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ABSTRACT

Current communication networks use design
methodologies that prevent the realization of max-
imum network efficiency. In the first place, while
users’ perception of satisfactory service diverges
widely, current networks are designed to be a
“universal fit,” where they are generally over-engi-
neered to deliver services appealing to all types of
users. Also, current networks lack user-level data
cognitive intelligence that would enable fast per-
sonalized network decisions and actions through
automation. Thus, in this article, we propose the
utilization of Al, big data analytics, and real-time
non-intrusive user feedback in order to enable the
personalization of wireless networks. Based on
each user’s actual QoS requirements and context,
a multi-objective formulation enables the network
to micro-manage and optimize the provided QoS
and user satisfaction levels simultaneously. More-
over, in order to enable user feedback tracking
and measurement, we propose a user satisfaction
model based on the zone of tolerance concept.
Furthermore, we propose a big-data-driven and
Al-based personalization framework to integrate
personalization into wireless networks. Finally, we
implement a personalized network prototype to
demonstrate the proposed personalization concept
and its potential benefits through a case study. The
case study shows how personalization can be real-
ized to enable the efficient optimization of network
resources such that certain requirement levels of
user satisfaction and revenue in the form of saved
resources are achieved.

INTRODUCTION

Continuously advancing technology has contributed
to a surge in data traffic, making user satisfaction the
cardinal competitive advantage for all service provid-
ers. Besides user satisfaction, service providers try to
make the most of the scarce resources available. In
order to meet these objectives simultaneously, more
agile, intelligent, and flexible networks are required.
Such networks should be capable of micro-man-
aging resources in a way that meets each user’s
expectations of the network while using a minimum
amount of resources. This micro-management of
network resources has ushered in the concept of
wireless network personalization. Personalized net-
works optimize two correlated and contradicting
objectives in real time: user satisfaction and resource
utilization. Naturally, wireless networks produce
colossal amounts of data, and most of these data

are in real time. A system that is capable of digest-
ing these data to create relevant and meaningful
decisions in real time at the user level using machine
learning (ML) and big data analytics is the ultimate
solution to meeting the aforementioned objectives
simultaneously. We refer to such a system as a
big-data-driven and artificial intelligence (Al)-based
personalized wireless network. Enabling wireless net-
work awareness of context data and user feedback
data, and consequently enabling wireless network
personalization will bring substantial benefits to both
users and service providers [1, 2].

The utilization of context data to optimize and
enhance the performance of wireless networks has
been proposed in [3]. Although context data plays
an important role in improving the performance of
wireless networks, making network decisions based
on both context information and user feedback will
provide service providers with tangible data that
can be utilized to make further optimized and per-
sonalized decisions. User feedback collection can
be performed in real time or offline in a number of
ways that can be either intrusive (i.e., require human
input), such as surveys and feedback boxes, or
non-intrusive, which is achieved through ML and Al.
In wireless networks, the utilization of user feedback
from intrusive methods is discussed in [4, 5]. The
authors in [4] propose an approach called “user-
in-the-loop” that utilizes realtime feedback to inte-
grate spatial demand control to wireless networks
where users are motivated to move to less congest-
ed areas. The authors in [5] propose a data-guided
resource allocation approach where offline feed-
back data (e.g., network measurements and user
complaints) are employed to improve the average
user experience. The utilization of non-intrusive user
feedback in wireless communication networks is not
a common discussion topic in the literature and is
limited to but a few applications [6]. Nevertheless,
non-intrusive user feedback has been proposed to
make relevant automated decisions in many appli-
cations, such as cloud gaming and healthcare [7, 8].

The detection of non-intrusive user feedback is
widely discussed in the computational intelligence
literature [9, 10]. There are several advantages
to employing non-intrusive feedback collection
methods, over intrusive methods, in wireless net-
works. Generally, the intrusive feedback collec-
tion methods do not represent all users because
the majority of users would not complain; they
just change their provider. Furthermore, while
users’ needs and expectations change rapidly in
wireless networks, non-intrusive feedback collec-
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tion methods enable more frequent feedback
data collection, which consequently increases the
accuracy and relevance of network decisions.

