, and
transmission power, subject to latency, resource, and energy con-
straints. Then, the authors proposed a novel hybrid metaheuristic
algorithm, namely |Genetic Simulated-Annealing-based Particle]
[Swarm Optimization (GSP) Specifically, the [GAJs crossover
and mutation operations are applied for producing superior
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Figure 11: Hybridization of metaheuristics and @

particles and for enhancing the [PSOfs global search capability.
Additionally, the [SA]s Metropolis acceptance rule is used when
updating particle positions, allowing the algorithm to escape
local optima.

Underwater acoustic communications: plays a critical
role in overcoming severe energy constraints, hostile time-variant
channel conditions, and multi-hop routing challenges. Hou et al.
[154] investigated energy-aware clustering and routing in three-
dimensional [Underwater Acoustic Sensor Networks (UASNs)|
by formulating a network lifetime maximization problem that
balances energy consumption among sensor nodes. The opti-
mization focuses on joint cluster-head selection, cluster size
configuration, and routing path planning, with objective func-
tions incorporating residual energy, communication distance,
and load distribution. A [PSO}based approach is adopted to
iteratively explore feasible clustering and routing configurations
under dynamic topology conditions.

Joint spectrum and power allocation problems have been ad-
dressed in underwater environments. Tang et al. [156| presented
a comprehensive solution for resource allocation in
where sensor nodes transmit data to a central sink over harsh
underwater acoustic channels. The goal is to maximize the
minimum rate across all users, subject to constraints on power
allocation and partial spectrum sharing. As the absence of
closed-form spectrum assignment models and the presence of
non-convex interference coupling, the authors combined a
for coarse spectrum allocation with a approach based
on to refine power and spectrum decisions in a data-
driven manner. The [GA]is initially applied for approximating the
global optimum, while the [DRL}based approach is employed to
efficiently explore the entire solution space and achieve the opti-
mal resource allocation. Energy harvesting and mobility further
increase the complexity of underwater resource management.
Han ez al. [167] studied a cooperative uplink [UASNs| with mobile
relays powered by energy harvesting. The problem of jointly
optimizing relay selection and transmission power is formulated
to maximize long-term uplink capacity under battery and power
constraints. The main challenge lies in the coupled discrete-
continuous nature of the problem, aggravated by the stochastic
nature of energy harvesting, node mobility, and limited channel
information. To overcome these challenges, the authors leveraged
a divide-and-conquer [DRL}based approach. DQN]for relay selec-
tion and for power allocation, along with a reconstructed
state space and an adaptive reward mechanism that balances
short-term throughput with long-term energy sustainability.

Performance results: In Fig. [13] we consider a Massive
system in which a [BS| having up to 100 antennas serves
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Figure 13: Pareto front obtained by INSGA-II| for the joint
design of elements and the number of antennas at the
[BS] considering the three different objectives.

50 users uniformly distributed within an area of 0.5 x 0.5 km?.
To enhance communication performance, a having 256
elements is installed in the coverage area and the channel
information is modeled according to [8]. A multi-objective
optimization problem jointly designs the number of active [BS|
antennas and the configuration of [RIS] elements for simultane-
ously maximizing three objectives: sum rate, minimum rate,
and [EE] Fig. [13a) demonstrates the convergence performance
of the algorithm, configured with a population size
of 100 and 100 generations. The Pareto front obtained closely
approximates the true front after approximately 10,000 fitness
evaluations. The 2D Pareto front between [EEl and minimum rate
illustrates the robustness and diversity preservation capability of

in capturing trade-offs among the objectives.

In Fig. [T4] we consider a network where a ground [BS|
communicates with equipped with backscatter devices
that relay information to end users. We formulate a novel
optimization problem for jointly determining the dynamic time-
splitting ratio and flight trajectory of the under imperfect
channel state information, while considering key factors such
as flight duration, altitude, and transmission power. The
performance comparison between a deterministic [BCD}based
algorithm and various [SO] algorithms, including [GA]
[SA] [Grey Wolf Optimizer (GWO)] and [ABC] under different
transmit power levels of the GBS. Quantitatively, the achievable
rate consistently increases with the GBS transmit power for
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Figure 14: Stochastic versus deterministic optimization for
joint trajectory and dynamic time-splitting ratio in a
two{UAV}assisted system.

all methods, where the [SO| algorithms substantially outperform
the [BCD] benchmark. Specifically, the [SO| techniques achieve
rate improvements ranging from 73.79% to 95.89%, while the
computational time is reduced by as much as 15.78% to 95.47%.
Additionally, [GA] exhibits the highest achievable rate. [SA] and
[GWO] require longer execution times compared to other [SO|
methods. In contrast, and [PSO| present a favorable trade-off

between solution quality and computation cost. ) .
6) Lessons learned:” Since cutting-edge technologies like

Massive/Cell-Free joint communication and sens-
ing, and might introduce complex SE expressions under
dynamic and uncertain environments, [SO| proves valuable by
offering flexibility in adapting to real-time changes. It is capable
of outperforming static or deterministic methods in handling
unpredictable channel conditions, mobility, and interference. In
a nutshell, while [SO] is attractive for complex and uncertain
environments introduced by [NG| technologies, its continued
development must focus on scalability, adaptability, and real-
world applicability. These insights are crucial for designing high-
performance NG| wireless systems that are resilient and efficient.
V. INTEGRATION OF[SOlWITH FUTURE TECHNOLOGIES

Open question seven: How can collaborate with emerging
technologies, e.g. generative [Al] in resource allocation for NG|
networks?

1) Background: The transition to is underpinned by the
convergence of Distributed Systems [138]], Generative [A] [T68]),
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Figure 15: SO combining with the emerging technologies in
wireless networks.

