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Abstract: One of the prime aims of smart cities has been to optimally manage the available resources
and systems that are used in the city. With an increase in urban population that is set to grow even
faster in the future, smart city development has been the main goal for governments worldwide.
In this regard, while the useage of Artificial Intelligence (AI) techniques covering the areas of
Machine and Deep Learning have garnered much attention for Smart Cities, less attention has
focused towards the use of combinatorial optimization schemes. To help with this, the current review
presents a coverage of optimization methods and applications from a smart city perspective enabled
by the Internet of Things (IoT). A mapping is provided for the most encountered applications of
computational optimization within IoT smart cities for five popular optimization methods, ant colony
optimization, genetic algorithm, particle swarm optimization, artificial bee colony optimization and
differential evolution. For each application identified, the algorithms used, objectives considered,
the nature of the formulation and constraints taken in to account have been specified and discussed.
Lastly, the data setup used by each covered work is also mentioned and directions for future work
have been identified. This review will help researchers by providing them a consolidated starting
point for research in the domain of smart city application optimization.

Keywords: smart cities; Internet of Things (IoT); Artificial Intelligence; optimization; genetic agorithm;
particle swarm optimization; heuristics

1. Introduction

The increasing population and urbanization in the world has led to increased stress
on cities around the world. With an estimated 70% of the worlds population living in
cities by 2050 [1], governments and administrations are developing methods to cater
to this increasing rise in their city’s dwellers. Moreover, the ever increasing effects of
climate change and global warming have made necessary that these developments to
the city’s capacity also be sustainable and environmentally friendly, following the United
Nations Sustainable Development Goals for 2030 [2]. Considering these requirements,
Smart Cities have become a topic of great interest by governments and the private sector
worldwide. Smart Cities make use of technology to improve the living experience of the
city’s inhabitants by contributing to important aspects of a city’s functioning. There are
various domains within smart cities, these include Smart Agriculture, Smart City Services,
Smart Grid, Smart Health, Smart Homes, Smart Industry, Smart Infrastructure and Smart
Transportation. With improvement of Artificial intelligence (AI) capabilities in the last
decade, there have been different applications of machine and deep learning algorithms
within each of these domains [3] providing for better decision making and improvement of
services. Apart from various supervised and unsupervised learning applications, several
tasks within different components of smart cities can be formulated into optimization
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problems and/or require heuristics to be incorporated in some form. However, coverage of
such efforts for IoT bases Smart Cities has received less attention compared to applications
utilizing algorithms within the machine and deep learning domain.

In this regard, this paper presents a coverage of combinatorial optimization in Internet
of Things (IoT) based smart cities by deliberating on the most popular applications of
optimization algorithms and providing an insight to how those problems are formulated
and worked upon. Since optimization has been a topic of interest to researchers in general,
there have several surveys which pertain to individual aspects of smart cities such as
electricity distribution networks [4], emergency facility location [5] and optimization in the
industry [6]. Vukobratović et al. in [4] discuss the various optimization schemes used in
distribution network management and scheduling, Wang et al. [5] provide an overview of
the emergency facility location problem. They deliberate on the mathematical formulations
and the extension of those problems. In [6], the authors provide a review of optimization
algorithm development for industry 4.0, they provide a discussion of the problems present
in the industry and also discuss mathematical formulations. Our work is different from
the work in [4–6] in that we provide a mapped overview of the optimization landscape
in the smart city domain while considering the IoT. Through this mapping, the common
optimization problems across the various components of the IoT enabled smart city have
been identified to assist researchers working on optimization schemes in the field. For each
problem discussed, the objective function used, the nature of the objective as well as the
constraints considered have also been elaborated on. As has been observed by [7], combi-
natorial optimization problems in the real-world are known to be difficult to formulate and
generally are hard to solve. Moreover, choosing the right algorithm is also a tedious task
as each comes with a different set of characterizations. This is very applicable to the IoT
bases smart city where applications in each component caters to a different environment
and aspect of the city’s operation and therefore requires intricate design of the problem.

In order to organize the review, this paper takes guidance from the work of [7]. They
note that the most popular algorithms for use in combinatorial optimization problems are
the Ant Colony Optimization (ACO), Genetic Algorithm (GA), Particle Swarm Optimization
(PSO), Differential Evolution (DE) and Artificial Bee Colony (ABC). Moreover, following
from the discussion in [7], this paper considers six factors for each application identified.
These are:

1. The type of application: This refers to the problem being optimized within the smart
city domain.

2. Data Setup: For each application, we mention the data setup used. While doing so,
we aim to capture the various ways in which researchers have sourced data for their
proposed method.

3. Single-Parallel problems: Another thing to note in smart city optimization problems
is whether a problem has been considered as a single problem or multiple sub-
problems/parallel.

4. Objective direction, function and number of objectives: Maximization or minimization,
lowest fitness function value desirable or higher fitness function value is desirable.
Since we list the objectives, we also covere the number of objectives inherently. Single
objective, where a single fitness is optimized for its best value or multi-objective where
multiple objective functions need to be considered at the same time. The latter is a
complex process as some objectives may have conflicts and thus requires the need to
perform trade-offs with what’s acceptable.

5. Constraints: Constraints are a set of restrictions or prerequisites that may sometimes
be necessary to determine if a solution is considered valid or not. Soft constraints
are desirable but not necessary whereas hard constraints are mandatory to be met.
Constraints are put on the fitness function according to application being considered.
Covering this aspect is particularly important as constraints are determined by the
application being worked on.

The main contributions of the paper are as follows:
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1. The paper provides a mapping of the optimization scenario for IoT based smart city
applications for all smart city constituent domains thereby providing an overall view
of the state of IoT enabled optimization applications for smart cities.

2. For all of the applications discussed, the objective/s used in the problem formulation
are identified in terms of what function was used, the number of objectives, whether
it was solved in a parallel or singular manner as well as the constraints considered
have also been highlighted.

3. The detailed information provided herein for the covered work helps highlight the
diversity of the formulations used in different smart city applications. As is observed,
similar applications in smart cities require significantly different formualtions in
terms of the constraints imposed as well as the objective function utilized. Using the
provided insights, researchers and other stakeholders working in the field of smart
city optimization will have a firm starting point to develop new applications.

4. It provides recommendations and directions for future work in the domain of using
optimization algorithms for the IoT based Smart Cities.

The survey is organized as follows, Section 2 presents an introduction to the five
considered combinatorial optimization algorithms, Section 3 presents the applications
found for these algorithms for each component of smart cities and provides a discussion of
them based on the factors discussed previously. Recommendations based on the compiled
coverage are given in Section 4 with directions for future work in Section 5 to help guide
researchers in this field while Section 6 concludes the paper.

2. Algorithms

Metaheuristic algorithms are widely used to solve combinatorial optimziation prob-
lems in the real-world [7]. The aim of these algorithms is to determine the minima or
maxima of an objective function which translates an optimization objective in to one or
more mathematical equations. Five algorithms have been considered in this review, these
are the Ant Colony Algorithm, Genetic Algorithm, Particle Swarm Optimization Algorithm,
Differential Evolution and Artificial Bee Colony. As mentioned earlier, these have been
chosen as these were the most commonly used optimzation algorithms identified by [7].
In this section, we provide a brief intuitive description for each of them.

2.1. Ant Colony Optimization

Ant colony optimization is derived from the behavior of ants searching for food [8]. It
was observed that during this process, each ant deposits a chemical called pheromone on
the path which it takes towards the food. The more the ants take a given path, the more
the pheromone is deposited on it as it is deposited by each ant going over it. Subsequent
ants that want to go towards the food use the amount of pheromone on a given path or
sub-path to decide which path to take so as to determine the optimal route to the food.
In the artificial ant colony optimization algorithm, the points on the path that form the
sub-paths are encoded on a graph where each ant can only visit a given vertex (travel
on the same sub-path) once. Each iteration starts with a number of artificial ants, an ant
would choose the next vertex to visit based on the level of pheromone on the possible
sub-paths available to it as well as whether that path has been used before. At the end of
each iteration, the pheromone levels are updated so as to prioritize the use of the most used
path for ants in the next iteration.

2.2. Genetic Algorithm

A genetic algorithm [9] is based on evolutionary science. The idea behind the genetic al-
gorithm is that starting from a given population set of organisms, subsequent reproduction
will result in fitter organisms being produced given that the organisms chosen for repro-
duction have some level of fitness. To solve an optimization problem, a genetic algorithm
begins with a given population size of strings also called a chromosome. Each ‘chromo-
some’ consists of a ‘gene’ which may represent points in the population. The sequence
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in which the genes are present would represent a solution to the problem. For e.g., for a
route scheduling problem, this may be the coordinates of the stops. The ‘goodness’ of a
chromosome is determined by a fitness function that quantifies how appropriate a given
chromosome is as a solution for the problem. Choosing the right fitness function is an
important consideration in genetic algorithms as it needs to gauge the kind of optimization
that is to be performed. The optimization process starts with an initial population of a
given size. Once a fitness function has been defined, in each iteration, two or more chro-
mosomes (parents) are taken at random from the population and one or more offsprings
are generated. The random selection takes the selected parents fitness function value in to
account, however, its necessary that not all parents chosen are the fittest of the population
as otherwise, diversity will be compromised, and the algorithm may get stuck in a local
minimum. The method by which these offspring are generated is called the Crossover
function and the number of parents mated to form offsprings from them depends on the
crossover rate. The Crossover function defines the way the genes within the chromosomes
are exchanged. Usually, the crossover rate has a high value. Moreover, depending on some
mutation rate, a given fraction of all offsprings are mutated. Mutation depends on the
mutation function used and involves members of the offspring being swapped in some
manner. When one iteration of the offspring creation from the parents in the entire popula-
tion is completed, the offsprings replace members of the original population (typically the
weakest) and one generation of the GA is said to be completed. In order to converge to a
sufficiently good result, GA’s need to run for many generations.

2.3. Particle Swarm Optimization

Particle Swarm Optimization is modeled on the social behavior of animals rather than
the evolutionary biological behavior on which Genetic Algorithms are based. PSO [10] is
particularly based on the behavior of a flock of birds searching for food. Each bird in the
flock searches for food and can communicate with other birds in the flock as soon as it
finds food or a good direction for it. Therefore, each bird has two food ‘directions’ that it
needs to consider, first is on an individual level which is called the personal best and the
second is on the flock level which is the global best. Using these two values the bird will
proceed towards that path and will inform other birds in the flock too. The idea here is
that after enough time and with all the individuals working together, the swarm will find
the place with the highest concentration of food. In terms of using PSO for optimization
tasks, individual birds are equivalent to a solution as in a GA and each is considered as a
point or a particle, collectively they make up the swarm. This swarm population may be
initialized randomly or based on some domain knowledge about the problem. The highest
concentration of food represents the optimal solution for the whole swarm where as a good
direction represents the local optimal solution for each case. The aim here, like birds in a
flock is to determine the global optimal solution using information from each individual
particle. Each particle has three aspects to it, its position, its velocity and a value of its
current position’s ‘goodness’. This ‘goodness’ as in the GA is defined by a fitness function.
Like birds, each particle has a personal best fitness value and is also ware of the global best
fitness value. For any particle, the new direction of movement is decided by a combination
of the personal best and the global best as well as the particle’s intention to maintain
its current movement. Furthermore, several different topologies can be utilized, and a
neighborhood can also be set for each particle to convey positions when limiting the global
best parameter to the local best scheme rather than the whole swarm. The algorithm may
be stopped till the best solution is reached or no more improvement is observed.

2.4. Differential Evolution

Differential evolution [11] is a stochastic evolutionary algorithm which is used for
optimization problems for continuous functions. The DE algorithm does not expect gra-
dient information and thus it doesn’t need to be differentiable. Like other evolutionary
algorithms, a solution is searched for in the design space by maintaining a set of individual
candidate solutions. In each iteration, the solutions with the best fitness are combined
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together and retained for the next iteration. The aim is to improve upon the fitness value
and this process is repeated until a pre-decided condition for termination of this process
is satisfied. Differential Evolution is very similar to Genetic Algorithms in that both are
evolutionary in nature, however, the difference is that the DE uses real numbers in the
chromosome and also that the mutation operation consists of the difference between two
or more chromosomes of the population with the possible addition of some type of noise
to create a new individual. Like GA, DE also suffer from getting stuck in local minima.
The DE algorithm also has three control parameters, the population size, the mutation
factor and the crossover probability.

