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Abstract

Energy consumption in wireless sensor network is of paramount importance,
which is demonstrated by a large number of algorithms, techniques and
protocols that have been developed to save energy and to extend lifetime.
Poly is the topology construction protocol. It is based on the idea of a polygon.
Lifetime extension is one of the most critical research issues in the area of
Wireless Sensor Network due to the severe resource limitation of sensor nodes.
One of the key approaches for prolonging the sensor network’s operable
lifetime is to deploy an effective topology control protocol. We propose a
Topology control algorithm for intelligent and reliable clustering, introducing
energy harvesting nodes for maximizing the lifetime of network by supporting
energy backup in the sensor field, proper localization of base station in the field
to minimize the communication distance between cluster heads and the base
station. Our simulation results demonstrate that IPoly performs consistently
better in terms of energy efficiency message overhead, Energy overhead and
reliability.
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1 Introduction
Due to advancement in technologies and reduction in cost of technologies
and reduction in size, sensors are becoming involved in almost every field
of life. WSNs can be widely used such as agriculture, Industry, Medicine,
Horticulture and Military [11, 39]. In mission critical application; packet loss
is not acceptable. Generally it is assumed that packet, [23] when nodes in
WSN are connected to their neighbor, there is a possibility of packet loss, and
therefore reliability should be achieved while improving energy efficiency.
Topology construction and maintenance are two phases of topology control.
Topological property is established in the construction phase.
Connectivity should be maintained in the construction phase. Second
phase is the topology maintenance phase. In CDS based Topology control
scheme, some nodes [1, 7] are part of virtual backbone. Non CDS node
conserves energy by turning off radios. To achieve reliability and energy
efficiency CDS size is an important parameter. For small CDS network traffic
is handled by very few nodes, resulting into draining the battery. This is
disadvantages of CDS. The advantage of this system is more nodes can
go to sleep mode. “Saving energy compromises reliability”. Poly is semi
distributed graph theoretic topology control protocol for WSN. It finds the
number of polygon present in the network, by modeling network as connected
graph. To achieve energy efficiency, the protocol forms a CDS like polyphonic
network, which in turn provide reliability in the case of random link failure.
It adapts to topological changes in the remaining energy of nodes. The problem
of maximizing the wireless sensor network lifetime is broadly categorized into
direct approach and indirect approach [37, 38]. In indirect approach minimize
energy consumption is managed through various intelligent algorithms, while
the other approach directly supports external support to maximize network
lifetime. Though the indirect approach can help extend the network lifetime,
it does not focus on the problem of maximizing network lifetime. [23] Wireless
sensor devices are cheap devices with fairly high failure rates. Further, in many
applications, these devices have to be thrown into the area of interest from
a helicopter, or similar vehicle. As a result, several nodes break or partially
breaks affecting their normal functionality. Node reliability is also affected by
crucial levels of available energy.
Many energy harvesting devices are proposed to supplement for the battery
power of sensors to manage the power and control. The energy harvesting
enabled networks mainly focus on the power management issue to estimate
the amount of energy that can be harvested in the future [17–19], so as to
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optimize duty cycles and the scheduling of tasks [20–22] to maximize system
performance, such as latency [23].
Clustering Mechanisms
The idea of clustering is to select a set of nodes in the network to construct an
efficient topology. The selection of neighbors can be made on various criteria,
namely, energy reserve, the density of the network or node identifier. Unlike
in power adjustment or power mode approaches, the clustering approach
constructs a topology with hierarchical structures that are scalable and simple
to manage. The advantage of clustering is that a certain task can be restricted
to a set of nodes called cluster heads and they can be assigned for collecting,
processing and forwarding packets from non-cluster heads. This mechanism
provides an efficient network organization. Other attractive features of the
clustering approaches include the load balancing and data aggregation or
data compression offered for prolonged network lifetime. In some clustering
approaches, the selection of the cluster heads remains fixed. Hence, cluster
heads typically experience faster energy depletion because they are heavily
loaded with various tasks [4, 5, 12]. This problem is overcome by randomizing
the selection of cluster heads to distribute loads fairly among nodes in the
network.