[169], and Automation frameworks [170]]. While distributed
architectures enhance scalability [[171], their efficacy is compro-
mised by inherent network stochasticity, rendering centralized
deterministic controls inadequate. Concurrently, Generative
models, encompassing [LLMk [[172], diffusion models [173]], and
|Generative Adversarial Network (GAN)s [[168]], drive intelligent
operations [[169], [174] but face severe integration challenges
at the edge, including energy constraints and non-stationary
data distributions. Meanwhile, network automation is critical for
managing complexity via frameworks like intent-based network-
ing and zero-touch management [175]. By translating high-level
user intents (e.g., maximizing [Quality of Experience (QoE))
into autonomous decisions, these systems enhance scalability
across multi-service environments. However, their efficacy is
challenged by the stochastic, partially observable nature of
networks, where ambiguous intents and delayed feedback
complicate real-time control. Across these technological do-
mains, the dominance of stochasticity renders deterministic
optimization fundamentally inadequate. Conversely, provides
the essential mathematical scaffolding to navigate uncertainty
(see Fig. [I5). By enabling robust decision-making under noisy,
partial information and facilitating model-free learning in non-
stationary environments, acts as a foundational enabler for
distributed systems, driven intelligence, and autonomous
orchestration in [NG| networks.

2) Key features and considerations:

Distributed implementation: Distributed systems are exem-
plified by technologies such as [MEC] [Federated Learning (FL)]
cell-free massive and clusters, just to name a
few. Operating in inherently decentralized architectures, these
systems must handle dynamic constraints, which often break
convexity assumptions and limit the feasibility of centralized
optimization approaches. Therefore, decision-making is typically
based on asynchronous, partial, and non-stationary feedback,
which is reliably managed by population-based [SO] methods.

« |51 represented by, for example, and is inherently
decentralized, making them well-suited for distributed opti-

mization. These algorithms rely on local interactions and lim-
ited information exchange, allowing agents (e.g., edge devices,
[UAVE, elements) to independently adapt based on their
own local observations and shared best-known solutions. This
results in low communication overhead and high scalability,
critical for large-scale dynamic networks.

. as gradient-free and population-based methods inherently

support parallel computation by evolving candidate solutions
locally on distributed nodes (e.g., island models). This ar-
chitecture accommodates heterogeneous environments with
varying node capabilities and link qualities. For instance, Li et
al. [[176] introduced a fully distributed framework utilizing
a three-layer architecture for parallel fitness evaluation and
adaptive migration, significantly accelerating convergence in
resource allocation tasks.

. facilitates autonomous, asynchronous decision-making in
distributed systems by optimizing long-term objectives via
localized environmental interactions. This capability is critical
for tasks constrained by partial observability, such as dis-
tributed caching [[177] or federated learning [41]. Furthermore,
enables model-free adaptation to stochastic dynamics
[[178]], while advanced techniques like mean-field approxima-
tion and parameter sharing support scalable cooperation in
continuous action spaces [179].

o Other Frameworks: Stochastic frameworks, such as gra-
dient descent and dual decomposition, align with distributed
architectures by partitioning global objectives into decou-
pled local subproblems governed by message passing or
shared dual variables. Their robust convergence properties
under noisy gradients render them indispensable for managing
computation-latency trade-offs in and federated learn-
ing, thereby facilitating real-time adaptive control.

[SO| with generative [AI: Integrating Generative [All mod-
els, encompassing [LLMk, diffusion models, and [GANE, into
network optimization pipelines requires scalable, uncertainty-
resilient decision-making mechanisms. Therein, provides a
natural framework for enabling sample-efficient search, robust
adaptation, and multi-objective trade-off handling. The interplay
between and Generative [Al}lbased intelligence unfolds along
the following key dimensions:

o [S1in the convergence with generative [A] establishes a dual-
functional framework. Classical algorithms, such as
function as external optimizers that refine generative outputs
to satisfy stringent [QoS]| constraints like latency and energy
[180]. Conversely, Generative [Al] agents (most notably [LLMk)
can themselves be employed within a swarm-like architec-
ture, forming distributed decision-making entities capable
of interpreting local context and coordinating via prompt-
driven protocols. In this paradigm, principles provide a
coordination scaffold for distributed agents, enabling
decentralized negotiation and emergent policy synthesis within
complex multi-agent environments [[181].

. combining with generative [All results in a powerful syn-
ergy between generative capability (e.g., distribution modeling
in [169]) and global search [182]. Meanwhile,
enhanced Generative [Al] utilizes for optimizing the inputs
(prompts/noise vectors), parameters, or inference trajectories
of models, particularly when model internals are inaccessi-
ble (black-box) or when optimizing over multiple objectives.
For example, Liu et al. [[183]] introduced an
[Evolutionary Algorithm (LMEA)] utilizing to execute
crossover and mutation operations via prompt engineering.
Reciprocally, Generative [Allenhanced refers to using
models to assist the evolutionary search process. While
could generate high-quality initial populations or surrogate
models to accelerate convergence [168], [169], offer
a semantic advantage by interpreting challenging problem
contexts [184]. These bidirectional synergies facilitate a more
adaptive approach to [SO| leveraging both structured search




and generative reasoning.

o [RI] integrating with generative [Al] constitutes a robust closed-
loop framework. Generative models augment agents by
synthesizing training trajectories or distilling unstructured
states, exemplified by [CLM}guided policy updates in O-
[Radio Access Network (RAN)|slicing [[185]. Conversely,
optimizes the deployment of generative models. For instance,
[RL] is used for determining split points in edge hierarchies to
minimize latency and energy consumption [[186]. Overall, this
combination unifies structured policy learning with flexible
generative capabilities, paving the way for autonomous
network control.

o Other frameworks: Beyond [LLM}, diffusion models and
[Variational Autoencoder (VAE)s [[173]], [[187] synergize with
zero-order optimization and [Bayesian Optimization (BO)|
to address black-box uncertainty. Specifically, deep genera-
tive simulators provide robust modeling of temporal-spatial
channel randomness [188[]. For instance, robust optimization
frameworks utilizing deep generative simulators (e.g., dif-
fusion models) provide a principled way of modeling and
handling temporal-spatial randomness in wireless channels
[189]]. Meanwhile, ensures sample-efficient hyperparame-
ter tuning, exemplified by prompt-guided placement in
edge environments [190].

