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Abstract— One of the most common communication patterns
in sensor networks is routing data to a base station, while
the base station can be either static or mobile. Even in
static cases, a static spanning tree may not survive for a
long time due to failures of sensor nodes. In this paper, we
present an adaptive spanning tree routing mechanism, using
real-time reinforcement learning strategies. We demonstrate
via simulation that without additional control packets for

tree maintenance, adaptive spanning trees can maintain the
“best” connectivity to the base station, in spite of node
failures or mobility of the base station. And by using a

general constraint-based routing specification, one can apply
the same strategy to achieve load balancing and to control

Routing in sensor networks has very different charac-
teristics than that in traditional communication networks.
First of all, address-based destination specification is
replaced or augmented by a more general feature-based
specification [1], such as geographic location [2] and
information gain [3], or a fixed but maybe mobile sink.
Secondly, routing metrics are not just shortest delays,
but also energy usage [4] and information density [3].
Thirdly, in addition to peer-to-peer communication, mul-
ticast (one-to-many) and converge-cast (many-to-one) are
major traffic patterns in sensor networks. Even for peer-to-

network congestion effectively in real time. peer communication, routing is more likely to be source

or sink driven than table-based [5], and source/sink pairs
often are dynamic (changing from time to time) or mobile
(moving during routing).

We have proposed Message-initiated Constraint-Based

I. INTRODUCTION - ?
. Routing (MCBR) [6] for wireless ad-hoc sensor net-
Large-scale ad-hoc networks of wireless sensors hav

b tive tobic of h. Such networks sh \Works. MCBR is a framework of routing mechanisms
€come an active topic of research. such networks s aﬁ%mposed of the explicit specification of constraint-based
the following properties:

destinations, route constraints and QoS requirements for
- embedded routers each sensor node acts as a routeinessages, and a set of QoS-aware meta-strategies. With
in addition to sensing the environment; the separation of routing specifications from routing
« dynamic networks- nodes in the network may turn strategies, general-purposeeta routing strategies can
on or off during operation due to unexpected failure,pe applied. In contrast to most existing ad-hoc routing
battery life, or power management; attributes asSOgtrategies with no QoS support, MCBR takes QoS speci-
ciated with those nodes (locations, sensor readingsications into account.
load, etc.) may also vary over time; We have also proposed threléstributed meta routing
« resource constrained nodeseac_:h sensor node te_:nds strategies based on real-time reinforcement learning [7]:
to have small memory and limited computational reg|-time search [8], constrained flooding [9], and adap-
power; o _ . tive spanning tree [10]. All of these use the same re-
« dense connectivity- the sensing range in general jnforcement learning core, which estimates and updates
is much smaller than the radio range, and thus thene cost from the current node to the destination. This
density required for sensing coverage results in gpproach has a number of attractive properties: (1) explicit
dense network; R use of destination and QoS specifications for finding
« asymmetric links- the communication links are not gptimal routes; (2) automatic adaptation to different routes
reversible in general. when network conditions change; (3) no need for extra
Applications of sensor networks include environmentmaintenance packets; and (4) no infinite looping if a path
monitoring, traffic control, building management, objectto the destination exists. In contrast to most existing QoS
tracking, etc. routing, learning-based meta-strategies do not create and

. . , _ maintain explicit routes; instead, packets discover and
This paper is based on “Adaptive Tree: A Learning-based Meta-.

Routing Strategy for Sensor Networks,” by Y. Zhang and Q. Huang,'mprov"}_the routes'over time. .
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nications and Networking Conference 2006, Las Vegas, USA, Januargtrained flooding routing strategies do require a known
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routing process. Similar to the search-based meta strat- Most existing routing protocols are implicitly asso-
egy [8], implicit confirmation and retransmission are usedciated with their routing strategies. Traditional source-
rather than sending periodical maintenance packets frommitiated protocols (AODV, DSR, TORA, ABS, SSR) are
the sink node as in many tree-based routing protocolstructure-based. There are also multipath strategies (e.g.
The basic ideas and protocol of adaptive trees have begh7]) that build and maintain multiple paths for extra
presented previously [7], [10]. The new contributionsrobustness. For dynamic networks, in addition to initial-
of this paper include defining new routing metrics forization, periodic or repair-based maintenance is required
energy-aware load balancing to increase lifetime, and foto keep the structure up to date. Therefore, structure-based
congestion-aware routing to reduce latency and increassrategies are more suitable for relatively stable networks,
reliability. since maintaining and repairing structures can be costly
In this paper, we present an in-depth study of thefor highly dynamic networks.
adaptive tree protocol, as well as performance analy- Structure-less routing strategies, e.g. greedy-based,
sis and comparisons with other peer routing protocolssearch-based or flooding-based, do not maintain the
Simulation results show that the adaptive tree protocohetwork structure explicitly. For example, GPSR uses
is robust in dynamic and unreliable environments, anda simple location-based greedy type of search, CADR
can be applied to achieve load balancing and to contralleploys a greedy strategy using the information gain
network congestion effectively in real time. metric. The challenge of greedy-based strategies is to
The remainder of the paper is organized as followsgo around network holes. Recent work on randomized
Section Il surveys most recent protocols developed in morouting [18] chooses the next hop according to some
bile ad hoc and sensor network communities. Section llfistribution. Instead of building and maintaining a routing
presents the main idea in the adaptive tree protocol. Sestructure, some of structure-less strategies establish a
tion IV analyzes the protocol via simulation and comparegpotential field”. Data from upstream flows downstream
performances with peer routing protocols. We show thag@ccording to the potential field. Similar to structure-based
(1) without changing the routing strategy, by using theprotocols, however, the maintenance of the potential field
right routing metrics, adaptive trees can be energy-awaris necessary for dynamic networl&earch-based methods
or congestion-aware, to increase lifetime or to reduceéormally discover routes by selecting the next “best”
latency, and (2) without additional control packets forhop at every node on the route. Routes may differ from
tree maintenance, adaptive spanning trees can maintapacket to packet, even to the same destination node.
the “best” connectivity to the base station, in spite of GEAR, Q-routing [19], [20], ant-based routing [21] and
node failures or mobility of the base station. Section VNADV-based routing [22] are search-basdtlooding-
concludes the paper. based methodson the other hand, allow each node to
independently make the decision of rebroadcast, while
making trade-offs between robust message delivery and
Il. RELATED WORK total energy cost. Gradient Broadcast [23] and Gradient
Routing [24] are flooding-based.

