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Abstract: To meet the coverage challenges arising in directional wireless sensor networks, this paper presents two
distributed direction optimizing algorithms and a node scheduling: enhanced greedy algorithm (EGA), equitable
direction optimization (EDO) and neighbors sensing scheduling (NSS) protocol. EGA algorithm optimizes direction
merely according to the amount of uncovered targets. It is used as the baseline for comparison. EDO adjusts the
directions of nodes to cover the critical targets superiorly and allocates sensing resource among nodes fairly to
minimize the coverage differences between nodes. The utility function is introduced in EDO to assess the value of a
direction contributed to overall networks sensing. The factors which affecting the utility are composed of the targets
in per direction, the coverage of targets and the neighbor’s decision of direction. EDO always selects the direction
with the maximum utility as the working direction. NSS arranges all sensors into multiple cover sets and allows a
node to join several cover sets. Through employing local cover set, NSS identifies a redundant node and decides
whether it can sleep while taking residual energy to account. Nodes are activated in turn and the energy is consumed
evenly to prolong the network life. The simulation shows that EDO outperforms EGA up to 30% in terms of critical
coverage, and the combination of EDO and NSS prolongs the lifetime distinctly.

Key words: directional sensor networks; multiple cover sets; utility function; node schedule
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BAR TR G R B NG ek SR ik 645

BRI AT EANSA B EE B EERATEAAREAEGHRKICAT AL E 4 R A 94 X469 EDO
b EGA Fik B A6 SRR L 16 R B ARG B 2R 245 T 30%, B B B3R 5 T M4 A 54,
KR AR EML S E E R BN BT RRA

hEE S S TP393 SCHERFRIZAD: A

TG 28 A ek 3 T 243 40 ) 32 Mt 7 P T 2 AN AT 2, A 5 1 0 O30, g om0 2 e A L BT, T A O
7Y, 7 1 [ 9 45 %2 5 1T, oh R TR T KB I T A o T AS (D G AR 858 7 S o % A N 1 7 R
PRAE, T HE T 22 Ph 78 o 45 0 1) R0 8 1) o i, 78 i 3 ) R mT LA 3 201) R H AR a6 R 4 B 6 47 T4
BRI s H bR.2) DX o B ) 4 7 o RS BGH A 10 H bR XA.3) B 5,2 H b R R 48 I, H AR A R AN
AN R I e AR b3 8 5 1) RO SR A A T A G T T s B A AR I e i Y R R R A 2 i) T
SRS RO 2 H AR s 20T 05 0 BE BN T A R N B AR S T A . 2) RIS H bR S T
AR S5 H AR AT I R A DG, B A e R (1 R e N 0 T RE R R 3R
TR I A — AN ) R 84 s 0 B A BE D 5 1) G K.

E IS8 Hh A AR A — 2R AR IR AR i B NIRRT g i) b B AG AN [ 1R S A e 0, I AR SRR 3 L 22 T IAURT
2T A I 55 LI A % ) BR 1) 76 JU £ S 1] (Field-of -view) P, B AT 8 TR J7 1) b mT LAAT 208 s, LAt g 1) 1=
WUIAN fit 3% A TR A B R 1 1) (4 (directional ). A 18 K 2 (K1 A7 i) A g 8 70 s 08 ik BB ATL 3508 28, 20 A1 fF — A S B H b
PR JA L BT R0 A (18 BEATL A R R it B g 1) g 1) P B H bR AT A o B U G S AR, DR i PR T
P 2% 110 AE A 30, ARG JE8 6 0 9050 FF0 R P 6 3 LI 90 N A A B T T A AR 2 BRI A R T TR SR
BB AV AR AT BRI TAEAE R IL 7 1) b 38w H bR 7 56 5, DA KE I o) 28 2 7 107 T A A0 A Jk
A PR BT S RN AR B A 2 B AE AT AR B K 2 B b AER I T A RN B8 5 52 BR (19 2% i AN BSR4 T3l . ST i
AT H AT L

A SCRFFUI H bR A AT 55 00 AR J7 1,24 1 43 B 95, 53 I At b 110 7 5 L B8 v X 4 T i R
D5 R e, B R RV DL I I 4% (0 A A S, BV 1 TR I % 1) 2 8 i AR e AR S R R AR
FELLF 3 AN

1) ESEIRM T DOAE Uy AL S I R 6 e 2 R N R 5 H AR IR e A Dk A ), B A
By AGRMEEN. HESRERAOMN S AT A ZEn i85 EDO Bk AE M &
L.

2) $2H T EDO(equitable direction optimization) s [ M Ak S50 v b B3 R 49 15 s i) A 7 1), A0 56 7 6 I
E b, 21 43 B B AN B 058, 9l /s E AR 7 55 B 14 2 S EDO SV A% I R0 TEL VP 455 A U7 1m0 S5 194 45 78 56 o2 1) B ik K
NG ZSORE R R A AN Jy ) ) HAR S bR R 5 FERAT 1Y AR o 345 S EDO ek g Uk 5 A {1 et
KI5 )4 2 TAE 7 1),

3) NSS(neighbors sensing scheduling) ¥ 51 N J i 7 55 £ 1 ME A% i 1o &) 0 758 25 4 4 BT >4 iy 755 s 15 4 U
SRR A LETT T R e I R N AU TS W] DU A MRRFIR, YR S B ARV — AN SN 2 AN A AR AR
ST AR, T ARG IR A ) T R, A 009 28 A A7 1 5 KAk

A, R T T A A S R R R SRR AR R RT T R PR AR R S B EDO Rk R /ML B AR
P2 e B NP AR 4 O 5 8 R NISS R B BSORE I 4% 1 R 43 HH 2 A B T BT R A A R
T HE, I B B AL I 45 AR AR H b

