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Potential Game and Time-varying Log Linear Distributed Topology Control Algorithm

WEI Lian-Suo, HAN Jian, CHEN Qi-Qi, HU Xian-Cheng
(School of Computer and Control Engineering, Qiqihar University, Qiqihar 161006, China)

Abstract: Aiming at the problems of UWSNs, such as unstable network topology control, unbalanced energy consumption caused by
frequent changes and short network lifetime, this paper starts with the analysis of the evolution of topology caused by underwater
uncertainties of sensor nodes, builds a state variable description model of distributed underwater sensor nodes, and concludes the
multi-objective interaction and collaboration between nodes and environment. Topology control optimization problem for
decision-making is mapped into game theory optimization problem. Then, potential game and Log-linear distributed learning rules are
used to update the strategy behavior of nodes in the game. The non-homogeneous Markov chain theory is used to prove that the
optimization problem of network topology control objective function converges to the solution of maximizing potential game function, so
as to achieve guaranteeing. The purpose of maintaining network balance and prolonging network lifetime is to achieve the goal of
maintaining network balance.

Key words: network topology control; potential game; time-varying Log-linear model; markov chain; lifetime
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FRIEAS T RUEAL B EZD . Mac Prist S5 QBB AR B LA, [ I 1 0 UWSN's 1) 8 R AF 70 B9 B2 ST 4%

UWSNGs F) 42 i e 8 5 A2 190 206 32 308 5 78 i 1 R il 3 ok 0 2 42 o) R e BB oA 4% 1 e, 29 Bk 19X 2% e 7
AR (1300 155 B B v I 0 A A i P T 3, R R 00 4% B RE J4) 1, S K 190 45 2 o A 31 A AR e ) 2% e YL
HI, T P9 122 5 6) UWSNs 190 2 1 #h 12 ] 553k 28480 17 AR SCRIT L 0F HRAS — 2 R Golen 5 AR Y T — AR IE
LAY A TR AR AR A DX 75 2 R AR A ) 93 D9 AR TR o7 B 10 75 2 R i e X, 308 3 SRR M /0 AR KR I el 2
SR RE 9 6 BEA B XA U7 1) A 2R 0 0 5 DX 3K 2 A W oM T 00 A R 1 A 20 TE AR X 42 50 f) 7 2 DXk, AT
DA Rt 0o 2 8 o B A Y50 2 ) JEL £ B SRS 1 S VR L TR, S e R 5/ A ke T M O X
RBEAT TC 4T o A AR R SCBE L X R, Yang 55 N TE O 15 190 £6% 322 368 1 A B K Ie 15 78 o 22 I 5
TR T KR 4 i I 7 SOV T R e A 4 1 7 SRR S A 5 v e % AR TR 3D-Voronoi
Z AR AN K-means S92k 56 B i 25T (A2 B2 (0 il A% I8 19 )52 7K R 2RI BE 4240 T 20 UWSNSs 19 2% 441 4
AT B A R 2 OO F 199 2% 11 322 388 PE A 25 KT UWSNs 19 45 3 412 A5 1 U BH ok 11 K 3 48 A
FINT WA 2% SR J05 5 705 R PE ML PR I A GE Ml . IR L A o A A R PR BE RO PR 4R B, T A %
i UWSNSs #1 $0 A2 e i m] $E VRSB K R AL AR RS2 /K UL 7 A AN DR 3R 1) B 0 5 5 T 2 9 b ) 30
SRR 10 2% SR O I, X R O A N B R I 4 4 A B e A O ST IE A R R ) LB AUV S BRI B
L B S I I 265 4 4 18 170 BT 3 il e AU A i TS 0 Al RED). o AV 0 S P 4 4 A% 6 bR T R e S
W2 HERE I8 {5 i I 08 318 M A% i ol ol S D0 10 i S5 ol 95 R 1) L A 2 — 22 H AR QoS LK UWSNGs
PrAM RIS AL BT AR R AR 43 A 2 A Y VRO — B Liu 5 R F A4k 000 2% B 18 #g 8 UK Sk RAIE 7% Sk 1
3 R R 5 1, DA ST AR I 2 T B 23 IR AR RN T B Y T S M A B L™ R W a6 40 b, F A 19X 2% 1) A% A 5
IBAIBE R AE . Zou S AN SR HARYE AUV IR FTIL AR 48 1015 B, BRI PSO A6 AUV BRI K 42 I 18 % & ik
FEANTT 1) A AUV 32 50 21 23 0 [X 388 A5 BT R ORAIE 0 46 F) 328 38 AT o 1k EL R 25 8K RSB 53 580 AUV fiJBE
ETHRE. A AT Y 2 1 AR Misra S5 KT BB 1Y) UW SN Bl s 17 T 75 1) 2 2515 i, @0 — 2 N iE 7
R AR AL E 7 9 1 2090 SN il S0, 2 R M X B BT 2 R . RERTH AR D (HZ B R BE Skt S By pifg iz
VX A A e A 5 ),