2 Related Work
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In the literature, there has been some work that protects previously existent
topology control algorithms. Waltenegu Dargie et al [2010] proposed topology
Control protocol [1, 23]. The developed protocol enables nodes to exhaust
their energy fairly. The algorithm tries to preserve shortest path connecting
itself to nearby nodes and the minimum-energy paths. In [2] concept of
distributed topology control algorithm to conserve energy is introduced. In
this paper localized distributed Topology control algorithm is presented.
It calculates optimal transmission power to active network connectivity.
It reduces node transmission power to cover nearest neighbor. A node uses
only the locally available information to determine nodes. The majority of
work has been done in fault tolerant topology control algorithm to minimize
the total power consumption [16, 22]. It provides k-vertex connectivity
between two vertices. Mihaela Cardei et al [4] propose a new architecture to achieve minimum energy consumption by using k-approximation,
centralized greedy, distributed and localized algorithm. It provides reliable
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data gathering infrastructure from sensors to super node. In [13] summary
of recent research results on Topology control techniques for extending the
lifetime of battery powered wireless network is given. To increase the network
lifetime, the design of efficient topology control of communication is very
important.
EBC is based on SNA (Social network analysis) and measure the importance of each node in the network. QoS is achieved by evaluating relationships
between entities of the network (i.e. edges) and identifying different roles
among them (e.g. Brokers, outliers) to control information flow, message
delivery, latency, and energy dissipation among them. This algorithm is
applicable in homogeneous network and proposes a different line of research:
Topology control in terms of QoS requirement. Given a set of nodes performing specific task, e.g. sink node in environmental sensor networks. The
topology control algorithm is to select from the target network appropriate
logical neighbors’ of the former nodes, namely a subset of the physical neighbors’of former node that can be used to perform application specific procedure,
without the need of involving the rest of physical neighbors’ during execution
of these procedures. QoS based topology control algorithm selects a suitable
set of logical neighbors’ such that input QoS requirements can be satisfied.
EBC is bidirectional, weighted topology control algorithm. It is compared with
GG, RNG and closeness centrally. In [17] authors proposed a self stabilizing
algorithm for efficient topology control in Wireless sensor networks. It reduces
the transmission power of each node so as to maintain network connectivity
while saving maximum energy. The goal of the optimization is to minimize
the average path length from source to destination to minimize the transmitted
power. In [28] authors proposed novel topology control solution on the concept
of betweenness centrally. This information allows us to achieve high quality
of service. By studying the available literature we have found that still energy
optimization can be done in topology control. Figure 1(a, b) and Figure 2(a, b)
shows the Polygon formation for Dense and Sparse environment.
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3 Material and Method
In the developed Topology Control Protocol some nodes are selected from the
given set to create virtual backbone. Let V and D be be the set of nodes D ∈ V
Where all nodes in V are in D. The set of nodes is one hop neighbor to other
nodes
d ∈ D (∀v ∈ V ∇∃d ∈ V : (v, d) ∈ E)
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Redundancy is defined as the expected number of functional spanning
trees in a graph G. Every edge must be considered as a bridge in the spanning
tree. Network Reliability is achieved with the help of spanning tree. There
should be one spanning tree in the network to handle random link failure.
An adjacency matrix of a graph G is denoted by A = (Ai.j) n.n
Then

1
if vertices vi and vj are adjacent
Ai.j =
0
otherwise
The degree of vertices is represented by diagonal matrix. If D denotes diagonal
matrix of graph G then

di.j =

deg (vi)
0

f or i = j
i = j
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The energy harvesting node, transmit power control and maintain topology of
the network as well as the achievable throughput of the network. The minimum
number of sinks required to keep the network connected is analyzed [25].
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4 Proposed Algorithm Working

The resulting topology obtained by IPOLY provides a desired level of packet
delivery and energy consumption is less than CDS. It has low message
overhead. Among a set of nodes, poly protocol forms a closed path. It [2]
provides reliable and energy efficient topology because it allows nodes to
use an alternative in case of random link failure. Position or orientation
information is not considered by this protocol. For energy saving dormant
nodes are entered into sleep mode.