ASCH L WA E E N s R AR 2 AT ROR T A K R% 4R (1 22 T R SR IR LA 3 T
A HTAE I TT AR L SR 4 VRIS EDO SRS VERR M. 5 5 5 RUA NSS PRl b K5zl 45 6 514
S 07 FL5 BEPEAG EDO AT NSS WX P fE. 5 7 5 i 46,
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1 tHXIME

T o 458 T 2 0 4 A SR A I 0 AT A 1 — A A ), G S e T gt A N, T L4 4R
T VR AT SR A A el LR g e )y 9

Slijepcevicl® ¥ e 4 1 7 SET-K COVER fil {8, FIJ FI 199 £3% 553 (K0 TL A5 L 5 T A 1 s ki) 20 by 2 N ASHEAZ (1 3
5 A 3 R R UL A G 4% (0 A A 0T, LA ATI AT B 7 o A 2, R 48 A A7 1K Bermant Ot ik FE AR
PR T SO AN TR AEAN T AULAEE T NME A YN R T PEAS, & Bl TR A 4 A 2T B R
SR P st TS — B O ) i 4 e R, 5 P 5 PN R A2 5 A 35 KT 050 4 A7 AT, DU S B 2 2467, U N
TWOR A PEAS TS5 TF44 /. Tiant 23 445 i 5w A7 856 28, BT 56 A3 i 100 Jok 2 X 2 705 e L 40 i 45
TH T RN U AR A TU A AT LU N AR R AR (10 IR HROIR 25 . Zhang ™34 Hy — 78 = )5 555 W) O 1) 8 26 X
(CCP),CCP HlpIUAN A T3 st RS A5 R, T i 30 e A% B0 4 T 1 B 9 o 4508 25 o it SCR[13]9A 2 ,CCP 5
OGDC [k BEAR 24 EL I 500 2 35, 24 78 2 LL 451 g Q0% IR, 376 R 14 s B mT LAY b 22%. Yant™ i it 77— Fl AT Lok
A DX AN () 2 4 PR AS )78 i B 0 10 U S8 e, v ol P B I g o A S X 4% 7 i DX 35 1 AL, 5
X % s R S BBT H  IX A2 75 4 70 40 7 o Wang M e v T — B 26 5T B 5 A A7 I3 K pCover BN I i AR
DX 4% (1 . U o 995 B K 1) 009 8% 26 A7 I ). 5 4 78 2 (1) 503040 Bl pCover 78 $2 (1635 40 78 15 (~909%) I ik % 2 35 1
(2.3~7 185) FE A 199 28 1) 26 47 391 XU OMR T 23 A 65 g IS ARt e A0 ORI s T S5 7 ) A1) v 2 R -
3 5% 5t /N 6 T B0 68 90 T 10 S K 19X 8% T 1) 3 ol 398 i — AN 0 A B /N 5 B R 1 A e /N 7 5 T R
200, A T 8 0 LU T T AN B A TR L e NS R R R e 2 AR R B AR A T B 5 K F
It 45 5% e ST B BT 8 B Y R, R A0 IE B A SCHRAR (), A AR AR S 14 5 A 07 B4 S Guptal™® M i i
TR R AT B B S T O Lk AR B0 19X 4% 110 325 0 7 5 1) 3L (MICSC), My 8 ) o /N6 7 25 4 42 — A NP e
i) B, Gupta 23 3 e T 4 P 3140 A1 210 S AR A9k Jiang MO 7 v 342 3 77 o 4 ) L METE T AR T AR R
Voronoi £l 43 (45 o AUE B (CVT), 477 SIS 42 K T25 1 2 I AN AR N CVT S by it 5 g 1
I, SOEAR RN T 2 R AR B T B S T RN AR S )3 S A

Cardeil®2% [& T BE H55 F b 1 A0 fit o s 207 76 10 00, e Ay S 0 KB ) AT a5 4 2 — AN NP 52 4 il 7, Oy
U AR T b T R A O R A e 3 A5, Cardei P BT — A 0] BEEAT T AS TR s A AN Y R
BN AN AR A T SRR — AN S RN N 22 AN 1Y s £ Sent224R T 745 s de /N 136 52 BRUKS 00 R 10 7
Fr ) o B BB A7 AE — AL o, — ZEL T AT RO S N D6 0N B R D A, e A T AT O R R
B /D BRI VT A5 A A AT A s A T 6 T AT R P AT AR VR BASN /N R B B Sen 4 HE T 1% )
SRR (K120 4T, 4R B T PR RS 7% 3 10 59 Waing 2335 - S50 (1) 9 0 MR 3 AR 3% 40 MR 2% 5 SCYY 2 PO [X Bk,
3 22 7 A5 T VR AR I R A R R AR R I R A 0 DX S GUP R T — b Y R A AER R A Bk
7 W JEAE (uSense),uSense ZEAA H T T ST REIRZS D) e (generic switching), 1T — AN [ V15 SE AR SR A 4 = iR
i (global scheduling), s 7] LA 32 #7 2 F 8 25 75 5175 Meguerdichiant®1 3 Y HE HE 170 26 5 T 48 I 205 [ A A2 7 25
SRS B A2 7 5 4SS0 2% BB ) B ) H b A R A 0 I 6 A S I 5% 1 DX BT, Y % A M B 1% 4% B
H A M 1) 0, % SCHR T MSP 1 MBP #5422, 2L MSP #8458 L IR A r 55 B 4% o5 19 90 B8 45 /N il MBP 2%
& b — S A Bl A K A% S T 4 il T Voronoi X1l 43 A1 Delaunay = 2 4R ULV,

ST 1) A S s 1) 24 1) 7 5 ) 0, M8 1 B HH T A T A e T 4% O MR, FLITE S T 7 1 A S A 4% 1)
0 B8 S % R 3 1 ) L Tao 7V - T e A 1A 1 e AR TR R T AR R R Y S B A T kA
ST T B (SCSG) I 7 VK5 WA 48 3l 43 by 22 AN T 4% BRAR 17 S35 (0 ) 1) 52 2% 1 . Alhussein 25 A P8I Y 89 50 H B i)
B /DAY S5 BORTE B2 (MCMS) il 8, B3 4% B D 1971 B S5 e 22 10 B AR, 1% S04 B T AT S ek i) SR
AL A S AR S K AR MCMS 1) 551 AdriaensVRIF 5T 7 A7 1] 4% J s 0 2% o i RS 285 36 i), 0 HLAE T
FOV-Voronoi El#2HH T -4k MBP [F8E b L 5.