2.5. Artificial Bee Colony

Article Bee Colony [12] is a swarm intelligence algorithm based on the behavior of bees.
Within bees, there are different social classes who work together to complete tasks such as
harvesting pollen and nesting through the use of smell, ’swing dance’ and other methods.
Bee colonies consist of three types of bees, queen, male and the worker bees which work
on activities such as searching for food, gathering and storage of honey. After gathering
honey, the worker bee comes to the nest and informs other bees about the location of the
honey source site through a dance. The ABC algorithm simulates the behavior of bees
by considering three elements, the food source, employed bees and unemployed bees.
The food source is represented as revenue considering its distance and quality, the higher
the revenue, the better is the value. In computational optimization terms, the food source is
a potential solution to the objective formulation of the considered problem and the quality
or value of the food source represents the fitness value of that particular solution. At the
start, all bees are used as scouts, searching for food sources. When a food source is found,
for a high value food source, bees who find those food sources become hire bees and collect
the food source. If the food source is of intermediate value, the bees become follow bees
and if the food source value becomes low, the bees become scout bees to look for better
food sources. Hire bees, the bees with a food source location having a high value, lead
the follow bees to develop solutions in their neighborhood in order to come up with more
solutions. A subset of the highest-ranking solutions are then considered before this process
is repeated again until the end conditions are met.

3. Optimization Application in Smart Cities

Several tasks in smart city operations require the use of metheuristics to be solved,
the aim being to optimize the resources present in the city. This section presents the different
uses of optimization techniques for IoT enabled Smart Cities. This task is performed for all
eight components, Smart Agriculture, Smart City Services, Smart Grid, Smart Health, Smart
Homes, Smart Homes, Smart Industry, Smart Infrastructure and Smart Transportation.

3.1. Smart Agriculture

Smart Agriculture involves the use of digital technologies such as sensors and intelli-
gent systems to improve agricultural productivity. The sustenance of agriculture depends
on water, and it is central to the agricultural production of food items around the world.
However, water is becoming an ever-scarce resource due to the increasing demand caused
by human population growth, increased economic activity by industries and also due to
climate change. It therefore is necessary to utilize this precious resource wisely so as make
use of it in the best manner possible. One approach towards ensuring that water and land
is used appropriately is by introducing irrigation management schemes such as irrigation
scheduling and water allocation in the farming process. A summary of the optimization
problems, objectives, constraints in smart agriculture and the use of IoT is illustrated in
Figure 1.
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Smart Agriculture


Irrigation
Water

Scheduling


Irrigation
Water

Allocation


Energy
Optimization

and Water
Control


Objectives: Minimize
water

usage/deviation/leakage
Maximize benefits

Constraints: Land area
available, water limits

Objectives:Minimize
leakage


Maximize net return,
water usage 

Constraints: Water
limits, capacity of

irrigation system, flow
capacity, discharge

limits, time limits

Objectives: Minimize
energy cost 

Constraints: Limited
energy available, water

volume minimums

IoT Usage: Sensors provide information about water flow, amount of water and more

Constraints: Water
limits, capacity of

irrigation system, flow
capacity, discharge

limits, time limits

Figure 1. Optimization applications in Smart Agriculture.

Measurements in water irrigation systems are typically performed by sensors placed
at different points in the canals and rivers to determine water flow, volume and speed. This
information regarding water movement can be combined with economic information such
as yeild, crop profit to optimization water distribution. Irrigation management through
scheduling has been performed by the authors of [13–16] to maximize net return on crop
profits, water use efficiency and to minimize leakage losses. In [17] Fuqiang et al. aim to
optimize water delivery through canals while also performing scheduling. They do this
using a genetic algorithm and work with two objectives, minimizing the difference between
the time of water delivery and water demand and the fluctuation in water discharge of the
main canal. Their model was applied to a district in China.

The authors in [18,19] work on optimal allocation of water. Of these, Ikudayisi et al. [18]
use the differential evolution algorithm to minimize the water allocated to farms in South
Africa while maximizing the benefits in terms of job creation, ensuring food security and
the yield of crops. Wu et al. [19] approach this as problem of reducing deviation between
different channels and minimizing water seepage to ensure a more consistent supply to
all water channels. An approach presented by Ocampo et al. [20] tackles this problem not
as a task of allocation directly but considers the scenario of providing sufficient water to a
smart farm while controlling two water pumps. The objective function is formulated to
minimize the energy cost of the water pumps while maintaining sufficient supply of water
to the plants on the farms. Constraints considered for such applications include the limited
quantities of water being worked with, the time for which the water was available and the
area of land which was to be considered. Another allocation based scheme is presented
by the authors of Zhuo et al. [21] who use a genetic algorithm for an irrigation system
based on a reservoir and two pumping stations. Their aim is to ensure that there is no
water shortage. The objective function used by them is the minimization of the annual
sum of squared water shortage. Other work in [22] also minimizes use of groundwater
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and increase benefit to the regional water supply through reduction of water deficits in the
Dujiangyan of China.

A precision agriculture scheme is presented by Roy et al. [23] who combine an IoT
system consisting of sensors on plants using a GA based rainfall predictor. Combining
predicted rainfall information along with the sensed moisture level in the crops, they control
plant watering. Lin et al. [24] propose a framework for the management of fertigation and
irrigation in precision agriculture. They perform short term management and long-term
management. Soil and crop growth data is gathered from IoT based sensor systems. Long
term planning refers to the allocation of water and fertilizer resources to crops in terms of
quantity so as to meet demands whereas short term refers to when how to use them. They
use a genetic algorithm for long term planning considering the allocation of water and
fertilizer for crops to maintain pH value and the electrical conductivity. This information
has been presented in Table 1 while a summary of the identified data sources used by each
considered work has been provided in Table 2.

Table 1. Optimization in Smart Agriculture.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

Irrigation
Management
(Irrigation Water
Scheduling)

ACO [13] Single Maximizing net return on crop Constraint on water availability

PSO [14] Capacity of irrigation system
Water savings should be more than
deficiency

GA [17] Single

Minimize water fluctuations
and difference between the
time of water demand and
need

Finite canal capacity

Maximum rotation time limitation

GA [15] Parallel Maximize yield, global and
local water use efficiencies Constraint on irrigation interval

Minimum and max irrigation amount

GA [16] Parallel Minimize leakage loss both
individually and overall Flow capacity limited by maximum

Irrigation time constraint
Net discharge constraint
Total flow rate should be sum of
individual flowrates

Irrigation
Management
(Irrigation Water
Allocation)

DE [18] Single
Minimize irrigation water
allocated and maximizes net
benefits

Constraint on the land area available

Minimum and max planting areas for
crops
Limited water available for the farm

PSO [19] Parallel

Minimize deviation in the
different channels, water
seepage in the distribution
channels

Time

Water quantity constraints
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Table 1. Cont.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

GA [22] Parallel

Maximize benefit to regional
water supply, minimize water
deficit groundwater
exploitation in regions

Water supply quantity constraints for
annual water, ground water

Irrigation
Management
(Energy
Optimization)

GA [20] Parallel
Minimize energy cost while
maintaining water supply for
plants

Limited energy available

Water volume maintained in storage
tank, fish pond

GA [21] Single Minimize sum of squared
water shortage Annual water availability in reservoir

Water rights of replenishment
pumping station
Water rights of the irrigation pumping
station
Operational rule constraints

Irrigation
Management
(Water Control)

GA [25] Single Maximize yield Minimum and maximum water depth
limits

Min and max soil moisture

Irrigation and
Fertilizer
Management

GA [24] Single Maximize economic profits
and environmental benefits

Limits on the demand of water for
each crop

Total water does not exceed available
Total fertilizer doesn’t exceed
availability
Water allocation should be positive

Table 2. Data setup used for Smart Agriculture Optimization.

Data Type Papers

Self-collected/Presented [14,16,17,20,24,25]
Government and private agencies [13–19,25]

3.2. Smart City Services

According to the world bank, the amount of annual solid waste generated is set to be
3.40 billion tons [26] in 2050. Managing this waste and its collection in an efficient manner is
imperative for health and climate reaons. The most common application towards smart city
services optimization is waste management as illustrated in Figure 2 which summarizes
the objectives, constraints and the use of IoT.

Smart waste collection systems include sensors attached to trash cans which can
inform the municipal authority about the status of the garbage present in them. Once the
trash cans are close to being full, it is the responsibility of the municipal corporation to
perform garbage collection in an efficient manner. In this respect, data provided by the
sensors on garbage cans can be used to determine an optimized route for garbage collection
to construct the Vehicle Routing Problem (VRP) in the Smart City Services domain. As such,
this problem has been performed keeping in view various goals. The minimization of
the route distance taken by a garbage tuck has been performed by the authors in [27–31].
The aim in this case is to determine a route for garbage collection vehicles that minimizes
the total distance traveled by the them. Zhang et al. [31] consider multi-vehicle allocation
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while considering the single objective of minimizing route distance. Wei et al. [32] use
the Artificial Bee Colony algorithm to determine garbage collection routes resulting in
the minimum emission of CO2. Another optimization objective in route optimization
for waste management has been the minimization of the total travel time, such a target
is described by the authors of [33–36] who aim to reduce travel time while considering
emptying of waste bins. Another optimization consideration in route optimization for
waste management is to reduce cost. This has been carried out by Tirkolaee et al. [37] who
formulate a multi-objective function of travel cost and total useage cost of vehicles and
determine the route with the minimum costs using the ACO. Constraints considered in
such applications are related to a fixed road network which depends on the locality for
which the optimization is being performed, the continuity in the determined route as well
as fulfillment of capacity restrictions. The useage of optimization algorithms in smart city
services is provided in Table 3 and the data sources used are provided in Table 4.

Smart City Services


Waste Management
Route Optimization


Objectives: Minimize
distance, CO2

emissions, travel time

Constraints: Road
network fixed, location
served by one truck,
continuous routes,

deadline to finish jobs,
capacity limited

IoT usage: Sensors for
trash fill level and
weight detection

Figure 2. Optimization applications in Smart City Services.
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Table 3. Optimization in Smart City Services.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel Problems Objectives Constraints

Waste Management
Route Optimization ACO [27] Single Minimization of

distance Road Network is fixed

GA [28,29,31] Each dumpster served by one
truck only
Trucks leave depot to go to landfill

PSO [30] Routes are continuous

ABC [32] Single Minimize CO2
emissions

Capacity constraint for bins as
well as trucks

ACO [33] Single Minimize total
travel time Trucks leave a depot empty

GA [34,35] Bins needs to be fully emptied by
trucks
Vehicle start depot and end at
landfill

PSO [36] Demand should not exceed
capacity

ACO [37] Single
Minimize travel
cost and total usage
cost of vehicles

Subtour elimination

Jobs should finish within a given
deadline

Table 4. Data setup used for Smart City Services Optimization.

Data Type Papers

Self-collected/Presented/Generated [27–29,31,33,35,37]
Government Agency [34,36]

Dataset Capacitated VRP datasets [38] by [30],
Capacitated VRP Instances [39] by [32]

3.3. Smart Grid

The electricity grid has been a major beneficiary of smart city technologies. The in-
creasing demand for energy by consumers along with the environmental impact that fossil
fuel-based energy production has on the planet has forced utility companies to introduce
renewable energy sources within the electricity distribution system and make their energy
production and distribution systems more efficient through planning and design improve-
ments. Optimization algorithms find applications within the smart grid (SG) domain in
terms of power management and planning. A summary of the applications, objectives,
constraints and IoT useage for optimization algorithms in Smart Grids has been illustrated
in Figure 3.

An increasing population has led to an increasing demand for electricity around
the world. This burdening of the electricity grid has led to measures for increasing the
performance of the electricity distribution system by reducing loss, prevent overload
and reduce cost. The authors in [40–46] work on the improvement of grid performance
by minimizing cost and reducing power losses. Power loss minimization is specifically
targeted by [40,42,44]. Of these, Ettappan et al. [40] aim for the reduction of power losses,
voltage deviation and increasing voltage stability. Atteya et al. [44] also address this
problem by considering network redistribution to minimize losses in the grid whereas
Sakr et al. [42] focuses on minimizing transfer losses in the smart grid to accomplish
this task. Nguyen and Mohammadi [43] attempt the reduction of power losses and line
congestion by determining the location of thyristor controlled series compensator devices
(TCSC). The problem is formulated as a multi-objective problem aiming to minimize
loadability of the lines, active power loss and the reactance of the transmission line. A cost
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reduction-based approach to improve grid performance is followed by Das et al. [41] who
aim to reduce cost of maintaining electrical stability and also the cost of management of the
distribution network. The do this by considering changing the location of energy storage
systems within the grid. Kanwar et al. [45] take maximizing profits and minimization of
power losses while considering sizing of a distributed energy resource generation system.

Smart Grid


Power Management


Improved Grid
Performance


Distributed
Energy

Resource
Management


Planning


Expansion of
Distribution

Network


Objectives: Minimize power
loss, voltage deviation,

reactance, average
loadability, cost

Maximize profit  

Constraints: Power flow
restrictions, location

limitations, operational
limitations. capacity limits,

load balances, power limits,
topology restrictions

Objectives: Minimize cost,
emissions 

Constraints: Power limits
(generation and

distribution), battery
charge/discharge limits,

load schedule restrictions,
capacity limits

Objectives: Minimize
expansion cost, number of

units, power losses

Constraints: Power flow
restrictions, generation

limits, infrastructure limits

IoT Usage: Loads and other devices in the power network can be swithced on and off as needed. Phase
measurement units for e.g., provide capability to obtain measurements in the smart grid

Figure 3. Optimization applications in Smart Grid.