SO in automation: As[NGlnetworks evolve toward full auton-
omy, provides the essential algorithmic scaffolding for self-
configuration, self-optimization, and self-healing amidst high-
dimensional uncertainty. By facilitating both reactive adaptation
and proactive intent management under stochastic traffic and
topology changes, [SO| empowers the multi-layer automation
stack.

o [S1] algorithms, such as and [ACO| enable adaptive behav-
ior through local interactions, facilitating scalable decision-

making under dynamically fluctuating and uncertain condi-
tions. Conforth and Meng [191] proposed a [SItbased
framework for training [Artificial Neural Network (ANN)|
combining [ACO| and [PSO| for determining an [ANN] topol-
ogy and the associated connection weights. The method is
validated on a robot localization task, demonstrating the
effectiveness of the synergy for distributed control
applications.

. support automation in networks by evolving adap-
tive policies and configurations without gradient depen-
dence through population-based search and adaptive opera-
tors. Through mechanisms like island-model evolution, they
facilitate automated intent-to-policy translation and distributed
decision-making. These capabilities make natural fit
for zero-touch management, allowing self-optimize and adapt
to dynamic, uncertain environments. For example, Li et al.
[176] present an automated distributed differential evolution
framework. Therein, evolutionary search is performed by mul-
tiple populations, while automation is introduced through
performance-driven fitness evaluation allocation. This allows
the system to autonomously manage computational resources
and accelerate convergence.

o [RI] has emerged as a key pillar for closed-loop automation,
enabling systems to learn optimal policies via interaction
with the network environment. In networks, supports
autonomous decision-making for routing, spectrum allocation,
energy management, and more. further enables coor-
dination across heterogeneous nodes, while online tech-
niques allow continuous adaptation in real deployments where
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conditions shift frequently. Farzanullah ez al. in [[192] employ

for resource allocation in factory automation networks

to meet requirements, for enabling decentralized
decision-making, enhancing communication reliability, and
supporting real-time industrial automation.

o Other frameworks: Complementary techniques such as
Bayesian optimization, zero-order optimization, and generative
models are vital for black-box automation where gradients
are unavailable. excels in sample-efficient hyperparameter
tuning, exemplified by its role in guiding multi-agent deep
reinforcement learning for automated, energy-efficient
coordination [193]]. Similarly, zero-order optimization facili-
tates online configuration in noisy, model-free environments,
proving particularly effective for gradient-independent tasks
as adaptive load balancing and real-time sensor management
[[194].

Table [VI] provides an overview of how various approaches
are applied across distributed systems, Generative models,
and automation in [NG| networks, highlighting their key features,
tasks, and real-world applications.

3) Lessons learned: The integration of [SO| with distributed
architecture, Generative and automation offers critical in-
sights into the design of self-evolving networks. en-
hances distributed systems by enabling decentralized decision-
making, robust adaptation to dynamic conditions via[SI|and [EAk.
Furthermore, a bidirectional synergy characterizes the interplay
between [SO| and Generative While models encompassing
[CLMk, diffusion models, and enhance through se-
mantic reasoning, latent state abstraction, and synthetic data aug-
mentation. Reciprocally, [SO| grounds these generative outputs,
acting as a rigorous feedback mechanism to optimize prompts,
refine black-box inference trajectories, and enforce physical
constraints. For network automation, [SO| and enable self-
optimization and self-healing in response to changing conditions,
enhancing efficiency and service quality. However, challenges
remain, such as computational and energy constraints at the
edge and partial observability in dynamic environments. Real-
time adaptation and scalability are difficult with the limited
resources of distributed systems. Addressing these necessitates a
pivot toward lightweight, model-free optimization and federated
learning paradigms to reconcile algorithmic complexity with
distributed resource limitations.

Open question eight. How can boost the capabilities of
in networks?

1) Background: As|[NG|network problems grow in complex-
ity, driven by multi-agent coordination, large-scale device pop-
ulations, and multi-objective trade-offs, classical algorithms
increasingly suffer from four major limitations including ) expo-
nential computational complexity: The combinatorial nature of
problems like configuration, task off-loading, or trajectory
control leads to search spaces that grow exponentially with the
number of variables, making global optimization intractable for
classical [Central Processing Unit (CPU)[Graphics Processing]|
Unit (GPU); i4) convergence inefficiency: Population-based al-
gorithms and deep reinforcement learning require large iteration
counts and extensive sampling to reach acceptable performance,
often violating latency constraints in practice; iii) sample inef-
ficiency under uncertainty: In partially observed, non-stationary
environments, classical suffers from limited exploration
capability and difficulty in adapting to unseen conditions or
environmental shifts; and iv) energy and hardware inefficiency:
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Table VI: Integration of with distributed systems, generative and automation tasks: Summary of key approaches, their
features, and applications.