55RO L A DG ¥ 2 Cai 45 A [3014 Hh 14T 17 22 7 2 4R il {5 (MDCS).Cai 1EB] T MDCS & NP 564>
I R VR & 52 B0 R 4 T Progressive,Prog-Resd 1 Feedback & 4k i e & a0 B0 A SCIWE 5T X 5]
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F3CHR[30]09 TAE:1) 35T oA sUR 3B EDO J7 I A0 S0 U T ZE B 848 5 10 H FrAa Bl v LAARAR T
77 0], C K [30] 7 (1) Progressive,Prog-Resd 1 Feedback &4 Ja A6 1) 48 1 S 5094, 2) NSS i iU 24 B
AN 5 B TG 9 T T 1), T A2 S 3 ) 7 AR R A R B R W A A T TR I, SR [30] 0k A
a5 BETSE VR AR R).3) 1 AU AR 5 i DR 5 A PR R, B T NSS B st e 78 56 4 2 e v 1A U7 0
B 5 AR 3 T A 3 1) T A B TR BT T 5 2 U S 5 1) A B v RN 1) 8 3 e T A SCER[30] 1 T
A8l FH A o 3B R DA A AN 78 i 4 05 0 B T A B () BR1 I A0 9 (R — 45 A5 AE AN IR 1) 78 6 4 R TARE AN R (9 7
Il b T 7 1r) R B TR 3 AR A £

2 (o) EniEAk

A 1) RN R R R D P AR DX, A B DX — AN B
TR A SR | R R R R RN AR A g 15 S LR PR B T X sk, g B

U IRV £, 3 T X I e s OFK WA (FOV), i) i o V-4 0, o 94 x
IR Jo MRS 1) SUAEIE o oo KN AL O<as2m, Jorlt v 15 00 3 ik I\
Vel 1 73 AT SIS T BAAE T 01 (1D,,1,,0,0, ;) FO DY TG4 A i —
Fig.1 Directional sensor node

25 bR @ B u B RS a B u OB BN T g LI &y B EEREEN TS R
ﬁﬁ&?@p§ﬂ+ﬂi$iﬁﬁiﬁ%%m%$ﬁ8ﬁ%ﬁ\ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%@%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%*i
L PR

s AR A e VAL

N: R P WAMITIIEL

A HRRES. Aupi AU LTI p LI bR

g WARKERN. aups WAL ULETTI p LIS T A H AR

Oup AL U p AT I ke HARIORLE

M: RS L AR A

REX L AT R uv AR /N T 2 B u,v F N A 1 A

EX 2. #7153 AAFAETT 1) 0y M oy WAL A, A =D BT uy 2050 FEER p J7 I ANES | 7 1) _EAFAE
NICH bR U M5 p U R v EIES 1T T SREK.

TEX 3. BN H bR 2Dl BRI RN 199 208 15 452 T AT FRD IR ) ik 9 5% 2 47 301

TEX 4. P44 7 ot S /N K) F R R A I 5 H A, 278 e FEER O W 7 7 g

EX 5. A A,

ae Dip JEI_IS{\CIS].
RN 6. 47 1 4

fEgyE A RS 500 R4k —41 Cy,.. C AR R AR SRR t, .t (1R > t, R AL R 4k
=1

h

H
Maximize: Dt (1)
h=1
subject to
H P
DX K- thSLVU €S )

h=1p=1
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H P
D> X pn<LVY €S (3)
h=1 p=1

DX 2y € Ah=1 H x e {03 4)

FI s B8 K (1) 2 75 199 28 7 A7 3] B R AR, 240 R (2) 2 TR 1Y e £ 254 782 i 4 P 1) AR I T B R AN 34 s (1
IFi A7 73 i, 29 R (B) R W RF AN i B LAEAE AUy 1) b, 29 W () BESRABEA H by 22 40— AN 5007 28 5. SCHR[30]
CLUE ] T A7 i e o 100 46 1) 22 78 i 42 ) AL NP 58 42 (1),

ANTL Gy P20 SRR AT 1) 22 B i B ) A1) 5 ) DI A 8RS Y e A A W 4 At m ik d K T A b A
JEI S H AR, 277 TS 5,1 AR AS P 20 74 b R L AR T 1).2) 4 U RE R R4 Ok 2 A AN
it SRR UL T A — B [ A5 o BE 8 SO R, B A W S A A7 1 T SR e ST AR Iy i A S