This article proposes the utilization of context
data along with non-intrusive user feedback data
to personalize wireless networks. While the pro-
posed personalization concept could potential-
ly be applied to all wireless networks, we focus
in this article specifically on wireless cellular net-
works as a use case. We introduce the concept of
wireless network personalization through address-
ing the following four important questions:

+ Q7: Why does personalization matter?

+ Q2: What is the difference between personal-
ization and network slicing?

+ Q3: How is user satisfaction measured in
wireless networks?

+ Q4: How is personalization integrated into
wireless networks?

First, to answer Q1, we start by discussing the
benefits of personalized wireless networks. For Q2,
we narrow down our discussion to address per-
sonalization for cellular networks and how it differs
from 5G network slicing. For Q3, we introduce the
notion of the zone of tolerance, which we use to
propose the user satisfaction model in wireless net-
works. Then we illustrate how the proposed user
satisfaction model can be used in the context of
personalized wireless networks. To answer Q4, we
propose a big-data-driven and Al-based framework
to enable personalization in wireless networks.
Finally, we illustrate the proposed wireless network
personalization concept and the associated bene-
fits through a prototyped case study.

WHY DOES PERSONALIZATION MATTER?

Most service providers are scrambling to increase
the average revenue per user and to reduce sub-
scriber churn. Therefore, there is a tremendous
need to efficiently utilize scarce resources in order
to achieve the ultimate balance between user
satisfaction and profit. Personalization is indis-
pensable to achieving this balance and delivering
services profitably to users in a win-win setting. In
addition, there are several other benefits of inte-
grating personalization into wireless networks,
including the following.

NoTt EVERYONE FiTS THE MOLD

Typically, service providers invest in their networks
to acquire more subscribers and increase their rev-
enue. Therefore, they always seek to provide their
subscribers with the best service quality. Service
quality is defined as a comparison between sub-
scribers’ expectations and service performance [11].
Current networks are designed mostly to be a “uni-
versal fit,” where service providers deliver services
with a quality appeal to all types of users. However,
user expectations of service quality are not “one size
fits all.” In practical terms, it is difficult to measure
user expectations of service quality for current net-
works as this depends on numerous dynamic and
difficult-to-measure variables. For this reason, ser-
vice providers over-engineer the delivery of services,
and as a result, many users end up getting more
resources than would actually satisfy them, while
others end up getting less than they expect. The way
around this inefficiency is to tailor the network for
each user’s dynamic and context-dependent needs
and expectations. This level of fine-grained network

decision optimization will enable service providers
to provide personalized, satisfactory services for the
majority of users at a minimum cost.

ACT AT THE SPEED OF USERS

Although users could show some patterns in their
long-term activity and satisfaction behavior, the
realtime (short-term) user expectations and behav-
ior evolve continuously. In order to make person-
alized decisions and actions dynamically, networks
need to decide and act at the speed of users.
Personalized networks employ ML and big data
analytics, which make real-time network decisions
and actions possible through automation. Automa-
tion can be achieved by analyzing the enormous
amounts of data produced by networks to identify
relevant patterns and thereby predict context-de-
pendent user needs and expectations.

PRICING PARADIGMS

Currently, tariffs are differentiated based on usage.
Wireless network personalization will fit well with the
pricing paradigms differentiated according to quality
of service (QoS) and user satisfaction levels. In addi-
tion, not only are QoS and user-satisfaction-based
pricing paradigms fairer and more attractive to users,
but they will also create new business models and
revenue opportunities for service providers. Based on
the new business models, service providers can trade
off complexity and the required user satisfaction and
resource-saving levels in the network.