One may divide ad-hoc routing strategies into two he | | , s h
categoriesstructure-basedr structure-lessA structure- In the last several years, many routing protocols have
een developed for wireless sensor networks, including

based routing strategy builds and maintains a routin%_ . _ i ;
structure, such as a spanning tree, a routing table, or on rid Routing [25], Directed Routing [26], Mint Rout-

or multiple paths, while a structure-less routing strategy"d [27], Backbone Routing [28], and the Constraint-
makes the decision of routing at every hop. based Routing Framework [6]-[10], [29]. Most of these

There are three elements for a routing protocol: desti-routing protocols have been implemented on Berkeley

nation specification, routing objectives and routing strate-g\10tes [f’ho]’ a W'tdelyl usBe d ksbensor 'vrll_eiwork d rzl}a_t;orm.
gies. Most existing protocols use fixed destination mong these protoca’s, backbone, Wint, and rid are

specification, routing objective and routing strategy. Moststructure—basgd, Directed Routing and Constrained Floqd—
mobile ad hoc routing protocols are address-based, whil'9 are flooding-based, and others, except the adapive
GPSR [2] and GEAR [4] are geographical location- €€ protocoll, are search-baseq.

based. Directed Diffusion [1] first proposed a general 1he Adaptive Tree Protocol is between structure-based
attribute-based publish/subscribe scheme in ad-hoc sensdfpd Structure-less. It is structure-based since it builds
networks. In most cases, routing objectives are implicity2Nd Maintains a tree structure; it is structure-less since
embedded in strategies. For example, AODV [11], psRhe parent of a_node may change while forwarding a
[12] and TORA [13] use shortest path, i.e., minimumdata packet. Unlike structure-_bas_ed protocols, no control
number of hops, as the routing objective, while ABR [14] packets are necessary to maintain the tree structure.
uses the degree of association stability, and SSR [15] uses
signal stability or strength as one of the routing objectives
in addition to the shortest path. GEAR uses energy level as
a routing objective, in addition to the shortest path, while In this section, we will first introduce constraint-based
information-driven routing, such as CADR [3] and IDR routing and reinforcement-learning kernel, then present
[16], uses information gain to guide the routing processthe adaptive tree protocol.

IIl. ADAPTIVE TREEPROTOCOL



A. Routing Specification destination has a local route constrdint [,,, wherel is

Many protocols have been proposed for a variety oithe message load attribute (e.g., number of messages in

destination attributes and routing objectives in the Iasfhe node’s queue) anid, is the load limit. One can also

few years: for example, geographical (GPSR), energyys'(;a geogrﬁpmcal cc;nstramts (eg. ?lrectmﬂnal dr.outlgg) tg
aware (GEAR), information-directed (IDR) routings. We r? l:[ICG CCI) Iston anl Isavle entergy O: a too ('jn%.' ast(:]
advocate the framework dflessage-initiated Constraint- strategy. In general, focal route constraints redetine the

Based RoutindMCBR): instead of developing protocols ne&/vc(:)l;chonnlt_e c_';:wty on_? mess?ge-bﬁ-_met_ssagibbalsls.
with special attributes and objectives, a meta-routing explicitly Specilies routing Objectives. Jvca

protocol is aimed at supporting @ass of routing spec- objective functiorv is defined on a set of attributes::

+ . . .
ifications. Even with the same meta-strategy, different’l X 42 X --. x An — R7, where A, is the domain of

; _ Y o
messages can have different strategies when they ha@étrlbutez andR™ is the set ofpositivereal numbers. The

different specifications. This is along the line of Smartvalueof oata nodey, denote_ob(v), IS o(a, az, - ’Q’L)’
Packets for Active Networks [31]; however, in MCBR wherea; is the cyrrept attrlbyte value of atiributeat
packets do not carry code. Only the specification (and po&oiﬁv' A .ltofal obpctw € functtlonhc_aa b % a contshtanthsu;:h t
sibly an additional selection of a particular meta-strategy S Ihé unit franSmission Cost, WRICh Induces he shortes
is passed through the network. For networks with smal ath if the objective is minimized. For another example,

data frames, one can even encode various specificatiof%I energy-aware objective can be definedas c, where

in nodes and let packets only carry a specification ID with” is the amount Of_ use_d energy in the node, andnd .
parameters. c are constants. With this objective, energy-aware routing

In MCBR, a routing specification consists of the desti-cA" be achieved. Similarly, one may ugn + c as a

nation specification, local route constraints, and a globaltlocal objective, where. is the number of neighbors. With

routing objective. Constraints and objectives are specifieé}IS objective, connectivity-aware routing can be achieved.

in terms of attributes. Attributes can be anything from gln-quecuves can be qbtamed by combining individual
objectives, e.g., in a weighted sum.

geographical locations to network bandwidths, from sen- 20 .
: . A local objective can be aggregated over the routing
sor values to internal clocks. The values of attributes can : 2 o
. o . ath to form a global routing objective. global additive
be constant, such as a node identifier or a unit cost, (gb'ective functionO is defined asO(p) S o(v)
can change from time to time. Aouting destinationis ) p i=0 O\Vi),

L . . whereo is a local objective function ang consists of a
explicitly represented by a set of constraints on attributes.,
Sequence of nodes, ..., v,.