Distributed energy resource (DER) management is another area where optimization
algorithms are used in Smart Grids. The management of distributed energy sources
within smart grids is dependent on the interconnectivity provided by IoT in the smart
grid system. Smart meters within the smart grid provide real-time information relating
to power consumption which can be used for controlling DER electricity. Moreover, IoT
devices allow for switching loads and generation sources as required. This assists in
creating a virtual power plant (VPP) to aggregate all energy sources in a DER scenario.
With global warming and a changing climate, utilities around the world are increasingly
incorporating various renewable energy sources within their grid which often times are
an economically convenient option as well. However, many of these sources such as wind
and solar (photo voltaic [PV]) do not offer a consistent supply of power throughout the day.
In this regard, systems such as batteries as well as conventional generation plants need to
be used together along with renewable energy sources. For utility companies, it is necessary
to optimize power production so that the maximum amount of energy is utilized from
these renewable sources so as to reduce cost to the user while also maintaining the quality
of service. The authors in [47–60] provide a management scheme for DERs to minimize cost.
In this regard, the authors in [47,48,50–52,55,58–60] all formulate the problem of distributed
energy resource management as a single objective problem where the cost incurred is
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minimized. On the other hand, the authors in [49,53,56,57] formulate this as a multi-
objective problem. Azaza and Wallin [57] not only target reduction of electricity production
cost but also maximize reliability of the system while reducing the environmental impact of
the distribution system. It is interesting to note that the improvement of system reliability
is formulated as a minimization problem as well. Similarly, Das et al. [49] consider the
reduction of both the total cost as well as the environmental cost of the system. Their
considered scenario also consists of a PV, Wind Turbine and battery. The constraints
considered were constraints regarding power flow, limitations on power and voltage
values, power balance constraint and power generation constraints on the renewable
energy sources. In [47,60], a DER management system is developed for a microgrid which
consists of a controllable collection of energy storage and generation sources powered by
IoT devices.

Planning in distribution networks has been considered by the work of [61,62]. Mahdavi
et al. [61] work on expanding transmission lines utilizing the artificial bee colony algorithm
to minimize cost of network expansion, power losses in load and generation. On the
other hand, Maji and Acharjee [62] aim to determine the minimum number of Phase
Measurement Units (PMUs) to make the distribution network observable. The constraints
used were power flow and balance of power as well as limits on the number of transmission
lines available. The internet of things also finds usefulness in terms of the use of Phase
Measurement Units (PMU) that provide voltage and current measurement capabilities
within smart grids to perform maintenance and monitoring operations. This has provided
in Table 5 and the data setups used by the covered research work is presented in Table 6.

Table 5. Optimization in Smart Grid.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

Power
Management
(Improve Grid
Performance)

ABC [40] Single

Minimize active power
loss, volage deviation and
voltage stability index
(L-index)

Power flow constraints

GA [42]
Restriction on power source
installations and other components
related to power structure

PSO [44,46] Single Minimize power loss Generation and other component
operations within limits

GA [43] Single

Minimize average
percentage of loadability of
the lines, active power loss,
reactance of transmission
line

Limitation on values of bus voltage

Transmission line capacity, generator
active and reactive power.

ABC [41] Single

Minimize cost for
maintaining thermal and
voltage stability and lower
asset management of
distribution networks

Active and reactive power must be
balanced

Limits on voltage and load maximum
ESS max charging and discharging
constraints
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Table 5. Cont.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

PSO [45] Parallel

Maximize annual profit by
reducing charges for
annual energy losses, peak
power loses etc

Constraint on the node voltage (soft)

Minimize power loss for
the network
reconfiguration

Power injected by DER and SG within
limit

Power generated at a given node has a
limit
For reconfiguration:
Radial topology,
Node voltages has a max hard
constraint

Power
Management
(Distributed Energy
Resource
Management)

ABC [50–52] Single Minimize total cost Power generation by renewables
within limits

DE [53–55] Battery charge and discharge limits
and system reliability

GA [47,48] Power balance constraint (generated
equal to consumed)

PSO [58–60] Specific loads are interruptible
Constraints on the efficiencies of the
sources

DE [56] Single Minimize cost and
emission

ABC [63] Single
Minimize cost and power
imported from outside
micro-grid

Power flow constraints for the DER

GA [49] Single

Minimization of cost of
energy and life cycle
emissions (CO2 and energy
stored in batteries or
converted by renewable
sources during process of
satisfying load
requirements)

Constraints on battery capacity

System reliability constraint
Energy produced equal or greater
sthan required

PSO [57] Single

Minimize reliability cost,
cost of electricity
production and operation
environmental impact
()using renewable factor)

Expansion of
distribution
network

ABC [61] Single

Minimize cost of network
expansion, active losses
and loss of load and
generation

Power flow and active power
balanced

Power generation limits
Number of transmission line limits

PSO [62] Single Minimize number of PMUs SG Network should be observable
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Table 6. Data setup used for Smart Grid.

Data Type Papers

Self-collected/Presented/Generated 25 Bus networks [49,53,55–60,63]
Government Agency/other research work [48,50–52,57,61]

Dataset/Standard Network

IEEE 14 Bus [42,62]
IEEE 30 Bus [40,42,43]
IEEE 33 Bus [41,44,45,54]
IEEE 37 Bus [47]
IEEE 57 Bus [40,42,62]
IEEE 69 Bus [45]
119 Node system of [46,64]

3.4. Smart Health

Smart health refers to the use of technology to provide better healthcare to patients.
This can be in the form of developing tools for better diagnosis of diseases or the use
of algorithms for better planning and healthcare delivery. The deployment of timely
emergency vehicles to a person in need is imperative towards providing healthcare services
to people. Two applications of optimization problems within Smart Health are emergency
vehicle routing and their allocation and relocation as shown in Figure 4. It also summarizes
the objectives uses, constraints considered and role of IoT.

Smart Health


Emergency
Vehicle

Allocation and
Relocation


Emergency
Vehicle Routing


Objectives: Minimize time,
cost

Constraints: Traffic balance,
traffic flow restrictions,

vehicle speed and number
limits, location of

emergency vehicle

Objectives: Minimize time,
vehicle density 

Constraints: Road connection
restrictions, time limits 

IoT Usage: Real time location services, real time traffic
information, vehicle to vehicle and vehicle to infrastructure

communication can also provide better navigation and monitoring
services

Figure 4. Optimization applications in Smart Health.
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Late arrival of ambulances and other emergency vehicles to people in need may result
in irreversible damage to life and property. Studies have shown that delayed ambulance
dispatch increases mortality [65], moreover, economically speaking, a one-minute delay in
response time for cardiac patients found that the mortality increases by 1% and adds annual
costs of USD 7 billion in healthcare expenditure [66]. Keeping this in mind ambulance
deployment and location determination have been of considerable interest in the area of
optimization for smart health. These two problems are specific cases of the Vehicle Routing
Problem [67] and Maximum coverage problem [68] sometimes called the Ambulance Rout-
ing Problem [69] and Ambulance Location Problem [70]. The authors in [71] work on the
optimal allocation determination based on fixed sites and a finite number of ambulances
while minimizing lateness of ambulance arrival using the Ant Colony Optimization. Later
on, in their work in [72], they do a comparison with using GAs and find that GAs provide
the better performance. Kochetov and Shamray [73] attempt localization of ambulance
fleet at base stations with the aim to minimize the average waiting time for arrival of
ambulances. An interesting approach to this problem is presented in Yan et al. [74] who
work on this problem from a scheduling perspective where they control scheduling of
emergency vehicles to reduce the total cost in terms of money and time using a Genetic
Algorithm. Another approach for sequencing vehicles to ensure emergency vehicles reach
their destination in time is presented by Lu et al. [75] who aim to prioritize emergency
vehicle thoroughfare on traffic intersections. They do this by minimizing the entrance time
of the vehicle by manipulating vehicle order. Constraints used for these problems include
constraints on the speed of the ambulances, the flow of vehicles on the road, specific road
connections present as well as time constraints. The internet of things serves a pivotal role
in enabling the allocation and routing of emergency vehicles. The connectivity provided by
IoT through vehicle-to-vehicle communication as well as vehicle to infrastructure commu-
nication facilitates providing a real-time indication of the vehicle’s location as well as the
condition of traffic in a given area. This information can then be used to determine an opti-
mal route for emergency vehicles as well as for their optimal deployment to serve people
in need. Information about optimization methods for smart health has been presented in
Table 7 and the data setups used in these approaches in Table 8.

Table 7. Optimization in Smart Health.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel Problems Objectives Constraints

Emergency Vehicle
Allocation and
Relocation

ACO [71] Single Minimize lateness Ambulance from nearest hospital is
dispatched

GA [72] Speed of ambulance
Total number of ambulance limits

GA [73] Single
Minimize average
waiting time of
ambulances

Balance constraints on exit and entry
volumes

Flow conservation constraints

GA [74] Single Minimize total cost in
money and time

Emergency Vehicle
Routing PSO [76] Single

Minimize travel time,
road length traveled,
density of vehicles on
the road

Road connections are specific

GA [75] Single

Minimize the entrance
time of emergency
vehicle by changing
the order of vehicles
going through
intersections

Constraint on the difference between
arrival times of current and previous
vehicles and on the entrance time of the
vehicle
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Table 8. Data setup used for Smart Health

Data Type Papers

Self-collected/Presented/Generated [71–76]
Government Agency/other research work [72–74]

3.5. Smart Homes

Home energy management has been the prime application of optimization in smart
homes, a summary of the objectives, constraints and the use of IoT has been shown in
Figure 5.

Smart Homes


Home Energy Management


Appliance
Scheduling


Objectives: Minimize
cost, time, peak to

average power ratio,
discomfort 

Constraints: Capacity
limits, flow, one level

per location

IoT usage: Sensors for providing power consumption data and other environmental
readings such as temperature etc for comfort determination in homes, smart meters

provide interconnectivity betwen homes

Figure 5. Optimization applications in Smart Homes.

Home energy management refers to the development of demand side management
schemes that aim to reduce the electricity cost billed to a customer or maintain comfort for
the user. One way this is performed is by appropriate appliance scheduling. The idea here
is to schedule the usage of appliances in such a way that the most power-hungry devices are
turned on during off peak hours when electricity costs might be lower. The combination of
the Smart Grid and Smart Homes facilitates the development of optimization schemes that
not only benefit the customer (in terms of reduced electricity costs and maintaining comfort)
but also be useful for the utilities in ensuring that load profiles (though minimizing the
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peak to average ratio) are more consistent thereby allowing better planning of the power
generation mix used by them. The authors of [77] perform appliance scheduling for the pur-
pose of minimizing electricity cost and the waiting time for appliance usage. Interestingly,
they incorporate comfort maintenance by adding it as a constraint. A similar approach has
been followed by Bui et al. [78] and Makhadmeh et al. [79] who aim to minimize the cost
of electricity usage with a constraint for maintenance of comfort. Makhadmeh et al. [79]
also include the reduction of waiting time rate for appliances by the user and the reduction
of the peak to average ratio of the power consumed as constraints. The authors in [80–83]
perform appliance scheduling while considering electricity cost and peak to average ratio
which need to be minimized. All of the authors present a multi-objective function for this
purpose combining the objectives of minimizing the cost and the peak to average power
ratio. Azimi et al. [84] combine the problem of reducing cost and power together as a
single objective by considering the minimization of the ratio of operating cost and load
factor in a battery supported system. The works of [85–89] also consider user comfort
as part of the objective. In [85], Essiet and Wang form a multi-objective minimization
problem of electricity cost, peak to average ratio for power and discomfort of users in a
smart home supported by a renewable energy system consisting of a battery and PV system.
In Chanra et al. [90], the authors aim to reduce electricity cost by appliance scheduling
in such a manner so as to make as much use of onsite energy units as possible so as to
reduce usage of utility provided electricity. The energy units they consider are a diesel
generator, renewables and battery. Another approach that aims to reduce cost of consumed
electricity is presented by Faia et al. [91] who formulate it as a problem of minimizing the
energy bill and the cost associated with curtailment of power in a system with a battery
and a photovoltaic system. The work in [88,92–94] also perform appliance scheduling to
reduce cost of electricity. Appliance scheduling for smart homes has also been performed
by Fatima et al. [81] and Abid et al. [80] considering a microgrid for homes where instead of
optimizing data from single homes, the authors used data from connected smart meters to
determine an optimized control scheme for appliances across the grid. The constraints used
for optimization in smart homes are on the comfort needing to be maintained, constraints
on the powerflow, time of operation, the maximum power that is present or used and which
appliances are switchable appliances. Appliance scheduling is based on smart meters as
well as individual control and monitoring of appliances using IoT systems. IoT devices
enable the microgrid which is used to gather data as well as control the switching on and
off of sources from the houses electricty supply. The information gathered from these
IoT units can be processed to optimize energy consumption patterns to reduce cost to the
customer as well as increase comfort. The use of the considered optimization schemes for
smart homes has been presented in Table 9 with the data setups presented in Table 10.