3 REEZ

TR EL (greedy algorithm)7E D A6 AT 17 £ JE 45 95 0 (09 TAE 7 1) B B A oF B8 2% FEAR I 00 ot BRI 1T AT 19 56
fAT IR DAL ST (1 A SRR S 2R S0 b 4 A5 DUTE 25 H PR B0 2 10 7 R S AR 7 1) RN, 45 250N 75 22 546
JE T RS A B PR T 5 H bR (0 7 5Tk 00, 25 2 8 IR AL 19 H .
ek i 20 45 5135 (enhanced greedy algorithm, ik EGA) X R4 B B3804 7 ek, LA JEARURS 7R 78 %
KM 55 0 H AR A RO 5 I A RV R e 2 AT O 5 IR )R D AR e R R ) T AR
FEANJ7 0] TR W 7 5 I H PR 2) BB R 2 G O 5 I AR A AR ) AR A RO B I B e Y s sk
2;3) A2 G A R AR JE Y )RR M B RO R 56 B E AR 4) RS R A 3t H ARSI
B TAETTA5) MBTA 1 s e T TAE T M B STVE & UL 2 I 28 TU A 30 8 T A7 4E 2 A0 T e SR I, o3
BLRRH B — AN AR T H AR B O R SRS A BBk ST, B BT I S O
FEAR M SRS BRI S A B 0 3545 BT M I T
FEJ7 1), A 75 LU B O AN U7 1) 12 5 16 A 5, DR O o A
H A5 4B T A BT R TF RS /N AR T B A W AN
fiE 55 AT T s DR e bR A B 43 e 5 R 0 e 2
T A ) S AR SR AE A0 A u R 00,715 2 v IR I 0,6, 17 A W iE
B oy, THZ B AR ag,ap,as HIANEEATAR T 00 2 o 50t 10 oo 2 vk
T ) 4B R SO B I SR I I T SR A AR R
TR VORI IO an 6 T 2 1 T, ek 1 SR AR A AR
I 77 1 B G AN B PR 0 2 1 A U I 0y 10,719 A5 v BN Oy g, 1Y
MW IEEL 0y 7, A H AR ag AP A, e ZE I LR A u BT oy g,
A v IEE 048,77 A WL 04,7 B 0y e, U H A% ag F1 a; B ag 1 ag
P H AR AN W78 o, BR1 I 0t 1 2 2 SRR A0 0 > 8 0 5 1 T 4
Fig.2 An instance of directional coverage TEIME T BARI B GG RS 2 R D AR A AR SR LA
2 A5 I E AR HL W E R 2RI IR A EA L) 45 S R . 2)
DR BB 2% 18 H bR I 55 FE DU IR T RS I 5 H AR
B0 2 23 T R R0 08 R, I T 25 0 1l g B D 4% A A7 AR .3) AR B EE BB IRE A T B/
A EDO BRI T I 5 H A5, A 06 F 8 H AR 2R 8 e T 2 k.

4 EDO &%

ERBENT KU ZEAF IO 100 20 0 48 A A7 JY1U A/ 1 B0 I b 1) 82 i B2, B I 7 ) s 140 783 o8 J3E A X %
A IR B S A RS 7 o BB 19 2% A A7 01 ORL.EDO Ty Il A A Sk T AR R 7 s R A R R A
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73 PG R R U, LSO N R H PR IR 5 B, T VR AR N e EDO SRk b (¥ AR
41 TR

EDO VLR AR R A W 2% f8 38 J BT AT 0 R i 25 AN O 1) B H AR A5 B, 5 48 19 a8 e H AR B,
it A A T 10 19 238 PR AL, 328 SO AL B8e K B0 T 180 A Dy A D7 1, i K 1 20 7 ) e S 00 6 408 5 e AL T
EDO 5k, WY S AFAE 4 Flal GERIRZAS:1) H bkl (target testing), 15 s RIS J7 18] B H brds 8,2) W EAL
ffie(message exchanging), 5 s/ H #545 E AN 548 Jm i 8 ;3) 77 1) vk 3 (decision making), v+ 5 &4~ 77 i) L 1)
ORI 3 3 20 A e K ) 7 1 A A AR 7 16);4) PR3 5 (decision informing), [ €8 & 55 52 ) & H 7 )
R
4.2 Bir-7EMRE R

2 W 2% IS N RS — R IAREAS AR T 1) AR IUCREAS AR TS ) LK H AR AE B AL H b7 ) U L H A
{5 RS ELHE AT LAME— AR U H AR B RR DRURT I AR AR 1 A i) AT s 5 55T 8 H b -7 10 S 2 [ I A &0 S 1
RO A R O AT ST R B H AR- T I R AN 3 e TR B O AR T RE LA H AR
178 55 1 0. TR o S AR G R R B SR AR WU R b AR H AR L 88 TR 1 R T AR 2
IRt B0 &A1 mUEESL IR H AR-J7 1) U 2R

Table 1  Target-Direction mapping in individual node
F 1 WAL HAR-T7 ) B R

a 0y,10 Ow,8 a %] a Ow,8 Ou,10

a 04,10 Ow,7 a (%) az Ow,7 Oy,10
u as Ou6 N az %) w az 1%}

ag Oy,2 Ov,8 Ow,6 as Ov,8 Oy,2 Ow,6 ag Ow,6 Ou,2 Ov,8

as Oy,2 Ov,8 Ow,6 as Ov,8 Oy,2 Ow,6 as Ow,6 Ou,2 Ov,8

ds Ou.2 Ovg Ows as Ov,8 Ouy,2 Ow,5 ds Ow;5 Ou2 Ovsg

43 YHAITHE

FERRIC T H -7 1) WS 2 e RS 19 s A8 P 280 o oo 39 v SRS 7 1) K BRI, OB R GE T4 i
i A H bR H BRI 06 19 2% 2 1 TR B Tk () 48 1 T USRS H bR a RO (B R 5, A (8) 1t Y
SOFHTT I p T EARIA X

U(a)=M *D )
2V (Ao, ) Ao, D
U(wop)={0 ' A,piz (6)

A (5) e 3R H s a 8 A, 30 (5) A1 (¥ (kKB 4 H b 04 78 55 B, 3L KO DL 0, o0 H A a $ it
1R 5, BV kAN CL VRS IS AU 5 K R AR e 3 AR AL 1 W R 2 5 58, BV KA 10 A TR S0 s A ) 1) B
. R (6) A2 u e 7 I p B RBORME AT 2% 7 10 I H AR ARG Aup BBTE 0 HARZOR 20,80 u 75 p J7 1)
B R AE T 1) I E AR I OB R S AN T 1) R E RR i ILARE R 0.

