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Abstract—Detection and classification of vehicles are very
significant components in an Intelligent-Transportation System.
Existing solutions not only use heavy-weight and costly equip-
ment, but also largely depend on constant cloud (Internet)
connectivity, as well as adequate uninterrupted power-supply.
Such dependencies make these solutions fundamentally imprac-
tical considering the possible adversities of outdoor environment
as well as requirement of correlated wide-area operation. For
practical use, apart from being technically sound and accurate,
a solution has to be lightweight, cost-effective, easy-to-install,
flexible as well as supporting efficient time-correlated cover-
age over large area. In this work we propose an IoT-assisted
strategy to fulfil all these goals together. We adopt a top-down
approach where we first introduce a lightweight framework for
time-correlated low-cost wide-area measurement and then reuse
the concept for developing the individual measurement units.
Our extensive outdoor measurement studies and trace-based
simulation on the empirical data show about 98% accuracy in
vehicle detection and upto 93% of accuracy in classification of
the vehicles over moderately busy urban roads.

Index Terms—Vehicle Detection, Vehicle Classification, RF-
Assisted, Synchronous Transmission

I. INTRODUCTION

Efficient management of traffic is an extremely signifi-
cant issue in the context of a smart-city or an intelligent-
transportation system. Real-time understanding of the traffic
through dynamic/on-the-fly classification of the vehicles is a
crucial step towards that [9]. Existing works to achieve the
same are either based on (i) camera, (ii) special-sensors, or
(iii) RF. A major fraction of the works use still-image/video
camera [4] and exploit computer-vision to accomplish the
goal. These works need to employ a set of costly equipment
over road-side and assume the availability of constant power
supply to operate [19]. They also use sophisticated ML/AI
tools for image/video based detection of the vehicles and their
classification which also require either presence of powerful
computing facility on the spot or good network bandwidth for
dynamic assistance from cloud servers [3].

Special sensors such as, loop-detectors [12], accelerom-
eter [18], magnetometer [32], infrared [20], acoustic [26]
and several others have been used for vehicle detection and
classification. However these works need special road-side
installation support and substantial assistance from cloud to
carry out the job. Different RF technologies including ZigBee
[11], WiFi [34], [35], BLE [2], have been also used for the
same purpose. Vehicles passing over the roads can create an

obstructing effect over the RF signals. RF based works mainly
exploit this fact for detection and classification of the vehicles.

For a vehicle detection and classification solution to be
practically useful, it is anticipated to bear a set of salient
features as listed below. (a) The solution should be expandable
to cover a wide-area and support easy coordination among
all the units. (b) Cost involved to develop each unit should
be low enough so that wide-area coverage is feasible. (c)
It should be flexible and can get easily installed in outdoor
environments despite of the possible hostilities and should
not depend on any special infrastructure. (d) The processing
should be simple enough so that use of cloud is minimized. (e)
It should be able to operate using battery-power as and when
needed. (f) All the units should be able to collect /exchange
time-correlated data in real-time with each other for smooth
system-wide coordination. Detailed study of the existing works
(see next section) reveals that, while each of them focus on
certain specific issues, in general they fail to satisfy all the
above mentioned requirements together.

In this work we propose an IoT-assisted low-power RF
based lightweight solution that addresses most of the above
mentioned conditions. Our work mainly exploits the character-
istics of the disruptions in the low-power RF communication
links in IoT caused by the vehicles [28], [27]. In contrast
to the existing works that study RF [25], [1] through a
very controlled and localized setting, in the current work we
demonstrate design and development of a complete stand-
alone system to solve the whole problem satisfying most of
the prime requirements.

Fundamentally, there are two challenges in solving the
problem using low-power RF. (i) Degradation of the quality
of links is used as the foundation of detection and classi-
fication. Although it goes in favor with the low-power RF
communication, at the same time, it becomes challenging to
use the same mechanism to develop a complete protocol with
support for end-to-end coordination. (ii) A sufficient number
of packets require to collide with a vehicle and the quality
of their reception is to be analyzed on-the-fly for such a
strategy to work. However, this is hard without any controlled-
setting/specialized arrangements since due to the mobility of
the vehicles, the time for which a single vehicle can obstruct
a communication link is very low.

Under traditional Asynchronous-Transmission (AT) based
strategies, its quite hard to address these issues while at
the same time keeping the strategy lightweight, real-time as
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well as support end-to-end coordination over wide-area. In
this work we propose a Synchronous-Transmission (ST) based
framework to solve the problem. ST has gained quite a good
popularity with several recent studies [7], [13] in the context of
IoT/WSN because of its ability to achieve quite high reliability
under low-latency and low-radio-on time. In a nutshell, in
contrast to the existing works, here we adopt a top-down
approach where we first focus towards design and development
of an ST based efficient framework for time-correlated real-
time measurement over wide area and next address the issue
of cost-effective and efficient measurement in each unit.

The main contributions from the work can be summarized
as follows.

• An ST based framework has been proposed for time-
correlated detection and classification of vehicles in real-
time over wide-area.