Table 9. Optimization in Smart Homes.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

Home Energy
Management ACO [77] Single Minimize cost and

waiting time Comfort needs to be maintained

ACO [80] Parallel Minimize cost and peak
to average ratio Power flow constraints

ACO [81] Single Minimize cost and peak
to average ratio Maximum energy capacity constraint

DE [82] Device counted that can be shifted is
positive

PSO [83]
Number of devices shifted at any time
should not be more than the available
number of controllable devices
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Table 9. Cont.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

GA [95] Single
Minimize peak to
average ratio for load
shaping

Load shaping, redistribution of load in
a flexible manner

GA [84] Single
Minimize ratio of
operating cost and load
factor

Charging and discharging of batteries

Complete load transfer and load
clipping limits

DE [85] Single

Minimize electricity
cost, peak to average
ratio of power and
discomfort
minimization of users

Constraints on PV supply limits

ACO [86] State of charge and rate of discharge of
battery

DE [87] Single Minimize electricity
cost and discomfort

Time of operation within specified
limits

PSO [89]
Temperature, air quality, illumination
and energy should be within
maximum limits

GA [63,88,96] Parallel A given appliance must be on for
specified times of the day
Power limits to be followed

ABC [78] Single Minimize cost of
electricity

Appliances for comfort have fixed
times

DE [90,92] Some appliances cannot be delayed
GA [93] Power balance constraints

PSO [79,94] Surplus solar power sold back to
distribution system
Maintain zero net energy in building
Time constraints
Load safety factor
Load phases of appliances fulfill
energy requirements
Comfort needs to be maintained
Peak to average power ratio balancing

PSO [91] Single
Minimize energy bill
and cost associated
with KWH curtailment

Power values within limits, battery
charge and discharge limits

Table 10. Data setup used for Smart Homes.

Data Type Papers

Self-collected/Presented/Generated [63,77–85,87,88,92–94,96]
Government Agency/other research work [79–81,85,89–91,95,96]

3.6. Smart Industry

One of the biggest enablers of the Industry 4.0 concept has been the use of AI tech-
niques to improve the efficiency of the manufacturing and production process. This has led
to the development of cyber physical systems aiming to assist in activity recognition [97],
machine health prediction [98] and production management in terms of bottleneck predic-
tion [99]. Apart from conventional AI applications of anomaly detection, classification and
regression, computational optimization also finds numerous applications as it fits well with
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the objective of efficient and streamlined manufacturing. The major applications for the use
of computational optimization have been in the area of routing and location for logistics and
are variations of the vehicle routing problem and are typically represented as Multidepot
Vehicle Routing Problem (MVRP), Vehicle Routing Problem Pick-up and Delivery with
Time Windows (VRPPDTW) or Large-scale Dynamic Vehicle Routing Problem (LSDVRP).
Figure 6 summarizes the objectives utilized, constraints and the role of IoT in optimization
for Smart Industry.

Smart Industry


Location Determination of sites
 Routing for Logistics


Objectives: Minimize
transportation,

establishment and
distribution cost, Maximize

profit

Constraints: Number of
sites need to be met,
distance coverage for
locations, time limits,

capacity, demands need to
be met

Objectives: Minimize
distance travelled, CO2
emissions, number of

vehicles, time, fuel, cost

Constraints: Customer
served only once, route is
continuous, demand limits,

vehicle count limits,
vehicle load limits, speed,
time and distance limits,

time limits

IoT Usage: Sensing units provide information relating to the loads to be
collected as well as traffic and other information

Figure 6. Optimization applications in Smart Industry.

The authors in [100,101] use the ABC and the GA respectively to determine the
best location of service sites for logistic operations. Both these approaches use multi-
objective formulations aiming to reduce cost of operations, transportation as well as the
establishment of the centers. The authors in Su et al. [102] use ACO, Alinaghia et al. [103]
PSO and Utama et al. [104] use ABC to address the problem of determining the best route for
logistics operations. The routing and coverage problem for logistics involves determining
the best route for either a single or multiple vehicles at a depot which have to visit every
customer. The works of [102–104] focus on reducing the cost incurred in the routing for
vehicles in logistics as a single objective formulation. On the other hand, the authors
of [105–107] all work on the minimization of distance as their objective in determining
the optimal route for delivery vehicles trying to serve multiple locations. Mounia and
Bachir [106] address routing in logistics as a multi-objective problem where they not only
aim to minimize the distance traveled by the vehicles but also aim to reduce CO2 emissions
and the number of vehicles used. A time based optimization approach is presented by
the authors of [108,109] also factoring in reduction of fuel consumption in their objective
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function formulation. Constraints used for the routing and location determination problem
are related to time, capacity constraints for the vehicles, each customer being served only
once, constraints related to the route. The determination of the location and the route for
vehicles is dependent on real time information concerning the traffic in the area as well the
loads to be collected from each site in addition to other information which can be provided
by IoT units. The usage of optimization algorithms for smart industry has been presented
in Table 11 with data setups presented in Table 12.

Table 11. Optimization in Smart Industry.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel Problems Objectives Constraints

Location
determination for sites ABC [100] Single

Minimize transportation
and hub establishment
cost

Single allocation for each demand node

A given number of hubs are established
Covering radius constraint
Time reliability constraint

GA [101] Parallel Minimize distribution cost
and maximize profit Load capacity meets needs of customers

A delivery vehicle can only be delivered
when it receives a task
Capacity constraints

Routing for Logistics ABC [106] Parallel
Minimize distance
travelled, CO2 emissions,
number of vehicles used

Every customer visited only once

Every vehicle visiting a location must leave
it too
Ensure route continuity
Demands of any route must not exceed
capacity
Edges satisfying time window constraint
are allowed.

ABC [107] Single Minimize total
transportation distance Each customer served only once

GA [105] Route should start and end at the same
depot
Served demand of each vehicle does not
exceed capacity limit

ACO [102] Single Minimizing total cost Each customer served only once

PSO [103] Dispatched vehicles not more than
available

ABC [104] Vehicle routes don’t contain disconnected
routes
Customer demand shouldn’t be larger than
vehicle capacity

ABC [109] Single Minimize travelling time Vehicle load constraint
Subtours not allowed
Speed, time and distance
Maximum number of vehicles on a route
Each customer served by one vehicle
Vehicle number max limit

PSO [108] Parallel
Minimize fuel
consumption and travel
time

Each customer serviced by only one vehicle

Continuity in route
Vehicle load conservation between nodes,
First in first out proper when traveling time
is computed
Time taken for customers as stated,
Maximum time for servicing
Vehicle capacity constraint
Depot is the first and final destination of
each vehicle
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Table 12. Data setup for Smart Industry.

Data Type Papers

Self-collected/Presented/Generated [100,101,105,109]
Government Agency/other research work [102,104,106,107,109]

Dataset/Standard Network Test instances in [110] used by [103,108]

3.7. Smart Infrastructure

Within the infrastructure domain, the most common optimization problem is the area
of health monitoring of structures. Structural Health Monitoring (SHM) is a necessary
application within the smart infrastructure domain as it makes for safe usage of different
structures of public use. These structures can be buildings as well as transport structures
such as bridges, tunnels. Structural health monitoring typically involves the use of sensors
attached to a structure at several points that can gauge some type of physical variable
(vibration, strain, acceleration, temperature, tilt etc) from the structure. Data gathered from
these connected sensors is then used to determine if any structural damage has taken place
or not. Within the domain of SHM, optimization algorithms find application towards the
Optimal Sensor Placement Problem (OSP) as illustrated in Figure 7. Figure 7 summarizes
the objectives used, constraint and the use of IoT.

Smart Infrastructure


Optimal Sensor Placement


Objectives: Minimize error,
redundancy


Maximize sensor coverage,
connectivity, relaibility

Constraints: Sensor placement
locations limitations, number of

sensors limited

IoT usage: The placement of sensors
especially is performed using IoT

where connected sensors povide the
data using which optimization is

performed

Figure 7. Optimization applications in Smart Infrastructure.

For the optimal sensor placement problem (OSP), the aim is to determine the best
number and placement of sensors over a structure so as to reduce the number of sensors
used as well as improve the measurement process, both these aims result in increased
reliability of the SHM system as well as potentially lower the cost of the system too.
The authors in [111–115] work on the placement of sensors for structural health moni-
toring focusing on improving the effectiveness of the deployed system. In this regard,
refs. [111,114] use the genetic algorithm to solve a multi-objective problem aiming to mini-
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mize the measurement error and cost. Yang et al. in [113] formulate OSP as single objective
minimization where they aim to reduce the ratio of sensor placement performance to
the redundancy of information resulting from each tested placement. Another approach
that works on the error is presented by [112] who use the Particle Swarm Optimization
to maximize the reconstruction accuracy and robust transfer relationship between the
deformation and surface strain with different sensor placements. It must be noted that the
objective function is formulated as minimization of negated accuracy and negated robust-
ness measurement. Optimized structural health monitoring for aircraft monitoring has
been targeted in [116]. In their setup consisting of vibration sensors, the authors optimize
sensor placement by minimizing the cross correlation of the vibration waves in the sensing
network. The most common constraint for sensor placement is restrictions on the places
where sensors can be placed. This information has been provided in Table 13 and the data
setups are presented in Table 14.

Table 13. Optimization in Smart Infrastructure.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

Sensor placement GA [111] Single
Minimize measurement
error and measurement
cost

PSO [112] Single

Maximize
reconstruction accuracy
and robustness of
transfer relationship
between deformation
displacement and
surface strain
(formulated as a
minimization problem
for negated accuracy
and robustness)

Sensor placements within predefined
range and angles

GA [113] Single

Minimize the ratio of
sensor placement
performance to
redundancy
information

Sensor placement is permitted on
chosen location

GA [114] Single

Minimize the MAE
between the system
and the estimated
response (global error)
and minimize the
maximum difference
between the system
and its estimated
response (local error)

Sensor locations are from a set of
predefined locations

DE [115] Single

Maximize quality of
coverage, lifetime,
connectivity uniformity
of sensor nodes and
cluster heads and
reliability

Constraint on the number of cluster
heads associated with each sensor
node and cluster head

GA [116] Single
Minimize cross
correlation of the
sensing network

Sensor placement is permitted on
chosen location
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Table 14. Data types for Smart Infrastructure.

Data Type Papers

Self-collected/Presented/Generated [111–114,116,116–118]

3.8. Smart Transportation

One of the most popular optimization applications within smart cities are within the
smart transport domain. These include parking system routing, traffic signal control and
scheduling. A summary of the applications, their objectives, constraints and the role of IoT
is illustrated in Figure 8.

Smart Transportation


Traffic Signal
Control


Traffic Routing


Parking System
Routing


Road Traffic
Routing


Objectives: Minimize
time delay

Constraints: Traffic
volume constraint, traffic
flow constraint, duration

of traffic light phases 

IoT usage: For parking, IoT nodes indicate to free parking spots from which data is
gathered and sent to the cloud. Connected vehicles are also another source of IoT data

used for navigation purposes along with data from cellphones. 

Objectives: Minimize
travel distance, traffic

congestion

Constraints: Roadmap
to be followed is fixed,
road connections fixed 

Objectives: Minimize
travel time, delay,

emissions, traffic flow

Constraints: Road
connections are fixed,
number of routes are

fixed 

Figure 8. Optimization applications in Smart Transportation

Smart transport systems consist of sensors along roads and traffic intersections to mea-
sure relevant parameters while also providing communication services between vehicles
and infrastructure. This allows for measurement of the current state of roads in terms
of traffic congestion and usage thereby allowing for the use of optimization techniques
to improve trip experiences for users and make the transportation system more efficient.
The authors in [119–123] work on the minimization of time (wait and travel) in traffic
signal control. The aim of such systems is to reduce traffic build up on signal intersections.
Of these, the work in [119–121] use the artificial bee colony and the genetic algorithm
respectively for a single objective function of minimizing delay time. An interesting ap-
proach for this problem is presented by Li et al. [123] who use a multi objective formulation
targeting the minimization of the average travel time both overall and individually for all
vehiclesl. Another multi-objective approach in traffic signal control is presented by Chen
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and Yuan [124] who form a mixed problem of minimizing vehicle emissions and travel time
together. Korkmaz [125] work on the estimation of delays in traffic signals using a genetic
algorithm, they use it to minimize the difference between the estimated and simulated
values. Tang et al. [122] carry out distributed optimization in a fog and cloud hierarchy.
First, fog nodes optimize phase timings within a single cycle and if the number of vehicles
exceeds a threshold, the results are sent to the central controller to further optimize over
different cycles so that a traffic jam is avoided or alleviated. Zhang et al. [126] attempt
traffic signal optimization using multi objective optimization functions of reducing time
delay and increasing traffic capacity. Constraints used for traffic signal control are timing
constraints on the phase durations, flow rate of vehicles and on the travel time.

