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Abstract: Energy is identified as the most crucial resource of the wireless sensor networks. A significant amount
of energy is often consumed by message passing. Many researches have focused on the issues about how to
minimize the communication overhead. In-network data processing is a commonly adopted technique, in which an
intermediate node called proxy node is chosen to process the source data streams and forward the result to the sink
node, thereby reducing the transmission energy consumption. As a result, the optimal selection of the proxy node
can minimize the transmission overhead. This paper formulizes the transmission energy consumption of the proxy
node selection and proposes an energy efficient selection strategy (EESS), which can greatly reduce the
transmission energy consumption of the query without knowing the whole topology of the network. Compared with
the method proposed by others, EESS uses fewer control messages and achieves better performance. Simulation
results show that EESS performs well even in low-density network and long-distance query, which potentially
improves the lifetime of the sensor networks.
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HREESES: TP393 XHEtFRIRAD: A

oL A I I 2% 0 e — 2L AE B L)V A0 AT A T 1) e 4% R R G S 4 SR A 70 A5 1) A s 1 2 B,
BN RS AT DLAE S BT mi(sink node) 5 1 AN s 2 A AR Y s HEAT M TN R S H B R Gk
A WS B PO A AS A KRR IR M 2 R VG )L AR RIYRRIH, e gz N
THES, REE R SKEE. A5 AR IO R R 45 P A sk T

RO A, G 4 A S A 100 0% v 1 A SR A T el L vt R e TR 0, A T A R A 19 4 A K T Y R YA
A TR B A AT I e A B I 265 (R BE ARG T o 4l 2 A7 AR 1 Bl Bl T T FE T A K 2 A > T
471 000 4 CPU 4541 IR, K B (KB 5T 1A R 985 /AR B e RE T . 1h T 0 B2 S A 0 4% 40 45 11 5 AT
— 58 ISR g 7 AT B SR B B SO A v R R o, — 40 v S AR T DA ER O R B B 4K T L
T T R RS B 11 Ak B A A i 1) B e, AT a2 B AR AT ) % BERE 1 1 FRATT R USRS BT A i 4k
A BT 1B B 1 2 Xk I P9 B b B (in-network data processing), AT A 45 4 BT a5 B Ay Ab B
s (proxy node). S5k WY, SR T 194 A Bl A PR, 55 st A AAE F TS R 3R AT B Bl 5 A O AT L e
25t R A i i R I S K I 4% 7 i B,

LEREAT D P S50 A B b B F 7 9 3 O e A OO A ) R TT: A B R R ST B AT T i
AR RERE; S AL BT RO T RO T A5 ) e RGO B A S 2 S A Ak B A e 0 R BB ) R B 3k
FPEAEWR— AL b k55 R R AT 0 Py 0 Ak B A5 S0k A i 100 5 R A/ 0 5 A i REFE 1A T 20 A, T LA g
LU R R A Y B G 55 A BT R B U 1K) S B K AR 28 O T RTINS R R ML 4 JR) I 5%
FME R T AN LR 22 S I TR AT R 17, EETE 43 A 2 IR TG 2 A% Ja 3 190 8% v A 474 Je 10 I 446 9 45 B AR K
Rt A SR Tl B g A 11 Ak B4 3 R 9, VAN 5 4 ) ) % M B (R I R FE 11 Ak B9 R0 IR
i (energy efficient selection strategy, fii Bk EESS). 1% SN & Sl ik — & A5 B 1AL, e 7 Rl iR AL Hn e FE 5 AL 3
R B AR BR 1) S AR R B AR, o SR AR 2R, 1 L e I R AU A B PR B AR AR K R LAk B
A ISR 2] I 4% v 1) BL ST S R 5 e i SIATL S S e B, T S I P A A

AL FEEGHT AAE T

1) FESL TR LA IR AL R FE 1 AL T U B G  [F) 5 OGRS Y

2) PR T AN T A R I 255 M S R AIC B A I A BV U BRI 5 Ay VA AR LE SR R T

FH B R LA AN 75 LA AN IR T B T
3) I HIASAN S 00 48t 0 75 VR AT B0 UE, S 45 SRR W) EESS 7R JRE 10 ) 4 45 4y DL B AP 2 10 1A i) 4
PEN B AT R (R R, B AT R T S K I 2 A% S 04 245 1) 75 i

