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Abstract—In this paper, we propose a molecular communication
system to localize an abnormality in a diffusion based medium. We
consider a general setup to perform joint sensing, communication
and localization. This setup consists of three types of devices, each
for a different task: mobile sensors for navigation and molecule
releasing (for communication), fusion centers (FC)s for sampling,
amplifying and forwarding the signal, and a gateway for making
decision or exchanging the information with an external device.
The sensors move randomly in the environment to reach the
abnormality. We consider both collaborative and non-collaborative
sensors that simultaneously release their molecules to the FCs
when the number of activated sensors or the moving time reach
a certain threshold, respectively. The FCs amplify the received
signal and forward it to the gateway for decision making using
either an ideal or a noisy communication channel. A practical
application of the proposed model is drug delivery in a tissue of
human body, in order to guide the nanomachine bound drug to
the exact location. The decision rules and probabilities of error
are obtained for two considered sensors types in both ideal and
noisy communication channels.

Index Terms—Abnormality localization, silent abnormality, co-
operative mobile sensors, molecular communication.

I. INTRODUCTION

MOLECULAR communication (MC) is a new communi-
cation paradigm, where the molecules or ions are used

as information carriers. MC has been proposed as a promising
approach for abnormality detection and localization in variety
of applications in biotechnology, medicine, and industry; such
as air pollutant monitoring, agriculture, abnormality detection
and drug delivery [1]. For example, the abnormality detection
in medical applications has been received increasing attention
in recent years [2]–[6]. The goal of these works is detecting
the virus, bacteria, infectious micro organism or tumors in
the body by means of static [2]–[4] or mobile nanomachines
[5], [6]. If these abnormalities are detected, the next step
would be treatments such as drug delivery, targeted therapy,
nanosurgery, regenerative medicine and tissue engineering [7].
An intermediate step which is necessary between detection and
therapy is tracking the target or abnormality localization. This
step is crucial to realize the accurate location of the abnormality,
in order to eliminate the adverse and side effects of drug on the
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other normal cells and to enhance the resolution of abnormality
before the surgery and other therapies [7]–[9]. Some examples
are localizing the unhealthy cells around the capillaries [10],
guiding the nanorobots in the human body to the target sites
needing treatment [5], [11], [12], and drug delivery, where
the drug can be bounded to the mobile nanomachines to be
delivered at the target location [9], [13], [14].

In this paper, we focus on the abnormality localization in
a two-dimensional (2-D) micro-scale medium, without any
physical access to each point of it. We use mobile sensors to
transmit the location informations to the outside environment.

A. Related Works

Using MC setups to localize abnormality has been studied in
different scenarios. Some research study a scenario, where the
target abnormality is a point source who releases molecules into
the medium [10], [14], [15]. The goal is to estimate the distance
of or localizing this target using receivers, who observe the
number of received molecules. In [14], the localization problem
is considered in a three-dimensional environment with three
receivers. The target is a point source with impulsive release.
This work proposes an iterative numerical localization method
for two cases of known and unknown receivers locations. [10]
considers a vessel-like medium with flow and obtains the
abnormality location based on the mean peak concentration
of received molecules at the receivers. However, the method
of obtaining this mean is not discussed. The authors in [15]
consider a three-dimensional environment where the droplets
are used as information carriers. They predict the distance
using fluid dynamics algorithm and validate their results with
experimental data.

In some scenarios, the target does not release any molecules,
but it absorbs the molecules released from a transmitter. There-
fore, the concentration of molecules at the receiver is decreased
in the presence of target [16], [17]. The authors in [16] apply
a machine learning method to localize the target using the
number of absorbed molecules by the receiver. [17] proposes an
algorithm for target localization based on maximum likelihood
estimation (MLE) method.

In other scenarios, the target either does not release
molecules or the concentration of its released molecules be-
comes very low at the receivers, such that it is detectable only at
the vicinity of the target [18], [19]. A solution is to use mobile
sensors that reach the target (called navigation) and send their
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sensing data to receivers by releasing molecules there [20]–
[23]. This approach is used both in micro-scale [20]–[22] and
macro-scale applications [23]. The abnormality navigation has
two stages. In the first stage, the mobile sensors, injected into
the environment, are seeking the variations in the medium in
order to find the target; this stage is called functional navigation
[11]. The mobile sensors transfer the sensory data to fusion
centers (FC)s, which are used to locate the abnormality. Then,
to deliver the drug to the abnormality location, the drug is
bound to the nanomachines, who know the abnormality location
and walk in the determined route to reach the abnormality [8],
[12], [24]. This stage is called positional navigation [11].

The goal of works on the third scenario is tracking a fixed
or mobile target [20]–[22], or localizing a fixed one [23].
[20], [21] consider a 2-D bounded area where two types of
nanomachines can move with Brownian motion. When first
type reaches the target, it releases molecules to guide a second
type nanomachines. The drug is delivered to the target location
by second types to decrease the side effects. In [22], a new
type of nanomachines is added to the above model to move
randomly and amplify the concentration of molecules in the
environment, improving the accuracy of target tracking. In [23],
the detection and localization problems are considered in a
macro-scale cylindrical and fluidic environment, with laminar
flow condition. The sensors are injected in the medium to
detect the silent abnormality and being activated. They also
cooperate in activating each other by releasing molecules. The
FC localize the abnormality using the sensors status and the
received molecules.

B. Our Contribution

We consider a general setup to perform joint sensing, com-
munication, and localization of a silent abnormality in a 2-
D environment with no flow, where the abnormality has been
previously detected1. We consider a target that is identifiable by
sensors used in our setup; This is feasible since the target can
act as a source of changes in some environmental parameters,
such as temperature, PH level, and concentration of a biomarker
in the medium. In the first case, the sensors interact with the
target surface receptors and identify it, and in the second case,
the target releases some molecules in the medium, where the
sensors can detect them at the vicinity of the releasing point
[20]. In medical applications, for example drug delivery, this
abnormality can be inflammation, tumor, and other unhealthy
cells.