Traffic routing is also another important aspect in smart transportation. This typically
involves the determination of the best route to the destination keeping in view various
criteria such as reduction of distance, time, cost etc. The problem of traffic routing is
addressed by the works of [127–137]. The authors in [129,130] use the ant colony opti-
mization and genetic algorithm to minimize the travel distance in parking system routing.
They aim to minimize distance traveled by a driver looking to find a free parking spot,
using the algorithm, an optimized route is determined for the parking spot. In [131–133]
the ant colony optimization algorithm is used to determine the best route in a generic
traffic scenario where cars can communicate with road side units in a Vehicular Adhoc
NETwork (VANET) architecture. Routing for public transport is performed by [134,138]
in a connected vehicle scenario aiming to minimize travel time. An economic objective
approach to traffic routing is taken by the authors of [127,136,137] who minimize the total
cost of the trip. Mao [127] also include traffic congestion and travel time as well in their
computation. Hassoune et al. [139] work on a parking guidance using the ant colony
optimization algorithm to reduce traffic congestion and minimize distance. Constraints
for traffic routing are related to the road network allowing travel in specific directions,
signaling and travel time. Within smart transportation, IoT nodes are used to determine
occupied parking spaces and this data is used for routing applications in parking. Traffic
routing is based on vehicle to vehicle and vehicle to infrastructure communication provided
by VANETs within the IoT framework. These systems enable cars to exchange data with
each other and also with fixed infrastructure on the roads. This discussion is also presented
in Table 15 and the data setups for the covered work are presented in Table 16.

Table 15. Optimization in Smart Transportation.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

Traffic signal
control ABC [138] Single Minimize travel time Interval of feasible green time length values

ABC [128] Interval of feasible offset time length values
Constraints on cycle lengths

ABC [119,120] Single Minimize time delay Only one active stage
GA [121,122] Flow dynamic constraint

GA [123] Parallel
Minimize time delay and also
achieve traffic network
equilibrium

Link volume constraint

Constraints on duration of green/red phases
Offset phase duration
Minimize average travel time.
Relationship between route and link flows
need to be maintained as defined

GA [124] Single Minimize vehicle emissions
and travel time for vehicles

Sum of green time of each phase is equal to
total available green time
Green time is set by a lower bound
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Table 15. Cont.

Application Algorithm Single/Parallel
Problems Objectives Constraints

GA [126] Parallel

Minimize delay, and exhaust
emission and maximize traffic
capacity (formulated as
minimization problem)

Cycle length of signals has minimum and
maximum limits

Traffic Routing
(Parking System) ACO [129] Parallel

Minimize distance with bend
straightening and turn
reduction

Bend straightening and turn reduction

ACO [139] Parallel
Reduce traffic flow and
shortest distance towards
parking

GA [130] Single Minimize distance Specific prefixed routes possible for free
parking

Traffic Routing
(Road Traffic) ACO [131,132] Single Minimize distance, minimize

congestion Follow roadmap

ACO [133] Single Maximize flow

ACO [134] Single Minimize travel time
Constraint on relationship between green time
lengths cycle length, offset on the network
calculation

GA [135] Interval of feasible green time length values
Interval of feasible offset time length values
Specific road segments
Connected constraints on the values of time
taken for vehicles

DE [136] Single Minimize travelling cost and
rental cost Each bus has one employee

Employees can be assigned when stop is
available
Bus stop assigned when bus is in use
Constraint on distance of bus stop from
employee home and more

DE [137] Single Minimize total cost Road network connections followed
Solutions contains correct number of routes

ACO [127] Single
Minimize transit time, travel
distance, road congestion and
traffic expenses

Variable value constraints

Table 16. Data types for Smart Transportation.

Data Type Papers

Self-collected/Presented/Generated [119–124,126,128–133,135,138,139]
GovernmentAgency/other research work [119,121,123,124,128,130,134–137]

4. Recommendations

This survey discussed the application scenario for optimization algorithms within
the IoT based Smart Cities in terms of objectives, constraints and formulations. There are
several takeaways from this exercise. The first aspect observed was the lack of standardized
datasets being utilized by the methodologies covered as discussed in the various sections.
This limits the ability to effectively compare proposed methodologies for a similar problem.
This issue was less observed for the case of Smart Grids where standardized network
architectures were used. The use of standardized test sets would enable a fair comparison
of competing methodologies. Another aspect would be the use of more detailed statistical
analysis of experiment data such as running time than mean, standard deviation etc as
has been mentioned by [7]. Such analysis would help to understand better the effects of
different constraints on the algorithm better also help with comparative analysis with other
methodologies. For the nature of coverage herein, it would contribute to possibly looking
at performance of cross-smart city component applications which are similar.
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5. Future Work

While this review presents a coverage of the current state of IoT enabled Smart City
optimziation applications, there are several avenues of future work that have been identified
as well.

5.1. Novel Applications

While combinatorial optimization algorithms have found wide ranging applications
in all aspects of a city’s operations for e.g., in planning [140,141] and scheduling [142],
it is expected that as more aspects of a city are instrumented and data gathering takes
place, applications of optimization algorithms which work on real-time measurements
will be further developed. With newly instrumented systems, one could also leverage
machine and deep learning algorithms for predicting a variable of interest and then utilize
optimization algorithms for a given application. Such a combination could spearhead
optimization application development. Apart from prediction, machine learning could be
used for classification purposes too in conjunction with combinatorial optimization schemes.
One such application could be in the industry where worker activity recognition [143] is
performed and such data is collected for then scheduling operations in cooperation with
automated machine processes using heuristics.

5.2. Hybrid Algorithms

The aim of hybrid methodologies is to combine the best performance characteristics of
different algorithms to reach to an optimal solution for an optimization problem. There have
been several works which combine multiple optimization techniques. For e.g., the authors
in [144] use a combination of a PSO and GA to solve the ambulance location and allocation
problem. They do this in a subproblem form with the objective being the minimization
of the mean waiting time of the injured people and the response time between stations
and affected areas. The constraints are balance of flow, cost of open stations, number of
ambulances given to an areas satisfying its requirements, one affected area served by one
station, station ambulance capacity is respected and that no ambulances allocated if station
is closed. It is expected that work towards hybrid algorithms algorithms will increase the
applicability of combinatorial optimization in smart cities. Such a hybrid system has been
used in Smart Agriculture by [145] also utilizing a GA and a modified PSO algorithm.

5.3. Novel Nature Inspired/Heuristic Algorithms

Ant colony, Genetic algorithms and Particle Swarm Optimization, Differential Evolu-
tion and Artificial Bee Colony algorithms for solving Smart City optimization problems
were considered during the survey. However, there were some attempts that were based on
other evolutionary or collective behavior of other living organisms. Examples of such algo-
rithms include the use of shuffled frog leaping optimization, graywolf optimization [146]
for power management and also for traffic routing [147], earthworm optimization [148] for
power management in smart grid, vehicle routing using simulated annealing [149] and
several different ones for home energy management [150] and elephant herding optimiza-
tion [151] as well in addition to others.

5.4. Distributed Optimization Scheme

As the computation power at the edge increases, the methodologies which utilize a
distributed optimization scheme to fully utilize the IoT capabilities they operate in can
potentially provide better performance. Herein, there could be multiple objectives and
each can be optimized at a lower level before optimization is performed at a higher one
are bound to increase. One such example was suggested by Tang et al. [122] who carry out
distributed optimization in a fog and cloud architecture. First, fog nodes optimize phase
timings within a single cycle and if the vehicles exceeding number increases a threshold,
the results are sent to the central controller to further optimize over different cycles so that
a traffic jam is avoided or alleviated.
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5.5. Use of Reinforcement Learning

Reinforcement learning (RL) has the potential to provide solutions to combinatorial
optimization problems as covered in [152]. The idea is to use machine learning and
reinforcement learning to get rid of human created heurists which may lead to optimizations
towards local optimums. Agents can be trained to search for these heuristics to automate
the process. ML and RL methods have been observed to be faster compared to metaheuristic
methods for solving optimization problems as noted by [152], especially for large problems.
Such methods could be useful for applications within the IoT based Smart City landscape.
It must be noted however that the usage of RL and ML towards combinatorial optimization
problems is still a growing research area. An example of such use is its use for traffic signal
control as described in [153].

6. Conclusions

This paper provides coverage of the application of five popular computational algo-
rithms in the IoT enabled Smart City. It provides a mapping of the various applications
to the specific smart city domain as well as highlights the different formulations of the
objective function used to solve the considered problem. This coverage is provided in
terms of the number of objectives as well as whether the problem was solved as a single
objective, in a hierarchical manner or otherwise. It also highlights the constraints used
by the researchers in solving the problem which is an important aspect as constraints are
governed by the application at hand. An overview of the mapping of various smart city
optimization applications derived from this work is provided in Figure 9.
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Figure 9. Optimization applications in IoT based Smart Cities.

Figure 10 illustrate the distribution counts for each of the algorithms considered in
this survey. It was found that genetic algorithms was found to be most commonly used
optimization scheme as can be seen from Figure 10 and was used a total of 33 times
in the approaches covered in the survey as has been observed by. This inspite of the
fact that GAs are more computationally intensive than PSO with the latter being faster as
well [154]. However, it must be noted that the performance of any optimization algorithm is
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problem dependent [154]. The PSO algorithm was used the most for smart grid applications
whereas ACO and GA were equally used for Smart Transportation. When looking at the
difference between the uses of bio-inspired (PSO, ACO, ABC) and nature-inspired (GA, DE)
algorithms, it was observed that bio-inspired algorithms were used more times at 53 vs.
45 respectively as the proposed technique. This indicates that nature inspired algorithms,
even though relatively newer, are getting increasing traction for use in various applications
relating to Smart Cities.

Figure 11 illustrates the counts for the different ways in which the objective function
was solved. It can be observed that even though there were nearly similar number of
multiple and single objective function formulations (59 and 51 respectively), the solutions
for these were mostly derived as a single problem. This meaning that the objectives were
combined in some form (such as weighted combination of two or more objectives).
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Figure 10. Count of different algorithms used with respect to Smart City Component.
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Figure 11. Solution scheme for problems with respect to Smart City Component.

Another interesting observation from this review was on the formulations of simi-
lar standard combinatorial optimization problems within different smart city domains.
For e.g., the vehicle routing problem exists in smart health (emergency vehicle routing),
smart transportation (traffic routing and public transport routing) as well as in smart in-
dustry (routing for logistics). While, the objective of the routing problem in various papers
was observed to target time incurred for the trip, the constraints incorporated domain
knowledge in to the problem. That is, routing in the smart industry included constraints on
visiting all depots while for smart health and smart transport, constraints included speed
and road traffic. These insights highlight the difference in working on similar optimization
problems in different smart city domains.



Sensors 2022, 22, 4380 29 of 34

This review will help researchers in the field of computational optimization for smart
cities to develop better problem formulations for the problems encountered in IoT based
smart cities. It will also provide new researchers starting in the field by presenting them
with an overview of the optimization scope within the IoT supported Smart City domain.
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4. Vukobratović, M.; Marić, P.; Horvat, G.; Balkić, Z.; Sučić, S. A Survey on Computational Intelligence Applications in Distribution

Network Optimization. Electronics 2021, 10, 1247. [CrossRef]
5. Wang, W.; Wu, S.; Wang, S.; Zhen, L.; Qu, X. Emergency facility location problems in logistics: Status and perspectives. Transp.

Res. Part E Logist. Transp. Rev. 2021, 154, 102465. [CrossRef]
6. Csalódi, R.; Süle, Z.; Jaskó, S.; Holczinger, T.; Abonyi, J. Industry 4.0-driven development of optimization algorithms: A systematic

overview. Complexity 2021, 2021, 6621235. [CrossRef]
7. Peres, F.; Castelli, M. Combinatorial Optimization Problems and Metaheuristics: Review, Challenges, Design, and Development.

