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Abstract—Optimizing routing in Wireless Sensor Networks
(WSNs) is pivotal for minimizing energy consumption and
extending network lifetime. This paper introduces a resource-
efficient compilation method for distributed quantum circuits tai-
lored to address large-scale WSN routing problems. Leveraging
a hybrid classical-quantum framework, we employ spectral clus-
tering for network partitioning and the Quantum Approximate
Optimization Algorithm (QAOA) for optimizing routing within
manageable subgraphs. We formulate the routing problem as a
Quadratic Unconstrained Binary Optimization (QUBO) prob-
lem, providing comprehensive mathematical formulations and
complexity analyses. Comparative evaluations against traditional
classical algorithms demonstrate significant energy savings and
enhanced scalability. Our approach underscores the potential of
integrating quantum computing techniques into wireless commu-
nication networks, offering a scalable and efficient solution for
future network optimization challenges.

Index Terms—Wireless Sensor Networks, Quantum Approxi-
mate Optimization Algorithm, Hybrid Classical-Quantum Algo-
rithms, Routing Optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid evolution of communication networks and dis-
tributed systems has led to increasingly complex optimization
challenges, particularly in large-scale, data-intensive environ-
ments [1]–[3]. From traffic management in next-generation
wireless networks to resource allocation in cloud computing
and Internet of Things (IoT) ecosystems, the need for efficient
optimization techniques is more critical than ever [4], [5]. As
these systems expand, conventional optimization algorithms
[6], [7] face scalability limits due to the sheer size of the
problem space, complexity constraints, and real-time process-
ing requirements. In this context, the emergence of quantum
computing offers a promising frontier to tackle such challenges
with enhanced computational capabilities [8].

The Quantum Approximate Optimization Algorithm
(QAOA) has gained significant attention for its ability to
solve combinatorial optimization problems more efficiently
than classical methods [9]. By leveraging quantum devices
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Fig. 1. Conceptual overview of the hybrid classical-quantum approach for
optimizing WSN routing. The network is partitioned into clusters, each
treated as a subgraph optimized by QPUs using the QAOA. The quantum
circuit solves intra-cluster routing, while classical methods handle inter-cluster
routing. The network comprises base stations (BS, red), cluster heads (CH,
green), and cluster members (CM, blue). Detailed optimization methods and
routing strategies are further explained later in the paper.

to explore multiple solution pathways simultaneously, QAOA
is well-suited for problems like traffic routing [10], resource
scheduling [11], and clustering [12]. The hybrid nature of
QAOA combines quantum circuits for generating candidate
solutions with classical algorithms for refining these results,
offering a powerful framework for tackling large-scale,
NP-hard network optimization problems [13], [14]. However,
the practical application of QAOA is constrained by current
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quantum hardware limitations, including qubit coherence,
gate fidelity, and restricted qubit connectivity, making direct
quantum processing of large-scale problems impractical [15],
[16]. To address this, hybrid classical-quantum frameworks
have emerged, where the problem is divided into smaller
subproblems solvable by distributed quantum processing
units (QPUs), while classical methods manage inter-cluster
optimization and refinement, overcoming hardware constraints
while maintaining efficiency [13].

A relevant example demonstrating the potential of hybrid
QAOA is Wireless Sensor Networks (WSNs) [17], which
consist of numerous sensor nodes communicating to perform
distributed tasks. WSNs face combinatorial optimization chal-
lenges, particularly in routing and energy efficiency, where the
primary goal is to minimize energy consumption and extend
the network’s operational lifetime by optimizing communi-
cation paths [18]. These problems are NP-hard [19], and as
the scale of WSNs increases, classical algorithms struggle
to efficiently find optimal solutions. While current QAOA
implementations lack qubit fidelity (require quantum error cor-
rection [20]) and scalability to handle large-scale optimization
directly, WSNs serve as an ideal testbed for hybrid QAOA
approaches. By partitioning the network into smaller clusters
and optimizing each subproblem on quantum hardware, hybrid
methods offer a feasible and scalable solution to complex
network optimization tasks, illustrating the practical utility of
quantum-classical frameworks.

This paper introduces a resource-efficient compilation
framework for distributed quantum circuits (particularly IBM
Quantum’s heavy hexagonal devices [21]), designed to address
large-scale optimization problems in modern communication
networks, with WSNs as a key use case. By partitioning
the network into smaller clusters and applying QAOA to
subgraphs, we mitigate the scalability issues associated with
current quantum hardware. The framework efficiently lever-
ages quantum resources while ensuring that network-level
performance metrics such as energy consumption, latency, and
throughput are optimized.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Network Modeling

We model the WSN as a directed graph G = (V,E),
where V represents the set of nodes and E denotes the set of
edges corresponding to communication links between nodes.
The node set V comprises sensor nodes (S), CHs (C), and
the base station (B). Each node i ∈ V is characterized by
its role ri and initial energy Ei. The role ri is defined as
ri ∈ {Sensor,CH,BS}, indicating whether the node is a
sensor, a cluster head (CH), or the base station (BS). The
initial energy Ei is assigned based on the node’s role [22]:

Ei =


100 if ri = Sensor,
200 if ri = CH,
∞ if ri = BS.