Our localization framework consists of three types of devices
used in four phases as shown in Fig. 1: some mobile sensors,
a few FCs, and a gateway. The sensors can be some biological
cells, bacteria, proteins, amino acids, lipids, viruses, or artificial
nano-scale machines [7], [20]. Phase (1): The sensors move
in the medium randomly and sense the variations in their
vicinity. After sensing an abnormal variation, they stop and
get activated. Phase (2): The activated sensors release their

1We assume that the sensing operation is ideal.
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Fig. 1. The Phases (2), (3) and (4) are shown.

stored molecules into the environment after a short delay.
Based on the considered type of sensors (non-collaborative and
collaborative), this delay can be deterministic or random. These
molecules are diffused and arrive the FCs located at the vertices
of the observing area. Phase (3): Each FC samples the number
of received molecules in its volume at some sampling times,
amplifies the samples and releases other type of molecules in
to the medium. These new released molecules will be diffused
in the medium to reach the gateway. Phase (4): The gateway
may convert the molecular signal into the electromagnetic (EM)
wave to be transmitted to an external device [8], [24] (i.e.,
computer, laptop, smart phone), or it may have the sufficient
computing capabilities to process the molecular signal itself
and make decision about the abnormality location. At first,
we study the case of ideal communication channel between
the FCs and gateway (i.e., noiseless). For the collaborative
sensors, we use two FCs and the abnormality is localized
based on its relative distances to the FCs. We obtain the
maximum likelihood (ML) decision rule and derive the sub-
optimum thresholds to decide the abnormality location. Then,
we derive the probability of error in a closed form. For the
non-collaborative sensors, we need three FCs for localization.
We apply the optimal ML decision rule based on the ratio of
FCs observed molecules, which results in a threshold form.
Also we derive the probability of error. Then, we study the
noisy communication channel between the FCs and gateway.
To simplify the equations, we assume that all FCs have equal
distances to the gateway. To overcome the difficulty of working
with a doubly stochastic random variable (RV), we approximate
the random samples of FCs by their mean and obtain the
decision rules and probabilities of error.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
the system model is described. Then, the localization problem
is investigated for two considered sensors types in Sections III
and IV, by obtaining the decision rules and probabilities of error
in the case of ideal channel between the FCs and gateway. The
case of noisy channel is analyzed in Section V. The numerical
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Fig. 2. The bounded observing area, FCs, and sensors random movements to
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and simulation results are provided in Section VI. Finally, the
paper is concluded in Section VII.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a 2-D environment and a w × w bounded area
A = {[x, y]T|0 ≤ x ≤ w, 0 ≤ y ≤ w}. We assume that an
abnormality exists at an unknown location −→sJ = [sx, sy]T ∈ A
and the location of abnormality is distributed uniformly in A.
We also assume that the abnormality does not release enough
molecules itself2. Our goal is to localize the abnormality in
some resolution. We divide the area A into some clusters,
which are described in the next sections. We use three types of
devices: some mobile sensors, a few FCs, and a gateway. The
functionalities and properties of these devices are described in
the following.
• Mobile sensors: We utilize Ns mobile sensors, which are
injected into the medium at time t = 0 from the center of the
observing area3,

−→
C = [w/2, w/2]T. They can move in the area

randomly. If a sensor reaches the boundaries, it is reflected
back into the area. The sensors measure an environmental
parameter (such as temperature, PH level, and concentration of
a biomarker) and are activated by the changes in this parameter
at the abnormality location compared with the normal points.
Each sensor has a molecular storage where it can store K ≥ 1
types of molecules; M molecules from each type. Note that
all sensors have stored the same K types of molecules. For
simplicity, we assume the diffusion coefficient of all these types
of molecules in the medium are the same and equal to D.
• Fusion centers: We use two or three fixed FCs (FCi,
i ∈ {1, 2} or i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) depending on the types of sensors,
which will be explained later. The FCs are located at three
vertices of the observing area A, as shown in Fig. 2. Each
FCi has a transparent receiver with the ability of receiving the
sensors molecules with volume VF

4. Each FCi stores KFC

types of molecules, different from sensors molecules. We call

2It may release some molecules but their concentration is very low, detectable
only at the vicinity of the abnormality point.

3or any arbitrary point in the observing area.
4For simplicity, we assume that all FCs have equal receiving volumes.

the FCs molecules as markers. These markers are used to
transfer the gathered sensory data to the gateway. Each FC
includes a transmitter that controls the number of its released
markers. An example of this model is proposed in [25], [26],
where the transmitter has a molecule storage with some surface
outlets. The number of released molecules is a Poisson RV
whose parameter is determined by the opening size of the
outlets [25]. This size is controlled by a gating parameter signal,
which is voltage or ligand concentration in [26].
• Gateway: The gateway is located far from the observing area;
for example for the in-body applications, at a close point to
the skin. It receives the FCs markers in its observing volume
VG, at its sampling times. The gateway has larger volume and
more computational capabilities compared to the FCs. Thus, it
decides the abnormality location itself, or converts its observed
samples into an EM wave and transmits it to an external
device for decision making. [27] proposes an implemented
graphene based nano-device, which can convert the molecular
signal to an electrical signal. In [28], a smart wristband or
other interfaces are used to interconnect the in-body MC and
the external environments. For simplicity, we assume that the
distance between the gateway and all FCs are equal.