PERSONALIZATION VS. NETWORK SLICING IN
WIRELESS CELLULAR NETWORKS

Network function virtualization (NFV) technolo-
gy is proposed for 5G to isolate the software and
hardware aspects of networks in order to transform
network functions from dedicated hardware appli-
ances into software-based applications. Along with
NFV, software-defined networks (SDNs) are con-
sidered to be enablers for network slicing (NS) in
5G [12]. The concept of NS is proposed to allow
operators to provide customized, reliable services
with increased efficiency while reducing the capital
expenditure and operating expenses of wireless net-
works. Each slice is associated with a set of resourc-
es and quality requirements. What distinguishes 5G
NS from the current QoS-based solutions is its ability
to provide an end-to-end virtual network tailored to
application requirements. In contrast, the personal-
ized networks advocated in this article are not only
tailored to application requirements, but also to the
dynamic user demands and expectations within the
application. In other words, instead of specifying a
fixed set of quality requirements, personalized net-
works are supported with an intelligent big-data-driv-
en layer to decide on the dynamically evolving user
requirements. This enables the service providers to
provide the necessary service quality required to
achieve the target user satisfaction level for each
user and any application.

MODELING USER SATISFACTION IN
WIRELESS NETWORKS
USER ZONE OF TOLERANCE MODEL
Due to the intense competition in the telecom-

munication industry, user satisfaction is crucial
to sustaining a profitable business for any service

There is a tremendous
need to efficiently
utilize scarce resources
in order to achieve
the ultimate balance
between user sat-
isfaction and profit.
Personalization is indis-
pensable to achieving
this balance and deliv-
ering services profitably
to users in a win-win
setting. In addition,
there are several other
benefits of integrating
personalization into
wireless networks.
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Figure 1. User satisfaction (S) model and a visualization of an example illustrating the relationship between the zone of tolerance, A,
user satisfaction, and personalized network decisions.

provider. Over the long run, service providers
that can maintain user satisfaction will obtain
and retain more subscribers and increase busi-
ness growth. “Satisfied customers offer business-
es a promise of enhanced revenues and reduced
operating costs” (Dutka, 1995). In order to
understand customer/user satisfaction, business
and marketing studies proposed the model of
service quality. This model utilizes the zone of
tolerance (ZoT) notion, which is defined as “the
range of service performance a customer would
consider satisfactory.” The model of service qual-
ity depicts the ZoT as the service range bound-
ed by desired and adequate levels of service.
The desired level of service is defined as “the
level of service representing a blend of what cus-
tomers believe can be and should be provided,”
whereas the adequate level of service is defined
as “the minimum level of service customers are
willing to accept.”

Drawing on concepts of service quality from
business and marketing studies, our model of user
satisfaction (S) in wireless networks is shown in Fig,
1. We propose dividing user satisfaction into levels
where each level is associated with a certain range
of QoS. In Fig. 1, satisfaction is divided into four
levels: A, B, C, and D. The division and number of
satisfaction levels could vary depending on service
providers’ preferences. Before proceeding to the
detailed discussion of the user satisfaction model, it
is worth mentioning that QoS can be a vector with
several elements, such as rate, reliability, latency,
and jitter. Nonetheless, for simplicity, we assume
that QoS is solely defined by rate. Our proposed
user satisfaction model encompasses the following
five main notions:

+ QoSy: the demanded QoS by the user, which
represents the maximum QoS associated
with the requested service.

* QoS the provided QoS by the network.

* QoS,;: the adequate (minimum) QoS
required to achieve a satisfaction level of i.

+ ZoT;: the QoS range that satisfies the user with
a satisfaction level of i. If satisfaction is mea-
sured on a scale of 1-5, for i < 5, ZoT; ranges
between QoS,;,,and QoS,;, whereas for i = 5,
ZoTs ranges between QoSy and QoSaS.

 A: the difference between the QoS demand-
ed by the user and the QoS provided by the
network (QoSy - QoSp).

As shown in Fig. 1, as QoS,, decreases, A
increases, and consequently satis&ction decreas-
es. To keep user satisfaction at a certain level,
QoS should be within the ZoT associated with
the targeted satisfaction level. It is important to
note that QoS,; is what changes from one user to
another, which consequently changes the width
of ZoT,. Moreover, demand is assumed to be
dependent on the application and service type;
hence, it is constant for all users requesting ser-
vice of the same application.