1 HXHR

P phy 50 Ak B R 5 T LI 9 4% Heidemann 25 A B VKR 3L 5 TN AR I B X 48 JE IR TR . (1 44 HE
AL A AT (6 HE 28 v B2 T O Ak TR B R A 1k, O LA P O Ak 0 S U X 4 A% e T R
Bhardwaj 25 A\ K 99 P a4k 2 %1 43 2 2 Ak 45 4k J2 VA B9 R 2L R 2 o VF B AR AS 7] AR R0 48 3 05 E AT 2R
T2 R 14 e K AR B e /N L T A M — (10 DX 48 4 R AT B SR 5 A o 2 S Pk PR B e A

Bttt A URAG IR I P 5 AR B, Yao S5 NHE T TR AR SR A I RS HLAEL IR XE AODV i Hh R SUGHEAT ik
HE IR T A 0 T ST g4, Intanagonwiwat 25 A F L, A J2 AR ) 19 PR S Ak EE A 36 05 DI 2R B AR A5 T
Tyt Steiner 4[] 5, 9 & A1 i NP HE ) 250 DSt A AT D8 HH T — ot R IR 00 38 45 D7 vk T TR D B ISR
TR 0 20 382, 3 5 A BR800 1) A PR, LA O A2 i 1) G, AL TS 00 A 1) pA) 00 b 8 1) £y 80,

o FlE 2 A TR 19X P 5 Ak BT 5, A T A D TR YT 4 I A i e G 11 G B Bonfils SR TS T AR EE
RS 3 IORT A% o RE RE I R g, FE HAR T — B OE NY  4 A 31T I IR % (adaptive and  decentralized
operator placement strategy, i < ADOPS). ADOPS 77 45 5 41 it £5 Il S5 s, DR 1he 7T LAFE S5 /N A% i BE G (40 7 1)
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— AR FEAY AL S 15 3, BOYE JE Y s (source node) AV B R AH B B4 YL 2 AR 1 Bl B R AT DL
Directed Diffusion!®4% 75 J:453 1);
4) ARSI A — @ T SLRE D, P LATE 26 ZE A IR AT Sl A # A
TS A% K25 W 245 7T LU JE 1) I8 G=(V,E)SREE 7R, Ho b AN T AT veV AR —AME B s 4kl ecE R
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B IS (1) 4 S I, PR b, 504k Ak B S T AL — P R B e AN T 9 S RT DA G R AN [R] ) B50H A B R e
R 19 FH 4tk 52 Ak BT o) H5AN 70 A SCIR T i Y [ 2 A, A S AR e A 3 e 00 20 6, 5 1T DAYEAT 2 PR A S 19 AT
e JZ AL ) B b B A I 1 BT, T A aeV R
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Fig.1 Non-Hierarchical in-network processing S AR HARAE 2 5 4 25 R B R AR B T A1 a.
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7 22 I REFE R R BB It L 1138 e e J80 356 T 7 B4R A L PRI RE 82 ) (] 305 2, DAY 20 s 38079 A0 o A% S 2di
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FerT DU R Ak
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S SR AT R P Y 22 1) P s 2 B0 80, S0 S 2% B O O (VP42 1 oK 3 1 BT (0 A5 ve V4 R it 23 1) 1 o
/N BERE TR I8 14 A8 B4 S IO 58, STVE S A D O(V). BRIt SR e s (4) A R 2% 5 O(VIP), X Rk A AR AL 1)
R (4) B 4% 15 22 T 2N ) N SRR AR T, 12 07 105 5 BEAE AN 1T s Bl A5 447 I 45 1) 4 JR 4 0 45 g T4 3 K A3
T ICLRAL [ W 45 A SR ) EESS 7 VA WA TR AEREAN T a2l 47 &0 5 s A5 B T AT RAF 75 e .

3 EESS A%

EESS JyvA M HEAS S8 I T30 08 S 0 A i) AL (4) 10 20 TR A 1 3t 3 i i A i BEAG 5 Ak BT 1 A7 5 AR o 2 1] 56
BRI 58 A 3 3 S AR A ADUASE 2R A5 e A0 K U0 AR BN R IR A AR SR S R Y A S L R AL 2
T IR S 28 D00 % v B TSI R, R % e A BN T A S A AR, S P B AR PR T 0 EESS U7
TRIITAEA AR 1T LA B R DAL DL R 1 3 N SR S5 BEAT VAR A 4.