Using the above three types of devices, our proposed abnor-
mality localization setup consists of four phases. The outline of
these phases is as follows. The sensors move in the observing
area. When a sensor reaches the abnormality, it gets activated
and releases its stored molecules in the medium, which are
received by the FCs. They amplify and forward the received
molecular signal to the gateway, where either a decision is
made or a signal is transmitted to an external device. One of the
practical applications of this model is drug delivery in a tissue
of human body, where the goal is to guide the nanomachine
bound drugs to the exact location in order to eliminate the
adverse and side effects of drug on the normal cells around the
abnormality. Thus, a localization step (functional navigation)
is necessary before guiding the nanomachines to the target
(positional navigation). In the following, these phases are
described in more details.
• Phase (1): The sensors move randomly in the observing

area and sense the medium, looking for the abnormality by
measuring an environmental parameter. When a sensor reaches
the abnormality location, it gets activated and stops moving.
We denote the number of activated sensors by Nr.
• Phase (2): The activated sensors release all of their stored

molecules into the medium from the abnormality location in
order to be received at the FCs (shown in Fig. 1). The types
and number of released molecules are the same for all sensors.
These sensors will be degraded in the medium after releasing
their molecules. We consider two different types of sensors
based on their molecule releasing scheme, described as follows.

1) Collaborative sensors: The sensors used in micro-scale
MC are engineered cells, bacteria or artificial nanoma-
chines. Some engineered bacteria behave socially based
on Quorum sensing [29], [30]. It means that they si-
multaneously respond to an environmental change by
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cooperating with each other. For example, when the
concentration of some signaling molecules around them
reaches a critical threshold, they respond together. We
consider a time-slotted system with slot duration of T
and the activated sensors cooperate with each other in
signaling time durations of Tsig, where Tsig � T . When
the number of activated sensors reaches a threshold Nth,
the signaling is finished (we denote this time by tr).
The Nth sensors release their stored molecules into the
medium at the beginning of the next time-slot (at t = nT ,
where n ∈ N and (n−1)T < tr ≤ nT ). Therefore, in this
case, Nr is a fixed number and equals to Nth. But, the
time of this event (releasing time), tr is not deterministic.
For this type of sensors, two FCs (FCi, i ∈ {1, 2}) are
used.

2) Non-collaborative sensors: Other type of sensors, for
example artificial nanomachines, have limited energy
storage for their mechanical motions (e.g., movements),
pumping and etc. This energy may be used for missions
with limited durations [11]. Thus, the sensors may have
limited energy to move for a limited time duration of
Tth. After this time duration, they stop and the activated
sensors, which arrive the abnormality, release their stored
molecules into the environment. For the non-collaborative
sensors, Nr is an RV. They release the molecules at the
beginning of the next time-slot (i.e., at t = nT , where
n ∈ N and (n−1)T < Tth ≤ nT ). So the releasing time
of molecules is deterministic. For this type of sensors,
three FCs (FCi, i ∈ {1, 2, 3}) are used.

• Phase (3): The molecules released by the activated sensors
diffuse in the medium and some of them reach the FCs.
Each FC has K types of receptors to receive all K types
of released molecules. It samples the number molecules in its
volume at some sampling times, amplifies the samples and non-
instantaneously releases its markers into the medium, where
the number of released markers is proportional to its received
samples. We remind that each FC has a different type of
markers. As mentioned before, this number is controlled with
a gating parameter, such as voltage or ligand concentration.
Unlike the amplification process in [31], our FCs do not require
the full-duplex mode and perfect time synchronization with the
sensors. It means that, the release time and duration of the
FCs may be different from the sensors. Thus, an FC can send
its K samples to the gateway in one of these two ways: (I)
Using only one type of markers (i.e., KFC = 1) and K time-
slots to send FC observations to the gateway, or (II) Using
KFC = K types of markers in one time-slot. Moreover, the
communication channel between the FC and the gateway can
be considered ideal (noiseless) or non-ideal (noisy). In the ideal
case, there is no need to signal amplification at the FC and the
gateway observes the same signals as the FCs.
• Phase (4): The gateway receives the markers sent by the

FCs. Using the number of sampled markers, the abnormality
location is decided. We consider that the gateway decides the
abnormality location itself instead of an external device.

Remark 1 We wish to emphasize the following statements:
1) In our system model, we consider a bounded observing
area, which is a suitable model for practical applications. We
assume that the sensors do not exit this area to guarantee that
enough number of sensors reach the abnormality. Without this
assumption, we need more sensors.
2) The signaling time duration of collaborative sensors, Tsig, is
very short compared with the time intervals between the sensors
arriving to the abnormality. Therefore, the probability of that
two or more sensors simultaneously arrive the abnormality (and
being activated) is negligible.
3) The reason of using K different types of molecules for each
sensor is to create K independent observations at the FCs
(using K types of receptors). An alternative solution is to use
sensors with one molecule type (the total number of molecules
is KM ) and the activated sensors release molecules in K time-
slots (M molecules in each time-slot). The FCs receive the
molecules in all these K time-slots. Note that the slot duration
T is sufficiently large such that the inter symbol interference
(ISI) of the previous time-slot is negligible and the observations
at each FC are independent.
4) For simplicity, we study the localization problem for a 2-D
area. This model can also be extended into a 3-D environment
easily by utilizing one more FC.

In the following sections we study the Phases (2) and (3)
for Collaborative and Non-collaborative sensors, where the
channels between the FCs and the gateway in Phase (3) are
ideal (noiseless) or non-ideal (noisy). We derive the decision
rules, and obtain the probabilities of error.