Technology | Approach | Key Features Synergies & Applications
Distributed Decentralized coordination; local feedback adaptation; scalable and robust to | Distributed resource allocation [195].
systems noise.
and edge
intelligence
EAS Parallelizable; robust to mobility and fading; mixed-variable optimization. Distributed |DE| resource allocation [176].
RL Asynchronous local decision-making; handles non-stationary dynamics. Cooperative edge caching [177];EL[41]’ QAV pathing [196].
Otherl@l I@l dual decomposition, stochastic approximation. IMECHFLI adaptation under energy and latency.
Generative Optimizing generative outputs (eAg.,diffusion) or coordinating agents. Reasoning enhancement [180], swarm . [181].
Al
“ M Generative population initialization GANI;);Menhanced operators. [Cﬂ\l}assisted optimization [168], [169], [LMEA| [182], LAs}guided
slicing [[184].
M GenAl-based state abstraction/augmentation; Mfor model deployment. Prompt—augmentedl&lpolicy [lSS],[LLNﬂ split computing [186].
Other[ﬂ Generative simulators (Diffusion/VAE); robust zero-order solvers. Diffusion-based channel modeling [173|], [188]], VAE-based design
1187, - enhanced - [190].
Automation | |S] Agent coordination; dynamic adaptive behavior. ]g}enhanced model training [[191].
EAS Long-term planning and policy evolution. Adaptive resource allocation [176].
RL Closed-loop control,lMARLl online learning. MARLI in ILURLLCI factory settings [192].
Otherm m zero-order tuning, generative models. \UAV| offloading W/I@I [[193]], sensor management [194].
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the fundamental operational distinction. Classical algorithms
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lelism. In contrast, the low panel demonstrates the proposed
quantum-inspired mechanism acting as a quantum coprocessor.
Specifically, a superposition mapping operator (e.g., Hadamard)
transforms classical information into a single superimposed state
(|®)) [[199]. This exploits intrinsic state-space parallelism, eval-
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single step, thereby accelerating the search for high-dimensional
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Figure 16: Conceptual comparison between classical
hardware-based parallelism (top) and quantum-inspired
intrinsic parallelism via superposition mapping (bottom).

Classical processors consume significant energy when scaling
across large network scenarios, raising concerns about sus-
tainability, especially at the edge.

These limitations necessitate a paradigm shift toward

[197], [198]. By leveraging superposition, entanglement, and
tunneling, facilitates intrinsic parallel exploration, thereby
reducing the computational complexity of beyond the reach
of classical hardware acceleration.

2) Key features and considerations: We now examine how
augments each class of techniques, from population-
based metaheuristics and to black-box and sampling-based
frameworks, and discuss implementation trade-offs at the hard-
ware and algorithmic level.

[Quantum-inspired Metaheuristic (QIM): Quantum-inspired
metaheuristics integrate quantum principles into classical algo-
rithms such as or As illustrated in Fig.
the [QIM}based stochastic optimization employs probabilistic
qubit representations during initialization, thereby maximiz-
ing diversity. Subsequently, quantum-inspired operators, such
as rotation gates or phase shifts, dynamically update these
states, enabling interference-like behavior and escape from lo-
cal optima. Therefore, this integration accelerates convergence
and improves performance in high-dimensional, multi-objective
wireless optimization tasks. To justify the intrinsic amalgamation
of quantum principles within our framework, Fig. [16| illustrates

network configurations [199]. The detailed features are
o Quantum encoding for richer search representation: In classi-

cal metaheuristics (e.g., [PSO), solution representations
are fixed and explicit, limiting each candidate to a single
deterministic point in the search space devoid of probabilis-
tic superposition. Conversely, quantum-inspired metaheuristics
utilize qubit encodings to represent decision variables as
state superpositions. This facilitates a probabilistic mapping
of the entire search space, enabling the simultaneous explo-
ration of multiple potential solutions. For instance, quantum-
behaved [PSO|[200] utilizes phase angle encoding and quantum
attractor-based stochastic sampling to represent particle posi-
tions, thereby facilitating broader probabilistic exploration.
Quantum-inspired operators: While classical operators (e.g.,
crossover) rely on static heuristics, quantum-inspired frame-
works employ adaptive mechanisms like rotation gates and
phase shifts. These operators update probability amplitudes via
success-driven adjustments, leveraging quantum interference
to dynamically guide the search. [Quantum-inspired Genetic|
[Algorithms (QIGA)| for instance, apply quantum operators
such as rotation gates, Hadamard transformations, and quan-
tum mutation (e.g., Pauli-X gates) to evolve qubit-based so-
lutions in a probabilistic manner. This enables gradient-free,
adaptive search across complex, high-dimensional spaces.
Saad et al. [201]] demonstrated that leverages superpo-
sition and gate-based updates to optimize resource-constrained
scheduling efficiently. This approach is particularly suited
for network tasks like offloading and routing, coping
effectively with non-differentiable or simulation-dependent
objectives.

Interference and quantum tunneling for escaping local optima:
A major challenge in classical metaheuristics is premature
convergence to local optima, especially in non-convex op-
timization landscapes. Quantum-inspired metaheuristics in-
tegrate quantum tunneling and wave interference principles
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to enable escape from local traps. In practice, this can be
implemented via probabilistic reinitialization schemes or non-
local update operators that allow solutions to “jump” between
regions of the search space. Notably, [QA] frameworks, such
as those realized by D-Wave systems [202]], use quantum
tunneling to traverse energy barriers between local and global
optima in a potential landscape, which can be emulated by
quantum-inspired algorithms through probabilistic perturba-
tions or hybrid annealing schedules.

o Parallel evaluation via quantum coprocessor paradigm: Un-
like classical optimizers that evaluate solutions sequentially or
rely on hardware duplication, [QC] leverages superposition to
encode and process a large set of candidate states simultane-
ously. This reflects a hybrid quantum-classical workflow suit-
able for the [Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum (NISQ)| era,
where the quantum module acts as a quantum coprocessor. As
demonstrated in recent frameworks [202], this collaboration is
bidirectional: classical algorithms are employed to fine-tune
the parameters (e.g., rotation angles ) of the quantum circuit,
while the quantum coprocessor executes the computationally
intensive evaluation of multiple configurations in parallel via
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eterized gates and |Var1at10nal Quantum Circuits (VQCs)| as
function approximators [203], [205]. By leveraging trainable
rotation and entanglement these operators achieve high ex-
pressivity with significantly fewer parameters, yielding com-
pact models robust to high-dimensional control tasks. In
practical network scenarios, such as or joint
sensing and communication systems [206]], these quantum-
enhanced update mechanisms allow agents to rapidly adjust
their strategies in response with improved stability and con-
vergence behavior.