W RME I R A1) B AR SR B A T A b 43 B 0 R U5, YT SRR S8 AR AE S I A B AR 9T 1)
b B RO BB b R T A R T E AR ) O K T G LA B AR R 2)  H AR A
T AT LA AE AN T ) A7 A T 6 A R 1T 5 A 1R (6 A, AR R AR AR B AR 2 1 5 T BRI R
T HARECS 15 0 BRI .3) AR s 1 PSR AR R T AU A M e R SR AR E Y oA B
AH [ (R M 28 TAEAEATART 7 ) b, SO 230 R B K IR 2 40 S8 4 s SR I 4 RS 1) A ot H bl E A
AN B2 BRSO H B k—1,k 3500 1,770 (kK ) PRAFA AR 2 P 8 5 n) AN 55 b H AR B H FR AR5 I 84
k'=1,k AR, (kK" /IN 82 H AR 1R 50F (B AR K A0 BB 1] 2 T (1 iR AR e384 w19 RLFE o B ay
M as WA H kg, 1 H. k=0,k'=3, M LI U(w,06)=2M 245 u BL7E P58 TAELE 0440 L B4 ag M1 as (7 k=0,k'=2, 111,
It U(w,06)=2M2.
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4.4 FBEIME
DUAE VTSR 3 R0 A AR A AT 1) I R AR, e R uv BRARAE T [ R 3R
RV IR oyq A7) EAAFERIAS H bR SLE RGN 2,810 v 7E oyq 7 I EIRL
FIh 2M7N [ 0y J7 1) A — A H b, L 55 B8 0 2, 1K1 v ) oy J7 1)
ROl MTLA A5 U IR oy 7 T BAT 3 A HobR, JUBE R AT 2,0HR v AT R
B 20 N BE TAEAE—A 07 1) b, Bl {ag} 5 {ag, ag} (¥ 7 o 2 AN RER] i ik £ 2, /=5
BEEATT I R EAREA B — AT S 2 A R (5 2 A 1 KRER)
) ] VBT B RSN T VR S % o i (¥ 280, 1T LA A F 43 k7 7% (one
Fig3 An |nst§nFe of coverage time one choice) ) J7 745 v IEERAE o1 L TAE, B4 v i Toik 7 5 {a} 0k
S I U(0)=1+2M, 5 v I 00y b T 54 v 05 TG g ) Y
o U(u,00)=2+M "B % v LIAH I ME R T AR AR S AN SC 7 1 b 820 T 3
(5 55 v, LU 0.5 TAEAE 0,4 b, LIEZR (1-0.5) TAFAE 0y, FL, R u 76 0y J5 1) _E B (1.5+1.5M ). 40 i
T 55 1 2 m DA VT S5 58 2 2 I T R B AFL 50 AN ) B H AR A E 2 AR E SN (H G 5 2
AR T AR AT I S o T AR bR AR AR A IN), 2 I 7 U VAR R R A ) AR RO I T LI R 2
JE PRI .
453407 i (equivalent coverage) i 77 ¥ AT LA BRAR U1 B v 92 2 56 I SOR (B 00 52 % B A5 0078 75 D7 1R I R L
MU N K 55 P 50 H FR VT A — S S5 55 T, B AR U X (5) AN X (6) U Bt U 1) D Ak LB R SR AU T
FE’ME/J\T 1,32 th 5 7 25 i S (0 s AN 8 R 9 S 7B 6 R 98 1Y) B A 1 T8 6 B (R IR 386 1,35 B0 kY 5k
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PAL T T BLSR A
k, =log,, % (12)
2 M>>1 I, A] LU 3 (12) 434 30 1 4, PRl 45 21
k, ~log,, % (13)
U

BB 1 2 Bz R 19 Ak 5 RS G IR 9 SRS 48, 3 AR A D75 1) R SRR IR 220, 003 2 45 Y T uv A w A
FANT7 1) B O AR
Table 2 Utilities calculated by nodes before making decision

R2 W RRRSEIN T R BOTE

01 02 O3 04 05 Op 07 Og Og 010
u 0 3M? 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1+Mm7?
v 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3M?% 0 0
w 0 0 0 0 M2 2M2 Mt MY 0 0

BT 408 J T A 1R PR B 2 R R LB B 2 K u TAEAE oy B IBA v AT wAE TR AE A FR R U
X bR o B I TTRR, U v R w AR SN T ) PR ORI R 3.3 4 T O AR A 1 28H T B AR
Table 3  Utilities calculated by v and w when u works at 0,4

F 3 u LAESE oye Ltk v A1 wik- S

01 07 03 04 Osg Og 07 Og 09 010
v 0T0 o0WoO 0 0 0 3avm?! o0 0
w 0 0 0 0 M' 2m?t 1 1 0 0

45 EIHRAR

AR BB OR 2R B A g i) b b I 7 o R RN B R R 2 R T e R P B e K 1 I A D AR
160 0 AL 0 SRR 0P 1m0 406 0 1 AT 478 A0 1 s AR SR 38 T s A 7 1) BT, A [ A 7 s L B R 3
FHARL T A [R], 10 4047 588 88 FH AR A0 A LA L LAt ™00 o v 1) 0 2 4, DRI 5 4 A 1Y S B T 3% e o
ST B EARA S8 G P 58 <280, AT RS 00 7 38845 JF 45799 s v] LU Ik Y 5 [B13R B o G IR P SR 4 I 9 s e e T
LYy SRR WU BEE AN e S T IN 2% o, W LA (B0 tre ™Y U J2 15 A0 110 3 DR 80 FH AR, SR 8 A ok, i [
TR 4 I TRD BRI, 1 s T DA S ) R L g 3[R SR SR ML I B AR T AL FR N :1) 3 Bk ST I 3852) 78 e s v I
VA 21, A B AH ) A 2 2 1V B U SR B R A A R E T T B S AE A T ) R A R (E IR
PR TAE Ty 1), B S I 38 .3) SR T I 85 A N, AR T R B O Y SR R (T R A T AE
)4 kSl ORI IC SR 400 49 A5 1R B S A5 U8, L 3 I 4 30 L w3

I3 e SR gt e T 4 a5 R SRR A P 4 i) R (R A R T T R S IR R SR I G AR U A u v w R T (LA
LELNTF 2L Z:UU)>UV)>U(w); 1 H u,v B oA v,w B R AR JEE S u,w AAHAR. T u B g S8 0F I 88 8 50 H 2w
JURE YR v B R, 2 IR R AR T w I RRME AR R T v R T USRI w A A R won] RE
Fe T v RSN BT RITRIR.