III. IDEAL CHANNEL: COLLABORATIVE SENSORS

In this section, we investigate the localization problem for
collaborative sensors, with the assumption of ideal channel
between FCs and gateway. As mentioned, when the number
of Nth collaborative sensors reach the abnormality location (at
time tr), they get activated and each one releases its stored
molecules into the environment at t = nT , where n ∈ N
and (n − 1)T < tr ≤ nT . Since tr is not deterministic
for the collaborative sensors, n is an RV. As each activated
sensor releases all its stored molecules (M molecules of each
type), the total number of NthM molecules of each type are
released by all activated sensors. Note that there are K types of
molecules. The FCs sample the number of molecules observed
in their volume, at sampling time ts = nT +Tobs where Tobs is
observing time, which is obtained later. We denote the number
of k-th type of molecules observed at FCi by Y ki . Since n
in an RV, the FC does not know its realization to decide the
sampling time. Thus, it observes the molecules in all time-slots
(n = 1, 2, · · · ) until Y ki = 0. If we denote the distance between
the FCi and the abnormality point by di (i.e., di

.
= ‖−−→FCi−−→sJ‖),

the probability of a molecule to be observed at ts in the receiver
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volume at FCi, i ∈ 1, 2, 3 is5 [32],

µ(di, Tobs) =
VF

(4πDTobs)N/2
exp (− d2

i

4DTobs
), (1)

where N is equal to the dimension of the observing area, which
is N = 2 in our system. Each FCi obtains K independent sam-
ples as [Y 1

i , Y
2
i , · · · , Y Ki ], by sampling K types of molecules,

where Y ki ∼ Binomial(NthM,µ(di, Tobs)) for k = 1, · · · ,K.
Since the number of released molecules, M , is large enough,
the Binomial distribution can be approximated by a Gaussian
distribution as [33, p. 105],

Y ki ∼ N (NthMµ(di, Tobs), NthMµ(di, Tobs)). (2)

The N (η, σ2) in the above equation indicates the Gaussian
distribution with mean of η and variance of σ2. The best
observing time is the peak time of the molecules concentration,
which is obtained from (1) as,

Tobs =
di

2

2ND
. (3)

From the above equation, the observing time depends on
the distance between the releasing and receiving points of
molecules (i.e., di). As mentioned, the releasing point is the
abnormality location, which is unknown for the FCs. We choose
a sampling time assuming that the abnormality locates at the
center of the observing area A. Thus, we assume di = w

√
2

2

and thus the observing time is Tobs = w2

4ND . By defining
m(di)

∆
= NthMµ(di,

w2

4ND ), (2) results in,

Y ki ∼ N (m(di),m(di)). (4)

Each FCi observes K samples by receiving K molecule
types (released from the abnormality point), at the sampling
time ts (i.e., Y ki , for k = 1, · · · ,K and i = 1, 2). The mean
of distribution in (4), m(di), is a function of di. Therefore,
the distance between FCi and the abnormality point (di) can
be obtained by using the number of FCs’ sampled molecules.
Note that each point in the bounded observing area A can be
uniquely presented by its distances to FC1 and FC2. To localize
the abnormality, we cluster the observing area as follows.
• Clustering: The abnormality can be located by obtaining

the distances d1 and d2. Let L be a clustering parameter and
L ∈ N, L ≥ 2. We consider intervals of length w

L for distance
di, i ∈ {1, 2} as {[j wL ≤ di < (j + 1)wL ]|∀j = 0, 1, · · · }, by
defining βj = j wL . Therefore, the observing area is partitioned
into some clusters as shown in Fig. 3 and the localization is
performed by deciding the correct cluster, where the abnor-
mality exists. Note that the shape of clusters are different and
we do not know the abnormality distribution in each cluster.
Thus, we approximately assume that the abnormality is placed
at the center of each cluster, as shown in Fig. 3. We call these
points as indicator points (IP)s, which are placed at distance
di ∈ {rj = (j + 1

2 )wL |j = 1, 2, · · · }, from FCi, for i ∈ {1, 2}.

5We assume that the volume VF is small enough, such that the concentration
of molecules in this volume is uniform.

FC1FC2

Indicator Point

FC Fusion Center

Cluster Boundaries

Abnormality Point

𝜷𝟏 =
𝒘

𝑳

𝜷𝟐 =
𝟐𝒘

𝑳

𝜷𝟑 =
𝟑𝐰

𝐋

Fig. 3. Clustering the observing area by considering intervals for d1 and d2.

A. Decision Rule

Each FCi amplifies the samples and transmits them to the
gateway. The obtained number of markers by the gateway from
FCi are denoted as Wi = [W 1

i ,W
2
i , · · · ,WK

i ], corresponding
to K samples of FCi. Note that in this section, we assume that
the communication channels between the FCs and gateway are
ideal (noiseless). Thus, the gateway observes the same samples
as the FCs, i.e., W k

i = Y ki for k = 1, · · · ,K.
As shown in Fig. 3, the IPs are probable points for the

abnormality location. If we show the distances between an IP
and FCi by di, i ∈ {1, 2}, we denote the set of all IPs distance
vectors (d1, d2) by Ψ, where |Ψ| = Np. We face an Np-
hypothesis testing problem, where the decided distance vector
specifies the detected cluster. Now, assume that an abnormality
exists at an IP with distance vector (d1, d2), its location can be
found at the gateway by ML decision rule as,

d̂i = argmax
rj ,j=1,2,···

P (W 1
i , · · · ,WK

i |di = rj)

= argmax
rj ,j=1,2,···

P (Y 1
i , · · · , Y Ki |di = rj). (5)

As mentioned before, K observations are obtained by sampling
different types of molecules. Thus, Y 1

i , · · · , Y Ki are indepen-
dent and thus,

P (Y 1
i , · · ·, Y Ki |di = rj) =

K∏
k=1

P (Y ki |di = rj)

(a)
=

1√
2π(m(rj))K

exp(−
∑K
k=1 (Y ki −m(rj))

2

2m(rj)
),

where (a) results from (4). By substituting the above equation
in (5) and using some simplification, (5) can be reduced to the
following form.

d̂i = argmin
rj ,j=1,2,···

K ln(m(rj)) +

∑K
k=1 (Y ki −m(rj))

2

m(rj)
. (6)

To further simplify the ML decision rule of (6), we propose
a suboptimal and efficient method by comparing two probable
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IPs with distances rj1 and rj2 from FCi in the following. Using
(6), we have

K ln(m(rj1)) +

∑K
k=1 (Y ki −m(rj1))2

m(rj1)

d̂i=rj2

≷
d̂i=rj1

K ln(m(rj2)) +

∑K
k=1 (Y ki −m(rj2))2

m(rj2)
.