Appl. Sci. 2021, 11, 6449. [CrossRef]
8. Dorigo, M.; Socha, K. Ant colony optimization. In Handbook of Approximation Algorithms and Metaheuristics; Taylor & Francis

Group: New York, NY, USA, 2007; Chapter 26, pp. 1–14. [CrossRef]
9. Whitley, D. A genetic algorithm tutorial. Stat. Comput. 1994, 4, 65–85. [CrossRef]
10. Kennedy, J.; Eberhart, R. Particle swarm optimization. In Proceedings of the ICNN’95-International Conference on Neural

Networks, Perth, WA, Australia, 27 November–1 December 1995; Volume 4, pp. 1942–1948.
11. Feoktistov, V. Differential Evolution; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2006.
12. Karaboga, D. Artificial bee colony algorithm. Scholarpedia 2010, 5, 6915. [CrossRef]
13. Nguyen, D.C.H.; Ascough, J.C., II; Maier, H.R.; Dandy, G.C.; Andales, A.A. Optimization of irrigation scheduling using ant

colony algorithms and an advanced cropping system model. Environ. Model. Softw. 2017, 97, 32–45. [CrossRef]
14. Saeidian, B.; Mesgari, M.S.; Pradhan, B.; Alamri, A.M. Irrigation water allocation at farm level based on temporal cultivation-

related data using meta-heuristic optimisation algorithms. Water 2019, 11, 2611. [CrossRef]
15. Guo, D.; Olesen, J.E.; Manevski, K.; Ma, X. Optimizing irrigation schedule in a large agricultural region under different hydrologic

scenarios. Agric. Water Manag. 2021, 245, 106575. [CrossRef]
16. Guo, S.; Zhang, F.; Zhang, C.; An, C.; Wang, S.; Guo, P. A multi-objective hierarchical model for irrigation scheduling in the

complex canal system. Sustainability 2019, 11, 24. [CrossRef]
17. Zhang, F.; He, C.; Yaqiong, F.; Hao, X.; Kang, S. Canal delivery and irrigation scheduling optimization based on crop water

demand. Agric. Water Manag. 2022, 260, 107245. [CrossRef]
18. Ikudayisi, A.; Adeyemo, J.; Odiyo, J.; Enitan, A. Optimum irrigation water allocation and crop distribution using combined

Pareto multi-objective differential evolution. Cogent Eng. 2018, 5, 1535749. [CrossRef]
19. Wu, J.J.; Huang, R.; Fang, T.Y.; Han, Y. Multi-objective model of irrigation water distribution based on particle swarm optimization.

In IOP Conference Series: Earth and Environmental Science; IOP Publishing: Bristol, UK, 2019; Volume 344, p. 12087.
20. Ocampo, A.L.P.D.; Dadios, E.P. Energy cost optimization in irrigation system of smart farm by using genetic algorithm. In Pro-

ceedings of the 2017 IEEE 9th International Conference on Humanoid, Nanotechnology, Information Technology, Communication
and Control, Environment and Management (HNICEM), Manila, Philippines, 1–3 December 2017; pp. 1–7.

21. Zhuo, L.; Cheng, J.; Gong, Z. Optimal water allocation method based on the genetic algorithm for a system of a reservoir and two
pumping stations. Water Supply 2022, 22, 849–859. [CrossRef]

22. Li, R.; Chang, Y.; Wang, Z. Study of optimal allocation of water resources in Dujiangyan irrigation district of China based on an
improved genetic algorithm. Water Supply 2021, 21, 2989–2999. [CrossRef]

https://www.worldometers.info/world-population/#table-forecast
https://www.worldometers.info/world-population/#table-forecast
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/
http://doi.org/10.3390/smartcities4020024
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/electronics10111247
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tre.2021.102465
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2021/6621235
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/app11146449
http://dx.doi.org/10.1201/9781420010749
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00175354
http://dx.doi.org/10.4249/scholarpedia.6915
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2017.07.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/w11122611
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2020.106575
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su11010024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agwat.2021.107245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/23311916.2018.1535749
http://dx.doi.org/10.2166/ws.2021.236
http://dx.doi.org/10.2166/ws.2020.302


Sensors 2022, 22, 4380 30 of 34

23. Roy, S.K.; De, D. Genetic algorithm based internet of precision agricultural things (IopaT) for agriculture 4.0. Internet Things 2020,
18, 100201. [CrossRef]

24. Lin, N.; Wang, X.; Zhang, Y.; Hu, X.; Ruan, J. Fertigation management for sustainable precision agriculture based on Internet of
Things. J. Clean. Prod. 2020, 277, 124119. [CrossRef]

25. Arif, C.; Setiawan, B.I.; Mizoguchi, M.; Nugroho, B.D.A. Genetic Algorithms Optimization for water management in irrigated
paddy fields. In IOP Conference Series: Earth and Environmental Science; IOP Publishing: Bristol, UK, 2019; Volume 335, p. 12002.

26. WorldBank. Solid Waste Management. Available online: https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/urbandevelopment/brief/
solid-waste-management (accessed on 9 March 2022).

27. Sharmin, S.; Al-Amin, S.T. A cloud-based dynamic waste management system for smart cities. In Proceedings of the 7th Annual
Symposium on Computing for Development, ACM DEV-7 2016, Nairobi Kenya, 18–20 November 2016. [CrossRef]

28. Fujdiak, R.; Masek, P.; Mlynek, P.; Misurec, J.; Olshannikova, E. Using genetic algorithm for advanced municipal waste collection
in Smart City. In Proceedings of the 2016 10th International Symposium on Communication Systems, Networks and Digital
Signal Processing, CSNDSP 2016, Nairobi, Kenya, 18–20 November 2016; pp. 1–6. [CrossRef]

29. Assaf, R.; Saleh, Y. Vehicle-routing optimization for municipal solid waste collection using genetic algorithm: The case of southern
Nablus city. Civ. Environ. Eng. Rep. 2017, 26, 43–57. [CrossRef]

30. Hannan, M.A.; Lipu, M.S.H.; Akhtar, M.; Begum, R.A.; Mamum, M.A.A.; Hussain, A.; Mia, M.S.; Basri, H. Solid waste collection
optimization objectives, constraints, modeling approaches, and their challenges toward achieving sustainable development goals.
J. Clean. Prod. 2020, 277, 123557. [CrossRef]

31. Zhang, Y.; Luo, X.; Han, X.; Lu, Y.; Wei, J.; Yu, C. Optimization of Urban Waste Transportation Route Based on Genetic Algorithm.
Secur. Commun. Netw. 2022, 2022, 1–10. [CrossRef]

32. Wei, Q.; Guo, Z.; Lau, H.C.; He, Z. An artificial bee colony-based hybrid approach for waste collection problem with midway
disposal pattern. Appl. Soft Comput. 2019, 76, 629–637. [CrossRef]

33. Raflesia, S.P.; Pamosoaji, A.K. A Novel Ant Colony optimization Algorithm for Waste Collection Problem. In Proceedings of
the 2019 4th International Conference on Information Technology, Information Systems and Electrical Engineering (ICITISEE),
Yogyakarta, Indonesia, 20–21 November 2019; pp. 413–416.

34. Yazdani, M.; Kabirifar, K.; Frimpong, B.E.; Shariati, M.; Mirmozaffari, M.; Boskabadi, A. Improving construction and demolition
waste collection service in an urban area using a simheuristic approach: A case study in Sydney, Australia. J. Clean. Prod. 2021,
280, 124138. [CrossRef]

35. Idwan, S.; Mahmood, I.; Zubairi, J.A.; Matar, I. Optimal management of solid waste in smart cities using internet of things. Wirel.
Pers. Commun. 2020, 110, 485–501. [CrossRef]

36. Faizal, U.M.; Jayachitra, R.; Vijayakumar, P.; Rajasekar, M. Optimization of inbound vehicle routes in the collection of bio-medical
wastes. Mater. Today Proc. 2021, 45, 692–699. [CrossRef]

37. Tirkolaee, E.B.; Alinaghian, M.; Hosseinabadi, A.A.R.; Sasi, M.B.; Sangaiah, A.K. An improved ant colony optimization for the
multi-trip Capacitated Arc Routing Problem. Comput. Electr. Eng. 2019, 77, 457–470. [CrossRef]

38. Branch and Cut for Vehicle Routing. Available online: https://www.coin-or.org/SYMPHONY/branchandcut/VRP/data/index.
htm (accessed on 9 March 2022).

39. Capacitated VRP Instances|Vehicle Routing Problem. Available online: https://neo.lcc.uma.es/vrp/vrp-instances/capacitated-
vrp-instances/ (accessed on 9 March 2022).

40. Ettappan, M.; Vimala, V.; Ramesh, S.; Kesavan, V.T. Optimal reactive power dispatch for real power loss minimization and
voltage stability enhancement using artificial bee colony algorithm. Microprocess. Microsyst. 2020, 76, 103085. [CrossRef]

41. Das, C.K.; Bass, O.; Kothapalli, G.; Mahmoud, T.S.; Habibi, D. Optimal placement of distributed energy storage systems in
distribution networks using artificial bee colony algorithm. Appl. Energy 2018, 232, 212–228. [CrossRef]

42. Sakr, W.S.; El-Sehiemy, R.A.; Azmy, A.M. Adaptive differential evolution algorithm for efficient reactive power management.
Appl. Soft Comput. 2017, 53, 336–351. [CrossRef]

43. Nguyen, T.T.; Mohammadi, F. Optimal placement of TCSC for congestion management and power loss reduction using
multi-objective genetic algorithm. Sustainability 2020, 12, 2813. [CrossRef]

44. Atteya, I.I.; Ashour, H.A.; Fahmi, N.; Strickland, D. Distribution network reconfiguration in smart grid system using modified
particle swarm optimization. In Proceedings of the 2016 IEEE International Conference on Renewable Energy Research and
Applications (ICRERA), Birmingham, UK, 20–23 November 2016; Volumr 5, pp. 305–313. [CrossRef]

45. Kanwar, N.; Gupta, N.; Niazi, K.R.; Swarnkar, A.; Bansal, R.C. Simultaneous allocation of distributed energy resource using
improved particle swarm optimization. Appl. Energy 2017, 185, 1684–1693. [CrossRef]

46. Utkarsh, K.; Trivedi, A.; Srinivasan, D.; Reindl, T. A Consensus-Based Distributed Computational Intelligence Technique for
Real-Time Optimal Control in Smart Distribution Grids. IEEE Trans. Emerg. Top. Comput. Intell. 2016, 1, 51–60. [CrossRef]

47. Askarzadeh, A. A memory-based genetic algorithm for optimization of power generation in a microgrid. IEEE Trans. Sustain.
Energy 2017, 9, 1081–1089. [CrossRef]

48. Mohammed, O.H.; Amirat, Y.; Benbouzid, M. Economical evaluation and optimal energy management of a stand-alone hybrid
energy system handling in genetic algorithm strategies. Electronics 2018, 7, 233. [CrossRef]

49. Das, B.K.; Hassan, R.; Tushar, M.S.H.K.; Zaman, F.; Hasan, M.; Das, P. Techno-economic and environmental assessment of a
hybrid renewable energy system using multi-objective genetic algorithm: A case study for remote Island in Bangladesh. Energy
Convers. Manag. 2021, 230, 113823. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.iot.2020.100201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.124119
https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/urbandevelopment/brief/solid-waste-management
https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/urbandevelopment/brief/solid-waste-management
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/3001913.3006629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/CSNDSP.2016.7574016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/ceer-2017-0034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.123557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2022/8337653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2018.12.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.124138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11277-019-06738-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.02.741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compeleceng.2018.01.040
https://www.coin-or.org/SYMPHONY/branchandcut/VRP/data/index.htm
https://www.coin-or.org/SYMPHONY/branchandcut/VRP/data/index.htm
https://neo.lcc.uma.es/vrp/vrp-instances/capacitated-vrp-instances/
https://neo.lcc.uma.es/vrp/vrp-instances/capacitated-vrp-instances/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.micpro.2020.103085
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.07.100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2017.01.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/su12072813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICRERA.2016.7884556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.01.093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TETCI.2016.2635130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSTE.2017.2765483
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/electronics7100233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2020.113823


Sensors 2022, 22, 4380 31 of 34

50. Geleta, D.K.; Manshahia, M.S. Artificial bee colony-based optimization of hybrid wind and solar renewable energy system. In
Research Anthology on Clean Energy Management and Solutions; IGI Global: Hershey, PA, USA, 2021; pp. 819–842.

51. Moghaddam, M.M.; Marzband, M.; Azarinejadian, F. Optimal energy management for a home Microgrid based on multi-period
artificial bee colony. In Proceedings of the 2017 Iranian Conference on Electrical Engineering (ICEE), Tehran, Iran, 2–4 May 2017;
pp. 1446–1451.

52. Habib, H.U.R.; Wang, S.; Waqar, A.; Farhan, B.S.; Kotb, K.M.; Kim, Y.S. Combined Heat and Power Units Sizing and Energy
Cost Optimization of a Residential Building by Using an Artificial Bee Colony Algorithm. IEEE Access 2020, 8, 218289–218303.
[CrossRef]

53. Lezama, F.; Soares, J.; Faia, R.; Pinto, T.; Vale, Z. A new hybrid-adaptive differential evolution for a smart grid application under
uncertainty. In Proceedings of the 2018 IEEE Congress on Evolutionary Computation (CEC), Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 8–13 July
2018; pp. 1–8.