Quantum superposition for parallel policy evaluation: Quan-
tum superposition enables the simultaneous evaluation of mul-
tiple policy trajectories within a single state [207], [208]]. This
intrinsic parallelism significantly enhances search efficiency,
allowing broader exploration per iteration without additional
computational overhead. In scenarios like dense [[o]] coordi-
nation, this parallelism significantly accelerates learning and
sample efficiency. Consequently, converges to optimal
strategies faster than classical counterparts, satisfying the
critical temporal constraints of networks.

Reduction in training parameters and model complexity:
exploits the exponential expressiveness of Hilbert spaces to ap-
proximate complex policies via compact parameterized gates
[204]. This drastic reduction in parameterization minimizes
memory and computational overhead, thereby accelerating
policy optimization [208]]. Such efficiency is particularly
advantageous in resource-constrained settings [203]], [203],
[209], where classical deep models may be impractical
due to hardware limitations. By aligning learning performance
with stringent resource constraints, offers a promising
framework for scalable deployment in [NG| network environ-
ments.

To fully leverage the potential of quantum reinforcement learn-
ing, several architectural variants, each with distinct strengths,
have been proposed, as summarized in Table [VII}

Hardware and algorithmic considerations: To employ

quantum-enhanced [SOin practice, both hardware feasibility and
algorithmic robustness must be considered. These considerations
determine whether a technique is realistic in near-term hybrid

superposition. For instance, quantum annealers (e.g., D-Wave)
exploit this property to evaluate global energy states for|QUBO]

problems, achieving near-optimal sum-rate performance with
significantly reduced running time.

[Quantum Reinforcement Learning (QRL); [RL] is fre-
quently used for dynamic spectrum access, mobility manage-
ment, energy-efficient control, and intent-based orchestration.
However, classical suffers from slow convergence, poor
sample efficiency, and local policy entrapment under highly
stochastic and multi-objective environments. In networks,
offers meaningful improvements:

o Quantum encoding for richer policy and state representation:
Quantum encoding fundamentally enhances environmental
representation in reinforcement learning by utilizing qubits,
which, unlike binary bits, exist in superposition to capture
continuous probabilistic configurations [203]]. This capacity
enables the efficient encoding of exponentially larger state-
action spaces using fewer physical units. Furthermore, entan-
gled qubit configurations efficiently model complex depen-
dencies, such as spatial-temporal correlations. This provides a
compact, information-rich representation for high-dimensional
ING| network states, enabling agents to evaluate diverse policies
with greater nuance [204]).

o Quantum-inspired operators for adaptive learning: Quantum
reinforcement learning replaces neural networks with param-

systems or requires fault-tolerant

Encoding constraints and embedding overheads: Quantum
hardware imposes strict constraints on how problems must
be encoded. For example, quantum annealers (e.g., D-Wave)
require problems to be formulated as or Ising mod-
els. By contrast, gate-based quantum computers necessitate
variational formulations with [Parameterized Quantum Circuits|
Additionally, embedding overhead arises when logical
variables must be mapped onto physical qubits with limited
connectivity. Complex problems such as user association,
joint power-bandwidth allocation, or phase control often
require thousands of variables, far exceeding current hard-
ware capabilities unless aggressive dimensionality reduction
or clustering is applied. For instance, Dinh et al.
applied to satellite beam placement, employing Hamil-
tonian reduction to decompose the problem into sub-instances
compatible with D-Wave hardware limits.

Hybrid quantum-classical integration: Given the nature
of today’s quantum processors, most real-world applications
require hybrid workflows where quantum routines augment
classical optimization components. A common structure in-
volves using quantum modules, such as @ for search,
sampling, or policy generation, while the objective function




Table VII: Comparison of quantum-specific

architectures driving performance in networks

Architecture

Structure

Strength Representative Application

Hybrid quantum-classical non-

sequential architecture

Classical feedforward layers for in-
put/output, with multiple non-sequential

in the middle layer.

Joint task offloading and resource allocation in
environments [205]], [207]], satellite
routing [209].

Enables finer control over qubits, re-
duces entanglement overhead, improves
generalization and scalability in quantum-
classical systems.

Layerwise quantum deep reinforce-
ment learning

Deep quantum network with RX/RY/CZ
gates per layer and local loss calculation
at each quantum layer instead of a single
global loss.

UAV| trajectory and power allocation optimiza-
tion under energy-efficiency constraints [203].

Avoids barren plateaus, supports deeper
quantum networks, enables faster con-
vergence and stable training with less
memory overhead.

Multi-agent
ment learning

quantum reinforce-

Decentralized agents each with inde-
pendent quantum policy networks using

trained from local observations

and rewards.

Scalable multi-agent coordination; lowers
communication overhead; resilient to par-
tial observability; suitable for large-scale
systems.

Irregular repetition slotted ALOHA{SOMA
adaptive transmission [204].