B. Communication Range and Edge Establishment

Nodes communicate if they are within a predefined com-
munication range R. The Euclidean distance between nodes i
and j is calculated as:

dij =
√
(xi − xj)2 + (yi − yj)2, (1)

where (xi, yi) and (xj , yj) are the coordinates of nodes i
and j, respectively. An edge (i, j) ∈ E is established if dij ≤
R. The energy cost cij for transmitting data from node i to
node j follows the free-space path loss model [23]:

cij = ε · d2ij , (2)

where ε is the energy consumption coefficient.

C. Spectral Clustering for Network Partitioning

To decompose the network into manageable subgraphs, we
employ spectral clustering [24]. This method partitions the
network into k clusters, where k is the number of CHs.
Initially, an adjacency matrix A is constructed using the k-
nearest neighbors approach, defined as:

Aij =

{
1 if node j is among the k nearest neighbors of node i,
0 otherwise.

Subsequently, the Laplacian matrix L is computed as:

L = D −A,

where D is the degree matrix with diagonal entries Dii =∑
j Aij . Eigenvalue decomposition is then performed on L to

obtain the first k eigenvectors corresponding to the smallest k
eigenvalues, capturing the essential structure of the graph. K-
means clustering is applied to the rows of the matrix formed
by these eigenvectors, effectively partitioning the nodes into
k clusters. Each cluster corresponds to a subgraph Gs =
(Vs, Es), where Vs ⊂ V and Es ⊂ E.

D. Formulating the QUBO Problem

For each subgraph Gs, the routing optimization is for-
mulated as a Quadratic Unconstrained Binary Optimization
(QUBO) problem [25]. The objective is to minimize the total
energy consumption while satisfying flow conservation and
energy constraints. Binary variables xij ∈ {0, 1} are defined
for all (i, j) ∈ Es, where xij = 1 indicates that the edge (i, j)
is included in the routing path.

The QUBO objective function is expressed as:

Minimize
∑

(i,j)∈Es

cijxij

+ λflow · FlowConstraints(x)
+ λenergy · EnergyConstraints(x), (3)

where λflow and λenergy are penalty coefficients for the flow
conservation and energy constraints, respectively.



To ensure flow conservation, the following constraint is
imposed for each node i ∈ Vs:∑

j:(i,j)∈Es

xij −
∑

j:(j,i)∈Es

xji = bi, (4)

where bi is the net flow at node i:

bi =


1 if ri = Sensor,
0 if ri = CH,
−
∑

i∈S bi if ri = BS.

Energy constraints are enforced to ensure that the energy
consumed by a node does not exceed its initial energy Ei:∑

j:(i,j)∈Es

cijxij ≤ Ei. (5)

These constraints are incorporated into the QUBO objective
using penalty terms, ensuring that feasible solutions satisfy
both flow conservation and energy limitations.

E. Resource-Efficient Distributed QAOA

We utilize the QAOA to solve the QUBO problem for
each subgraph Gs [9], [26]. QAOA constructs a quantum
state |ψ(γ, β)⟩ through the application of alternating problem-
specific and mixing Hamiltonians, formulated as:

|ψ(γ, β)⟩ = UM (βp)UP (γp) · · ·UM (β1)UP (γ1)|s⟩, (6)

where UP (γ) = exp(−iγHP ) encodes the QUBO objec-
tive as the problem Hamiltonian unitary operator, UM (β) =
exp(−iβHM ) represents the mixing Hamiltonian unitary op-
erator, |s⟩ is the initial uniform superposition state, and p
denotes the number of layers. The parameters γ and β are
optimized using classical methods to minimize the expected
value ⟨ψ(γ, β)|HP |ψ(γ, β)⟩. This iterative process applies al-
ternating quantum operations followed by classical parameter
updates to converge on optimal solutions.