Noting that rj1 < rj2, the above decision rule is simplified as,

K∑
k=1

(Y ki )2
d̂i=rj1

≷
d̂i=rj2

Km(rj1)m(rj2)
(

1 +
ln(

m(rj1)
m(rj2) )

m(rj1)−m(rj2)

)
.

(7)

The right hand side of (7) is a threshold which depends on
distances rj1 and rj2, defined as

τ(rj1, rj2) = Km(rj1)m(rj2)
(

1 +
ln(

m(rj1)
m(rj2) )

m(rj1)−m(rj2)

)
. (8)

Therefore, the proposed suboptimal method compares the sum-
squares of samples with a threshold τ(rj1, rj2). In the following
section, we derive the probability of error.

B. Probability of Error

Assume that the distances of abnormality point from FC1 and
FC2 are d1 and d2, respectively. If we use the ML decision rule
in (8), and show the decided distances as d̂i, i ∈ {1, 2}, the
probability of error is

Pe = 1−
∑

(x1,x2)∈Ψ

P [(d̂1, d̂2) = (x1, x2)|(d1, d2) = (x1, x2)]×

P [(d1, d2) = (x1, x2)]. (9)

As observations at FC1 and FC2 given in (4) are independent,
we have:

p(d̂1, d̂2|d1, d2) = p(d̂1|d1, d2)p(d̂2|d1, d2),

where p(.) represent the probability mass function (PMF). As
the decision on d̂1 only is made based on d1, conditioned on
d1, d̂1 is independent of d2. Thus, p(d̂1|d1, d2) = p(d̂1|d1).
Similarly, p(d̂2|d1, d2) = p(d̂2|d2). Therefore, (9) results in

Pe = 1− 1

Np

∑
(x1,x2)∈Ψ

∏
i=1,2

P [d̂i = xi|di = xi], (10)

where from (8) we have,

P [d̂i = xi|di = xi] = (11)

P [τ(xi +
w

L
, xi) <

K∑
k=1

(Y ki |di = xi)
2 < τ(xi, xi −

w

L
)].

To simplify (11), we obtain the distribution of
∑K
k=1(Y ki |di =

xi)
2. The (Y ki |di = xi) has a Gaussian distribution as

N (m(xi),m(xi)), where its mean is not zero. Now we write
(11) as,

P [d̂i = xi|di = xi] = (12)

P [
τ(xi + w

L , xi)

m(xi)
<

K∑
k=1

(Y ki |di = xi√
m(xi)

)2
<
τ(xi, xi − w

L )

m(xi)
].

All Y ki |di = xis have the same variance of m(xi). Therefore,∑K
k=1

(Y k
i |di=xi√
m(xi)

)2
has a non-central Chi-squared distribution,

using Lemma 1 in Appendix A. Thus, we write (12) as

P [d̂i = xi|di = xi] = QK
2

(
√
Km(xi),

√
τ(xi, xi + w

L )

m(xi)
)

−QK
2

(
√
Km(xi),

√
τ(xi, xi − w

L )

m(xi)
). (13)

The probability of localization error is obtained by substituting
(13) in (10).

IV. IDEAL CHANNEL: NON-COLLABORATIVE SENSORS

In this section, we investigate the localization problem for
non-collaborative sensors, with the assumption of ideal chan-
nels between FCs and gateway. Thus, the gateway observes the
same samples as the FCs (i.e., W k

i = Y ki for k = 1, · · · ,K
and i ∈ {1, 2, 3}). We denote the number of non-collaborative
sensors that reach the abnormality location at the stop time
by Nr, which is an RV. These sensors release their stored
molecules into the environment at t = nT , where n ∈ N and
(n − 1)T < Tth ≤ nT . So NrM molecules of each type
are released, and the FCs’ sampling times are deterministic as
ts = nT+Tobs. The number of received molecules is a Gaussian
RV as (4), where m(di) = MNrµ(di, Tobs) and i ∈ {1, 2, 3},
in this section. Our goal is to find the abnormality location
−→sJ = [sx, sy]T. As illustrated in Fig. 2, we have

d2
1 = ‖−−→FC1 −−→sJ‖2 = (w − sx)2 + s2

y,

d2
2 = ‖−−→FC2 −−→sJ‖2 = s2

x + s2
y,

d2
3 = ‖−−→FC3 −−→sJ‖2 = s2

x + (w − sy)2.

• Clustering: In this section, we localize the abnormality by
deciding the sx and sy . These variables are dependent. We con-
sider intervals of length w

L for sx and sy , as {[j wL ≤ sx, sy <
(j + 1)wL ]|∀j = 0, 1, · · · , L − 1}. Therefore, the observing
area is partitioned into some clusters as shown in Fig. 2, and
the localization is performed by deciding the correct cluster,
where the abnormality exists. Note that in this case, the shape
of clusters are the same. Therefore, the abnormality location is
distributed uniformly in each cluster. We approximately assume
that the abnormality would be located at the IPs placed at
[(i − 1

2 )wL , (j −
1
2 )wL ]T, where i, j ∈ {1, · · · , L} as shown in

Fig. 2.
Our approach is to find sx using the observations of FC1

and FC2, and sy using the observations of FC2 and FC3. First,
we focus on finding sx. The procedure for sy is similar. We
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convert K samples into one sample by averaging, and define a
new RV as,

Vi
.
=

1

K

K∑
k=1

W k
i =

1

K

K∑
k=1

Y ki

∼ N (m(di),
1

K
m(di)), i ∈ {1, 2}.