i3 R UWSNs #4142 il 532 SR 78 SCHR AT AAS i H AT 190 2% 3 S 42 1 0k TE 754748 LT XE R

(1) 1981 2% 4 A1 R SR RE 78 70 25 FB /K R B2 A P 5 D) 300 1 4% 4 142 AR i B 2 PR BE B S5 L AR qK
M SR 7515 5 A3 08 R A 1Y R RS B 1

(2) BUA UWSNs 925 30 42 S0k 2 HO 5 Rl I . 7 o 1R & 0 DAL H A3k e B AR B BT
172 H bR 0 00 25 1 414 ol ] 7L

(3) /KN AR ISR A R B Bl M RS G G BT R SO #E 2x B1AE UWSNs $1 #0465 K S48 4k, 36 1l o) 4%
5 5 2% 1] e B 0 0 4 G5 S BE IE % AR S IR b, 75 S P 2 D ) 2% 4 P 1 505 L% B B BRI 26 4 4
ER 5 Y4 T aE.

PRI, A SC DAY S g S S AV THT 1) 5224 KA 35 1 8 A5 A 0 48 A R 78 7 2 R Y i R Bl 1, BE T 458 1 2% 1Y
BV EaitE CFREEMAE. AR INR N VERE . ARSI IR DL BN A% i kT 2R 55 2 U6 H AR K
UWSNSs 4 2% #4142 il 53k, JF BEAT S0 $h 27, 1 100 40 A OR 00 28 283 i 30 RV I42 308 11k 1) R, B o5 BE B 25 1, SEE K 19X 2%
73 i, B8 e KA A A B R

1 MERBREBRE

£ UWSNs H,=4K F=H Q Al L mE GVLE),HLFV =,v,,...,vy ) TR BEHLESE 7E K 7 ik
Q=LxW xH KEHH NANK TS SES E={e/icV,jeV,izj} BART SN Aj 2 RS E.
FEK R I X 3% Q A BEHLERE N & RS T s 0 F I/ Q /KT L BENLERE m A Sink 5 &, 4 AT 35 50

A B i B i B S FE RO UWSNs —$8 DA%, 17 J5 8 [ BRI JE 6 UWSNs i n s 25 3%
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5 it YA B R0, T 7 R A5 I v 8 .

(2) ARIRIRTT A ) AR 2R R, 0 1 7 MBS TR 8 LAY 2 v, ARG, BL R, 245 RO ERIA, T
I PR UL Ry N R ERIR (Rs<R)).

(3) 7E UWSNs 1, &/ME AR 1 s #0A Mk— D, #5iH.

@) B AN SKRA KA SURE R 5 EE ] LA IS, Sink A R 5 E A B,

(5) 7T RUBE T I ) 7 i A BI04 114 A A

BT 7K R PR 5 2% 6 AR R0 DL A, S T ST e B ) 4 17 15 A S BATR L7 THI 5 R AL A R L U

1) TR a,a; % 5 VR0 75 R AL

1 Eik
C(a,.,aj>={0 R 1
2) W R T R L
1 #iE
F(ana,‘) {0 Z—\‘jﬁé@ (2)

3) TS AR e A Y
UWSNs [R5 B35 7 55 U8R L(0) 2 18 BRI [R) N 99 0 0 1 5 7 B RS B 1) 97 3 Ly () FR G R LA s 00l
B Lo ()P ER 23, 075 80 i A3 L) A
L(#) = Li(@) + L,(?) (3)
L,(1)=D/L(1) C))
o, DP AT S A5 SR, 5T RS FE R B
S B A5 TR AVURE R BIURN e 75 KK 7 RBFERR A5 79T 0 1 7E 5138 L) T REFEN:

E(L(1),d) = E, x(L,(t) + D L, (1)) + a( /)" x (L, () + D} L, (t)) xd* (5)
E.(L(t)=E, x(L(t)+ D/ L(1)) (6)
E (i)=E,—(E(L(1),d) + E.(L(1)) @)

— 1 E, . .
Ei(ai)—;;i z (j),JeNe(z) (®)