ZONE OF TOLERANCE IN THE CONTEXT OF
PERSONALIZED NETWORKS

Understanding and characterizing ZoT will open
the door to micro-managing wireless networks,
which will allow operators to personalize their
services and design new business models to gen-
erate new revenue streams while maintaining user
satisfaction. In Fig. 1, we present a simple exam-
ple to illustrate how ZoT, A, and user satisfaction
are related. Assume that a service provider is try-
ing to optimize the network such that a certain
user in the network has a satisfaction level of B.
Furthermore, assume that the service provider
is utilizing a big-data-driven and Al personalized
network to predict ZoTg at different time slots
(Ty to Ty). Based on the predicted ZoTg, the per-
sonalized network optimizes A during each time
slot. As shown in Fig. 1, at Ty, based on the pro-
vided A, the predicted user satisfaction level is A.
In order to reduce satisfaction and consequently
save resources, the optimizer, which is part of the
personalized network, suggests increasing A ()
to save resources (+). At T, since ZoTg is contin-
uously changing over time, although the provid-
ed A is lower than A at Ty, user satisfaction drops
to level D. This indicates that this user has a very
tight ZoTg at T,, and consequently the optimiz-
er suggests decreasing A D further by allocating
more resources (-). At Tg, the predicted user sat-
isfaction for the provided A is level B, which is the
targeted user satisfaction. Therefore, the optimiz-
er suggests keeping A as is @ (+\-).
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Figure 2. Big-data-driven and Al-based network personalization framework.
WIRELESS NETWORK PERSONALIZATION: users with pre-existing user personas will enable net-
works to provide highly personalized services with a
BIG-DATA-DRIVEN AND minimal amount of data. Besides, the utilization of
Al-BASED FRAMEWORK federated learning can enable different users shar-
ing the same persona type to learn a shared model
Data collected from communication networks are while keeping all the training data on their devices.
massive, complex, and unstructured, and increase This can reduce the required communication over-
in three dimensions: volume, velocity, and verac- head and minimize the privacy concerns associated
ity. The problem of extracting knowledge from with transferring user data over the network.
this huge amount of data presents two subprob- Multi-Phase Persona and User Satisfaction
lems: a big data problem and an Al problem. Al Prediction: At this point, the network has access
is defined as any process that senses the environ- to labeled context data with user persona and sat-
ment and takes actions to maximize the success isfaction levels. The processed data is used to build
probability of the targeted goal. Until recently, it an ML model to predict user satisfaction levels for
has not been feasible to solve such a problem in each user. As shown in Fig. 2, we approach the
real time. However, supercomputers and distribut- user satisfaction prediction problem using a two-
ed computing technologies are improving rapidly phase ML model. The first phase is designed to
to the point that the use of big data analytics and output the persona’s probability vector C. The sec-
prediction techniques for practical near-real-time ond phase digests C along with the preprocessed
applications are currently possible. labeled data in order to build a model capable of
As shown in Fig. 2, the proposed personal- predicting the user satisfaction levels for new and
ization framework collects information from the existing users using a minimum amount of data.
user environment and the network, predicts user
needs and tolerance to service quality, and opti- DEPLOYMENT
mizes resource allocation to minimize cost and At the deployment stage, the output ML model
maintain certain user satisfaction levels. The pro- ~ from the previous stage is integrated into the
posed framework consists of three stages: production environment to start making practical
decisions based on new data. There are several
DEVELOPMENT methods used to deploy ML models. In our frame-
The development stage is composed of the fol- work, to automate the prediction process, the ML
lowing modules, all of which are implemented model is deployed as an online ML model. Online
offline. ML models continue to update and train as more
Data Mapping: Data from different users are data becomes available to the network.
mapped to shared space. Mapping user data is an
essential step as it enables ML models to capture PRODUCTION
correlations and inherent patterns. For instance, The production stage is where the network uti-
user location is recorded as global positioning sys- lizes the trained ML models to achieve network
tem (GPS) coordinates. However, generally, user personalization in real time. The production stage
satisfaction behavior is actually correlated to a is composed of the following modules.
particular type of location (e.g., home) rather than Data Collection and Preprocessing: The first
GPS coordinates. step is to continuously collect and preprocess
Data Preprocessing: Retransform the dataset context information from users to predict person-
and extract useful features. alized user satisfaction behavior.
Cluster Users into Personas: A group of users Data-Driven Multi-Objective Optimization: The
who share similar user behavior and satisfaction pat- next step is to use the multi-phase ML model trained
terns are referred to as a persona [2]. Associating in the development stage as an input to a multi-ob-
IEEE Communications Magazine ¢ March 2020 21
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jective optimization problem. The optimization
problem is formulated to micro-manage and opti-
mize resources and users’ satisfaction simultaneously
based on each user’s QoS requirement and user sat-
isfaction behavior. This optimization problem utilizes
the ML model as its fitness function. Moreover, the
targeted satisfaction level for each user is decided
by the network service provider and fed as an input
to the multi-objective optimization problem. The
optimization problem outputs the optimum choice
of A (Agpy), which achieves the required satisfaction
level using the minimum amount of resources.