For example, in geographical routing, destinations are . . .
P geograp 9 There are in general two classes of routing. One is

specified in terms of location constraints. Furthermore, inan cast namely finding an optimal path from the source
addition to destinations$ocal route constraintsif any, are y y 9 b P

specified explicitly. Examples of local route constraintstO oneof the destination nodes; it isnicasti its destina-

i - . L . ion is unique. The other imulticast namely finding an
are: avoiding a noisy area, avoiding congestion, angl : 7
g y g 9 optimal tree from the source @l the destination nodes.

avo_ldlng Iow-gnergy node;, etc. O.ne may alslo spemfy the An MCBR specificationfor a messagen is a tuple
regions or trajectories for information dissemination, €.9.,, o ~g AR .

. v Ce " ,Om>. The goal of routing is to deliver the
the comb-needle model for queries and events [32] an(rghglssame f:émjo to one (anycast) or all (multicast) of
traffic information over road structures. Finallyr@uting 9 m y

o d e g
objective is explicitly stated, such as a shortest path,the destmapon nodggfm sat|sfy|nlg Con V'ajl sequence
or a tree of intermediate nodes v,,, ..., v ' such that

maximizing energy levels over the route, maximizing

connectivity over the route, or minimizing congestion.
A network can be represented as a graph£), where

V is the set of nodes andl' is the set of connections.

For an asymmetric networKy,w) € E does not imply

(w,v) € E. Given adestination constrainC¢, of mes-

sagem, a nodev is a destination nodefor m iff C

is satisfied ab. For example, address-based routing, i.e.

sending a message to a node with an addrgsscan

Cr is satisfied av?, andmin, O, (p). Two messages are
considered to have the samgpe if they have the same
destination and local route constraint as well as the same
routing objective.

One should notice that global route constraints are
not defined in MCBR. It is well-known that finding an
optimal path with an additive objective while satisfying
an additive constraint is NP-hard. Unicast MCBR with
an additive objective is essentially waeighted shortest

be repre_sented using the d_est|nat|0n constr_alﬁi s path problem Our goal is to make MCBR a simple (in
where a is the address attribute. Geographical routing . : :
‘t&rms of computation) yet still powerful (in terms of

e.g., sending a message to a circular region centere : ;
: . . representation) mechanism for ad-hoc sensor networks.
at (xzo,y0) with radius¢, can be represented using the

destination constraintz — x¢)? + (y — v0)? < ¢, Where

2 andy are location attributes. B. Reinforcement Learning Kernel
Given alocal route constraintC], of messagen, the MCBR separates routing specification from rout-
active network of (V, E) for m is a subnet(V,,, E,,), ing strategies. We have proposed learning-based meta-

such thaw € V,,, iff C7, is satisfied av and (v, w) € E,, strategies for MCBR [7]. Real-time reinforcement learn-

iff v,w eV, and (v,w) € E. For example, a message ing [33] has been studied and applied mostly in agent-
that should avoid congested nodes while routing to itdbased path planning [34]. We apply this powerful tech-



nigue to developdistributed meta routing strategies for
sensor networks.

Given a routing specification of a message, including
the destination and routing objective, one can define a.
cost function on each node, callégvalue indicating 2.
the minimum cost-to-go from this node to the destination 3.
Initial Q-values of nodes can be obtained during networl4,
initialization if the sink node is known, or estimated
when the node receives a packet of that type at the fir%
time . Furthermore, a node also stores its neighbors’ Q-
values NQ-valueswhich are estimated initially according
to the neighbors’ attributes and updated when packets are
received from neighbors. 2.

The learning-based meta routing strategies typicall\a.
consist of arinitialization phase, dorwarding phase, and 4.
a confirmationphase. Learning happens in all phases. Fob.
each packet sent out from a node, the current Q-value @.
the node for the type of message is attached. All the nodes
are set to be in promiscuous listening mode. Whenever 8.
node overhears a packet of typefrom noden with Q- 9,
value Q(n), whether it is the designated receiver or not,

Initialization phase:

for all v do NQ,,,(v) < inf end
received (m, Q) atw from nodeu do

NQm(u) — Q;
Qm — (1 = a)Qum + a(om + MIN,NQ,, (v));
ph. — argmin, NQ,,,(n); (random tie break)

if pm # pl, then broadcas(m, Q.,); pm < pl,; end
end

orwarding phase:

received (m, Q) atw from nodeu do

if satisfiedC?,) then
Qm < 0; broadcast(n, 0), return;
end
NQu(u) — rNQu + (1 —1)Q;
Qm — (1 - a)Qm + a(om + minvNQm(U));
if |(NQm(pm) - minnNQ'm,(n” >4
Dm — argmin, NQ,,(n); (random tie break)
end

if designated() then sendm, Q,,) to p,,; end

end

it updates the corresponding NQ-value by

NQm(n) < rNQm(n) + (1 —1)Q(n) (1) timeout (m to v)
and re-estimates its own Q-value using the equation 1. NQm(v) = NQu(v) + ¢ _
2. py < argmin,NQ,,(n); (random tie break)
Qm — (1= a)Qm + a(0m + min NQpm(n)) (2) 3. if (resend)then sendm, Q,,) to p,,; end
end

Confirmation phase:

wherer is an update rate and is a learning rategp,, is
the current value of the local objective function, ands
a neighbor of this node.