Hor,
L(t)=IE, +Richze&<f”"v’ea )
C,=2x- PZ 101 (TL+snr#NL) (10)
PCpy

@(f)=0.0001-a(f)-In10 (11)
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FE R K IR S R v, L 5 IR BE R T 3 BE 3G 0% 28 7K 7 A% 9 T 5 B 5 IR B AR Ak R AR R AR b 5 I
FRAR SR FATE /K A0 7K H s Al () Chen-Millero-Li 7 3 /7 F2:

C=c,(T,P)+c,(T,P)S+ A(T,P)S + B(T,P)S** + D(P)S> (12)

o e (TP NS KH I 7538, e (T,P) N IE N T ,A(T,P)~ B(T,P)~ D(P) N T,S NEESE.
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(4) B2 o3 A5 X2 H ARLAL il BB BT B R A LA S RS D T 2R R e 7 ROBR 2
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EX 1. AW IR T G =N, 4,{U, ) FAEE T S IR E U KT — 3052 570 4,0
TR R 2 [ o 24 1 5.
EX 2. Z HWB AR F: X >RV 2—A2 HirdREse, G —#k pe P S 5HER
— AN FEHE IR KA H ARSI NAE L —AN &7 BB & A7, S
(UD),(x) = APUP(x),Vx e X (16)
B (UD), (x) N4 E IR B A7 e RY JETT RUIRES x e X SR i e S7 % R 1 AL S A Bk 4.
EX 3. WG=(N, AU} R EERUE A IR E XA RAFERE ¢: 4> R CUT IR A
ie N MALEMANAFRKAE a/.0] e A, S a = (ay,.a,,.0,,,a,) €], 4,
(UD)(a},a) = U (a] a) = Alda;,a ) - Haa )] (17)
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BT /K R ER 8 5 2% 2748 UWSNs 1 4% il 5005 ANH B2 8 W 2 (1 78 a1k ek, i HL Ok 2255 iR 40 A%
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PEIOAURR B AN 2 B AR BRI 2R A0 0 50 E AR A 1 2R B Y H R ek B0
E, (@)
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X, 4 Ay Ay yel01) ABE K F, EFm Rt K& Re ke, E,(),E. (1) 4> B R 1 4h A0 3 4% fig
i, B (a;,a,) N AATT R i AR ST RERE
EIE 1. R G=(N,4,U(a)) NE ﬁﬂﬁﬁvﬁﬁﬁ 5E UL e 48 d(a;a,) -

(Uif)(a,-,a;)=c<a,-,a,->xF<a,-,a,->x[ﬂ1Ef" E()sz( a)Ea)+ s ()] a0 (18)

E, (i)

i

¢(a[,a/.)—iEZNC(a[,aj)><F(a[,aj)x[ﬂlE‘.TX E( +ﬂ?T(a)E(a)+ﬁ,3A(a a;) (())] E(a,, )EE)) (19)

W (a,,a,) A BUE IS 1575 R 4L

IR 2. WAL G =(N, A4, {({UP),}r,) UAFAEINA Nash T4 55

WA AR 6 = (af ,ab,---,al) B RO E o R G=(N,A4,{U) )., I Nash P
M, 36N fE B UD),(af,a") <UD, (a],a") BT B E B 3 R G=(N,A{UNL) & B LA
#(al,a’) < p(a,a’,) BOT.IX 5 o RREAT)HRINEL Nash P 5 5B BT &AL o & G=(N, 4, {UN) —
AN Nash -7 &5

EIE 3. IR G =(N, 4,{(UD),},) W TETE4E Nash 31 5.

WA R (18) 218 H A M I BURR B A6 20 2 H A AR 18 2540 D 50 A T A 1 23 A5 280 1) 2 FH) o . H 7
B B, G=(N, AU A BUE 28, il e 2 AR ZB R AZLE AL Nash P4 5, X T
(UD), (x) T SAT R BORELE 1, BT AR R4 8. G b A2 1E Nash P o, Bl R G AZAE AN 587 A
MieN REE A RKLEI AL i IATIE SRS SR 4, WRA R —5E Ije N 15 j=max(I1,., 4,) B2
Nash P £, BT AL S5 0E 4 A N T ZR8E8 G 1.
2.2 EFLog-lineartE B o3 # =\ 5 3 K1