• Lightweight ML-models have been used in low-power
low-cost off-the-shelf IoT-edge-devices for on-the-fly de-
tection as well as classification of the vehicles into three
classes, namely, small, medium and large (based on size)
without any assistance from cloud.

• The proposed system is implemented in Contiki OS for
TelosB devices and extensively studied through network
emulation platform as well as outdoor experiments over
multiple different places over a city.

• Our trained model exhibits a detection accuracy of 98.8%
with quite descent classification accuracy of 91.3%,
92.3% and 93.8% for small, medium and large size
vehicles, respectively.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
provides a summary of the related works. Section III reports
a brief description of the background. Section IV provides a
detailed description of the design of the proposed framework.
Metrics/features used in the proposed strategy have been
discussed in Section V. Subsequently, Section VI and VII
describe the efficacy and efficiency of the proposed strategy
for detection of the vehicles. Section VIII details the design
of the proposed vehicle classification strategy and Section IX
provides the evaluation study of the same in outdoor settings.
Finally, Section X provides an network emulation based study
of the proposed strategy and its ability of wide-area time-
correlated operation.

II. RELATED WORKS

Here we provide a comprehensive summary of the existing
works on vehicle detection and classification with respect to
the expected features as discussed in the Section I.

Cost-effectiveness: The first step towards a cost-effective
deployment of a complete system covering a large area, is
to have a cost-optimized implementation of a single unit.
Video/images [4], [6], [16] based solutions use costly hard-
ware equipment for recording of the vehicles. Sensor assisted
solutions also mostly need to depend on installation of costly
infrastructure [17] for appropriate functioning of the sensors.
In principle, RF based solutions do not need any such costly
equipment [2], [15], [11]. However, the way RF has been used
so far, it also involves high cost per unit for the necessary setup

for controlled measurement of physical layer parameters (e.g.,
signal strength) [35], [34], [33]. In contrast, in this work we
use low-power RF communication between off-the-shelf IoT-
devices and in-device recording as well as lightweight analysis
of the data which by default optimizes the cost per unit.

Flexibility/Infrastructure: Vehicle detection and classifi-
cation task is mostly supposed to be carried out in an outdoor
environment. Unlike friendly indoor environment, an outdoor
is considered to be quite hostile and dynamic. Thus, flexibility
and easy re-installation support for a solution is very impor-
tant. Camera-based solutions naturally need special installation
of the costly-camera and their proper maintenance. Sensor
assisted solutions also need specialized installation of the
sensors. For instance, the intrusive sensors such as acoustic-
sensor [26], light-sensor [30], magnetometer [32], [31], loop
detector [12], piezoelectric sensor [22], vibration [29], [23]
etc., first need to get appropriately installed on the pavement
surfaces. High installation costs, traffic disruption during in-
stallation, maintenance, etc., are some of the disadvantage of
such approach. In contrast, in the current work we use off-
the-shelf battery-operated small-size IoT-devices to serve the
purpose. The IoT-devices can be installed at any locations
facing the road, e.g., road-side tree/lamp-posts etc. It does not
need any special structure and hence supports flexibility and
easy re-installation quite well.

Energy-requirement/Power-supply: In general all the ex-
isting works assumes availability of adequate and uninter-
rupted source of power (e.g., wall-power) for carrying out the
job. In contrast, our design exploits low-power IoT-systems
and hence, largely relaxes this requirement. In particular, the
framework we propose here can sustain its operation for a
substantial amount of time over battery power. Moreover, the
system can be appropriately tuned to run over battery power
for longer time also.

Cloud Assistance/Computation-cost: All the Camera
based solutions [6], [16], [4], [20] need to run complex
algorithms in the back-end for processing of the images/video
data. To carry out such processing, constant cloud connectivity
is a must. Frequent communication with cloud with large
data creates a serious bottleneck in mass application of such
solution over a large area. As a common trend in the current
design policies in general the interaction with the cloud and
the edge systems is supposed to be minimal [36]. In the IoT-
assisted approach proposed in this work, we keep the process
very simple so that it can be performed in low-power small-
size IoT-devices itself without any explicit requirement of
cloud connectivity.

Wide-area Synchronized measurement: Most of the exist-
ing works mainly discuss about the detection and classification
of the vehicles at a single place [2], [34]. However, in the
context of a smart-city/intelligent-transportation, the solution
needs to be not only replicated at multiple locations, but also
the measurements carried out at these different locations need
to be time-correlated to support fruitful on-the-fly system-wide
analysis. Our proposed IoT-based framework, apart from being
a cost-effective and easy-to-use solution, takes care of these
vital issues which is largely missing in the existing works.
Intrinsically, our proposed framework does not depend on
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Work Class Key
equipment Accuracy Cost per-unit is it flexibility ? Infrastructure

necessary ?
Cloud 

assistance 
necessary ?

Computation 
cost?

Wide-area 
sync possible?

Easy 
utilization ?