54. Lezama, F.; Sucar, L.E.; de Cote, E.M.; Soares, J.; Vale, Z. Differential evolution strategies for large-scale energy resource
management in smart grids. In Proceedings of the Genetic and Evolutionary Computation Conference Companion, Berlin,
Germany, 15–19 July 2017; pp. 1279–1286.

55. Palakonda, V.; Awad, N.H.; Mallipeddi, R.; Ali, M.Z.; Veluvolu, K.C.; Suganthan, P.N. Differential evolution with stochastic
selection for uncertain environments: A smart grid application. In Proceedings of the 2018 IEEE Congress on Evolutionary
Computation (CEC), Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 8–13 July 2018; pp. 1–7.

56. Mandal, S.; Mandal, K.K. Optimal energy management of microgrids under environmental constraints using chaos enhanced
differential evolution. Renew. Energy Focus 2020, 34, 129–141. [CrossRef]

57. Azaza, M.; Wallin, F. Multi objective particle swarm optimization of hybrid micro-grid system: A case study in Sweden. Energy
2017, 123, 108–118. [CrossRef]

58. Gabbar, H.A.; Abdussami, M.R.; Adham, M.I. Optimal Planning of Nuclear-Renewable Micro-Hybrid Energy System by Particle
Swarm Optimization. IEEE Access 2020, 8, 181049–181073. [CrossRef]

59. Bhayo, B.A.; Al-Kayiem, H.H.; Gilani, S.I.U.; Ismail, F.B. Power management optimization of hybrid solar photovoltaic-battery
integrated with pumped-hydro-storage system for standalone electricity generation. Energy Convers. Manag. 2020, 215, 112942.
[CrossRef]

60. Grisales-Noreña, L.F.; Montoya, O.D.; Ramos-Paja, C.A. An energy management system for optimal operation of BSS in DC
distributed generation environments based on a parallel PSO algorithm. J. Energy Storage 2020, 29, 101488. [CrossRef]

61. Mahdavi, M.; Kimiyaghalam, A.; Alhelou, H.H.; Javadi, M.; Catalão, J.P.S.; Ashouri, A. Transmission Expansion Planning
Considering Power Losses, Expansion of Substations and Uncertainty in Fuel Price Using Discrete Artificial Bee Colony Algorithm.
IEEE Access 2021, 9, 135983–135995. [CrossRef]

62. Maji, T.K.; Acharjee, P. Multiple Solutions of Optimal PMU Placement Using Exponential Binary PSO Algorithm for Smart Grid
Applications. IEEE Trans. Ind. Appl. 2017, 53, 2550–2559. [CrossRef]

63. Rasheed, M.B.; R-Moreno, M.D. Minimizing pricing policies based on user load profiles and residential demand responses in
smart grids. Appl. Energy 2022, 310, 118492. [CrossRef]

64. Zhang, D.; Fu, Z.; Zhang, L. An improved TS algorithm for loss-minimum reconfiguration in large-scale distribution systems.
Electr. Power Syst. Res. 2007, 77, 685–694. [CrossRef]

65. Pell, J.P.; Sirel, J.M.; Marsden, A.K.; Ford, I.; Cobbe, S.M. Effect of reducing ambulance response times on deaths from out of
hospital cardiac arrest: Cohort study. BMJ 2001, 322, 1385–1388. [CrossRef]

66. RapidSOS. Outcomes: Quantifying the Impact of Emergency Response Time-RapidSOS. Available online: https://rapidsos.com/
our-latest/quantifying-impact-of-emergency-times-whitepaper-download/ (accessed on 9 March 2022).

67. Toth, P.; Vigo, D. The Vehicle Routing Problem; SIAM: Philadelphia, PA, USA, 2002.
68. Ageev, A.A.; Sviridenko, M.I. Approximation Algorithms for Maximum Coverage and Max Cut with Given Sizes of Parts; Springer:

Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 1999; pp. 17–30.
69. Mouhcine, E.; Karouani, Y.; Mansouri, K.; Mohamed, Y. Toward a distributed strategy for emergency ambulance routing problem.

In Proceedings of the 2018 4th International Conference on Optimization and Applications (ICOA), Mohammedia, Morocco,
26–27 April 2018; pp. 1–4.

70. Brotcorne, L.; Laporte, G.; Semet, F. Ambulance location and relocation models. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 2003, 147, 451–463. [CrossRef]
71. Benabdouallah, M.; Bojji, C.; Yaakoubi, O.E. Deployment and redeployment of ambulances using a heuristic method and an

Ant Colony Optimization-Case study. In Proceedings of the 2016 Third International Conference on Systems of Collaboration
(SysCo), Casablanca, Morocco, 28–29 November 2016; pp. 1–4. [CrossRef]

72. Benabdouallah, M.; Bojji, C. Comparison between GA and ACO for emergency coverage problem in a smart healthcare
environment. In Proceedings of the Proceedings of the 2017 International Conference on Smart Digital Environment, Rabat,
Morocco, 21–23 July 2017; pp. 48–55.

73. Kochetov, Y.A.; Shamray, N.B. Optimization of the ambulance fleet location and relocation. J. Appl. Ind. Math. 2021, 15, 234–252.
[CrossRef]

74. Yan, Y.; Kong, Y.; Fu, Z. Dynamic Resource Scheduling in Emergency Environment. J. Inf. Hiding Priv. Prot. 2019, 1, 143.
[CrossRef]

75. Lu, Q.; Kim, K.D. A genetic algorithm approach for expedited crossing of emergency vehicles in connected and autonomous
intersection traffic. J. Adv. Transp. 2017, 2017, 7318917. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2020.3042173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ref.2020.05.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2017.01.149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2020.3027524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2020.112942
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.est.2020.101488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2021.3116802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIA.2017.2666091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2021.118492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.epsr.2006.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmj.322.7299.1385
https://rapidsos.com/our-latest/quantifying-impact-of-emergency-times-whitepaper-download/
https://rapidsos.com/our-latest/quantifying-impact-of-emergency-times-whitepaper-download/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0377-2217(02)00364-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/SYSCO.2016.7831330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S1990478921020058
http://dx.doi.org/10.32604/jihpp.2019.07772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2017/7318917


Sensors 2022, 22, 4380 32 of 34

76. Amer, H.M.; Al-Kashoash, H.A.; Kemp, A.; Mihaylova, L.; Mayfield, M. Coalition game for emergency vehicles re-routing in
smart cities. In Proceedings of the 2018 IEEE 10th Sensor Array and Multichannel Signal Processing Workshop (SAM), Sheffield,
UK, 8–11 July 2018; pp. 306–310. [CrossRef]

77. Silva, B.N.; Han, K. Mutation operator integrated ant colony optimization based domestic appliance scheduling for lucrative
demand side management. Future Gener. Comput. Syst. 2019, 100, 557–568. [CrossRef]

78. Bui, K.N.; Agbehadji, I.E.; Millham, R.; Camacho, D.; Jung, J.J. Distributed artificial bee colony approach for connected appliances
in smart home energy management system. Expert Syst. 2020, 37, e12521. [CrossRef]

79. Makhadmeh, S.N.; Khader, A.T.; Al-Betar, M.A.; Naim, S.; Alyasseri, Z.A.A.; Abasi, A.K. Particle Swarm optimization Algorithm
for Power Scheduling Problem Using Smart Battery. In Proceedings of the 2019 IEEE Jordan International Joint Conference on
Electrical Engineering and Information Technology (JEEIT), Amman, Jordan, 9–11 April 2019; pp. 672–677. [CrossRef]

80. Abid, S.; Zafar, A.; Khalid, R.; Javaid, S.; Qasim, U.; Khan, Z.A.; Javaid, N. Managing Energy in Smart Homes Using Binary Particle
Swarm Optimization; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2017; pp. 189–196.

81. Fatima, I.; Khalid, A.; Zahoor, S.; Yasmeen, A.; Arif, S.; Zafar, U.; Javaid, N. Home Energy Management System Using Ant Colony
Optimization Technique in Microgrid; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2017; pp. 267–279.

82. Rehman, N.U.; Javaid, N.; Khan, Z.A. An enhanced differential evolution based energy management system for smart grids.
In Proceedings of the 2017 31st International Conference on Advanced Information Networking and Applications Workshops
(WAINA), Taipei, Taiwan, 27–29 March 2017; pp. 132–137.

83. Gupta, I.; Anandini, G.N.; Gupta, M. An hour wise device scheduling approach for demand side management in smart grid
using particle swarm optimization. In Proceedings of the 2016 National Power Systems Conference, NPSC 2016, Bhubaneswar,
India, 19–21 December 2016; pp. 1–6. [CrossRef]

84. Nasab, M.A.; Zand, M.; Eskandari, M.; Sanjeevikumar, P.; Siano, P. Optimal Planning of Electrical Appliance of Residential Units
in a Smart Home Network Using Cloud Services. Smart Cities 2021, 4, 1173–1195. [CrossRef]

85. Essiet, I.O.; Sun, Y.; Wang, Z. Optimized energy consumption model for smart home using improved differential evolution
algorithm. Energy 2019, 172, 354–365. [CrossRef]

86. Ullah, I.; Kim, D. An improved optimization function for maximizing user comfort with minimum energy consumption in smart
homes. Energies 2017, 10, 1818. [CrossRef]

87. Reghukumar, R.; Sambhu, S.; Pandi, V.R. Multi-objective optimization for efficient home energy management system using
differential evolution algorithm. In Proceedings of the 2018 3rd IEEE International Conference on Recent Trends in Electronics,
Information & Communication Technology (RTEICT), Bangalore, India, 18–19 May 2018; pp. 1157–1162.

88. Pamulapati, T.; Mallipeddi, R.; Lee, M. Multi-objective home appliance scheduling with implicit and interactive user satisfaction
modelling. Appl. Energy 2020, 267, 114690. [CrossRef]

89. Jordehi, A.R. Binary particle swarm optimisation with quadratic transfer function: A new binary optimisation algorithm for
optimal scheduling of appliances in smart homes. Appl. Soft Comput. 2019, 78, 465–480. [CrossRef]

90. Chandra, P.; Das, A.; Das, C.; Naskar, A.; Ganguly, B.; Paul, S. Differential Evolution Algorithm Based Energy Management of
Residential Microgrid Under Appliance Scheduling DSM. In Proceedings of the 2020 IEEE Vlsi Device Circuit and System (VLSI
DCS), Kolkata, India, 18–19 July 2020; pp. 50–55.

91. Faia, R.; Faria, P.; Vale, Z.; Spinola, J. Demand response optimization using particle swarm algorithm considering optimum
battery energy storage schedule in a residential house. Energies 2019, 12, 1645. [CrossRef]

92. Madathil, D.; Pandi, V.R.; Ilango, K.; Nair, M.G. Differential evolution based energy management system for zero net energy
building. In Proceedings of the 2017 International Conference on Technological Advancements in Power and Energy (TAP
Energy), Kollam, India, 21–23 December 2017; pp. 1–5.

93. Swalehe, H.; Marungsri, B. Intelligent algorithm for optimal load management in smart home appliance scheduling in distribution
system. In Proceedings of the 2018 International Electrical Engineering Congress (iEECON), Krabi, Thailand, 7–9 March 2018;
pp. 1–4.

94. Chang, J.C.; Wu, T.H. Demand Side Management of Power for Time-of-Use Pricing Based on Particle Swarm Optimization. In
Proceedings of the 2020 3rd IEEE International Conference on Knowledge Innovation and Invention (ICKII), Kaohsiung, Taiwan,
21–23 August 2020; pp. 317–320.