Resource Allocation: The network utilizes Ay
and other network parameters to allocate the best
resource blocks (RBs) to achieve the targeted
user satisfaction level.

Measure QoSp and Get User Satisfaction
Feedback: After allocating resources to each user,
the network records the QOSP along with user
feedback (i.e., satisfaction).

Tuning: The measured user satisfaction is used
to validate the predicted satisfaction levels. If user
satisfaction was predicted correctly, the instance is
fed to the database. Otherwise, the error is fed to
the predictive model to relearn (i.e., concept drift).
Relearning is used to improve the predictive model
performance and update the model with user
behavioral changes that could occur over time.

Online Learning: Online learning is used to
improve the predictive model proactively. Since net-
work data become available in sequential order, batch
learning techniques are not practical for real-time
implementation. Instead, online learning techniques
can dynamically adapt to new changes or patterns in
user behavior and its relation to satisfaction.

In order to assess the practicality of the pro-
posed framework, the steps that need to be per-
formed during the communication session (i.e.,
online) should be assessed. As shown in Fig. 2,
the production process involves relatively fast
operations, such as data collection and perform-
ing predictions. However, utilizing optimization
algorithms to solve data-driven resource allocation
problems could potentially be a time-consuming
process. Since optimizing resources in near real
time is essential for practical systems, meta-heu-
ristics can provide sufficiently good solutions in a
relatively short time. In contrast, the development
and deployment stages may involve cumbersome,
time-consuming processes, such as initial data
collection, training, and validation, which require
heavy computation. Nonetheless, since they are

implemented offline, they should not affect the
network proactivity.

How CAN PERSONALIZATION POTENTIALLY
SAVE RESOURCES AND INCREASE USER
SATISFACTION?

In this section, we shall consider a few exemplary
instances in order to illustrate how personaliza-
tion can potentially save resources and improve
satisfaction at minimum cost. Figure 3 illustrates
two different contexts, C; and C,. The value of A
is illustrated by the length of the yellow bar and is
depicted, for each context, in the yellow circles.
User satisfaction is measured on a scale of 1 to 5.
The targeted user satisfaction for the considered
user is assumed to be 5, and the Qo0Sq is 5 Mb/s.

To begin with, we analyze the data associated
with Cy. As for the non-personalized network, the
allocated QoS, was 5 Mb/s, and consequently,
A will sum up to 0 Mb/s. On the other hand, the
personalized network allocated only 2 Mb/s, caus-
ing A to rise to 3 Mb/s. The personalized network
was able to predict that this user, during C;, would
have a relatively large ZoT5 and hence reduce the
amount of resources allocated by 3 Mb/s without
sacrificing user satisfaction. Accordingly, we can
conclude the following: personalization can poten-
tially save resources during contexts with larger ZoT
without sacrificing user satisfaction.