The performance of QAOA is determined by the quantum
circuit depth, which depends on the number of variables
ns and the number of layers p, as well as the complex-
ity of the classical optimization process, which scales with
the number of parameters 2p. To accommodate hardware
limitations, subgraphs are constrained to a maximum size
ns ≤ nmax. Larger subgraphs that exceed this limit are
processed using classical methods, ensuring scalability and
adaptability to real-world hardware constraints. This approach
is illustrated in Fig. 2, where a resource-efficient compilation
strategy is deployed across various QPUs. The system begins
with a single-core QPU optimized with a heavy-hexagonal
architecture, achieving linear speedup for sampling. It then
extends to distributed execution by clustering qubits within
the QPU, and further scales to a modular QPU setup with
interconnected units, allowing for efficient handling of large-
scale network optimization problems while leveraging the
benefits of distributed QAOA [13].

F. Network-Level Optimization and Performance Metrics

After optimizing each subgraph, ensuring full network con-
nectivity is crucial. This process involves several steps. Firstly,
eachCH must be connected to the BS or another CH. If the
distance di0 between CH i and the BS satisfies di0 ≤ R, an
edge (i, 0) is established. Otherwise, the CH connects to the
nearest CH within the communication range. Subsequently, a
breadth-first search (BFS) is performed starting from the BS
to identify any disconnected nodes. For any such disconnected
nodes, edges are added to the nearest connected nodes in
a manner that minimizes additional energy costs. This com-
prehensive approach ensures that the entire network remains
connected and functional.

To evaluate the effectiveness of the optimization, several
performance metrics are calculated [27]. The total energy
consumption Ctotal is defined as:

Ctotal =
∑

(i,j)∈Eopt

cijxij , (7)

where Eopt denotes the set of edges in the optimized
network. Energy savings ∆C are determined by:

∆C = Cinitial − Ctotal, (8)

with Cinitial representing the total energy consumption of the
initial network. The percentage reduction in energy consump-
tion is then calculated as:

Reduction (%) =
(

∆C

Cinitial

)
× 100%. (9)

These metrics provide quantitative measures of the opti-
mization’s impact on energy efficiency.

Fig. 2. . Compilation strategies for resource-efficient distributed QAOA.
(a) Resource-efficient compilation strategy for a single-core heavy-hexagonal
QPU [21]. (b) Cluster-based compilation strategy, where four distinct clusters
are compiled and connected to a shared QPU. (c) Modular distributed
compilation strategy, involving four independent QPUs connected through
modular connectors, supporting efficient inter-cluster communication and
execution.



III. RESULTS

We simulated a WSN comprising 109 nodes, which included
100 sensor nodes, 8 CHs, and 1 BS. The nodes were ran-
domly positioned within a 100 × 100 unit area, with the BS
strategically located at (50, 110) to facilitate optimal network
coverage. The communication range was set to R = 25 units,
ensuring that nodes could establish reliable communication
links within this radius.

To effectively manage the network’s scalability and com-
plexity, we employed spectral clustering to partition the
network into 5 distinct clusters, each corresponding to a
CH. This partitioning resulted in the formation of subgraphs
Gs = (Vs, Es), where each subgraph represents a manageable
segment of the overall network. Fig. 3 illustrates the initial net-
work topology with clusters distinctly highlighted, providing
a visual representation of the clustered network structure.

For each subgraph Gs, we formulated the routing optimiza-
tion problem as a QUBO model and applied the QAOA to
determine the optimal routing paths. Due to the limitations of
current quantum hardware in the NISQ era [28], classical hard-
ware was employed to simulate the QAOA quantum circuit
[29], [30]. However, to ensure computational feasibility given
the limitations of simulating quantum circuits [31], subgraphs
were restricted to a maximum of ns ≤ 25 variables. The
QUBO formulation incorporated energy consumption, flow
conservation, and energy constraints, as detailed below:

Minimize
∑

(i,j)∈Es

cijxij

+ λflow

∑
i∈Vs

 ∑
j:(i,j)∈Es

xij −
∑

j:(j,i)∈Es

xji − bi

2

+ λenergy

∑
i∈Vs

 ∑
j:(i,j)∈Es

cijxij − Ei

2

. (10)

For proof of concept, the implementation of our hybrid
QAOA approach yielded better energy savings compared to
the classical method, which employed a greedy search in
subgroups. The initial energy cost of the network was cal-
culated to be Cinitial = 94, 593.5 units. Using the greedy
search approach, the total energy consumption reduced to
Ctotal, classical = 29, 969.7 units, resulting in energy savings
of ∆Cclassical = 64, 623.8 units, corresponding to a percent-
age reduction of 68.32%. In contrast, the quantum-enhanced
optimization further reduced the total energy consumption
to Ctotal, quantum = 15, 982.9 units, yielding energy savings
of ∆Cquantum = 78, 901.6 units, which represents a larger
percentage reduction of 83.16%. This comparison highlights
the superior performance of quantum-assisted optimization
in minimizing energy consumption, surpassing the results
achieved by the classical greedy search method in subgroups.
Fig. 4 illustrates the optimized network topology for both
methods, with the selected edges highlighted in proportion to
their energy costs.