Using Q-value estimateseal-time search[8] passes

the packet to the “best” neighbor according to the currenyith the smallest NQ-value. A fixed maximum number
estimatesconstrained floodind9] decides if and when of retransmissions at any node may be applied when the
to rebroadcast the packet according to the estimates, angplicit confirmation fails.

adaptive spanning tre¢10] forwards the packet to its  The pseudo code is illustrated in Figure 1. NQ-value
parent, with parents possibly changing over time pointingypdates are designed as follows. In line 4 of the for-
to a neighbor with the best Q-value estimate. warding phase, we use link loss rates for calculating
r, i.e., r «— L/(R+ L) where L is the number of
failed transmissions and is the number of successful

) i transmissions. If link loss rates are high, NQ-value of that
Different from the other two meta-strategies, the adapy,qighnor will not be changed much:; if link loss rates are

tive tree protocol requires a known sink at the initial- o se 1o zero, NQ-value is updated with the new received
ization. An adaptive spanning tree can be built using1ye | line 1 of the confirmation phase, each failed

the reinforcement learning core described in the preViouﬁonfirmation increases NQ-value of that neighbor oy
section. The initialization phase builds an initial spanningeg, exampler — eX/(B+1) n this case: increases with

tree rooted at the sink. The initial spanning treé Mayys nymber of failed transmissions exponentially. In our
not be optimal, and in the mobile sink case, ConneCt'°n§xperimentS we sef and « be 1. and the maximum

may change from time to time. Each node other tharhumber of retransmissions be 1 or 2. Similar to the real-

thg imk nqdhe has”a pointer ro its r[]:)arfent, Wh,'Ch 'i th‘?ime search strategies [8], changing these parameters will
neighbor with smallest NQ-value. The forwarding phas€,anqe the overall performance of various routing metrics.
passes the received packet to its parent. A node’s parent

may change if the neighbor with the smallest NQ-value _ )

changes. Each packet will be forwarded once, including®: Properties of Adaptive Tree Protocol

the sink node that broadcasts with Q-value 0 each time Unlike the most existing routing trees, the adaptive
receiving a packet. Implicit packet confirmation is used:routing tree can adjust to a better structure during routing
if the packet is not heard from the forwarded node withinwithout extracontrol packets; Figure 2 illustrates such a
a certain time period, the NQ-value of that node isscenario. Furthermore, asymmetric or broken links will be
updated, and the parent pointer is reset to the neighbaemoved automatically; Figure 3 illustrates the situation.

Figure 1. Adaptive spanning-tree meta-strategy.

C. Adaptive Spanning Tree



In both casesnpode-ID:Q-value is illustrated in each
circle and the arrow points to its current parent.

(b)

Figure 2. Adaptive to a better connection: (a) initial tree (b) node B
sends a packet to A, and nodes C, D, and E hear, in addition to A (c)
node D changes its parent to B with lower Q-value.

A fundamental question is whether this process of
adaption induce infinite loops. The following theorem (d)
states that such a situation is not possible, if the network i'Iiigure 3. Adaptive to an asymmetric or broken connection: (a) current
relatively stable, i.e., the optimal structure do not changeree (b) C sends a packet to A with no confirmation (c) C updates its
during the process. parent link to B with new Q-value (d) E updates its parent and F updates
Theorem 1:Given a network'V, E), assuming there is its Q-value when they hear a transmission from C.
a path from any node to the root and the actual Q-value
is stable, a packet will be delivered ®(nd), wheren is
the number of nodes in the network aids the depth of E. Routing Specifications for Adaptive Trees
the tree. Furthermore, it approaches to an optimal path if One of the most important advantages of MCBR is
the initial Q-value estimates aegimissiblgi.e., no larger that one can separate meta-routing strategies from routing

than the actual Q-values. objectives, so that different objectives can be achieved for

Proof. The formal proof is similar to that of [8], [34M  different type of messages using the same meta-strategy.
Theorem 2:If a node v with Q-value @, lost its We have experimented two types of routing specifica-

connection to its parent, and node connects to the tions, in addition to the shortest hop-counts.

subtree rooted at via v’ with the smallest Q-valu€),,. 1) Energy-aware: Instead of assuming constant cost

Node v" will change its parent im,(Q., — Q.)/c steps  for each hop, we can specify energy-aware cost functions,
wherec is the minimal local cost and,, is the number ¢(e), wheree is an attribute indicating the current energy
of nodes in subtree. level, such thaic(e;) < c(e2) if e; > es. €.9.,¢(e) =
Proof. At each step, there is at least one node with itse,,,./(e + 1) where e, iS @ constant indicating a
value increased by. The worst case is to visit each node maximum energy level. It is easy to see that for this cost
(Quw — @) /c times before pointing tav. W function, if e is high, thenc is low, and ife is low, ¢



becomes high. With this cost function, load balancing can
be achieved automatically.