If
√
Km(di) ≥ 10, we use Lemma 2 and define a positive RV

as Z12 = V1

V2
, which has approximately a normal distribution

as Z12 ∼ N (µZ12
, σ2
Z12

), where

µZ12
=
m(d1)

m(d2)
= exp(

2wsx − w2

4DTobs
), (14)

σ2
Z12

=
m(d1)

Km2(d2)

(
1 +

m(d1)

m(d2)

)
=

µZ12

Km(d2)

(
1 + µZ12

)
. (15)

Note that the mean and variance of Y ki s, i ∈ {1, 2, 3} depend
on Nr, which is an RV. But the mean of µZ12

is deterministic
and does not depend on Nr. The variance σ2

Z12
in (15) depends

on m(d2), which is the mean number of received molecules by
FC2. It is an RV and its realization is unknown at FC2. In the
following, we approximate m(d2) to find σ2

Z12
.

We estimate m(d2) using the observations Y k2 , k ∈
{1, · · · ,K}; m(d2) is chosen as the minimizer of the mean
square error (MSE)6,

m(d2) ' argmin
m

K∑
k=1

(m− Y k2 )2 =
1

K

K∑
k=1

Y k2 .

We use the above approximation for designing the system
and deriving the decision rules, and it does not effect the
performance analysis of the system (i.e., the probability of error
derivations).

A. Decision Rule

To decide the abnormality location (sx and sy), we define
ix = sx

L
w + 1

2 and iy = sy
L
w + 1

2 , where ix and iy are
independently and uniformly distributed over {1, · · · , L} (i.e.,
p(ix) = p(iy) = 1

L ). Thus, the optimal ML decision rule is

îx = argmax
rj ,j=1,2,···

P [Z12 = z12|ix],

where z12 denotes the realization of Z12. To find a threshold
based decision rule, we consider the log-likelihood ratio (LLR)
as,

Λ(z12) = ln(
P [Z12 = z12|ix]

P [Z12 = z12|ix + 1]
). (16)

Using the normal distribution of Z12, (16) will be reduced into

Λ(z12) = ln
(σZ12|ix+1

σZ12|ix

)
+

(z12 − µZ12|ix+1)2

2σ2
Z12|ix+1

−
(z12 − µZ12|ix)2

2σ2
Z12|ix

,

6If K is large enough and E[.] be the expectation operator, the MSE
approximation tends to E[Y2] = m(d2) (law of large numbers (LLN)).

which can be simplified as,

Λ(z12) = az2
12 + bz12 + c,

where

a =
1

2
(

1

σ2
Z12|ix+1

− 1

σ2
Z12|ix

),

b =
µZ12|ix
σ2
Z12|ix

−
µZ12|ix+1

σ2
Z12|ix+1

,

c =
1

2

(
ln(

σ2
Z12|ix+1

σ2
Z12|ix

) +
µ2
Z12|ix+1

σ2
Z12|ix+1

−
µ2
Z12|ix
σ2
Z12|ix

)
.

We denote the optimal threshold between ix and ix + 1 by
γ(ix), which is obtained by solving Λ(γ(ix)) = 0, and the

optimum decision rule is Λ(z12)
ix
≷
ix+1

0. Noting that a < 0, the

decision rule is obtained as

z12

ix+1

≷
ix

γ(ix) = − b

2a

+
−
√

(
b

2a
)2 − c

a
. (17)

So far, we have discussed the decision rule to find ŝx =
îx
w
L . Note that the ŝy = îy

w
L can also be decided similarly by

considering the Z32 = X3

X2
. Then the location of abnormality

in the observing area is obtained as −→sJ = [ŝx, ŝy]T.

B. Probability of Error

An error occurs when {ŝx 6= sx} or {ŝy 6= sy}. Thus, we
have

Pe = P [ŝx 6= sx ∪ ŝy 6= sy]

=

L∑
ix=1

L∑
iy=1

P [ŝx 6= sx ∪ ŝy 6= sy|(ix, iy)]P [(ix, iy)], (18)

where P [(ix, iy)] = 1
L2 . Using (17), we have

P [ŝx 6= sx ∪ ŝy 6= sy|(ix, iy)]

= 1− P [ŝx = sx ∩ ŝy = sy|iy]

= 1− P [γ(ix − 1) < z12 < γ(ix)]P [γ(iy − 1) < z32 < γ(iy)].

Since Z12 ∼ N (µZ12 , σ
2
Z12

), we have

P [γ(ix − 1) <z12 < γ(ix)]

= Q(
γ(ix − 1)− µZ12

σZ12

)−Q(
γ(ix)− µZ12

σZ12

).

P [γ(iy − 1) < z32 < γ(iy)] can be also obtained similarly.

V. NON-IDEAL COMMUNICATION CHANNEL

In this section, we consider the noise of communication
channel between the FCs and the gateway, which is located
at −→sG. Each FC samples the number of received molecules
in its volume at the sampling times, amplifies the samples
and non-instantaneously release other type of molecules (called
as markers) into the medium, where the number of released
markers is proportional to the received samples. The FC has
a transmitter that controls the number of released markers. An
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example of this model is proposed in [25], [26] and used in
[34], where the transmitter has a molecule storage with surface
outlets. The number of released molecules is a Poisson RV. The
parameter of this variable is determined by the opening size
of the outlets [25]. In [26], this size is controlled by gating
parameter signal (i.e., voltage, ligand concentration).

We assume that each FC uses different types of markers
to amplify and forward its received signal to the gateway.
The gateway is a transparent receiver and has the receptors of
all types of markers. Thus, it receives all types of markers,
independently. For simplicity, we assume that the distances
between the FCs and the gateway are the same and equal to
dFG and the diffusion coefficients for all types of markers used
by FCs are the same and equal to D2.