Energy 
requirement 

Chen et al, 2015 
Camera

Camera (Image) 95% High Not flexible Yes Required High No No High
Dong et al, 2015 Camera (Video) 92% High Not flexible Yes Required High No No High
Liang et al, 2015 Camera 80% High Not flexible Yes Required High No No High
Rajab et al, 2014

 Sensor

Piezo Electric 87% Low Not flexible No Not required High No No Low
Odat et al, 2018 PIR+Ultrasonic 99% High Not flexible Yes Not required High No No High
Stocker et al, 2014 Vibration 80% Medium Not flexible Yes Not required High No No Low
Taghvaeeyan et al, 
2014 Magnetometer 95% Medium Not flexible Yes Not required High No No Low

Jeng et al, 2014 Loop detector 92% Medium Not flexible Yes Not required High No No Low
M. Won et al, 2020

RF

WiFi 91% High Not flexible Yes Not required High No No High
Li et al, 2016 ZigBee - Low Flexible Yes Not required Low No No Low
Bernas et al, 2018 BLE 97% Medium Flexible Yes Not required Low No No Low
Our Approach 
(LiVeR)

802.15.4 93% Low-cost Flexible No Not-required Low Yes Yes Low

TABLE I
SUMMARY OF THE EXISTING WORKS ON VEHICLE DETECTION AND CLASSIFICATION.

the conventional 3G/4G/LTE network. Rather it is designed
as an ST based independent IoT-system connecting all its
units carrying out measurements at different locations, thus
inherently supporting the time-correlated measurements.

System-wide analysis: The primary goal of wide-area
detection and classification is to enable the traffic manage-
ment system to take appropriate decision dynamically. In the
existing works, the only option is to upload the data collected
from each unit to a cloud server, analyze them centrally
and take decision. However, conveying data to the cloud
at every time epoch from every measurement unit installed
over a large area would naturally result in huge bandwidth
consumption, causing network-congestion and in turn heavily
degrading the real-time flavor of a solution. None of the
existing works pay attention to this serious concern [2], [34],
[33]. The proposed IoT-assisted solution in the current work,
in contrast, by the virtue of the existing rich IoT-protocol-base
[8], [13], can carry out in-network data processing to support
on-the-fly end-to-end collaborative decision making in real-
time without any active help from cloud ensuring much faster
traffic management and control.

Table I shows the summary of the review of the existing
works. Each row in the table talks about the availability of
the necessary features in an individual work. The specific
issues that are favorable towards its practical deployment is
marked with gray background. In a nutshell, it is found that
although each of the existing solutions, has certain positive
side(s), almost none of them addresses all the desired qualities
together.

III. BACKGROUND

Communication hindrance in a low-power IoT-systems
caused by the large vehicles passing over the roads have been
reported by several works so far [25], [28]. Such adversity
motivates us to use a low-power communication protocol as
a cost-effective and lightweight “sensor” for vehicles and
their classification. However, at the same, possibility of se-
vere disturbances caused by the vehicles fetches significant

challenge in developing a full system solely using a low-power
technology. Essentially, it points towards devising a way where
first, we have a robust low-power communication protocol and
next, the vehicular adversity is allowed to cause deterioration
to the protocol in a very controlled way.

Under traditional AT based communication in a WSN/IoT
system, to carry out sustained low-power operation the devices
require to do duty-cycling (periodic ON and OFF) of their
RF-transceiver unit since it consumes the maximum power in
the device. For a network-wide end-to-end communication,
the nodes gradually get tied up with each others’ duty-
cycle in a systematic fashion. For instance in the well-known
data-collection protocol CTP [10] a source node syncs its
duty-cycle with its immediate parent, i.e., the node that is
assigned the responsibility to forward its data towards the sink
node. Although WSN/IoT systems operate under a wireless
broadcast medium, such pair-wise tying up highly limits the
connectivity among the nodes which makes the system more
prone to temporal link disturbances, e.g., disturbances caused
by the vehicular obstacles in an urban environment.

In contrast, ST-based protocols are organized in an abso-
lutely different way. The devices, under ST, try their best to
avoid collision among packets with the help of physical layer
phenomena called Constructive-Interference (CI) or Capture-
Effect (CE)[14]. However, for this to happen the protocol
mainly requires the data packets having identical content to
be transmitted by every node. Therefore, usually flooding of a
data unit is considered to be the basic unit of communication
under ST.

Glossy: The pioneering protocol Glossy [8] shows how
flooding can be achieved in a very compact form using ST.
The process starts with a single node broadcasting the data
packet to be disseminated over the system. It is received at
the same time by all the first-hop neighbors of the initiator.
Through appropriate time-adjustment, the protocol arranges
the re-transmissions of the received packet from every first-
hop node in a way so that instead of colliding they results in
CI/CE and subsequently second-hop neighbors of the initiator
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successfully decode the packet. The process cascades this way
until the full-network is covered. To ensure complete network
coverage, every node repeats the transmission of a packet a
pre-decided number times (referred to as NTX) with each
transmission followed by a one reception.

An ST based flooding, thus, successfully exploits the
strength of the redundant transmissions of packets from multi-
ple different source nodes in the best possible way. This makes
it inherently much more resilient to the degradation of the
links caused by vehicular obstructions compared to the AT
based strategies. In the next section we describe how we use
ST-based flooding to build a framework to serve our purpose.