3.1 IEAEUERR

FEAN KR 4 2% 42 Ry 40 $ME B S LR SR S0P 9 R 2 T HE R B0 fi /D 6 20 B0 -+ 23 IR HE 1. SCHR[10] 45
H 7R I8 50 73 A1 T Be A gl 199 20t v B o7 BRI £ 75 2 ) £ 22 16 A i B RB AL AU 1 BE T 749 2 ) P BRI
PR SCHR[AAAE 513 1 TP il B 7 A A R 5 18 T B 7E XY 11T B3 d(ng,ng) 3779 58 ng AT ng 2Z ) FR R IR
S,z TR AR BT (KA B AR AR 1 SR A PR s R AR AE T T AT R, Y A i B R I B ) L A A
Ty 100 2 A Q (¥ ERE 5 AL B AL BR TR 1R 5 AR T DAL R R

C(@)=1, -d(a,z)+Zm:Ri Ty d(s;,2)+1-Ty - d(z,2) (5)

CL N2 1) 4 RERE R B C(2) T s (B) HEAT V15, R IR PG P 135 B AN [ K K B2 120 1 2 e I BRI i v a0, g
BREL C(2) /2 I 1™ o B, 77 78 dne /ML 30— 20 b, 5K (4) AR S8 0 A i) R80T AT B3 o 2K (6) PR I 24 SR A A ) 7, B
X-Y SFET F RS LR s z* ATAS R RR A C(2) BB foe />, L o 2% B - R 0L A B i B AR R EC S A
YA LA fiE.

z*=arg __, minC(z) (6)

SR AR 01 3(6) 1) TG 20 AR doe A ) FBE 5 0 AR 1 S 4 BB B B/ IMEL S M I GG A x©),
IR F 36 AR 5 7 S D =x Ok oy d F A8 A7E £ X O 2 BRS80S 00 R AR ST SIS T X 3 AR 2
PR SR AR 73— MR SR ARG JRE R v, WU A 2 R e ) 3 v R AR B R 2 B iR AR VR O
NS SCIFF IR H A, A SCA 8 A ) P ERAT (3% AR ST vk, 7 T2 32 K S % B, SRR AL 0 5 15 (1 .

Id T %12 (steepest descent algorithm, T F) SDA) A& =K i T 240 R g DL Ak 10 78 B i FH I O i 2 — Sk i
Pl 2 Jii 7 SDA A I 6 B 1l B4 A dae /MK ) d I FLR 2Rtk 38 R S0 D K S 8 e T ORISR B 20
Kooy ML PEIR R LA R 2, 0 40 TR0 3 4 o B3 T 3 4 o0 B ARSI LG R 1 4 vk, LA B B iy e 56
55 RO SR 3 4 A3 BN R o SRR A I 3 o,

HIENH SDA KA (6) 1R M E B H e St DR AN BB AR UF S0VE 7R A BR 2D Py 28 00 4R T £ S 56 4 B ,SDA
FI b bR B0 304X A 32 25 J5e /ML a5 (T B A0S P A5 AR B, T 224 326 A 0 B /A 1 (D B2, ] bt b S04 0 28 AR AR
B 02 Rk, AT LUK SDA HIIEAR L E 4 |V C @IS EM 55 M |C(Zks1)~C(z) <& BN 24 H 7 B B A8 A4 0 S5k I
LR AT R AHEIUE, B0 SDA kAR RS 5, S0 2 W SA ), R BEVE RE A% 70 A7 B D N 26 1 AR T o
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SORH 4 RORBLIUL S U0 45 R U T IS R A

SteepestDescent(zo,&): GoldSection(g,lo,9):
Input: Initial estimate zo, error bound &(0<e<1); Input: Initial interval lo=[ao,bo], error bound &>0;
Output: Optimal solution z*. Output: & minimizing ¢; // p(a)=C(zk+ a-dy).
1. ke-0; 1. ke-0;
2. dk(f—VC(Zk); 2. lk<—ak+0.382(bk7ak); ,uk<—ak+0.618(bk—ak);
3.if ||[VC(zy)|| <&, then return z; 3. if p(A)> (1), then goto step 4 else goto step 5;
4. a—arg ominC(zx+ a-dy); 4. if b— <6, then return gy
/lcompute o using GoldSection on C(); else a1 Ak, Dis14—by, Akra i, tr1¢—ax1+0.618(bDys1—ax+1),
5. ZierZit e d; k«k+1; goto step 3;
6. k<—k+1, goto step 2; 5. if —a<o, then return Ay

else ays1¢—ay, bk+1<—,uk, Hir1— Ak, lk+1<—ak+1+0.382(bk+1—ak+1),
k<k+1; goto step 3;

Fig.2 Steepest descent algorithm Fig.3 Gold section algorithm
Kl 2 mHUR AL K3 p B R AL