On the contrary, during C,, the non-personal-
ized network allocated 3 Mb/s, whereas the per-
sonalized network allocated 4 Mb/s to reduce
A from 2 to 1T Mb/s. As a result, user satisfaction
climbed from 1 for the non-personalized network
to 5 for the personalized network. Personaliza-
tion enabled the network to predict that this user,
during C,, would have a smaller ZoTs, and hence
the minimum required QOSP is 4 Mb/s. Accord-
ingly, we can conclude the following: personaliza-
tion can potentially increase user satisfaction to the
desired level using a minimum amount of resources.

PROTOTYPING A PERSONALIZED WIRELESS NETWORK

In order to verify the benefits of personalized net-
works, we implemented the proposed framework
as a proof-of-concept case study, which resembles
a simplified but realistic network scenario. The
prototype was implemented in python where the
TensorFlow library was used to build the ML capa-
bilities required for the framework. In this section,
we utilized the implemented prototype to study
the benefits of integrating personalization into wire-
less networks. For the purpose of comparison, we
implemented two networks, a personalized one
and a non-personalized one. The personalized net-
work utilizes the proposed framework to minimize
the allocated resources (i.e., maximize A) while
maintaining user satisfaction levels higher than the
targeted minimum satisfaction. On the other hand,
since current cellular networks are designed to
maximize QoSy, the implemented non-personal-
ized network optimizes the allocated resources to
provide services with QoS;, as close as possible to
QoS4 (i.e., minimize A) for all users.

EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Cellular Network Environment: Consider a cell
within a cellular network that covers Ottawa, Can-
ada. The cell has one eNB and is connected to
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three active users moving within its coverage area.
The area of the cell is divided into a k x k grid. The
cellular network environment is simulated using
the parameters listed in Table 1. The cellular net-
work operator collects data about the users and
stores it in a database. The collected data are of
two types, real-time user satisfaction levels as well
as context values, such as time, location, and appli-
cation. Measurements are recorded at each mea-
suring instant. The period between two measuring
instances is referred to as a time slot (TS). The
operator collects data from the considered users
with TS length of 1 s. Furthermore, the amount of
resources used for each TS is recorded. In this sec-
tion, satisfaction values are modeled as discrete
values (1-5). Based on the type of service plan
provided for the three users, the network operator
targets a satisfaction level of 4 (S, = 4).

Dataset Description: As shown in Fig. 2, user
and network data are crucial requirements for per-
sonalized networks. Unfortunately, companies and
institutions capable of collecting such data, partic-
ularly user data, do not publish them for privacy
and confidentiality reasons. The way around this
issue is to design and generate synthetic data that
is flexible and has realistic characteristics. In [1, 2],
we proposed a synthetic dataset design to enable
big-data-driven wireless network personalization.
The dataset is designed with four distinct user per-
sonas and is composed of context features, such
as time, location, speed, and application, along
with their associated satisfaction labels. The data-
set is utilized to build the prototype for the pro-
posed personalized network, and it can be found
in a publicly available GitHub repository [13].

EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, for the purpose of comparison, we
simulate both personalized and non-personalized
networks. The first premise of personalized net-
works is their ability to minimize the overall uti-
lized resources at each instant (or frame). While
resources in wireless networks are miscellaneous,
in this article, we confine resources to bandwidth,
which is proportional to QoS in megabits per
second. The amount of saved resources is mea-
sured by calculating the difference between the
QoS,, provided by the non-personalized network
(Q0§Np) and QoS;, provided by the personalized
network (QoSp,) (i.e., QoSyp - QO0Spy). In Fig. 4,
we plot the total QoSyp, Q0Sp;, Q0S4, and QoSyp
- QoSp, for the three users vs. time in hours. As
Fig. 4 shows, the total amount of saved resources
(QoSyp - QoSp)) fluctuate with time. Essentially,
the personalized network achieves the highest
resource saving when the non-personalized net-
work attempts to maximize QoS, while the user
has more tolerance to lower Q0Sp. In this partic-
ular scenario, as shown in Fig. 4, the amount of
saved resources was always greater than zero,
indicating that the personalized network was able
to provide service with QoSp; < QoSyp; hence, it
was able to save more resources (9703.8 Mbits
over 24 hours) compared to the non-personal-
ized network. However, depending on S,,;,, users’
ZoTs, and the amount of resources provided to
each user, the personalized network might suggest
an increase in the provided resources to certain
users (i.e., QoSp; > QoSyp) to push their satisfac-
tion levels above the targeted minimum. Usually,