IV. DESIGN OF THE FRAMEWORK

The design of the framework is supposed to address two
conflicting goals. Firstly, we try to exploit the characteristics of
the degradation of low-power communication links. Secondly,
we also aim to build a lightweight low-cost framework based
on the same low-power communication technology. For the
first goal, we need to make a certain number of packets
collide with the vehicles in a controlled way as well as
analyze their reception status on-the-fly in the devices itself
which is fundamentally impossible to arrange without the
accomplishment of the second goal.

We use an ST-based top-down approach to meet both
the goals together. Unlike other existing works, we first
think about design of a platform which can support a time-
correlated operation over an wide-area. The ST-based fast
flooding protocol Glossy is used to form the said platform.
Next, inside this robust framework, in a controlled way, we
inscribe an independent small module that allows itself to
degrade as per the passage of the vehicles for a defined small
period. In particular, for this purpose we use an independent
instance of Glossy itself in a sensitive-mode by sufficiently
lowering the transmission power level. The whole process
repeats periodically so that the system keeps on running safely
while producing enough scope for carrying out the necessary
measurements.
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Fig. 1. Possible deployment of the Measurement-Points (MP) and
Forwarding-Nodes (FN) over an area in a city.

Figure 1 shows a schematic of the deployment of the off-the-
shelf IoT-devices over a possible target area. The devices can

be deployed in either of the two forms - (a) as a Forwarding-
Node (denoted by FN-i in the figure) or (b) as a part of a
specially designed Measurement-Point (MP) (denoted by MP-
i in the figure) as described later. An MP is composed of two
low-power WSN/IoT-edge devices installed at the two opposite
sides of a road. Figure 2(c) magnifies a single MP while Figure
2(a) shows placement of two MPs over a road. The two devices
in an MP are referred to as the initiator and the receiver. All
the MPs and FN all together form a connected network/ IoT-
system.

The overall process runs as a periodic repetition of the
three phases: (i) In the first-step, Glossy runs over the full
system for time-synchronization and sharing of necessary
control information. The robustness of Glossy ensures that
the platform keeps on running despite random failures of
the links at various location of the network due to vehicular
obstructions. This phase is referred to as a Synchronization
and Control Phase (SCPhase). (ii) Subsequently, the process
enter to the second-step, where only the devices within an
MP executes Glossy in a sensitive low-power mode. This is
referred to as Detection and Classification Phase (DCPhase).
The pattern of the degradation is captured in the devices itself
and is analyzed on-the-fly through a light-weight ML strategy
to detect the presence of the vehicles and their classification.
(iii) Finally, there is an optional third-step referred to as
Interaction-Phase (IPhase) where the MPs interact with each
other and derive/share useful information for system-wide
coordination and decision making.

Glossy-Period (GP) & Glossy-Duration (GD): The three-
phase process described above runs in a periodic fashion with
a defined period and defined duration for each of the three
phases as per requirement. Figure 2(b) pictorially depicts this
arrangement in the form of a time-diagram. GP is the period
set for the whole process. GD is part of the period where the
actual data communication takes place. By the virtue of ST
based mechanism Glossy inherently executes very fast. For
instance, to cover a 100-node ZigBee network spread over
about 5 hops, Glossy takes about 10 - 20 ms to achieve a full
network-wide one-to-all dissemination. Thus, for SCPhase,
GD is decided based on the size of the full network (we refer
this as GDs) while in DCPhase it is set based on the controlled
time we would like the RF packets to interact with vehicles
(referred as GDd). GP is set only for the SCPhase.

V. FEATURES/METRICS

The whole concept behind the work is centered around
controlled measurement of the characteristics of the degra-
dation of the performance of Glossy in the DCPhase due
to interaction with the passage of the vehicles. To serve
the purpose, we intentionally make the protocol sensitive to
vehicular disturbances by reducing the transmission power
level appropriately so that it works normally when there is
no traffic but degrades gracefully with the presence of traffic.

Physical-layer (PHY) parameters such as RSSI, and LQI
have been used in several prior works [24], [28], [11], [15] to
characterize the changes in the RF communication during the
passage of vehicles. However, in order to realize a lightweight
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Fig. 2. Part (a) (left side) of shows a road with two MPs (MP1 and MP2).
Part (b) shows the time-diagram of the execution of the proposed three-
phase framework. Part (c) shows the operation of an MP minutely, where
the transmission of packets between the initiator and the receiver (shown by
arrows) get partially or fully obstructed by the vehicles.

and easier analysis of the measurement data in resource-
constrained IoT-devices in this work we go for capturing the
Data Link Layer (DLL) parameters instead of the raw PHY
parameters. Although disturbances in the DLL parameters is
fundamentally an artifact of the same in the PHY parameters,
moving to a higher layer in the network stack provides a
natural filtering of the effects which in turn makes the process
of analysis simpler and quicker. The DLL performance metrics
which we use as a set of features in this study are detailed
next.

Timeout-Count (TC): A Glossy initiator automatically
makes multiple attempts to send a packet to the receiver in
case it does not get any response back from it. TC refers to
the total number of times the initiator tries. TC is ideally 1
without presence of any vehicle and increases depending on
the degree of the obstruction.