Fig. 3. Initial Wireless Sensor Network Topology with Clusters Highlighted.

Fig. 4. Optimized Routing Paths by Hybrid QAOA Approach.

IV. CONCLUSION

This study introduces a hybrid classical-quantum framework
for optimizing WSNs, offering notable advantages in scalabil-
ity, energy efficiency, and resource utilization. By partitioning
the network into smaller subgraphs, the framework overcomes
the limitations of current quantum hardware, facilitating the
optimization of large-scale networks. The application of the
QAOA leads to substantial reductions in total energy con-
sumption. Additionally, by constraining subgraph sizes to a
maximum threshold, the approach ensures feasibility with ex-
isting quantum resources while leveraging classical processing
for managing larger network scales. The computational com-
plexity of the proposed method is influenced by both classical
and quantum components, with spectral clustering exhibiting a
complexity of O(N3) [32] and QAOA’s circuit depth scaling
as O(p × log(ns)) [16], where N is the number of nodes
and p the number of QAOA layers. Despite these strengths,
the framework faces limitations, including constraints imposed
by current quantum hardware, the dependency of QAOA on
parameter selection which may affect solution optimality, and
the scalability challenges associated with classical spectral
clustering in extremely large networks. Future work will
focus on enhancing the algorithmic aspects by exploring error
mitigation and error correction with distributed QAOA on
real quantum hardware [20], [33], [34], as well as optimizing
compilation strategies leveraging E-bits [35].



REFERENCES

[1] X. You, C.-X. Wang, J. Huang, X. Gao, Z. Zhang, M. Wang, Y. Huang,
C. Zhang, Y. Jiang, J. Wang, et al., “Towards 6g wireless communication
networks: Vision, enabling technologies, and new paradigm shifts,”
Science China Information Sciences, vol. 64, pp. 1–74, 2021.

[2] M. Alsabah, M. A. Naser, B. M. Mahmmod, S. H. Abdulhussain, M. R.
Eissa, A. Al-Baidhani, N. K. Noordin, S. M. Sait, K. A. Al-Utaibi, and
F. Hashim, “6g wireless communications networks: A comprehensive
survey,” Ieee Access, vol. 9, pp. 148191–148243, 2021.

[3] Y. Cai, J. Llorca, A. M. Tulino, and A. F. Molisch, “Compute-and data-
intensive networks: The key to the metaverse,” in 2022 1st international
conference on 6G networking (6GNet), pp. 1–8, IEEE, 2022.

[4] S. Djahel, R. Doolan, G.-M. Muntean, and J. Murphy, “A
communications-oriented perspective on traffic management systems for
smart cities: Challenges and innovative approaches,” IEEE Communica-
tions Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 125–151, 2014.

[5] Z. Sheng, S. Yang, Y. Yu, A. V. Vasilakos, J. A. McCann, and K. K.
Leung, “A survey on the ietf protocol suite for the internet of things:
Standards, challenges, and opportunities,” IEEE wireless communica-
tions, vol. 20, no. 6, pp. 91–98, 2013.

[6] Y.-F. Liu, T.-H. Chang, M. Hong, Z. Wu, A. M.-C. So, E. A. Jorswieck,
and W. Yu, “A survey of recent advances in optimization methods
for wireless communications,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in
Communications, 2024.

[7] Q.-V. Pham, S. Mirjalili, N. Kumar, M. Alazab, and W.-J. Hwang,
“Whale optimization algorithm with applications to resource allocation
in wireless networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology,
vol. 69, no. 4, pp. 4285–4297, 2020.

[8] N. Moll, P. Barkoutsos, L. S. Bishop, J. M. Chow, A. Cross, D. J. Egger,
S. Filipp, A. Fuhrer, J. M. Gambetta, M. Ganzhorn, et al., “Quantum op-
timization using variational algorithms on near-term quantum devices,”
Quantum Science and Technology, vol. 3, no. 3, p. 030503, 2018.

[9] E. Farhi, J. Goldstone, and S. Gutmann, “A quantum approximate
optimization algorithm,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1411.4028, 2014.

[10] U. Azad, B. K. Behera, E. A. Ahmed, P. K. Panigrahi, and A. Farouk,
“Solving vehicle routing problem using quantum approximate opti-
mization algorithm,” IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transportation
Systems, vol. 24, no. 7, pp. 7564–7573, 2022.

[11] D. Amaro, M. Rosenkranz, N. Fitzpatrick, K. Hirano, and M. Fiorentini,
“A case study of variational quantum algorithms for a job shop schedul-
ing problem,” EPJ Quantum Technology, vol. 9, no. 1, p. 5, 2022.
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