Number of eNBs 1
Number of users 3
| Number of available RBs 9
| Number of subcarriers per RB 12
Resource block bandwidth 180 kHz
Carrier frequency 2 GHz
Flat fading Rayleigh

Log normal shadowing

8dB standard deviation

Distance attenuation

L=35.3+37.6 x log(d)

UE thermal noise figure 9 dB
UE thermal noise density -174 dBm/Hz
Grid size (k) 100
Sm[n 4

Table 1. Simulation parameters.
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Figure 4. Total QoSyp, QoSp,, Q0S4, and QoSyp - QoSp;, for the three users vs.

time in hours.

this increase in the provided resources for low-tol-
erance users is offset by the reduced amount of
provided resources for high-tolerance users. In
addition, the extra amount of resources suggested
to low-tolerance users is the optimized minimum
required to achieve targeted satisfaction.

The second premise of personalized networks
is their ability to maintain targeted satisfaction
levels. To substantiate this claim, we compare
the satisfaction levels of the personalized and
non-personalized networks. In Fig. 5, we plot the
average user satisfaction for the three users vs.
time in hours for both networks. As shown in Fig.
5, although on average the non-personalized net-
work achieved higher satisfaction levels (an aver-
age of 4.87), the personalized network was able
to maintain user satisfaction above the targeted
level of 4 (an average of 4.31) and save resources
simultaneously.

OPEN ISSUES

While the proposed personalization framework
has the potential to achieve the ultimate bal-
ance between the conservation of resources and
increasing user satisfaction, there are plenty of
open issues that need further study prior to practi-
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Figure 5. Average user satisfaction for the three users vs. time in hours for the

personalized and non-personalized networks.

cal implementation. Some of these issues include
the following.

Dynamic User Data: User data is highly
dynamic and unpredictable. Therefore, the pro-
cess of data acquisition and preprocessing is
extremely challenging, and necessitates more
investigation and exploration.

Non-Intrusive User Feedback: As mentioned
earlier, there are efforts in the literature to sense
and predict users’ emotions and opinions in a
non-intrusive manner using various sensor data.
However, the process of correlating the predict-
ed feelings to user satisfaction levels in wireless
networks constitutes a challenging but interesting
line of research.

Privacy and Security Issues: Personalized net-
works offer attractive means of providing better ser-
vice quality and value for users along with increased
profitability for service providers. This win-win situ-
ation, however, is marred by privacy and security
challenges since personalizing people’s experiences
in networks entails gathering considerable amounts
of data about them. For this reason, more research
should be conducted to reconcile the goals and
techniques used for network personalization with
privacy and security restrictions.

User Persona Clustering: In the early stages
of adopting network personalization, networks do
not have enough information about the types of
personas available. Therefore, unsupervised clus-
tering for user personas is an area of research that
needs more study and analysis.

CONCLUSIONS

This article has proposed wireless network person-
alization as an enabler for resource micro-manage-
ment based on users” actual demands and needs.
Along with Al and big data analytics, personalized
networks utilize real-time non-intrusive user feed-
back coupled with context information to make
fine-grained decisions that achieve higher user
satisfaction levels using minimum resources. Fur-
thermore, since measuring, tracking, and analyzing
user satisfaction is indispensable for personalized
networks, we propose the user satisfaction model,
which is based on the notion of ZoT. Although this

article focuses on resource allocation, personaliza-
tion can be employed to optimize various deci-
sions in wireless networks, such as network failure
detection and network security decisions. More-
over, the technology and framework proposed for
wireless networks can be applied to any network
with users (e.g., wired networks) as well as other
businesses and applications that require user feed-
back to improve service.
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