Latency (LT): It refers to the time taken by a receiver node
(non-initiator) to successfully receive the data transmitted by
the initiator. Note that reception of at least one packet out of
NTX is enough for the receiver. In DCPhase, in absence of any
vehicle LT is, thus, supposed to be very minimal. However,
due to the failures in reception of the packets by the receiver
due to vehicular obstruction, LT goes higher.

Reception-Count (RXCT): In Glossy, an initiator sends
NTX packets. Hence, in an off-road setting, receiver is sup-
posed to receive almost all the NTX packets. However, due to
the vehicular obstruction, either some of the packets may get
lost or all the transmissions might not get completed by the
time GDd. Thus, the number of packets received in the receiver
side gets lesser than NTX due to vehicular obstructions which
we also use as a feature.

Radio-On time (RO): RO is the time taken to complete
all of the NTX number of packet transmissions by a node.
In Glossy every node (except initiator) transmits only after
a reception. If a packet gets lost it may be re-transmitted
stretching the completion of the communication process within
GDd or the process itself may fail to convey all NTX packets

because of limited GDd. To capture all sorts of such variations
caused by vehicular obstruction we include RO also as a
feature.

While we mainly focus on the DLL metrics, the two primary
PHY metrics RSSI and LQI are also logged for analysis. By
the virtue of our proposed framework we successfully capture
the RSSI and LQI in a discrete form (pair of values for
each packet). We calculate the average and standard deviation
of these RSSI and LQI values over all the packets during
DCPhase in the devices. We refer to these as RSSI-avg, RSSI-
stddev, LQI-avg and LQI-stddev.

VI. MEASUREMENT STUDY

The proposed framework is implemented in Contiki OS
for TelosB devices. We carry out an extensive outdoor link
measurement study with a single MP composed of a of TelosB
devices installed at the two opposite sides of a road at a
distance of 12 meters from each other (as shown in Figure
2(c)). The experiment is repeated at several places over the
Bhubaneswar city. In our experimental setup, both the initiator
and the receiver are connected with laptop for logging data
(see Figure 2(c)). Video of the whole measurement process is
recorded as a Ground-Truth (GT).

Figure 3 plots all the four DLL metrics and two PHY
metrics over a seven-minute of measurement data. For an
overall understanding we also measure the Reliability (R) of
the Glossy instance in the DCPhase. Reliability of a Glossy
instance is considered to be 100% in case at least one of
the NTX transmission attempts from the initiator reaches the
receiver. Thus, value of R can be mostly 1. However, it may
also go to 0 when the adversity is so serious that none of the
NTX packets could reach the receiver. Figure 3(d) shows the
plot of R.

We annotate the data based on GT and find that the readings
of all the metrics successfully capture the disturbances caused
by every passage of the vehicles through the MP in a very
correlated way. Several such cases are shown using dashed
rectangles in Figure 3. While, LT and TC both are found to be
exhibiting a sharp and wide change over occurrences of almost
all types of vehicles, RO is found to be showing mostly a
binary pattern with a high value indicating the presence of the
vehicles and a low value indicating absence. RXCT behaves
in an exactly opposite way. When there is no vehicle, all the
NTX transmissions and receptions complete fast and naturally
RXCT goes high. Whereas, it goes low with the presence of
the vehicles.

It can be observed that although RSSI-avg hardly shows any
correlation with the disturbances, RSSI-stddev shows a good
match and also mostly correlates with TC. The same nature
is visible in LQI-stddev. However, from visual inspection of
the difference between the patterns produced by PHY metrics
and DLL metrics w.r.t GT it can be understood that PHY
metrics change in a more continuous form while DLL metrics
appropriately discretizes the measurements which ultimately
becomes very instrumental in simplifying the process of clas-
sification in resource constrained devices.
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VII. VEHICLE DETECTION

In the measurement experiments reported in the previous
section, to make DCPhase sensitive and SCPhase resilient to
the obstruction created by the passage of the vehicles, we
set the Transmission-Power-Levels (TXP) in these two phases
as 15 and 31. These values are reported with respect to the
power-levels of CC2420 (the 802.15.4 compatible radio used
in TelosB). It allows 32 different power-levels starting from 0
to 31. Inset in Figure 4(b) shows the received power in dBm
at the receiver of an MP when a packet is transmitted at some
of these power levels from the transmitter in our experimental
setting.

The detection efficiency of the proposed framework strongly
depends on the sensitivity of DCPhase w.r.t. the passage of the
vehicles. Intuitively, a low-strength signal gets more affected
due to the vehicular obstructions, while a higher strength signal

acquires the ability to tolerate the disturbances. Thus, although
low signal strength goes in our favor, setting too low power-
level in DCPhase may have undesired effects due to either
complete abolition of the packet or result in inadequate residue
strength which may not get detected by the receiver. To get a
clear understanding, we repeat the measurement study under
different TXP in both off-road (without traffic) and on-road
(with traffic, over a moderately busy road) setting. All the
metrics are measured over 5000 iterations with transmission
power level starting from 3 (-98 dBm at the receiver) upto 31
(highest, -66 dBm at the receiver as shown in Figure 4(c)).