2) Congestion-awaretet/ be the current transmission
gueue length of a node. The larger tlkhethe more rec_kl
congested. Let(l) be a cost function, such thati;) < — Pre ':Sp=':'3
c(lp) if 13 <lo. We can use a simple cost function such
as c(l) = I + 1. With this cost function, routing will
automatically select pathes with smaller queue length or
less congested nodes. This will results low latency and/ol
higher reliability for large traffic.

Signal power [P_tranzs=1]

B
limit

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we analyze the performance of the
adaptive tree protocol using a simulator that is particularly
designed for sensor networks [35].

A. Radio and MAC Models distanice fx1

Our protocol study uses the radio propagation model
and the MAC layer communication model provided by
PROWLER [36], a probabilistic sensor network simulator.

PROWLER [36], written in Matlab, is an event-driven CSMA MAC protocol. When the application emits the

simulator that can be set to operate in either determiniSti%endPacketcommand after a randoiWaiting Time in-

mode_ (to prO(_juce repl!gat_)le results Wh".e testing ar[erval the MAC layer checks if the channel is idle. If not,
algorithm) or in probabilistic mode that simulates the. . . . . .
it continues the idle checking until the channel is found

nondeterministic nature of the communication channel.

PROWLER consists of aradio propagation modend a idle. The _tlme between |_dle checks is a random_ |n.terval
characterized byackoffTime When the channel is idle
MAC-layer model the transmission begins, and affansmissiorTimethe
The simple radio model inPROWLER attempts to L | DEgIns,
. _— e application receives thBacketSentevent. After the re-
simulate the probabilistic nature in wireless sensor com-"" . S -
. . _ception of a packet on the receiver’s side, the application
munication observed by many [37] [27]. The propaganonr ceives aPacketReceivedor Collided PacketReceived
model determines the strength of a transmitted signal at

a particular point of the space for all transmitters in theevent, depending on the success of the transmission.

system. Based on this information the signal reception
conditions for the receivers can be evaluated and collig Routing Application Models

sions can be detected. The transmission model is given ) . ]
by: Our simulation tests were done IRMASE [38], an

1 application built onPROWLER. RMASE provides network
Precideat(d) — Ptmnsmitm, Where 2 <y <4 (3) g_;ahneratlon and performance evaluations for routing algo-
rithms.

Prec(i,j) — Precjideal(di ;) (1 + a(i,))(1+ B8(t) (4  Ruase provides a convenient graphical interface to
where P,,..,.smi: 1S the signal strength at the transmitter define the most common network topologies. The basic
and Py iqeai(d) is theideal received signal strength at topology is a rectangular x-y grid. Thyrid size spacing
distanced, « and 3 are random variables with normal density shift and offsetparameters allow one to specify
distributionsN (0, 0,) and N (0, 05), respectively. A net- a variety of topologies, from rectangular and triangular
work is asymmetric ifo, > 0 or o5 > 0. In (4), «  grids to totally random placements. One can also specify
is static depending on locatiorisand j only, and3 is one or more network holes, with a specific location
dynamic which changes over time. A noglean receive and size or randomly placed. One can also import node
a packet from nodeé if P...(i,7) > A whereA > 0 locations from a file, used in real experiments.
is the threshold. There is a collision if two transmissions The routing scenario model ifRMASE define the
overlap in time and both could be received successfullyproperties and behaviors of theurce and destination
Furthermore, an additional parametgs.,.,, models the containing a set of source and destination nodes for a
probability of a transmission error caused for any otherouting application, respectiveN\RMASE also defines a
reason. The default radio model RROWLER has~y = 2, set of performance metrics that will be discussed in the
0o = 045, 05 = 0.02, A = 0.1 and pe,ror = 0.05.  following section.

Figure 4 shows a snhapshot of the radio reception curves RMASE supports a layered architecture, including at
in this model. least the MAC layer, a routing layer, and the application

The MAC layer communication is modeled by a simpli- layer, with the MAC layer at the bottom and the applica-
fied event channel that simulates the Berkeley motes’ [30fion layer at the top. It is the algorithm designer’s choice

Figure 4. Snapshot of radio reception curves for the default model.



to put individual functions at different layers so that of these definitions require to run the simulation until
common functions can be shared by different algorithmsthe property of life-time is satisfied. We define lifetime
In our tests, the network isax 7 sensor grid with small  predication as follows:
random offsets. The maximum radio range is abit « Lifetime predictionLet € = 3" e, /n be the average
whered is the standard distance between two neighbor  energy left in the network where is the total
nodes in the grid. Figure 5 shows an instance of the  number of nodes in the network ang. be the
connectivity of such a network. The default radio model standard deviation of energy distribution. We call
in PROWLER is used in most experiments. The radio L = & — 30, the lifetime prediction metric, which
data rate is 40Kbps and each packet has 960 bits. The s used to approximate the lifetime metric. From
application sends out one packet per second from the this metric, one can see that if two algorithris
sources. and B use the same amount of energy, butbfis
The results are based on the average of 10 random runs. energy-aware and uses energy more e\/enly across
the network thanA does, B is predicted to have a
longer lifetime.

D. Effects of Routing Metrics

We first exam the effects of two routing metrics de-
scribed in Section llI-E, comparing them to the shortest
hop-counts or shortest path objective.

1) Energy-aware:Using the cost function in Section
: : IlI-E.1, we see that the cost doubles if more than half
— ' of the energy is consumed. To see this effect clearly, we
set the maximum energy at each node to be 100, each
transmission consumes a unit power, receiving or idling
power is ignored. The source is at a node clos€lt®)
and the sink is at a node close (i, 6). The source sent
a total of 50 packets.