3.2 P amst
HRA 48 3), B4 5 0 6 9 A R VB0 5 o BRI R 7= A 1 o 2, B 1 ST i T SDA B
SR EH BRI R A BT A o T AR T Y S 1 IR % T 9 AR A7, T B B0 28BS p T Y 25
U 2 R Sh 3 DL B 1 A T S . T A 20 T 7 T 2 T % 00 24 £ - b 45 5 .
LY 4 a K GPSR(greedy perimeter stateless routing) i i1 (™1, LA pr (1 A8 5 g H (4, % 3% — S 00
330 MR GPSR % Hh i3, 1 R Y B0 AR 55— RS2 H 1 0 A A 7 S % PR 4R S Jek 24004 B 1 45 180,71 2
B 35 4K 1A 5 A B 5y L 9 A o 90 o A 0 S 0 A b A A D 8 2 A PR 0
A B 4 T — N T (interior face) Y PN 3B, 35 4 4 T3 —4h %
[fii (exterior face) ({4 48] 4 7R, zy £ T %10 b-c-d-e-f-i-b
(1 P9 5,2 0 T AT a-b-c-d-e-f-g-h-a (194 2. T 16 % A0 o 15
B GPSR L £ il 85 04 2 LR S 3% 4 I 1 — 2 7
3 EL3E 5 2 A A Y et B S T R IR S
ok 7 A0 L T T LT A R S 7 4 e M 3
THHT U RAR B p U 0 20 A R % AT L
8, T ERAR S A T 2R AR L PRk s 2T L
o R R SC % U PEBS Al O A WA TT 2% A5 R 3 Oy Kb
N N AL PR p RO AR S AR S R 2
\ o Interiorface 4 EXIeONTACe u plyot bl oy b B AT B 4 o a R B K
e outside the extoior faoe: s dotgrha | TUBDRKE DU 2 ASFRRLT: 24 40 R GPSR B IHAY,
_ _ . BRI AR S B I 2k a—sboisfoe—d—c—b. i 7 58 38 1 1 &
Fig4 Interior face and exterior face . ; ¢o 4 o = s -4 i fly A 49 R 77 2 B8 TR SC o124 R B4R C

-

-

4 AR SR s 552 VCEIA 2 b I b o LUHRAR A £ S 1 B S 2,
IS 1 0, A T S R 2 20 5 A TR BB 2, I 1Y A A1 A b A i, T 2 b B
ZEAY BT 2T MO b BRI AR T g p AR S p B R 2 T I B A A S B

a MU S A AT R Q LKA b PH R K fo A IR0 AR B i p, AT 58 J8E1Y i AN T R
33 HHEM

SEINCT RS 22 I I 46 B 2R SIS AR S A A BN R p, BEPAAT 104 A il b P 7 S ST DA
T a AT L DUARFET AT p S )T A DABGE YR A s A R B (U B L T R). T A SR
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Q T LA 2% B U5 RO KA AR, AR T A5 p TSR AT GPSR % b Bl I3 53 il 4t 7 391) 2% O 51T A 4

Toe /MR FE A i A, 1T R Directed Diffusion B3 1545k 4k BT 0 31 45 B0 U5 1 A LA B AR BT B Bl
R A

AEFRAT R p R I SR AR, 1) 208 )RR AN e SRR ST SR S BRI A a AR R
A si P ERL 2 P 2 P AR TN R B L IR b U SRR SC R 4 FECIS T PR O R A A A% H
SRR SC AT AAZ AR SR 8T A n IR — A0 IS R AR S A U, ) A A0 e T IR AR SO Y S on DA BRI
T T H A SRR S AN T 2 A2 S A2 R I Jir U, 09 ¢ e AT Y R 2 R R M R SRR S L IR i R
SRR SC BB PO R a I, 5 a0 4 W R D S 1) S A o T S A0 R 36 2 b B R AR, 22 B8 e 1 SR AR S H
IEBRE A s BT R s AR W IR IR B 45 R 1 e e K A4 14D ) B iR I 25 A B v U SRR SR AT R AR A
T 852 ) i 0 R TR A [ T8 43 A 20 B 1R ke LI R S T R S8 4 R AR, 6 e BT A5 B (9 e R s 1 B A
4 i D Mk HL
3.4 BIERIKEE

of T A Bt [ 18 A 9 1T 5, 0 7 A T 1 2 LG R T R T R R AR R I AR A AR SR 2 i R A B AT
W P 040 Ak B, T RE A g Ik B 44 REFEIR H (¥ 8 0, A0 BT SR I EN: 2 B — 5 1 B & Y RE T, B A Al
Ji 4 50 7 A (1 LU AR T (R AR A, 1 3 8 2 T OB R 1) A BT A

PEFAT W4 P4 5040 A 200 [ o A NS A p Tt M i N B T 10 L R 2, SR R AR e = A 1
LR e e AR 2 2 R A, IR F SDA S0V JE 0 v B3 R 400 AL BTSSR0z IR AR AR, i R 23 24 i b 795 6 p 1B
BEOR T 5 1A B AR, DDA T Ak B4 s (1 U 48, B0 o v 5 O PR Ak BT A0 p*, D0 Ak B R BT A% 587 110 Ak By
Mop* L.