Figure 4(a) shows the plot of R in a general Glossy protocol.
In off-road setting, a drastic drop is visible in R below TXP 11.
Whereas above TXP 25, reliability is found to be staying above
99% even in on-road setting. Based on this study, (i) we select
TXP above 25 for SCPhase to keep the system running despite
of the vehicular obstructions, while (ii) set TXP between 11
and 25 for DCPhase to induce controlled sensitivity.

We carry out extensive outdoor experiments with the same
setup at a number of different power levels between 11 and
25 and measure all the metrics. Figure 5 shows the plots
average LT, TC, RO, and RXCT and their standard deviation
over all these experiments in both on-road and off-road. As
visible from the results, at TXP above 11 all the metrics are
quite stable in off-road setting and do not show any variation.
However, all of them are found to be widely varying under
on-road setting (as visible through the standard deviation/error-
bars in Figure 5). In general the lesser the TXP the wider the
variation.

It can be inferred from the study above that any TXP
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Fig. 5. Effect of TXP on the metrics Latency, Timeout-Count, Reception-
count and Radio-On time measured in DCPhase.

above 11 (and below 25) is quite good for detection purpose.
However, to automate the detection process based on the on-
the-fly measurements of the metrics, we use a lightweight ML
strategy known as SVM. The 80% of the collected data are
used for training an SVM based binary classifier. The rest of
the data are used for recalling/testing. The process is repeated
for each of the four metrics. Figure 4(b) shows the accuracy
(w.r.t. GT) results while recalling at different TXP using the
metric LT. The accuracy is found to be quite high in the range
of TXP 11 to 21. For TXP higher than 21, medium and lower
size vehicles failed to make enough impact on the protocol.
Similar behavior is observed for the other three metrics too.

VIII. VEHICLE CLASSIFICATION

With reasonable success in detection, we move for the
next step, i.e., classification. Basic measurements studies as
depicted in Figure 3 quite clearly shows that the DCPhase gets
affected differently by different type of vehicles. For instance,
passage of a truck results in more rise in LT, TC and more drop
in RXCT than a car. In general, the disturbances in almost all
the metrics varies with the size/volume of the vehicle with
which the DCPhase collides. In this section we study how
well such differences can be captured and used for vehicle
classification through the proposed lightweight framework.

We define three classes of vehicles based on their sizes:
(a)Type-S: These are small-sized vehicles, e.g., van, auto, etc.
(b) Type-M: These are medium-sized vehicles, e.g., SUV, big-
size car etc., and (c) Type-L: These are large-sized vehicles,
e.g., truck, bus, etc. Notation Type-N is used to indicate no-
vehicle present.

As a first step we try to understand the impact of these
types of the vehicles on the four metrics based on the already
collected experiment data and the corresponding GT. Figure
6 shows the distribution of the possible values of the four
metrics (TC, LT, RO and RXCT) for four different classes. For
quick comparison, we group the possible values for each of
the different metrics and calculate the number of iterations of
DCPhase that satisfy each of these groups for each of the four
different classes of vehicles. Although the distribution of the
values approximately correlate with the type of the vehicles,
we found many cases where the metrics show similar behavior
for different vehicle classes which naturally tends to make the

automation of the classification process complex. Our detailed
study and analysis of the distributions of the metrics reveal
two primary sources of such ambiguity. In the following we
describe them and discuss the solution approach.
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Fig. 6. Distribution of the metrics TC, LT, RO, and RXCT for vehicles
of Type-L, Type-M, Type-S, and Type-N referred to as L, M, S, and N,
respectively, under PG.

A. Lack of persistent communication

DCPhase runs a normal Glossy instance under low TXP
in a two-node setting. The sole intention is to make the
Glossy packets get obstructed by the vehicles in a way so that
the impact recorded through the features/metrics can identify
the type of the vehicle. However, since there is actually no
control over the exact way a Glossy packet may collide with
a vehicles, it is always to good to have a sufficient number
of such collision instances even for a single vehicle. To make
this happen, the transmissions from the initiator node has to
be persistent in nature, i.e., initiator should keep on sending
the packets as soon as possible even in case it detects that the
last packet was lost.

However, Glossy being originally a multi-hop protocol,
such persistent behavior is implemented only for the very
first packet transmitted from the initiator. From an initiator’s
perspective, when it hears nothing after the its first transmis-
sion, there are two possibilities (i) first-hop nodes could not
hear anything from the initiator, or, ii) the reply packet from
the first-hop nodes got lost. But initiator cannot distinguish
between these two cases. Therefore, it waits for a safe period
called initiator-time-out and then re-transmit the same packet.
Moreover, once the first packet successfully goes through, the
same mechanism cannot get repeated for the other packets.
These issues substantially reduces the possible number of
collision of the packets with a vehicle.