Quantum actor-critic with quan-
tum policy circuits

Actor and/or critic networks modeled
with parameterized quantum circuits; can
use shared encoders and hybrid classical
output layers.

Joint Direction of Arrival (DoA) estimation

and task offloading in[[SAC}based [6G] systems
[206].

Effective for continuous action control;
enables expressive policy approximation
with fewer parameters and enhanced con-
vergence speed.

evaluation and reward feedback occur in classical simulators
or digital twins [211].

o Noise, decoherence, and error tolerance: Quantum algorithms
for must tackle hardware-induced quantity noise [212],
[213], such as decoherence, crosstalk, and gate infidelity,
which can degrade performance, particularly in feedback-
intensive wireless applications. To mitigate these effects, error-
aware strategies, including noisy gradient training and mea-
surement error mitigation, enhance robustness. Additionally,
redundant circuit encodings can average out stochastic failures.
Minimizing quantum-classical communication latency is also
critical for meeting the real-time demands of network
controls.

o Quantum acceleration benchmarks: Justifying [QC| integration
necessitates rigorous benchmarking against classical baselines
(e.g., across algorithmic and hardware dimensions.
Critical metrics include convergence rates, multi-objective
Pareto coverage, and robustness to dynamic network condi-
tions, while hardware evaluations must quantify the wall-clock
latency and power efficiency of QPUs relative to [CPU{GPUE.
In scheduling, Jeong et al. [202]] demonstrated that
surpasses classical clustering in convergence and throughput
across diverse user densities, thereby providing essential em-
pirical validation of quantum advantage in wireless scenarios.

3) Lessons learned: [QC]holds transformative potential for[SO|
in networks, yet realizing its full potential requires careful
alignment between algorithm design, hardware limitations, and
network-specific requirements, with the key lessons:

o Quantum-inspired algorithms are immediately valuable even
without access to fault-tolerant quantum hardware (e.g.,
quantum-inspired genetic algorithm, quantum-behaved [PSO).
This provides measurable gains in search diversity, conver-
gence, and scalability across high-dimensional network
problems. These methods offer a practical bridge between
classical and paradigms.

. offers compact and expressive control models via ex-
ploiting quantum encoding and variational circuits to reduce
the number of training parameters and improve policy adapt-
ability, which are keys for dynamic and constrained wireless
environments. Their strength lies not only in expressivity but
also in sample efficiency and robustness to partial observabil-
ity.

o The convenient hybrid quantum-classical workflow concept
emerges as the most feasible approach in the era.
Embedding quantum subroutines into classical optimization
pipelines, regardless whether for initialization, sampling, or
policy approximation, because it can offer speedups without

full quantum stack deployment.

« Effective quantum-enhanced mandates Ising, or
encodings, yet embedding overhead and limited con-
nectivity necessitate dimensionality reduction or structured
decomposition to ensure hardware compatibility.

o For evaluation, demonstrating quantum advantage involves
more than improved solution quality. Realistic benchmarking
must include energy efficiency, wall-clock latency, adaptabil-
ity under uncertainty, and Pareto front coverage. Early deploy-
ments should leverage quantum simulators, bespoke hybrid
components, and integration with and/or digital twins
to support explainable and intent-driven network automation.

o Given the susceptibility of quantum processors to impair-
ments, error-aware circuit design, e.g., low-depth re-
dundant encoding, and quantum error mitigation with or
without error correction, are essential for reliable performance,
especially in feedback-driven applications like real-time beam-
formingor resource slicing.

These insights indicate that even in the current era,
can meaningfully enhance for NG| networks, especially when
leveraged through hybrid, modular, and error-tolerant strategies
tailored to wireless-domain constraints.

VI. DESIGN GUIDELINES, FUTURE RESEARCH
DIRECTIONS, AND CONCLUSIONS

This section provides the design guidelines of ultra-dense
deployments, multi-layer heterogeneous networks spanning
deeply from space to underwater communications. They are
expected to support massive connectivity, extreme service de-
mands, and integration of sensing, communications, and com-
puting functions. Then, we present a suite of potential research
directions and draw tangible conclusions.

A. Generic Design Guidelines

o Scalable System Design & Problem Formulation: Effec-
tive formulation constitutes the mathematical foundation for
scalability in networks. It requires defining variables
across continuous (e.g., beamforming [8]]), discrete (e.g., user
association [95[]), and mixed domains [214]. However, to
tackle the curse of dimensionality in ultra-dense deployments,
formulation must move beyond monolithic models by adopt-
ing decomposition strategies that partition large-scale prob-
lems into parallelizable subtasks [215]]. Furthermore, efficient
problem representation is critical; mapping multi-modal data
(e.g., channel states, vision) into compact embeddings ensures
tractability. Crucially, where exact global optimality is com-
putationally infeasible, formulations should prioritize robust



feasibility via risk-aware approaches (e.g., chance-constrained
optimization [216]), providing reliability bounds within the
strict energy budgets of edge hardware.

Resource-Efficient Algorithmic Design: Designing algo-
rithms for networks mandates balancing the exploration-
exploitation trade-off with stringent hardware and latency
constraints.

(i) Initialization and Representation: As problem instances
scale, naive random sampling risks premature convergence.
Design must leverage domain-specific heuristics—such as
using [SA| or to generate robust initial populations [217]],
to guide optimization toward feasible regions rapidly.

(ii) Hardware-Aware Execution: Given that super-linear com-
plexity growth taxes battery-powered devices, algorithms must
incorporate Green Al principles (e.g., model compression) to
minimize thermal stress and processing overhead [218]]. Large-
scale designs should further utilize decentralized multi-agent
coordination with lightweight consensus to mitigate central
bottlenecks [219]].