Kb FEFT 0 D) Bt R 0 g AN B B, A5 T B AT B SR AL, 1 2, 2 BT AR B A p LA 2 AR H R
1%&—~“prepare-to-transfer” i) V1 B4R 30, %0 BRSO B0 5 ay S B IR A s DL AR IR BRI £ fo SEAHOC
5B RIS 3.2 4570971 AU MU, 0 R IR S e 2 B8 BIA Fr AR BT 5 p* 9 21 p* e B B2 S5
FIFHEE 3.3 A6 th R IUHUHIEE ST B B, A 051 8 s e s B0 2 p* i B 4 (08 N O A SR AR 500 R 4
TR p* YT A pr R TAEZ JE, R IE— A ok RICLA T A p, RS R AR B S N T A p Bl E) % ok
HSCS5 1) 25 B R T A s K% switch # 00, IRk SR AT I P HHE A B BN FEAT SO N A O R AR s
FCE switch 2 SCG, I FH T 16D 6 Eh ke TG B30 306 45 B AR BTN R p T A BT st e B0 3 s e i i, D) O
UEARAT 4 P 00 A B, 5 Ak T 5 SR R 6 A5 PO A el A o AN AR T YT A D R A R R R R R e
B T AL BETY IR DA G Je DR (A e B AN B8 ) A 58 5 1 0 1A BB Ak B 9% AR IS 4T R pr B no
RS R p XA E DL R, 0 p R R s R R T R T R R R TR S AN S B AR B AN
p* Ak S A BT A A I R T ).

SR EAT SR IR BUR A B S R BE 7, v DA B AR AEFE, (ELR AR BT A D) e TR ZEIH AR — 2 M AR e &, O
HaemI N IR A 1, i T 900 25 Ak 35T D) 48 25 B AIGE AN 2R 2 11 1k 8 G Aoy 00 A A B9 B BRI 1 365
TR 2T SR LA E TN

4 RS

FAT I A AU S B >k Bk EESS J7 3k 1A 2% 1k a5 56, LU 4 EESS 7 ik & I fe ke 5 I AT ADOPS J7i%
1) A T BEFE, T 18 W 4% 2 505 70 10 2 B0t 190 P 250300 Ak 38 8 RE 1K 32 W, 2 AT Kb 389 25326 B SREMES 1) 1 38 R AT by %o
FEM 5 w0 70 250 b T A AR KBRS AU AT A A T I — T DX B0 A% B 28 715 s MBS AR 38 O p, oA M 4% 2
B EWS L. BB (s LK 1.
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Table 1 Parameters of query and sensor network
R ARBBMGE KBNS

Paramete Symbol default value
Distributed range of sensor network 0 300x300m?
Number of sensor nodes N 250~450
Transmission range P 25m
Number of data sources m 4
Bit-size of transformation function Q 100B
Lifetime of query To 100s
Source data rate Ri 10bps
Consolidated data rate r 10bps
Energy consumption per bit & 1
Query distance D 3~10hops

S AT AR AU 25 TR o AT — B, BN TR AL b AN ) 110 7 0 3 S 2 SR B Y A A B ) B R R A4 A
il B0vije{l,...,m},Ri=R, WIFRIZF £ 141 55 (uniform) £ . 52 56 71 B Ry=R,=Rs=R,=10; {1 & E 4 5 15 257
B ) L R SR I K T ), B Vie {2, ... mY Ri=R_+e, 36 o SR NS T 0 R B R R A i S B
A (arithmetic) & #]. 5256 1, MU R;1=4,R,=8,R3=12,R,=16; 41 SR & H 4k Y5 9 w7 A= Bk 1 BE R 3 A 2 JU AT R 349 1)
3, Eivied{2,.... m}Ri=k-Ri_g, HoH k 2R T 1 0 4 AR IZ A &0 24 JLA (geometric) i) 55 50 v B R,=8/3,
wa&&ﬂwmfma%Tﬁ%mﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂ@%ﬁﬁﬁ&%%MZL&ﬁﬁﬁ%%?%%ﬁ
B 7 A TR AN [ LR T 2R DL A, BT 5 R B V500 w50 AN [0 43 A 15 5. 4 SR ST A 000 0000 00T a5 0 0 A o
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Fig.5 Energy consumption versus query distance
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