TR G = (N, A,{UD) ) F1ER Nash I47f#E UWSNs 5 205077 2T $h F 82 il 4k 1] R/ (18) 1Y
B A AR B2 UWSNSs M B 1 B B R 25 PR A0k Sme D0 AR TR ML, e 82 27 0 R0 U ik A SR 88 15 A 23 A7 2T ik
RS U ST e It Nash P80, i5 B4~ UWSNs L5 A i L i B 1948 SR A Log-linear AR 15 54 > JU U,
S I 2 TR N A SR AT O B BT I R R Y A 5 IR R T SR A S UIE B X 4 I ) A R T AR IR A
I B R AL FA T 2% bR B 1Y i

EIXHEZRME T G = (N, 4,{(U?),}1,) , b7 UWSNs 1 &1 Log-linear %% >] KL

(1) Log-linear #5784 [ 5 JB 25 15 49 A AR AN BBUR 24 2 40 A, D71 050 0 HROIEE R SR A, Dy P AT SR A AE YR S It
Nt W}, a, € A BOEFEIBEEA pl, -

; ex UMY, a_,(t—1
p””Za,:éfp((/;(gf )(Ef,(a,,-(r))—) ) ey
B NI IR % B3 AT B8 a (- 1) NTE -1 I %095 55 0 DAAR R JL A = A5 i S s 41 4

(2) SR A AL G T AR NPT A T RO A B=T1 .y 4, JIRZS 210, 1E ¢ I 20 I A 1% 35 715 m0K

W& A a(t) = (a,())i € N FIRA A& Markov PR A, I SEE 58 37 400 f& — > Markov 3T 2.
(3) Log-linear 2% =] ¥ EE%JL)”'J(I)*DH)\U(Z)T%D Log-linear %% 2] i #2 & — 4> & Markov 5§ My:
={{a®)},B,F} (21)
X a()RIRESE &=, B AR =S E],P ?ﬂﬁ?ﬁ&%%%ﬁﬁi.
4 B,P 5[] ¢ To ORI, M /& 5% T[] ¢ (155 ¥k Markov 5,4 1% 20(20) 71 S0, W] Markov 55 My B A ik —
IR AT o(a) A:
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O @)

4 P, SIFIRL ¢ 45 I My 5 I ¢ 10965 1 Markov 8,253 2
mo:Eg%iQ 23)
Vi >0,sp(P,c)=sp(I1;""' B)=min, ;" min(pj;,p}5)>0 (24)

Ky =1, WIREHEBEEP, vt W2 ¢ BERTRE, pii vt WA ¢ BHEBRERESE i 1758 k5mR N
JEFF Uk Markov M, = {{a(1)},B, P} /& — 145 Markov %.

K, Log-linear %% 3] By /& — AN 55 01 3 JJ3 1) Markov #. B L AT 1840 2 B

EIE 4. WA G=(N, AU, ¢ NATRRE AL RSB T EEE N={1,2,...,n} , KI5
A={4, |ie N}, UD), N5 o 2 2R 3% A (2 7)Log-linear 2% ) FUN, 3% Sk R 8T e KAL 35 18 25 o
.

3 UWSNS Fim s R R RiMEH B

TR G = (N, A, {UD), ) Bahtk I 32 H 35 F Log-linear & ] MM 1H (1 UWSNs 45 55 40 A7 s0IAT 1
I RE SRR N T N R N . PREMEZE . RN ER 5B E 3 A B
3.1 MIEAIMAE

A3 M R D038 15 B 2 AN B SR R 1 SR b WA AR TR AR T S i IR KBS BN R JBESI12 N R 71T 54
i1 A A RS B NCK L, NCK = {ID,, B,E'} ID N i bniRt9,P, N i (AL B AR, EL N i T AR e
ML R G BWREY A EEM NCK B, WA j M A i KiEEEA ACK H i,
ACK ={ID;,PE.,E}” A1, (U7 )} IX B A SN FAN SRR J1,r 15 500 B j RIBEARALH R TN, (U]) AR AL
27 WCEI R BT A IS B ACK 5, T A T S IR S AR R B R AR LUEAE R
Re NAIGETEHE A 20(20)~2 20(23) KB # 2~5E B 4 15385 5wk 20 & a3 A 3K (18) R bR £ (14 5 KB FH 15 250
AR JEAS SR IN R BRI R 5L, R UWSNs 2375 2 U0 21 I 265 3 41 25 440 3k L - 7 A KA 48 I A W
R R YR TR D N3 i) S= iy S= A=) A AABLS il S= =) S-Sl
3.2 MEAIMEZERITIHER