(iii) Adaptation: Exploitation refines candidates via local
search or gradient fine-tuning, while self-adaptive mechanisms
(e.g., dynamically calibrate parameters to handle non-
stationary dynamics without exhaustive manual tuning [220].
Multi-dimensional Performance Evaluation:Evaluating
in ultra-dense networks requires going beyond simple sum-rate
maximization to assess practical scalability. The evaluation
framework must capture the tension between solution quality
and computational cost: (i) Optimality-Latency Trade-off: In
contexts, algorithms should be evaluated on their
ability to rapidly converge to robust, near-optimal operating
points rather than solely penalized for missing elusive global
optima [221]], [222]]. (ii) Computational Efficiency: Metrics
must explicitly quantify the runtime, memory footprint, and
energy cost of the optimization process itself, ensuring the
overhead does not negate system gains [223]. (iii) Stability
and Robustness: Consistency under stochastic disturbances is
vital for risk-aware designs. Finally, for multi-objective tasks,
Pareto front visualization and specialized metrics (Table
are necessary to analyze how well the algorithm navigates
conflicting goals under high-dimensional pressure.
Performance evaluation: Selecting an evaluation framework
is critical for assessing efficacy in networks. Perfor-
mance analysis must leverage realistic scenarios and metrics
that capture solution quality, efficiency, stability, and scalabil-
ity. The primary evaluation dimensions include: (i) Solution
quality representing how close the result obtained is to the
optimal or reference solution, typically measured through
metrics such as achievable sum-rate, system utility, or energy
efficiency; (ii) Convergence speed, quantified by the number
of iterations or total runtime required to reach a near-optimal
solution; (iii) Stability and robustness, which evaluate the
consistency of results under varying initializations, stochastic
disturbances, or environmental dynamics; and (iv) Computa-
tional complexity, reflecting algorithmic scalability in terms of
runtime, memory, and communication overhead. Because
is inherently non-deterministic, both the average performance
and variance across multiple runs should be evaluated. Many
network optimization tasks involve multiple conflicting
goals. Evaluating algorithmic performance in such contexts re-
quires specialized metrics that assess both convergence to the
Pareto-optimal front and the diversity of solutions. Table
presents some common multi-objective metrics. Additionally,
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the visualization of Pareto fronts can further assist in analyzing
trade-offs, allowing for the intuitive comparison of algorithmic
performance under different optimization priorities.

B. Future Research Directions

Drawing on the insights gained from each of the above
open questions, we distill the key lessons learned and outline
promising avenues for future research aimed at advancing the
seamless integration of [SO| with networks.

« Uncertainty-aware and ergodic optimization: A funda-
mental challenge is that the inherent stochasticity of the
ING| networks erodes the reliability of deterministic alloca-
tion schemes. Hence, future research should develop
frameworks that explicitly account for uncertainty, either by
leveraging robust risk-aware formulations such as chance-
constrained or distributionally robust optimization, or by
employing ergodic evaluations over multiple coherence in-
tervals. By incorporating probabilistic models and sample-
based methods, resource allocation can be designed to provide
reliability guarantees even in the face of highly variable hostile
environments. This capability positions as a key enabler
for robust resource management in large-scale deployments.
Multi-objective designs for stochastic environments: The
second critical challenge arises from the need to simultane-
ously optimize conflicting objectives such as spectral effi-
ciency, energy consumption, latency, and fairness. In prac-
tice, striking compelling trade-offs becomes even more of a
challenge when channel dynamics and device mobility shift
the optimal balance over time, causing static single-objective
solutions to degrade rapidly. Multi-objective offers a
promising framework, yet the identification of robust Pareto-
optimal solutions remains difficult in these non-stationary
conditions. Future research should thus focus on algorithms
capable of tracking evolving Pareto fronts, learning operator
preferences on the fly, and adapting priorities across multiple
time scales. Such methods will facilitate the creation of [NG|
networks to deliver differentiated service guarantees, while
maintaining efficiency and fairness that static or single-metric
optimization cannot provide.

Gradient-free and black-box optimization: Another press-
ing limitation in[NG|networks is the prevalence of non-convex,
noisy, and simulator-only optimization problems, where no
gradients are available, or they are unreliable. Resource allo-
cation tasks such as scheduling, beam selection, or hardware-
in-the-loop optimization fall directly into this category.
provides a natural solution by offering gradient-free methods
that rely on population-based search, probabilistic sampling, or
reinforcement-based exploration to discover near-optimal poli-
cies without requiring analytical tractability. Future research
should refine these methods to improve sample efficiency,
reduce computational overhead, and enable online adaptation.
By doing so, black-box will become indispensable for op-
timizing real-world systems, where no closed-form models ex-
ist, allowing deployment-ready algorithms to operate directly
in noisy, incomplete, and non-differentiable environments.
Scalability and real-time feasibility: As networks evolve
toward ultra-dense scenarios, scalability emerges as both an
algorithmic and architectural bottleneck. The dimensionality
of optimization problems escalates rapidly, while real-time
constraints require millisecond-level decision making under
strict energy budgets. Centralized solvers, even when theoreti-
cally optimal, are impractical in such settings. Future research
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Table VIII: Multi-objective performance metrics

Metric Description

Feature

Hypervolume [97m 106ﬁ155] Volume dominated by Pareto set

Indicates convergence and diversity

Inverted Generational Distance 7[97m 100]

Average distance from reference Pareto front to obtained front

Evaluates both convergence and coverage of solutions

Generational Distance [87m224]

Mean distance from obtained front to reference front

Measures closeness to Pareto-optimal front

Spacing [225]

Standard deviation of distances between neighboring solutions

Assesses uniform distribution of Pareto points

Spread [87]

Diversity ratio across extremes and intermediate solutions

Quantifies how solutions are distributed along Pareto front

Epsilon indicator [226] Minimum shift to dominate another front

Provides pairwise comparison between Pareto fronts

Scalarization [79], {103, [120] Linear combination of objectives

Simplifies comparison via single-objective equivalence

should focus on decomposition-based decentralized multi-
agent coordination, and adaptive learning strategies that can
break large-scale problems into smaller components, while
maintaining global coordination. Furthermore, lightweight
communication protocols and hardware-aware algorithm de-
sign are needed for ensuring tractability even on resource-
constrained devices. Achieving scalable and energy-efficient
stochastic optimization will unlock the ability to deliver near-
optimal solutions in real time, thereby enabling networks
to support city-scale deployments without sacrificing services.