C. Performance Metrics Assuming all links are reliable and if the adaptive
Fee is optimal initially, there would be a single path
or the shortest path objective (Figure 6) but there are
multiple paths for a load balancing objective (Figure 7).

Figure 5. Instance of radio connectivity.

We have developed a set of performance metrics fo
comparing different routing algorithms RMASE, includ-
ing latency, delivery ratio, and energy efficiency.

« Latency average delays of packets from sources to
the destination.

« Delivery ratia the total number of packets received
at the sinks vs. the total number of packets sent from
all the sources.

« Energy efficiencybe the ratio between the total
number of packets received at the sink(s) vs. the total
number of transmissions in the network.

All these metrics are calculated using their cumulative
average values, i.e., at time the performance value is
the average fronf to t.

It is hard to compare the lifetime metric for differ-
ent routing algorithms, although it is one of the most Figure 6. A single routing path by the shortest path objective.
important metrics for battery-powered unattended sensor
networks. One definition of the network lifetime has beenFigure 8 shows the lifetime prediction metric comparing
the time to network separation [4]. This definition has theload balancing objective and the shortest path objective.
disadvantage that it cannot distinguish between separatiorhe load balancing objective has larger values indicating
of half the network and separation of a single node, andbnger lifetime.
between a single node that is peripheral and a single node 2) Congestion-aware:In this test, we again let the
that is the base station. Another definition can be the timsink node close td6,6), and let each node have 50%
until the network loss rate is above a given threshold. Losshance to be a source node which will send a packet
rate measures the relevance to the application: a singlandomly within 10 seconds. We compare latency and
connected peripheral node leads to a small loss rate, whildelivery ratios between the congestion-aware objective in
a single disconnected base station leads to a large loss reBection IlI-E.2 and the shortest path objective. Figure 9
(if it is the source or the sink). Similarly, separation of and 10 show that the congestion-aware objective has much
half the network leads to a large loss rate. However, botlshorter latency and slightly better delivery ratios.
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Figure 10. Delivery ratio: congestion-aware vs. shortest path.
E. Comparison with Peer Protocols

In this section, we evaluate the routing performance

of the adaptive spanning tree in two settings: (1) node

failures and (2) mobile sinks, and compare performancetlowever, performance oBackbone degrades quickly
of the adaptive spanning tree with other peer routind""th the increasing of link fgllgreand does not work
protocols. well overall due to the collision between data packets

The two peer routing algorithms used for comparinga”d regular maintenance packets from the sink node.
performances with the adaptive tree protocol are: Reducing intervals of maintenance packets will improve

. Backbone tre¢Backbone[28]) — this algorithm uses the performance oGrid in this case. The adaptive tree
directed diffusion [1] to create a backbone tree inprotocol works better than the other two protocols, with

the initialization phase and passes packets to paren%ge highest delivery ratios in all three cases.

during routing. To handle the problem of asymmetric  2) Mobile sinks:To test the robustness of the adaptive
|inkS, it establishes a Symmetric link neighborhOOd intree protoco| with moving SinkS, we set the sink veloc-
the initialization. To save energy, there is no periodicities be 0.05d/s and 0.1d/s in bothand y directions,
maintenance packets. respectively. The source is &b,0), and the sink is at
o Grid Routing (Grid) [25] — this algorithm builds (1, 1) initially. Figure 12, 13 and 14 show delivery ratios,
a spanning-tree with “grid” information to avoid packet latencies, and energy efficiency, respectively, for
long and unreliable links; There are periodic treepoth velocities. From these figures, we see that: (1)
maintenance packets at every 15 - 25 seconds.  sjmilar to faulty links, the adaptive tree protocol has high
A total of 50 packets are sent for both tests. delivery ratios in mobile sink scenarios. (2) The latency
1) Node failures:To test the robustness of the adaptiveof packets increases in general due to the fact that the
tree protocol under un-predicable link failures, we setmobile sink is moving away from the source, resulting
link failure probabilitiesp....., to be 0, 0.05 and 0.1, longer paths. FoBackbong latency does not change after
respectively. The source is at a node closdd) and 5 seconds since no more packets received after 5 seconds.
the sink is at a node close {6, 6). Figure 11 shows the (3) Backbone also has the highest energy efficiency in
delivery ratios of the three algorithms. From the graphthis case, since all the packets received are within one
we see thaBackbone works very well when there are hop and no forwarding for packets more than one hop.
no fault links. The symmetric links guarantee the 100%Grid has the least efficiency due to extra maintenance
delivery of packets at this rate (1 packet per second)packets.



backbone
] = grid 1 —e— backbone-0.5
- 014 grid-0.5
Lo uee 4 + A-tree-0.5
L backbone-1.0 4
-&- grid-1.0
A-tree-1.0

07

Delivery ratios
s o
2 &

Latency (seconds)
.
+

°
©
T

°

L
AR
0.021- 7/ 4
/
H H

— _20 . ‘30 40
Simulation time (seconds)

°

°

5 10
Unpredicatble link loss probabilities x%

Figure 11. Delivery ratios at different failure rates. Figure 13. Latency with mobile sink.