In the following subsections, we investigate the performance
of collaborative and non-collaborative sensors, in the presence
of noisy channel between the FCs and the gateway.

A. Collaborative Sensors

Each FC obtains K independent samples, amplifies and for-
wards the observed signals with K different markers. Focusing
on the k-th type of markers, the number of released markers
from FCi is αY ki , where α ∈ N is the amplification factor.
The probability of a marker released by FCi be observed after
duration of TG,obs in gateway’s receptor volume is7 [32],

µ̃(dFG, TG,obs) =
VG

4πD2TG,obs
exp (− d2

FG

4D2TG,obs
). (19)

The number of markers observed by the gateway is an RV
as W k

i ∼ Binomial(αY ki , µ̃(dFG, TG,obs)). Since the number
of released markers, αY ki , is large enough, the Binomial
distribution can be approximated by Gaussian as [33, p. 105],

W k
i ∼ N (αY ki µ̃(dFG, TG,obs), αY

k
i µ̃(dFG, TG,obs)). (20)

The best observing time for the gateway is the peak time of the
markers concentration in (19), which is obtained as TG,obs =
d2RG

4D2
. Defining mG(di)

∆
= αY ki µ̃(dFG,

dFG
2

2ND2
), (20) results in

W k
i ∼ N (mG(di),mG(di)). (21)

Due to (4) and (20), RVs di, Y ki , and W k
i form a Markov chain

di → Y ki → W k
i . Note that the mean number of observed

markers at the gateway (i.e., mG(di)) is an RV and the W k
i is

a doubly stochastic RV. The ML decision rule at gateway is

d̂i = argmax
d

P (Wi|d) = argmax
d

K∏
k=1

P (W k
i |d),

7We assume that the volume VG is small enough, such that the concentration
of markers in this volume is uniform.

where

P (W k
i |d) =

∫ ∞
y=0

P (W k
i |Y ki = y, d)P (Y ki = y|d)dy, (22)

P (W k
i = w|Y ki = y, d) = P (W k

i = w|Y ki = y) =(
2π(mG(di)|Y ki = y)

)− 1
2 exp

(
− (w − (mG(di)|Y ki = y)))2

2(mG(di)|Y ki = y)

)
,

P (Y ki = y|d) = (23)(
2πNthMµ(d,

w2

4ND
)
)− 1

2 exp(−
(y −NthMµ(d, w2

4ND ))2

2NthMµ(d, w2

4ND )
).

W k
i is a doubly stochastic RV and as can be seen, (22)

cannot be derived in a closed form. To make the analyzes
tractable, one approach is to approximate the mean of W k

i

with a deterministic variable [35], [36]. We call this method
as mean-value approximation. Thus, we approximate mG(di)
with its mean, E(mG(di)) = αE(Y ki )µ̃(dFG, TG,obs). There-
fore, Y ki ≈ m(di), and mG(di) ≈ αm(di)µ̃(dFG, TG,obs),
(this is equivalent to approximating the probability distribution
function (PDF) of normal distribution in (23) with a Dirac
delta function). We obtain the sub-optimal decision rule similar
to Section III, where the thresholds will be obtained from
(8) by substituting m(rj1) and m(rj1) with E(mG(rj1)) and
E(mG(rj1)), respectively. The accuracy of the above approxi-
mation is confirmed in Section VI.

The probability of error is obtained as (10) where

P [d̂i = xi|di = xi] =

∞∑
y=0

P [Y ki = y|di = xi]×

P
[
τ(xi +

w

L
, xi) <

K∑
k=1

(W k
i |di = xi, Y

k
i = y)2 < τ(xi, xi −

w

L
)
]

'
[
τ(xi +

w

L
, xi) <

K∑
k=1

(W k
i |Y ki = m(di))

2 < τ(xi, xi −
w

L
)
]
.

B. Non-collaborative Sensors

As stated in Section IV, we approximate the ratio of FCs
observations as a normal distribution, in order to analyze
the system performance. We define Z12 = V1

V2
, where Vi =

1
K

∑K
k=1W

k
i ∼ N (mG(di),

1
KmG(di)), for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Using Lemma 2, we have

Z12 ∼ N
(mG(d1)

mG(d2)
,
mG(d1)

m2
G(d2)

(
1 +

mG(d1)

mG(d2)

))
.

The W k
i s and thus Vis are doubly stochastic RVs. Similar to

Subsection V-A, we approximate the observed Y ki by its mean
as Y ki = m(di). Thus, the decision rule and the probability of
error are obtained as (17) and (18) by substituting m(di) with
mG(di) ' αm(di)µ̃(dFG, TG,obs).
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TABLE I
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Symbol Description Value
N number of environment dimensions 2
D Diffusion coefficient of molecules 10−9

w Width of area 10−2

K Number of samples 2
NthM Number of released molecules of each type 106

VF Observing volume of FCi 1.11× 10−7

D2 Diffusion coefficient of the FCs markers 10−10

VG Observing volume of the gateway 1.78× 10−6

α Amplification factor at the FCs 103

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

x 10
5

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

Resolution ((w/L)−2)

P
ro

ba
bi

lit
y 

of
 lo

ca
liz

at
io

n 
er

ro
r

 

 

 Collaborative: Numerical

 Non−collaborative: Numerical

 Collaborative: Simulation

 Non−collaborative: Simulation

N
th

M=3×106

N
th

M=106

N
th

M=2×106

Fig. 4. The probability of error versus the resolution of localization, for ideal
communication channel between FCs and gateway.