« Integration with distributed systems, generative [Al, and
automation: The paradigm shift toward distributed, auto-
mated and intelligence-oriented networks lead to complex
optimization problems. On one hand, distributed environments
are characterized by non-IID data, partial observability, and
limited computational capacity at the edge. Simultaneously,
Generative [All models (e.g., [LLMk) and intent-based automa-
tion offer novel interfaces for translating high-level service-
oriented specifications into executable policies. Future work
should investigate federated and model-free SO methods that
enhance decentralized decision-making while preserving pri-
vacy, as well as hybrid pipelines where Generative |Al| carries
out the parsing of ambiguous intents into broad optimization
constraints. The family of [SO]algorithms is capable of refining
these outputs into feasible solutions. When synergized with
digital twins and closed-loop automation, these techniques will
lead to self-optimizing and self-healing networks that operate
reliably in the face of uncertainty. This integration opens the
path toward zero-touch network management, where human
intervention is minimized, efficiency is maximized, and ser-
vice quality is maintained across heterogeneous environments.

« Quantum-enhanced SO: Finally, presents a transforma-
tive yet hitherto underexplored opportunity for [SO| in next-
generation networks. While hardware remains limited
in qubit count and connectivity, quantum-inspired algorithms
already demonstrate tangible benefits in diversity, conver-
gence, and scalability. In parallel, hybrid quantum—classical
workflows allow the embedding of quantum subroutines into
classical pipelines, enabling [SO| to leverage potent tunneling
and superposition effects without requiring fully fault-tolerant
devices. Future research should focus on overcoming embed-
ding overhead, reducing circuit depth, and integrating quantum
error-mitigation and error-correction coded techniques, while
also establishing realistic benchmarking metrics that include
latency, energy efficiency, and robustness to uncertainty. The
pursuit of quantum-enhanced [SO| promises not only faster
exploration of large combinatorial spaces but also new perfor-
mance frontiers that classical methods cannot readily reach,
thereby positioning it as a long-term strategic direction for
network optimization.

C. Summary and Conclusions

This tutorial & survey provided a comprehensive exploration
of [SO] as a unifying methodology for resource allocation in

FY
&
Lhath
o path cost
<“  normalized mean squared error
(@cP sighal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
,2elay Pareto optimization
“a/, signal-to-noise ratio latency
oz sum rate energy efficiency
e“’,oeh symbol error rate
/e’7¢e fairness
Figure 18: Common objective functions in NG| networks.
E & Guided Local Search

Iterated Local Search  HT-PSO

£4 . 5 @)

o Simulated Annealln% MOPSO ¢, §
P MOEA/D Grey Wolf Optimizer ~ Ant Colony Optimization 3 g 3
< &£ NSGA-II Artificial Bee Colony o a 5
=0 0]

2o . . _ >3 2
35Genetic Algorithm  muti-agentboPG 25 3
3T Differential Evolution Deep Q-network SARSA 3752
-= 5 Evolutionary Programming Sofr Actor-Critic @ Jo
@ & Genetic Programming  Trust Region Policy Optimization ‘;gg
T $ Evolutionary Strategy Stochastic Gradient Descent o< 3
g 3 Quantum Reinforcement Learning Q-Lea rni ng g g 8
5<Quantum Annealing  Twin Delayed DDPG ~ 5.3
& Bayesian Optimization Asynchronous Advantage Actor Critic &2

Figure 19: Family of algorithms.

networks. We commenced by revisiting the fundamental
models and algorithmic frameworks that differentiate SO from
classical deterministic optimization, emphasizing their suitability
for high-dimensional, dynamic, and uncertainty-prone environ-
ments. Building on this foundation, we examined how [SO|
supports both single and multi-objective trade-offs across diverse
NG| systems, spanning key technologies such as massive

IMIMO], [RTS] THz communications, satellite-aerial-terrestrial in-
tegration, and mobile edge computing. In Section [V} we further
highlighted the integration of [SO| with distributed network archi-
tectures, enabling adaptive and scalable decision-making under
partial or delayed information. The discussion also extended to
hybrid designs that combine [SO| with emerging tools like large
language models and automation, providing novel avenues for
tackling unstructured and complex decision spaces. Finally, we
also explored the role of @ as a natural extension of SO,
underscoring its potential to accelerate convergence, enhance
solution diversity, and address otherwise intractable optimization
tasks. Taken together, these insights position [SO| not merely
as a convenient mathematical framework, but as a foundational
enabler for the design, deployment, and evolution of intelligent,
resilient, and trustworthy m networks.

We have critically appraised the whole suite of objective
functions seen in Fig. which are often relied upon in the [SO|
of wireless networks, while the family of algorithms
considered was portrayed in Fig. [[9 The parting message



gleaned is that the choice of the objective function - such as for
example the sum-rate or min-max objective function - is more
influential in determining the overall system performance than
that of the algorithms. However, not all the algorithms
lend themselves to conveniently determining the optimum of the
objective function.
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