R

A. Description of Control Messages
Three types of messages are used by Poly at the time of the polygon formation
process:
• Hello
• Create topology
• Finish discovery
Parent id of the sender is contained in hello message. To announce
the end of topology discovery – finish discovery message uses a create
topology message containing the IDS of the active node set is propagated
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Figure 1 a) Polygon formation for dense network
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Figure 1 b) Polygon formation for dense network

in the network. Hassaan Khaliq Qureshi et el[23] proposed POLY [23]. We
have consider the same assumption defined by the authors for implementation
of protocols.
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Figure 2 a) Polygon formation for sparse network
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Figure 2 b) Polygon formation for sparse network

B. Topology Construction Protocol
The neighbor discovery process is initiated by sink node and CDS is created
in this first phase of topology construction. In the second phase sink node
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received neighbor list. Discovery of polygons in the graph is done in the last
phase. Polygon nodes are informed that they are part of the active node set
[13]. Poly algorithm selected a random node as an initiator node. If more than
one node initiates a process, the performance will be given to node having
largest ID [38][39]. The hello of node A is received by B, F and H. These are
the uncovered nodes.
C. Complexity Analysis of Poly and Proposed Protocol
Complexity of the CDS discovery process is same for A3, EECDS and
CDS rule protocol but POLY have lower CDS discovery message complexity because it uses wireless broadcast for parent discovery. Figures 3–6
shows the comparison of CDS based protocols. In A3 children recognition
messages contain ordered list of all the children of the sender. This list
is used by children to set a timer to compete for an active node. When
network is dense, this list increases with the increase in message size.
And hence consume more energy. The more the children, the more length
of message and it will result in more energy consumption per children recognition messages. Due to this reason, A3 uses a 100 byte
size for children recognition message. Apart from other messages of
size 25 bytes EECDS uses broadcast packet size of 25 bytes with 6
types of messages for topology construction, which does not exceed
broadcast packet size, CDS rule K also uses 25 byte broadcast
packet.
After CDS discovery A3, EECDS and CDS Rule protocols do not
have any additional overhead, Poly introduces additional complexity. To
reduce this additional complexity, Author discovers a subset of the cycle,
they haven’t considered all the cycles in the network. Therefore sink node
processes a reduced subset of a message’s path and few cycles. Author
also utilized cycle merging smaller cycles are combined to form larger
cycles. The additional complexity of poly protocol represents a tradeoff between reliability and energy efficiency. The size of the polygon
in the protocol is a critical parameter for evaluation of the algorithmic
metrics is:
Message overhead- It is defined as total no of packets sent-received
generated in the whole network during an experiment. Message overhead
is directly proportional to energy consumption. Lower the message overhead,
lower energy will be consumed. Every protocol designed in WSN is always
trying to minimize this overhead.
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Energy overhead- it is defined as the fraction of network energy expended
during construction of topology. In case of topology maintenance this metric calculates overhead during reconstruction of topology under dynamic
condition.
Residual energy- it is defined ratio of energy in the active set of nodes
to the total network energy at the end of an experiment. Residual energy is a
measure of network lifetime. As residual energy falls below a certain threshold
value the probability of network partitioning increases.
Connectivity – connectivity refers to the number of nodes which are
disconnected from the sink node after the activation of topology maintenance
technique. This parameter measures the effectiveness of the topology construction protocol. If the connectivity value equals to zero, protocol is the best
one. Higher value of connectivity shows that the protocol is unable to provide
the backbone.
The message and energy overhead of EECDS, CDS-rule and A3 protocol
compared with POLY. Among these three A3 has a low message and energy
overhead due to its three way handshake protocol. Poly protocol has low
energy overhead and greater message overhead than A3.A3 uses signal
strength as selection metric for node selection in CDS. In grid topologies
nodes are placed at equal distances which results in more energy overhead
[11]. For a selection of node in proportion to the size of the network broadcast
mechanism is used by poly. It results in better residual energy as compared to
other protocol.
An increase in the node degree leads to an increase in the number of
messages exchanged. Poly has been providing better residual energy because.

c
a

r
t
e

R

d
te

1) The active node set is proportional to network size.
2) Rebroadcast mechanism is used by poly; it consumes battery of node at
an equal rate.
3) The active node set is proportional to network size.
4) Rebroadcast mechanism is used by poly; it consumes battery of node at
an equal rate.
To reduce this additional complexity, discovers a subset of the cycle,
haven’t considered all the cycles in the network. Therefore sink node processes
a reduced subset of a message’s path and few cycles. Cycle merging has
been done: smaller cycles are combined to form larger cycles. The additional
complexity of poly protocol represents a tradeoff between reliability and
energy efficiency. Figures 7–10 shows the Comparison of Static and Dynamic
Implementation using energy harvesters. We compared results for message
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overhead, Energy overhead, connectivity and residual energy. The size of the
polygon in the protocol is a critical parameter for evaluation of the algorithmic
metrics:
In grid topologies nodes are placed at equal distances which results in
more energy overhead [11]. For a selection of node in proportion to the size of
the network broadcast mechanism is used by poly. It results in better residual
energy as compared to other protocol. An increase in the node degree leads
to an increase in the number of messages exchanged [40]. Poly has been
providing better residual energy because.