1 —e— backbone-0.5
. o T T T grid-0.5
PO et . ) i 7 + A-tree-0.5
e o8 backbone-1.0
-8 - grid-1.0
A-tree-1.0

071

i

'

L]
Efficiency

o
;
7
¢
q
a
. /g

—e— backbone-0.5
grid-0.5 1 1
+ A-tree-0.5 1 03 i‘ L) :
backbone-1.0 b . H o,
- grid-1.0 ] ookl N e
| A-tree-1.0 Y +

Delivery ratios
4
&

03

L L
L L L
o 0 &0 0 10 20 40 50 60

H H 1
0 10 20 30 20
Simulation time (seconds)

Simulation time (seconds)

Figure 12. Delivery ratios with mobile sink. Figure 14. Energy efficiency with mobile sink.

[38] M. Chu, H. Haussecker, and F. Zhao, “Scalable
information-driven sensor querying and routing for ad

We have presented in this paper the adaptive tree proto- hoc heterogeneous sensor networkst” Journal on High
Performance Computing Applicationdune 2002.

col, a type of reinforcement-based meta-routing strategy ! uar ¢
for the constraint-based routing. We have studied the[# Y- Yu, R. Govindan, and D. Estrin, "Geographical and en-
. . . ergy aware routing: a recursive data dissemination protocol
properties of S_UCh protocol and_shown In our experlments for wireless sensor networks,” UCLA Computer Science
that the adaptive tree protocol is robust for un-predicable  pepartment,” Technical Report UCLA/CSD-TR-01-0023,

link failures and mobile sinks. We have also demonstrated = May 2001.

the use of different routing objectives for achieving load [5] E. Royer and C. Toh, “A review of current routing proto-
cols for ad hoc mobile wireless network$ZEE Personal

balancing and reducing congestion. The parameters in the CommunicationsApril 1999
protocol, such as learning rates for Q-values, update rate?ﬁ] Y. Zhang and M. F‘:omherz. “Message-initiated constraint-
for NQ-values, parent reset threshaldand the maximum based routing for wireless ad-hoc sensor networks,” in
number of retransmissions for failed confirmations, canbe  proc. IEEE Consumer Communication and Networking

tuned to make the routing best for a particular application. ~ Conference2004.

Lots of research still need to be done on the selection[?] Y. Zhang, M. Fromherz, and L. Kuhn, “Smart routing with
learning-based qos-aware meta-strategiesPrioc. Qual-

Ef paramgjtf?r values and understanding the relationship ity of Service in the Emerging Networkinger. Lecture

etween different parameters. Notes in Computer Science 3266, 2004.

[8] Y. Zhang and M. Fromherz, “Search-based adaptive rout-
ing strategies for sensor networks,” AMAAIO4 workshop
REFERENCES on Sensor Network004.

[9] ——, “Constrained flooding: A robust and efficient routing
framework for wireless sensor networks,” 20th Interna-
tional Conference on Advanced Information Networking
and Applications 2006.

V. CONCLUSION

[1] C. Intanagonwiwat, R. Govindan, and D. Estrin, “Directed
diffusion: A scalable and robust communication paradigm

for sensor networks,” irProc. 6th Int'l Conf. on Mobile
Computing and Networks (ACM MobicgnBoston, MA,  [10] Y. Zhang and Q. Huang, “Adaptive tree: A learning-based
2000. meta-routing strategy for sensor networks,”3rd IEEE
[2] B. Karp and H. T. Kung, “GPSR: Greedy perimeter state- Consumer Communications and Networking Confergnce
2006.

less routing for wireless networks,” iroc. 6th Int'l Conf.
on Mobile Computing and Networks (ACM Mobicom) [11] C. E. Perkins and E. M. Royer, “Ad hoc on-demand
Boston, MA, 2000. distance vector routing,” inProc. 2nd IEEE Workshop



[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

on Mobile Computing Systems and ApplicatioRebruary
1999, pp. 90-100.

D. B. Johnson and D. B. Maltz, “Dynamic source rout-
ing in ad hoc wireless networks,” iMobile Computing

T. Imielinski and H. Korth, Eds. Kluwer Academic, 1996,
pp. 153-181.

V. D. Park and M. S. Corson, “A highly adaptive distrib-
uted routing algorithm for mobile wireless networks,” in
Proc. IEEE InfoCom 97April 1997.

C. Toh, “A novel distributed routing protocol to support ad-
hoc mobile computing,” inProc. 15th IEEE Annual Int’l
Phoenix Conf. on Computing and Communicatibtarch
1996.

R. D. et.al, “Signal stability based adaptive routing (ssa) for
ad-hoc mobile networks/EEE Personal Communications
February 1997.

Y. Zhang, J. Liu, and F. Zhao, “Information-directed
routing in sensor networks using real-time reinforcement
learning,” in Combinatorial Optimization in Communica- [34]
tion Networks Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2006.

D. Ganesan, R. Govindan, S. Shenker, and D. Es-
trin, “Highly-resilient energy-efficient multipath routing in
wireless sensor networksiMobile Computing and Com-
munications Reviewol. 1, no. 2, 2002.

S. D. Servetto and G. Barrenechea, “Constrained random
walks on random graphs: Routing algorithms for large
scale wireless sensor networks,”ist ACM International  [36]
Workshop on Wireless Sensor Networks and Applications
September 2002. [37]
J. A. Boyan and M. L. Littman, “Packet routing in dy-
namically changing networks: A reinforcement learning
approach,” inAdvances in Neural Information Processing
SystemsJ. A. J. D. Crowan, G. Tesauro, Ed. Morgan [38]
Kaufmann Publishers, Inc., 1994, vol. 6, pp. 671-678.

S. Kumar and R. Miikkulainen, “Confidence-based g-
routing: An on-line adaptive network routing algorithm,” in
Proceedings of Artificial Neural Networks in Engineerjng
1998.