95. Bharathi, C.; Rekha, D.; Vijayakumar, V. Genetic Algorithm Based Demand Side Management for Smart Grid. Wirel. Pers.
Commun. 2017, 93, 481–502. [CrossRef]

96. Chen, Z.; Chen, Y.; He, R.; Liu, J.; Gao, M.; Zhang, L. Multi-objective residential load scheduling approach for demand response
in smart grid. Sustain. Cities Soc. 2022, 76, 103530. [CrossRef]

97. Tao, W.; Lai, Z.H.; Leu, M.C.; Yin, Z. Worker Activity Recognition in Smart Manufacturing Using IMU and sEMG Signals with
Convolutional Neural Networks. Procedia Manuf. 2018, 26, 1159–1166. [CrossRef]

98. Zhao, R.; Yan, R.; Chen, Z.; Mao, K.; Wang, P.; Gao, R.X. Deep learning and its applications to machine health monitoring. Mech.
Syst. Signal Process. 2019, 115, 213–237. [CrossRef]

99. Huang, B.; Wang, W.; Ren, S.; Zhong, R.Y.; Jiang, J. A proactive task dispatching method based on future bottleneck prediction for
the smart factory. Int. J. Comput. Integr. Manuf. 2019, 32, 278–293. [CrossRef]

100. Sadeghi, M.; Tavakkoli-Moghaddam, R.; Babazadeh, R. An efficient artificial bee colony algorithm for a p-hub covering location
problem with travel time reliability. Int. J. Ind. Eng. 2018, 25, 40–53.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/SAM.2018.8448582
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.future.2019.05.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/exsy.12521
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JEEIT.2019.8717468
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/NPSC.2016.7858965
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/smartcities4030063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2019.01.137
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/en10111818
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2020.114690
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2019.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/en12091645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11277-017-3959-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2021.103530
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.promfg.2018.07.152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ymssp.2018.05.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0951192X.2019.1571241


Sensors 2022, 22, 4380 33 of 34

101. Guo, K. Research on location selection model of distribution network with constrained line constraints based on genetic algorithm.
Neural Comput. Appl. 2020, 32, 1679–1689. [CrossRef]

102. Su, Y.; Liu, J.; Xiang, X.; Zhang, X. A responsive ant colony optimization for large-scale dynamic vehicle routing problems via
pheromone diversity enhancement. Complex Intell. Syst. 2021, 7, 2543–2558. [CrossRef]

103. Alinaghian, M.; Ghazanfari, M.; Norouzi, N.; Nouralizadeh, H. A novel model for the time dependent competitive vehicle
routing problem: Modified random topology particle swarm optimization. Netw. Spat. Econ. 2017, 17, 1185–1211. [CrossRef]

104. Utama, D.M.; Fitria, T.A.; Garside, A.K. Artificial Bee Colony Algorithm for Solving Green Vehicle Routing Problems with Time
Windows. J. Physics Conf. Ser. 2021, 1933, 12043. [CrossRef]

105. Ibrahim, M.F.; Nurhakiki, F.R.; Utama, D.M.; Rizaki, A.A. Optimised Genetic Algorithm Crossover and Mutation Stage for
Vehicle Routing Problem Pick-Up and Delivery with Time Windows. In IOP Conference Series: Materials Science and Engineering;
IOP Publishing: Bristol, UK, 2021; Volume 1071, p. 12025.

106. Mounia, D.A.; Bachir, D. A hybrid discrete artificial bee colony for the green pickup and delivery problem with time windows.
Informatica 2020, 44, 507–519.

107. Gu, Z.; Zhu, Y.; Wang, Y.; Du, X.; Guizani, M.; Tian, Z. Applying artificial bee colony algorithm to the multidepot vehicle routing
problem. Softw. Pract. Exp. 2020, 52, 756–771. [CrossRef]

108. Norouzi, N.; Sadegh-Amalnick, M.; Tavakkoli-Moghaddam, R. Modified particle swarm optimization in a time-dependent
vehicle routing problem: Minimizing fuel consumption. Optim. Lett. 2017, 11, 121–134. [CrossRef]

109. Ng, K.K.H.; Lee, C.K.M.; Zhang, S.Z.; Wu, K.; Ho, W. A multiple colonies artificial bee colony algorithm for a capacitated
vehicle routing problem and re-routing strategies under time-dependent traffic congestion. Comput. Ind. Eng. 2017, 109, 151–168.
[CrossRef]

110. Solomon, M.M. Algorithms for the vehicle routing and scheduling problems with time window constraints. Oper. Res. 1987,
35, 254–265. [CrossRef]

111. Huang, Y.; Ludwig, S.A.; Deng, F. Sensor optimization using a genetic algorithm for structural health monitoring in harsh
environments. J. Civ. Struct. Health Monit. 2016, 6, 509–519. [CrossRef]

112. Zhao, F.; Bao, H.; Xue, S.; Xu, Q. Multi-objective particle swarm optimization of sensor distribution scheme with consideration of
the accuracy and the robustness for deformation reconstruction. Sensors 2019, 19, 1306. [CrossRef]

113. Yang, C.; Liang, K.; Zhang, X.; Geng, X. Sensor placement algorithm for structural health monitoring with redundancy elimination
model based on sub-clustering strategy. Mech. Syst. Signal Process. 2019, 124, 369–387. [CrossRef]

114. Downey, A.; Hu, C.; Laflamme, S. Optimal sensor placement within a hybrid dense sensor network using an adaptive genetic
algorithm with learning gene pool. Struct. Health Monit. 2018, 17, 450–460. [CrossRef]

115. Cao, B.; Kang, X.; Zhao, J.; Yang, P.; Lv, Z.; Liu, X. Differential evolution-based 3-D directional wireless sensor network deployment
optimization. IEEE Internet Things J. 2018, 5, 3594–3605. [CrossRef]

116. Marks, R.; Clarke, A.; Featherston, C.A.; Pullin, R. Optimization of acousto-ultrasonic sensor networks using genetic algorithms
based on experimental and numerical data sets. Int. J. Distrib. Sens. Netw. 2017, 13, 1550147717743702. [CrossRef]

117. Liu, H.; He, X.; Jiao, Y. Damage identification algorithm of hinged joints for simply supported slab bridges based on modified
hinge plate method and artificial bee colony algorithms. Algorithms 2018, 11, 198. [CrossRef]

118. Tran-Ngoc, H.; Khatir, S.; Roeck, G.D.; Bui-Tien, T.; Nguyen-Ngoc, L.; Wahab, M.A. Model updating for Nam O bridge using
particle swarm optimization algorithm and genetic algorithm. Sensors 2018, 18, 4131. [CrossRef]

119. Gao, K.; Zhang, Y.; Sadollah, A.; Su, R. Improved artificial bee colony algorithm for solving urban traffic light scheduling problem.
In Proceedings of the 2017 IEEE Congress on Evolutionary Computation (CEC), Donostia, Spain, 5–8 June 2017; pp. 395–402.

120. Adebiyi, R.F.; Abubilal, K.A.; Mu’azu, M.B.; Adebiyi, B.H. Development and simulation of adaptive traffic light controller using
artificial bee colony algorithm. Int. J. Intell. Syst. Appl. 2018, 10, 68–74. [CrossRef]

121. Mao, T.; Mihaita, A.S.; Cai, C. Traffic signal control optimization under severe incident conditions using Genetic Algorithm. arXiv
2019, arXiv:1906.05356.

122. Tang, C.; Xia, S.; Zhu, C.; Wei, X. Phase Timing Optimization for Smart Traffic Control Based on Fog Computing. IEEE Access
2019, 7, 84217–84228. [CrossRef]

123. Li, Z.; Shahidehpour, M.; Bahramirad, S.; Khodaei, A. Optimizing Traffic Signal Settings in Smart Cities. IEEE Trans. Smart Grid
2017, 8, 2382–2393. [CrossRef]

124. Chen, X.; Yuan, Z. Environmentally friendly traffic control strategy-A case study in Xi’an city. J. Clean. Prod. 2020, 249, 119397.
125. Korkmaz, E.; AKGÜNGÖR, A.P. Delay estimation models for signalized intersections using differential evolution algorithm. J.

Eng. Res. 2017, 5, 16–29.
126. Zhang, X.; Fan, X.; Yu, S.; Shan, A.; Fan, S.; Xiao, Y.; Dang, F. Intersection Signal Timing Optimization: A Multi-Objective

Evolutionary Algorithm. Sustainability 2022, 14, 1506. [CrossRef]
127. Mao, X. Study on ant colony optimization algorithm for “one-day tour” traffic line. Clust. Comput. 2019, 22, 3673–3680.
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138. Jovanović, A.; Nikolić, M.; Teodorović, D. Area-wide urban traffic control: A Bee Colony Optimization approach. Transp. Res.
Part C Emerg. Technol. 2017, 77, 329–350. [CrossRef]

139. Hassoune, K.; Dachry, W.; Moutaouakkil, F.; Medromi, H. Dynamic parking guidance architecture using ant colony optimization
and multi-agent systems. J. Adv. Inf. Technol. 2020, 11, 58–63. [CrossRef]

140. Bijandi, M.; Karimi, M.; Bansouleh, B.F.; van der Knaap, W. Agricultural land partitioning model based on irrigation efficiency
using a multi-objective artificial bee colony algorithm. Trans. GIS 2021, 25, 551–574. [CrossRef]

141. Darmian, S.M.; Fattahi, M.; Keyvanshokooh, E. An optimization-based approach for the healthcare districting under uncertainty.
Comput. Oper. Res. 2021, 135, 105425. [CrossRef]

142. Ding, Z.; Fu, K.; Deng, W.; Li, J.; Zhongrong, L. A modified Artificial Bee Colony algorithm for structural damage identification
under varying temperature based on a novel objective function. Appl. Math. Model. 2020, 88, 122–141. [CrossRef]

143. Tao, W.; Leu, M.C.; Yin, Z. Multi-modal recognition of worker activity for human-centered intelligent manufacturing. Eng. Appl.
Artif. Intell. 2020, 95, 103868. [CrossRef]

144. Wang, C.; Shi, H.; Zuo, X. A multi-objective genetic algorithm based approach for dynamical bus vehicles scheduling under
traffic congestion. Swarm Evol. Comput. 2020, 54, 100667. [CrossRef]

145. Banerjee, A.; Mitra, A.; Biswas, A. An integrated application of IoT-based WSN in the field of indian agriculture system using
hybrid optimization technique and machine learning. In Agricultural Informatics: Automation Using the IoT and Machine Learning;
John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2021; pp. 171–187. [CrossRef]

146. Du, J.; Zhang, Z.; Li, M.; Guo, J.; Zhu, K. Optimal scheduling of integrated energy system based on improved grey wolf
optimization algorithm. Sci. Rep. 2022, 12, 7095. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

147. Li, S.; Wang, F. Research on Optimization of Improved Gray Wolf Optimization-Extreme Learning Machine Algorithm in Vehicle
Route Planning. Discret. Dyn. Nat. Soc. 2020, 2020, 8647820. [CrossRef]

148. Khan, A.; Mushtaq, N.; Faraz, S.H.; Khan, O.A.; Sarwar, M.A.; Javaid, N. Genetic Algorithm and Earthworm Optimization Algorithm
for Energy Management in Smart Grid; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2017; pp. 447–459.

149. Amer, H.; Salman, N.; Hawes, M.; Chaqfeh, M.; Mihaylova, L.; Mayfield, M. An improved simulated annealing technique for
enhanced mobility in smart cities. Sensors 2016, 16, 1013. [CrossRef]

150. Qayyum, N.; Amin, A.; Jamil, U.; Mahmood, A. Optimization techniques for home energy management: A review. In Proceedings
of the 2019 2nd International Conference on Computing, Mathematics and Engineering Technologies, iCoMET 2019, Sukkur,
Pakistan, 30–31 January 2019. [CrossRef]

151. Li, J.; Lei, H.; Alavi, A.H.; Wang, G.G. Elephant herding optimization: Variants, hybrids, and applications. Mathematics 2020,
8, 1415. [CrossRef]

152. Mazyavkina, N.; Sviridov, S.; Ivanov, S.; Burnaev, E. Reinforcement learning for combinatorial optimization: A survey. Comput.
Oper. Res. 2021, 134, 105400. [CrossRef]

153. Cabrejas-Egea, A.; Zhang, R.; Walton, N. Reinforcement learning for traffic signal control: Comparison with commercial systems.
Transp. Res. Procedia 2021, 58, 638–645. [CrossRef]

154. Hassan, R.; Cohanim, B.; De Weck, O.; Venter, G. A comparison of particle swarm optimization and the genetic algorithm. In
Proceedings of the 46th AIAA/ASME/ASCE/AHS/ASC Structures, Structural Dynamics and Materials Conference, Austin, TX,
USA, 18–21 April 2005; p. 1897.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/SGCF.2017.7947615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICIEV.2016.7760025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1049/iet-its.2017.0308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/COMPSAC.2017.62
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2021.107828
http://dx.doi.org/10.5038/2375-0901.19.4.11
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0305215X.2019.1640691
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.trc.2017.02.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.12720/jait.11.2.58-63
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/tgis.12702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2021.105425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2020.06.039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.engappai.2020.103868
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.swevo.2020.100667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9781119769231.ch9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-10958-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35501451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2020/8647820
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/s16071013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICOMET.2019.8673435
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/math8091415
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2021.105400
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.trpro.2021.11.084

	Introduction
	Algorithms
	Ant Colony Optimization
	Genetic Algorithm
	Particle Swarm Optimization
	Differential Evolution
	Artificial Bee Colony

	Optimization Application in Smart Cities
	Smart Agriculture
	Smart City Services
	Smart Grid
	Smart Health
	Smart Homes
	Smart Industry
	Smart Infrastructure
	Smart Transportation

	Recommendations
	Future Work
	Novel Applications
	Hybrid Algorithms
	Novel Nature Inspired/Heuristic Algorithms
	Distributed Optimization Scheme
	Use of Reinforcement Learning

	Conclusions
	References