N TR ST PR S ) L, T S e SR IELIR AL A1) YRS T ISR VA SR AN R 5 ) A8 Rk SR A SR TH

AL, A5 28 PR L A 3t 280 PR K, DU AN g 7, 7 B AS 1t 5 P/ D T A2 5 e U5 B) 44 A 026 ke SRR SR BV IR 1Y i A
SRRt PR WO R SR Ut I ) ) R A A3 2 B0 B A A t ORI AT — 4 15 R U EL DU I R SR, T
LR SRUE I 54) W0 E PR SR SRS A A T AR A () IS T A A L A5 AR I 1) P AR P S AR 0 L T 4k 4
0T I 4 A 8 SR A A R DU S 2P L, T B R ST I %

W 4 FioR,uv,w AT PYAS T ORI U(u)>U(v)>Uw)>U(a), 24 uv B AR v,w Rl g B4 A8
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A BN AT P ATt 20, ) R P SR A 800 S T T AR 77 1), v 7 RO u IR e SR AR RO LS AR R 1
RO E R B R ST N A At N 2w SRR SRR A SRR SR RV A g B BT I w AR (-t IR T v
077 TR IS AE ty I 2, R BT 21 T R SR T LB t I 220, BEAT R w B SR A RO B BRI v A AR {R] T
T W R 4R SR I 45 04 TR B At I 20 v B8 T 45 R ) 0 AR SR, En T LR e K HL AT HAC 8 15 ke a L, PR
A t7 I 20, R 3% P A 280 S w5 q BTSRRI .
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Fig.4 Improved backoff decision
K4 ot ) elaB v sk 1

% 5 e [M1B v SRR 0 O i A, I P £ 4~18 2 BT IR A R, L Ay 6. 11, 13 )RRk
B T PGSR B 75 v B R R S A R B VR U 19~34 MR NS R A S B SR BIE . i T E A 15 0
AU 29 U T REVIR KPR, B 16 A5 30 FIWT AR & T H 50 ORI &8 a5 0, 0
MakeDecision i F£2¢ 11,
46 HAEERM

TN T N ) S 2 R 23 BT, B 3 b T I U A SRR PR A e R AR 1) PR AR A SR U S AT 2R I B I, R
e R I BEAS T ) 7 5 (4 bR, I ) TS 2 O(P), #4575 P ANy ) L4 8 5 H AR B K (14 77 1r), WU IS [ 445 4
O(IgP), fit 4 SR K IN 0] 5 e My O(P). etk ) SR AR STE rh 85 1 A0 JE A T 1) 7 i (40 H b, DU IR T 445 4
O(P), 5 2 b Je i & de KA U 7 (1 7 ) RIRSG 5 116 56 95, A DA e K AT 28078 ol 250 A0 o 20, W) G g ) 42 2% 2 28
O(IgP). B AR Y S ek 2 i 44 1 e KA 28078 i UM R BN BRI 8 T 48 3 D7 180 e SRE oy T4 2 — AN 75 At ok
SR A 75 S TR 1 R 32 e KA RN o TR AN S N ) 2 2% B2 2 O(NPIgP). 2 s b, 5k iy 9 4%
SR PR IR ) 2 2% 1 A TR D R R SREML R 5%, LT &yt AR A8 BRARURS 00 I TRDDT S BLAE I ig Rk 4 Ak 6
FiR 1Y) EDO SVEMIS Al A2k 5t A TE A 3 — AN, A1 B 1R HUASE 15 H2 e 38 13 JEAH DG B 38 1 1115 )
6~12 FlIH 1) 19~34 #S2 H HnS ) (¥ B 4F 15 U 14 BN IR) T4 24 O(PIgP), th 1T 575 UK 5 22 48 a1 s AAS B
I (N-1), 78 5 2215 001, BIY b T 4R DA 3% 3 SO DR 56 20 19 i I 2 2 T i DI 56 2 A1 480 o I 45 3, 1 i 21
B R B R I N(N-1), v A 66 (N=1) A w38 AR 2000 500 1E N8 U 14, DR i S50k 1 I (R B 2 v
O((N(N-1)—(N-1))+(N-1)PIgP), i+ P<<N, 52 EDO (¥ [f1] JF 44 2 O(N?). Al ity 5% 2= 15 U 1 ¥ EDO STk 2 %
00 IR 0] £, 6 BRARS 00, BT 38 R SR w0 LA GRUE A5 A1 542 1 K 0 HIBL et K 21/ R WU 44 o 3 75 3 7
Ji e, U LI 1) R4 O(NPIgGP).