Solution: Dynamics of the Glossy in DCPhase in a two-
node setting, is absolutely different from the same in a multi-
hop setting. In DCPhase, each of the NTX transmissions
can operate in a persistent mode. To enhance the scope of
collision further (as explained next), we split a Glossy instance
into NTX number of persistent Glossy instances each having
NTX=1, with a gap between two consecutive instances. Each
instance is set with a very short value of initiator-time-out.
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B. Interaction between DCPhase and vehicles
The time a vehicle gets for interaction with the DCPhase

is a very important issue and it depends on the size as well
as speed of the vehicles. It has been seen that under low-
power communication, the main disturbances happen when a
vehicle crosses the line-of-sight (LoS) between the sender and
the receiver [25], [28]. Let us define the quantity Contact-
Period (CP) as the amount of time a vehicle takes to cross the
LoS in an MP. Figure 7(a) shows approximate CP values for
different types of vehicles at different speed. It can be seen that
the minimum CP considering all the realistic cases is about
250 ms. This implies that GP of SCPhase must be at least
250 ms. Since the proposed detection strategy uses a single
instance of Glossy in the DCPhase, the detection accuracy
drastically drops with the increase in the GP of SCPhase as
shown in Figure 7(b). This is because with higher GP, most
of the vehicles just passes through the MP without getting a
chance to collide with the Glossy packets.
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Fig. 7. Part (a) shows Contact-Period (CP) for different size and speed of the
vehicles and part (b) shows the detection accuracy for different Glossy-Periods
(GP) of SCPhase.
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tsctsc-gap

SCPhase
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Fig. 8. Pictorial representation of the constraints summarized in Equation 4.
Solution: Splitting of a single Glossy instance into multiple

instances, is a step towards solving the aforementioned prob-
lem. The individual instances of Glossy should be scheduled
in a way so that the vehicles having the minimum size as
well as maximum speed (i.e., the minimum possible Contact-
Period (CP)) also should get at least one scope of interaction
with the Glossy packets. In the following we derive a set of
constraints that can be used as a guideline for scheduling the
Glossy instances inside an SCPhase.

Let us consider tCP-min to be the minimum CP. As shown
in Figure 8, considering two consecutive instances of Glossy
with NTX=1 (N1 and N2), each having duration of tdc, the
gap between them, i.e., tdc-gap should be set in a way so that
it meets the following constraint.

tCP-min > tdc + tdc-gap + tdc. (1)

Similar constraint can be applied for the gap between
SCPhase and the first Glossy instance in DCPhase, i.e., tscdc-gap
as,

tCP-min > tsc + tscdc-gap, (2)

where tsc is the duration of the Glossy in SCPhase. From
Equation 1 and 2, we can conclude,

tCP-min > tdc + tdc-gap + tdc ≥ tsc + tscdc-gap. (3)

Considering a complete period of SCPhase, all the con-
straints can summarized as follows -

2tsc + tsc-gap > tCP-min > 2tdc + tdc-gap ≥ tsc + tscdc-gap. (4)

Normal
(Case-1) 

Vehicle Detected
(Case-2) 

(a) PG

(b) MPG

(c) DMPG

Vehicle Detected
(Case-3) 

SCPhase DCPhase IPhase 

IPhase

IPhase IPhase

IPhase

IPhase IPhase

IPhase

IPhase

Glossy(SCPhase) period 

IPhase

1 2 3
1 2 3

Fig. 9. Time diagram of the three strategies. (a) PG: The transmissions in
DCPhase happens within a single Glossy run. (b) MPG: Instead of a single
Glossy instance, a series of Glossy instances (each with NTX=1) are used to
uniformly cover the SPhase. (c) DMPG: Same as MPG with more frequent
execution of the Glossy instances on demand. For example, Case-1 is same
as MPG, while in Case-2, the vehicle is detected in the starting and hence,
all the instances are run sequentially. In Case-3, the vehicle is detected little
later hence, the rest of the Glossy instances only are repeated sequentially.

C. Design: Re-organizing DCPhase

Based on the constraints explained above, we design two
strategies as described below.

1) Multiple Plain Glossy (MPG): A consecutive NI number
of instances each having NTX=1 are scheduled based on
the SCPhase period. Thus, in a nutshell, the SCPhase
period is equally divided into multiple parts based on
tCP-min to balance both minimum energy consumption
and enough interaction of the vehicles with Glossy
instances.

2) Dynamic Multiple Plain Glossy (DMPG): It is supposed
to begin operation as MPG. However, when a single
Glossy instance collides with the vehicles and its re-
flected in the metrics, the other instances in the same
SCPhase are also scheduled at a shorter gap (dx) instead
of waiting for their original schedule as set in MPG.
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The initial version of the design where we run a single
instance of Glossy without any splitting is referred hereafter
as Plain Glossy (PG). Figure 9 pictorially demonstrates the
time-diagram of all the three strategies.
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Fig. 10. Distribution of the metrics TC, LT, RO, and RXCT for vehicles
of Type-L, Type-M, Type-S, and Type-N referred to as L, M, S, and N,
respectively, under MPG.
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Fig. 11. Distribution of the metrics TC, LT, RO, and RXCT for vehicles
of Type-L, Type-M, Type-S, and Type-N, denoted by L, M, S, and N,
respectively, under DMPG.