IR G = (N, A4, {(UD,) MATIEHRE R, AT 55 LA RS M A (6w B S aesE, AR (17)
AT 1R, 9 R — AN S BEFE, R T ST SR FF L BEFEA AR J4 I8 Log-linear 2% >) 5%, S P E 25 Hh AL B8 717
FORRAT N, A S A(20)s A2 1)HEAT TEH SRS 241815 - R B /N 0 JRA% B35 7 25 T ik 43¢ SR Wi 11 4L
FHBREL (U, BRI, )3 Tk 1 8 A S35 1 i (5 P AR SR BB A0 8 1 5 B3R, B MR Fr R AN AR X
AR, B 2828 3] I 24 045 1l A0 A 1) 250 765 £
3.3 MEHIMEIFIEE

24 UWSNs 1 0 B 35 Bl R 2 Rk 31— 5 U AEL IR 5 < 5 T A O 245 A= i &) 390, O b, 75 32 5 18 45y
W 2% 47 55 1) e B TH FE, 0 T RS B A 3 3N ORERE A B R T M I IME B 5 ML

B BE R R BME o ML 7, < ?—8 I 00 3l 0 2% 40 42 SHL; 55 4, 24 W 46 30 T v A48 A 1
RN B SR 200, 51 4 B X 24 o 71332 308 257 26 30, O 19X 2% 0 S22, 75 I AT #h A ME A LR B AR I D fiid

(1) WIEEALRER BME o i T R RRAER E.), B ETUAR T A

(2) BT RIRIRBER E,(1)<rp,MKHE TUAR Y niBEAT 88, X 17 190 2% 8 B, 56 AR $ME 5245 TR el 15 458(1);
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3.4 PG-LTCAZEZESIR
PG-LTCA L8 L3R 1.

Table 1 Pseudo-code of PG-LTCA algorithms

=1 PG-LTCA HEHEHITHLHY

PG-LTCA 5k

input:V, N, H,R,E,(i),

output:NO

1 Initializes: VLGRS =8

2 Node(i) broadcast(R.) NCK(ID,(x,y,2),E,) /&5 s L R. T 1% {5 B NCK
3 Update Neighbor node information table(7;)//4 5 s 3 NCK iR [/l ACK B 7 48/ (1) T,
4 Each Node(i) eV , h=0, R =max{R.(i)}

5 VieNa,=R(i) {a,,a,,....a_y} Node R={a ,a,,....a y} /755 i {RYE T H 5408 5 85 j 10 BE B A 5 SRS
6 do

7 Forall ie N do

8 k=k+1

9 a_; =argmax, p ;,4;(a;,a_;)

10 endif

11 while (Node_R=C)  //2477 il S ME JCAZ (LI}

12 get Ty;and connect Matrix /i & 5 £ SR 2 & A2 X 48 48 JE 45 B3R

13 get the cluster heads /I #E % 3k 3 4 7%

14 Forj cluster heads do

15 the second game process

16 round=0

17 using formula (2-5). (2-13). (2-15)

18 calculate E;,Dy;, T/ 5 208 (5 REFE . T2 9m B I 48 6 i 2h 2

19 count=0, round = round+1 n=n+1

20 if E <E,x0.1&&F(a,a;)=0

21 restart

22 end if

23 end while

4 MEXBSERDT

41 HESRFRSHIRE

Table 2 Parameter setting of simulation environment

x2 HEAESHRE

Ui B S 4 SR W YIHRE
N AR 300
\ W AT X 400mx400mx400m
Eo(J) HIlERE & 507
a(f) LTS 0.002
L LT 50B
BE(i.,j) HEPK T8 (100,200)kbps
v TR 1500m/s
E[(a;,a_;) LR AR 0.05mj/bit
¢ ol 40 R R 1
X TS (0.5,1)

4.2 EIRMEEITFM IR
X HL (T HRAR 07 FOL R IRATI 4 S I6 0 ECR PR REVE A PR A 9
(1) X283 10 o 2 DA R0 4 32 308 11k Dy 3 22 A, 224 00 24 5 26 B L 0L b BT, o 4% T L, ks 3 Al e i PR
AL 8 B AR D ) 2% 10 322 30 A1 A A, 0 46 ) P e i i
(2) TR I AR K A RS W 25 v R AN A% S 1 R AR R B 0 2% 75 R B BB AR O T AP R
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Fig.1 EFPCA algorithm network topology Fig.2 PGTCA algorithm network topology
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Fig.3 PG-LTCA algorithm network topology
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Fig.8 Contrast diagram of standard deviation of node remaining energy
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