Table 4 Target testing and utility evaluating procedure
x4 HESRINA VS

Procedure EvaluateUtility
Initialize all the target set for each direction to null
Traverse all directions and add the targets which locate in the direction p to the set A,
Send a coverage message containing the targets, direction information, initialize the message timer by to
while(to>0)
if(coverage messages arrive from neighbors)
Evaluate the utility values for all incident directions
Reset the message timer by to
end if
end while

O©CoO~NOOUORArWN PR

© EERERSEITON  hipy www. jos. org. cn



AR TR AR B B ) T e A AR BOR R 653

Table 5 Backoff decision procedure
5 YRR

Procedure MakeDecision

1 Initialize the DECISIONLIST by null

2 Set and activate tq with t;e ™V

3 while(1)

4 if(a message arrives from a neighbor)

5 switch(message)

6 case(a decision request):

7 Pause tg, set and activate t,, with (t,+t,)

8 if(the utility in message is less than its self’s)

9 Send a denial message

10 end if

11 case(a decision denial for self):

12 Reset tq with t;e™V

13 case(a decision startup):

14 Update the utility values for each direction and reset the ty with tie™V
15 Add the decision to the tail of DECISIONLIST

16 if(DECISIONLIST contains all neighbors and itself) return DECISIONLIST
17 end if

18 end switch

19 if(tq pauses) and (t,= =0)

20 Restart tq

21 else

22 if(ts= =0)

23 Send a decision request message

24 Set and activate t,, with (t+t,),Set and activate t,

25 if(t.==0) and (ty is not active)

26 Set and activate t,

27 else

28 if(t,= =0)

29 Send a decision startup message and add itself to DECISIONLIST
30 if(DECISIONLIST contains all neighbors and itself) return DECISIONLIST
31 end if

32 end if

33 end if

34 end if

35 end while

47 HETFFH

EDO Sy B (1 SR8 B HE Y A A ¥ 8 2545 5L I (R0 R o5 e SR 100 ¥ U8 T8 .25 43 A IgNL IgP 1 IgMl
KR RS B R R A 7 R E BR8N AR A e 5 A B v S TS AN e 98 I (NIgNP+MIgM)
LR A v SRR 0 BARURE 00T, B A 3 T 80 A R /N S G 96 A IR R 5 T 4 15 A R SR O B TT 4
(NIgNP) th#r fEdm =18 00T BU i T AR BN 25, 5 U0 58 900 1 i 8 2 58 T & A0 28 1 1 A {3

VI T, T T ST N(N‘?'QNPJN‘l)(ZN‘Z)b B T b S s 75 o L e

48 EDOEAMR

EIE 2. EDO 7EA BRI IR Py 28 1E.

UE AR I 200,74 4% BRSO (AR BN U HE B A Up>Up> . > U 671 0 L 4R 3R SR &5 1 2 iy AT A —
YR R 5 ST 1= R s P T (T e < R = 7 = e T I N M s S E W [ TR 2 S IR VD R
TG T A w5 ST 28 AL, 7422 SR IR BN PR L) S0k 53 HE 1 38 140 e R 28 PR B s 2 5 Al 36 £
FR LY SR AN B2 AR R P TR 5 W K I 2, B BT A Y R PR O

TEIR 3. 47 MG AFAEME— IR S B bR, U 25115 7 B FR 07 R (RO,

AW a S I T A U TR — AR a 4728 (k. + kL) < (K, +k0) JERT A5 5%

U@)=M e (14)
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U(a)=M ) (15)
KTAERE W S U fEAE SIS B AR p BRI A U(u,0))=2U(A,,) H. \AH,\ <M
M
sU M (ki +k{-1) <M-M ~((kq* +kq* +1)-1) -M ~(kg* +ka* -1) 16
(As) <2 (16)
O

SE B 3 RAIE T BIAE R AT A i H A 78 26T T st LA B v 1 1) e SR S
5 NSS EE 7Y

VR BE VST RS R 43 O 2 AN G B A R VR A DT S K W 5% (1 AR AR L AN R AR L 3 AN
WRAAEL) R e B AP UL UG2) RS IR AR I AN T A A A7 053)
T H xR

NSS P HEAS AL 1) RS W 25 26 A7 03K 90 O 22 A I TR] [8] 8, A — A I 1) 1) B F 24 — %8 (round), B
BN TR B /N T4 RO ZE A7 00, 2) BRI Y A A B R e BRASYUE AR T — B2 T e IR BOIRAS AR T — 5
R R MR 3 5 A8 49 98 A% R R S T R 2 A5 AE R — B85 D TR R, 3) 3% R 1T A 4l 0 e J 4% R H b 72
i R FR IR A7 R JUA KL ORI RIAE R — R e N RN,

Tl A% E AN 00 H AR I 22 50 R R E TR AR J U 10 2 i AR, o T A R R A SR A B e A T AR
/NN A] G 2 ORI T AR A B P OB A AR AR TR FAR. R e I A6 B de AR S R A i
BEFNTUARN AR A E 1) WIUR7E 35 821K 42 57 EDO. SV 2 b I T A7 15 AL T3 BRI s AT S AR BvE 19
B 678 e 4, W RE U PR o B % . R AR i 1) R TR A DA 3 R YT R, S R A A i S A ST, LA T
e NIENRS . 2) il i e 1) 2r EDO SR L LNy AN i s 77— 41 H AR X 28 H bR T g4 ) — A%
AN AT ST AR A A S ORI AL R 0 5 0% AR AR S Y R S 2 A R A e AR O A
AR BB AR T IC > 1D.3) TUAR T i AR B W 14 400 ) AT S R A R R PR,
P R0 S8 A R P A 5 22 A B, R X K U T Jes 1) e B 7 i R 90 b A 8 MR
A ey Bl i S T AT R B R 810 3 ) 22 TR 1) 408 R N 3 I T R U b ) A i R T AR A
T AL R AR W] UEE AR

PR A NSS WM AR A1) S SL W) AG AT a BT A AN BRI 18]52) 3 R A AR BE RS A 0
R TR S5 R R A T AR R R A R 3) AL T B MRCBR A 0 &8 ST A R S R AT A, O WA R A
Tl A BE ALV JRL, PLAR 9 0 BRI s 10 30 S R A IR 9% e ) 8 % i i B R YT /b U S A R — R 4R L I
MEG 4 S 10 380 % B2 P R Y0 o 22, L 0o 5 (10 B, W) A D6 B 5 A0 1 B A8 A BRI 0 17 9 U 54) 375 K
A HE I i 9 SR PR 08 J T A T R SN (1 Jg A e A A T R T S T A S B SR S i R
T JEL O i 001 ) RN IE R R R 1D R A R YT UK RE ML B A S R AR R S 8 T A
S DU SR AR R R Ak 2 AR R BB NI IR 1 4k 5 I IR