VI. NUMERICAL AND SIMULATION RESULTS

System Parameters: The system parameters are shown in
Table I. In order to have a fair comparison of both types of
sensors, we assume that at stop time, Tth, the number of acti-
vated non-collaborative sensors is Nth (i.e., Nr = Nth). Thus,
for both types of collaborative and non-collaborative sensors,
the number of activated sensors, which release molecules, are
equal. Note that in the case of non-collaborative sensors, the
FCs do not know the number of activated sensors.

First, we define the localization resolution as the inverse
of sub-region area in Fig. 2 as (wL )−2. The probability of
localization error versus the resolution is shown in Fig. 4.
Note that for the cases of collaborative and non-collaborative
sensors, two and three FCs are used, respectively. As can be
seen, if the number of released molecules is NthM = 106,
the performance of collaborative sensors is better than non-
collaborative ones. Also we can see that for higher number of
molecules (NthM = 2 × 106, 3 × 106), the non-collaborative
sensors performs better than the collaborative ones for the
medium resolutions, as it uses one more FC for deciding the
location. It is also observed that the probability of localization
error decreases if the total number of molecules increases. The
simulation results are also provided in Fig. 4 for the case
of M = 106, which perfectly validate the numerical results
for collaborative sensors. The gap between the numerical and
simulation results for non-collaborative sensors is due to the
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Fig. 5. The probability of error versus total number of released molecules, for
ideal communication channel between FCs and gateway.

approximation used in Section IV for the ratio of two normal
distributions.

The probability of localization error versus the total number
of molecules, KNthM , is shown in Fig. 5, in the presence
of ideal communication channel between the FCs and the
gateway. As can be seen, the non-collaborative sensors perform
better then the collaborative ones when the number of released
molecules is increased. Since the normal distribution used for
the ratio of gateway observations is more accurate when the
number of molecules is increased. Also we can see that the
error probability increases for higher resolutions (higher values
of L). Similar to Fig. 4, the simulation results validates the
numerical results.

Now, we investigate the performance of the proposed model
in the presence of non-ideal (noisy) communication channel
between the FCs and gateway. The probability of localization
error is plotted versus the amplification factor α for different
distances between the FCs and gateway. As shown in Fig. 6,
the probability of localization error is decreasing versus the
amplification factor. The performance of collaborative sensors
is better for lower amplification factors. The error is higher
for longer distances dFG and the simulation results validate
the numerical results. Also from Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, it can
be seen that the effect of α on the probability of error is
similar to the effect of number of molecules (NthM ). Because,
the decision rules and the probabilities of error depend on
m(di) for the case of ideal channel between the FCs and
gateway, and mG(di) for the case of non-ideal communica-
tion channel. Reminding that m(di)=NthMµ(di,

w2

4ND ) and
mG(di) ' αm(di)µ̃(dFG, TG,obs), the effect of NthM and α
on Pe would be similar.

In Fig. 7, we plot the histogram and the approximated PDF
of the number of markers observed at the gateway, for different
values of amplification factor α. The PDF is obtained by
approximating the number of molecules observed at the FC
with its mean value. As can be seen, two results are close
to each other, which confirms the accuracy of the mean-value
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Fig. 6. The probability of error versus the amplification factor, for non-ideal
channel between FCs and gateway, where NthM = 108
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Fig. 7. The approximated PDF and the histogram of the observed signal at
the gateway, where d1 = 8.3× 10−4 and dFG = 5w

approximation used in Section V.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we consider a general setup to perform joint
sensing, communication and localization of a silent abnormality
with molecular communication. We investigate the abnormality
localization problem in a 2-D medium, with no physical access
to the abnormality point, with three types of devices: the
mobile sensors, FCs, and a gateway. We consider two types
of collaborative and non-collaborative sensors, and study both
cases of ideal and noisy communication channel between the
FCs and gateway. For the collaborative sensors, we obtain
the ML decision rule and sub-optimum thresholds, and derive
the probability of error. For the non-collaborative sensors,
we faced doubly stochastic RVs, which make our analyzes
difficult. To overcome this problem, we use the ratio of gateway
observations, and obtain the ML decision rule and probability
of error in a closed form. For the case of noisy communi-
cation channel between the FCs and gateway, we use mean-
value approximations for doubly stochastic RVs to obtain the
decision rules and probabilities of error. It is observed that the
noncollaborative sensors performs better that the collaborative

ones when the number of molecules is increased. The proposed
model can also be extended into a 3-D environment easily by
utilizing one more FC.

APPENDIX A
LEMMAS 1 AND 2

Lemma 1 [37, p. 262]: If we have K independent RVs Xi ∼
N (µi, σ

2
i ), i = 1, · · · ,K, then the RV Zi =

∑K
k=1

(
Xi

σi

)2

has a non-central Chi-squared distribution with the following
cumulative distribution function (CDF).

P [Zi < x] = 1−QK
2

(
√
λ,
√
x),

where λ =
∑K
k=1

(
µi

σi

)2

, and QM (a, b) is Marcum Q-function,
defined as follows [38].

QM (a, b) =

∫ ∞
b

x
(x
a

)M−1

exp

(
−x

2 + a2

2

)
IM−1(ax) dx,

where IM−1 is modified Bessel function of order M − 1.

Lemma 2 [39]: Let V1 and V2 be two independent RVs as
Vi ∼ N (µi, σ

2
i ), i = 1, 2, such that 0 < σ1/µ1 < λ ≤ 1

and 0 < σ2/µ2 ≤
√
λ2 − (σ1/µ1)2 < λ, where λ is a known

constant. For any Z that belongs to the interval [β − σz

λ , β +
σz

λ ], where β = µ1/µ2, and σz = β
√

(σ1

µ1
)2 + (σ2

µ2
)2, satisfies

that |G(z) − FZ(z)| < ε, for every ε > 0, where G(z) is the
distribution function of a normal RV with mean β and variance
σ2
z , and FZ(z) is the distribution function of Z = V1/V2.
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