d
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5 Simulation Setup and Result

Poly is implemented in MATLAB environment. In the experiment we consider
that sensor nodes are deployed in 600m*600m area randomly. 50 to 250 nodes
are used to perform different network topology. We have considered energy
based topology maintenance technique. Data packet size of 25 bytes and ideal
Medium Access Control layer is used. There is no packet loss due to channel
contention/collisions.
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Following Matlab code shows the placement of energy harvesting nodes
function [node]=EHNode Deployment(AREA,N,RR)
global DEPLOYED NODES

R

NODE.ID=0;
NODE.CURRENT ROLE=‘Energy Harvester’;
NODE.DISTANCE=0;
NODE.POSITION=0;
NODE.RESERVED ENERGY=2;
NODE.NBHRS=0;
%% Create random positions of the nodes
a=0;
x cord = a + (AREA.X-a).*rand(N,1)-eps(RR/sqrt(5));
y cord = a + (AREA.Y-a).*rand(N,1)-eps(RR/sqrt(5));
vertices=[x cord y cord];
clear a b x cord y cord
%% Use above Structure defination to create ‘N’ number of nodes
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node=NODE;
node(N).ID=0;
for i=1:N
node(i).ID=i;
node(i).POSITION= vertices(i,:);
node(i).CURRENT ROLE=‘Energy Harvester’;
node(i).RESERVED ENERGY=1;
end
%%SINK AT POSITION (Xmax,Ymax)
% node(N+1).POSITION= [AREA.X+20 AREA.Y+20];
%% DISCOVER NEIGHBOURS
Distance=[];
all Distance=[];
for i=1:N
a=node(i);
for j=1:length(DEPLOYED NODES)
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d ij=cal dist(vertices(i,:),DEPLOYED NODES(j).POSITION); %Cal Dist
b/w nodes
if d ij<=RR
%Whether the node is within range?
a.NBHRS(j)=j;
%Add the id of node in neighbor list
% a.N L(j)=1;
% Energy=[Energy e ij];
end

R

In static topology maintenance technique, performance is dependent on
efficient topology construction protocol. We have considered the results of the
dynamic topology maintenance technique based on energy threshold. Polygon
size depends on the network size. 10 to 50 nodes are used to construct polygon.

Sr No
1
2
3
4
5

Table 1
No of
Nodes
50
100
150
200
250

No of nodes and performance metric values
Msg
Residual
Energy
Overhead
Energy
Overhead
1187.2
0.416
0.00534
4367
0.1512
0.00402
10266.2
0.08474
0.00274
17345.2
0.05912
0.0022
24234
0.04484
0.0018

Connectivity
18
82
136.2
187.8
240.4
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Figure 3 Comparison of message overhead
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Figure 9 Comparison of residual energy for static and dynamic topology control with energy
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Figure 10 Comparison of message overhead for static and dynamic topology control with
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Controlled indoor deployments are consider to evaluate all five protocols.
two ideal grid environment observed are:
The grid H-V.
The grid H-V-D topology.
In grid H-V nodes can communicate horizontally and vertically. In HV-D nodes can be communicated horizontally, vertically and diagonally.
Figures 11–14 shows the final comparison of proposed and the existion CDS
based protocols. Result shows that Proposed protocol performs well in terms of
message overhead and energy overhead and it is providing strong connectivity
between the backbone nodes. So it is providing higher reliability with energy
efficiency.

d
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6 Conclusion

We computed the reliability for CDS based Poly protocol and compared with
static and dynamic deployment of node deployment. By considering EH as
a backup, the lifetime of wireless sensor network field can be maximize the
lifetime of sensor fields with clustering and base station placement. Existing
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CDS-based protocols have considerably lower network reliability because
each edge (link) in these topologies serves as a bridge edge, and therefore
does not provide any redundancy in the network. Improved Algorithm has
fewer message overhead. It has less energy consumption compare to other
available CDS based technique. Developed algorithm performs well in static
as well as dynamic environment.
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