6 [EREITAH

AT VPl AR R, AT CH+iE i T —NMF LR, LR IR & — 50847 Windows XP Sp2 &4t Kl
BT Pentium 1V 3.0GHz &A%, F47 0 1G I TAESE 7507 5525 b B i H AR 3802 — > 500x500 (14 T X 3,
W5 R E ARSI AT T E bR DO P 0 I R AR T A B4R EH BREUPAY EDO S LA A NSS i
FEVIBUAEAS RPN (v A 2L 00 Mk BB AR AR 2 H AR I KB A6 T2 VIO a6 B . I T8 55 N I 4 A A7 30
6.1 EGASEDOLLE

AT 18 T EGA 1 EDO 77 [ LAk 5132 EGA ik 4l i 78 it 3 % R4 i H b5 19 80 1% $ 1L 4E 7 1] ,EDO
T H bR 5 R 2 s PR N R A A S 2 AR T SR H AR B AL A AT H BR D, 2 U AR
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100,75 B 0 3, HARECy 50 I, LR AN [R5 s 80T BAR SR K SRR 58 55 136 6 73 A i T Mgk E 5
AR PIAN T ) A A S92 0C T B A 3 o J 5 7 B B0 00 28, N BB L vl LA 1) 9 h BE AL ) R
B 55 (1 B ARBERIR K EGA FI EDO wJ LA 25 80/ R4 o H AR (M R 2) I 5 B b 28 o J L BB oK 1 B AR
HE LA ) H bR o6 /MR £2.3) EGA F1 EDO (Il F 78 7 52 B V5 050 A0 38 0 7 18 K, s 577 i P 1 1 K
JE PR T B RN 35 453 o JE 1) 8 T % . 4) EDO (I 7778 o S5 B EGA SV I A 76 15 s 173 30%.
Table 6 Target coverage of after placement, EGA and EDO
x6 MEHE G EGA K& EDO ) HAr 7 i ¥

Sensors Coverage after placed Coverage of EGA Coverage of EDO

Max Mean Critical Max  Mean Critical | Max  Mean Critical
45 4.840 1.568 0.000 5433 2326 0.200 | 4.800 2.249  0.300
50 5.200 1.746 0.000 5466 2.612 0.233 | 4950 2496  0.400
55 5.630 1.934 0.010 5966 2.902 0.466 | 5266 2.803  0.700
60 5.800 2111 0.010 6.366 3.182 0.766 | 5833 3.040  1.000
65 6.090 2.253 0.010 6.633 3521 0.766 | 6.066 3.354  1.166
70 6.590 2.462 0.020 7.000 3659 1.000 | 6.266 3.506  1.333
75 6.740 2.587 0.020 7.633 3930 1.066 | 6.733 3.786  1.433
80 7.330 2.815 0.030 7.800 4.211 1.266 | 7.000 4.043  1.666
85 7.540 3.014 0.030 8.233 4474 1600 | 7533 4.317  2.100
90 7.740 3.129 0.040 9.266 4.832 1.600 | 8.000 4.602  2.133

6.2 NSS5Greedy-MSCELE

Cardei 7ECHR[21]P 3R T4 A Greedy-MSC i B 515, W BVE BT Y FH T 45 1) 4% 86 2% I 2% 1) 5 H A 7
L EAE 3 MIASECT HES . HARES T LA . Greedy-MSC SRR UGE A, $ S 55 2410 I
FtE AR SRR N B0 55 5, T E E AR AR A A 26 N A B — AN A AR N S AR AR A AR
WA w, T B I H B AN PR v KT S i T (] 1 4 A A

PEASCHE ) oA S BE R NSS 1,74 s A4 J8 2 B i R4 a0 H AR I 8 36 D0 R e T e TAF A )
W78 25 48, th T A6 A 50 A B 100 P9 78 26 AR AN AR — /N BN IR) 3l st 22 RS 9 T A T4 3 45 B0 43 O 78 5 4 AR N [R)
B9 H bR, 24 P=1 I A% %A S 4 1] 1, ELBE R IS ) N'SS 1 Greedy-MSC ST M Bg AR 158 B A X 38 P9 =15 55080 H br bl
MUAS A, 24705 B A 245800 250, HARECR 5 I LU AEAN RIS B80T 0 W 2 A A7 038 7 Z0HS T R o B B9 0K
T M4 B A7 5T B B o R N L AT DL 1) NSS ¥4 25 77 U ALl b 5 4% i B 2k 1 5 5. 2) NSS
Lt Greedy-MSC [FJ 14 g AR, (8 ZE S5 AS K.

Table 7 Networking lifetime under NSS and Greedy-MSC
F 7 NSS I Greedy-MSC /4 2% = 17 1]

Sensors Lifetime of NSS Lifetime of Greedy-MSC
25 9.300 10.900
30 11.500 13.900
35 12.500 14.900
40 13.800 16.900
45 16.300 19.900
50 17.300 20.900
55 18.000 24.900
60 20.500 27.800
65 24.500 29.700
70 26.000 33.400
75 29.500 36.300

6.3 LIWHER

T B O S T B AR HARECR VR EDO BN NSS 1 P ILTEAS WA T
HIPERE.

(1) WA sem. K 5 2 M HARECh 50,0512 120,75 M ECh 3 B, e Y A B I A I S 5
55 T 2 2 A S0 A0 S T W SR o R R I % A1 A S BE R Y R UEUE S i B MR IR OGRS U
30~40 I, 92 A A7 S 55 I A L b 1) 280 5 e TG D DAL W I 1 R L RO i, 71 a2 TR ER T 2 55 A ) 1)) H bR
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