J. C. D. Subramanian, P. Druschel, “Ants and reinforce-

(29]

(30]
(31]

(32]

(33]

(35]

Y. Zhang, L. Kuhn, and M. Fromherz, “Improvements on
ant-routing for sensor networks,” iRourth International
Workshop on Ant Colony Optimization and Swarm Intelli-
gence ser. Lecture Notes in Computer Science 3172, 2004.
U. Berkeley, “Berkeley wireless embedded systems,”
http://webs.cs.berkeley.edu/.

B. Schwartz, A. W. Jackson, W. T. Strayer, W. Zhou,
R. D. Rockwell, and C. Partridge, “Smart packets for
active networks,’”ACM Transaction on Computer Systems
vol. 18, no. 1, Feb. 2000.

X. Liu, Q. Huang, and Y. Zhang, “Combs, needles,
haystacks: Balancing push and pull for discovering in
large-scale sensor networks,” Rroc. 2nd ACM Interna-
tional Conference on Embedded Networked Sensor Sys-
tems (SenSysQ42004.

R. S. Sutton and A. G. Barto, Edfkeinforcement Learn-
ing: An Introduction Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press,
1998.

S. Koenig and R. G. Simmons, “Complexity analysis of
real-time reinforcement learning applied to finding shortest
path in deterministic domains,” iNational Conference on
Artificial Intelligence 1993, pp. 99-105.

Y. Zhang, G. Simon, and G. Balogh, “High-level sensor
network simulations for routing performance evaluations,”
in Third International Conference on Networked Sensing
Systems2006.

G. Simon, “Probabilistic wireless network simulator,”
http://www.isis.vanderbilt.edu/projects/nest/prowler/.

J. Zhao and R. Govindan, “Understanding packet delivery
performance in dense wireless sensor networkspPnoc.

of 1st International Conference on Embedded Networked
Sensor Systems (SenSys@8)03.

Y. Zhang, M. Fromherz, and L. Kuhn, “Rmase:
Routing modeling application simulation environment,”
http://www.parc.com/era/nest/Rmase.

ment learning: A case study in routing in dynamic net- Ying Zhang was born in Hangzhou, PR China. She obtained her PhD
works,” Rice University,” Technical Report TR96-259, July in computer science from University of British Columbia, Vancouver,

1998.
S. Lee, B. Bhattacharjee, and S. Banerjee, “Efficient
geographic routing in multihop wireless networks,” in

Canada in 1994, and her Bachelor and Master degrees in Computer
Science from Zhejiang University, Hangzhou, China, in 1984 and 1987,
respectively.

After graduation, she first worked at Xerox Wilson Center for

Sixth ACM International Symposium on Mobile Ad HOC Research and Technology as a technical specialist/project manager,
Networking and Computing (MobihocQ%)005. then Xerox Architecture Center, and starting 1999, she joined Palo
F. Ye, G. Zhong, S. Lu, and L. Zhang, “A robust data Alto Research Center as a member of research staff. Her current
delivery protocol for large scale sensor networks,” in research interests are in sensor/actuator networks and embedded control

Information Processing in Sensor Networks, Lecture Notegrchitectures. o o
in Computer Scienceno. 2634, 2003, p. 658. Dr. Zhang is a member of IEEE and ACM. She is information director
R. Poor. “Gradient routing, in é\d hoc networks.” and associate editor of ACM Transactions on Sensor Networks, and

. . . - associate editor of International Journal of Ad Hoc and Ubiquitous
http'//.WWW'mEd'a'T't'edU/p'a/ResearCh/ESP/teXtS Computing. She has served in various technical program committees,
/&)Ogrrlle_e%)agergd .d H. Zh dA A “Routi guest editors, and NSF review panels on sensor networks.

. Choi, M. G. Gouda, H. Zhang, and A. Arora, “Routing

on a Logical Grid in Sensor Networks,” Department of

Computer Sciences, The University of Texas at Austin,

Technical Report TR04-49, 2004.

M. Maroti, “Directed Flood-Routing Framework,” Institute QingFeng Huangwas born in China. He received his D.Sc. degree in

for Software Integrated Systems, Vanderbilt University, computer science from Washington University in St. Louis in the United
i -04- tates of America in . He also received A.M. degree in physics from

Technical Report ISIS-04-502, 2004. S f ica in 2003 l ived d in physics f

A. Woo, T. Tong, and D. Culler, “Taming the under- Washington University in St. Louis in 1998 and B.S. degree in Physics

; : : ; : from Fudan University in China in 1992.
lying chaylylgnges of reliable multlhqp routing In sensor He is a research scientist at the Palo Alto Research Center (PARC)
networks,” inProc. 1st ACM International Conference on

in Palo Alto, California, USA. He has published more than 30 papers
Embedded Networked Sensor Systems (SenSy<iis. in areas including software engineering, mobile computing, sensor

T. He, S. Krishnamurthy, J. Stankovic, T. Abdelzaher, networks, intelligent transportation systems, neuroscience, and quantum
L. Luo, R. Stoleru, T. Yan, L. Gu, J. Hui, and B. Krogh, physics. His current research interests include algorithms and middle-
“An energy-efficient surveillance system using wirelessware services for transportation networks, sensor actuator networks, and
sensor networks,” inProc. 2nd International Confer- social networks.

ence on Mobile Systems, Applications and Services (Mo- Dr. Huang is an editor for the International Journal of Ad Hoc and
biSys04) 2004. Ubiquitous Computing and is a member of the IEEE Computer Society.