D. Distribution of the metrics

We repeat the outdoor experiments with MPG and DMPG.
As a very first step we carry out an extensive analysis of the
collected measurement data and derive the distribution of the
four metrics for all the four distinct classes with the help of the
GT. Figure 10(a), 10(b), 10(c), and 10(d) show the distribution
of TC in MPG for all the four different classes. Figure 11(a),
11(b), 11(c), and 11(d) depict the same for DMPG. The
differences between the same distributions obtained from PG
as shown in Figure 6(a), 6(b), 6(c), and 6(d) are very clearly
visible. In particular, TC can be seen to be quite uniquely
determining the type of the vehicle in DMPG. In MGP the
behavior is still almost predictable while in PG it appears
difficult. Similar effect can be observed in the distribution of
RXCT, LT and RO as well.

Place Vehicle Characteristic Headway 
Distribution Time Duration

Highway (D1) Large and medium 
size vehicles Moderate 5:00 PM 1 Hour

City-Area (D2) Mixed occurrence 
of vehicles Low 6:00 PM 1 Hour

City-Area (D3) Mixed occurrence 
of vehicles Low 7:00 PM 1 Hour

City-Area (D4) Mixed occurrence 
of vehicles High 2:00 PM 1 Hour

College Road (D5)

Small and medium 
size vehicles, 

rare occurrence of 
large vechiles

Very High 9:00 AM 1 Hour

Near to Railway 
Station (D6)

Mixed occurrence 
of vehciles Very Low 7:00 PM 1 Hour

TABLE II
DESCRIPTION OF EXPERIMENTAL SETTING, STATUS OF THE TRAFFIC AND

VEHICLES DURING EXPERIMENTS.

Small Medium Large No-vehicle
Small 91.3% 8.5% 0.1% 0.1%

Medium 2.1% 92.3% 5.5% 0.1%
Large 0.1% 6.09% 93.8% 0.01%

No-vehicle 0.1% 0% 0% 99.9%
Ve

hi
cl

e

Classification result

TABLE III
VEHICLE CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY.

IX. EVALUATION

Study of the distribution of the metrics/features fundamen-
tally provides a good confidence regarding the feasibility of
classification of the type of the vehicles. Since the metrics
are found to be well-distributed over different classes of the
vehicles making the classification problem less complex, we
use lightweight SVM as the primary means. Although some
of the metrics have the capability of determining the class
of a vehicle almost uniquely (as can be observed form the
distribution of the metrics obtained from MPG and DMPG
shown in Figure 10 and 11), we use a combination of all
the four metrics to get higher accuracy for all possible cases
throughout.

Table II shows the details of the measurement experiments
carried out with MPG and DMPG. All the four metrics (TC,
RO, RXCT and LT) are used as the set of features from each
iteration of DCPhase. From GT we obtain the exact class of
the vehicle for each iteration and use this information to label
the data for each period of SCPhase.

In general, the communication link between the devices in
an MP may get obstructed by multiple vehicles of different
class or of same class at the same time. It depends on the
traffic-intensity characterized by the headway-distribution [5].
Very less such cases were found under low/moderate traffic.
However, to make our analysis simpler in all our initial studies
we clean the data and remove all such mixed/overlapped cases.
Finally we use the cleaned labeled data-set to train an SVM.
About 80% of the labelled data is used for training and rest is
used for testing purpose where we obtain around 92.5% mean
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Test-set Training-set Accuracy (%)
D1 D2, D3, D4, D5, D6 92.5
D2 D1, D3, D4, D5, D6 92.46
D3 D1, D2, D4, D5, D6 92.46
D4 D1, D2, D3, D5, D6 92.5
D5 D1, D2, D3, D4, D6 92.5
D6 D1, D2, D3, D4, D5 92.5

TABLE IV
CROSS-VALIDATION OF AVERAGE CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY IN THE

EXPERIMENT DESCRIBED IN SECTION VIII OVER FEW DIFFERENT PAIRS
OF DATA-SETS.

accuracy in classifying the vehicles. Detailed results obtained
from the experiments done over data-set D2 are shown in Table
III. Furthermore, to cross validate the accuracy we train the
model over the union of a number of data-sets and test over
a different data-set which is not used for training. Table IV
shows the average accuracy obtained in all these experiments.

A. Performance under Mixed Setting

Occurrence of overlapping cases were quite few under low
as well as even moderate traffic. However, under high traffic
(low-headway), we find a noticeable amount of such overlaps.
None of the existing works in this direction deals with such
complex situations. However, we do further investigation as
detailed below to check the efficacy of our proposed design
under such cases.

We introduce three more classes - L-mix, M-mix and S-
mix. L-mix represents the cases where multiple vehicles were
present with at least one Type-L vehicle. M-mix represents
the cases where there is at least one Type-M or Type-S
vehicles and no Type-L vehicles. S-mix denotes the cases
where only multiple Type-S vehicles are present. The same
data-sets collected earlier are now re-labeled considering total
7 classes (including Type-N). For each data-set we train an
SVM with all these 7 classes. Subsequently, it is tested based
on the cleaned version of some other data set with four classes.

Table V summarizes the average accuracy values when
training is done on 7 classes over complete data-set D2 while
testing is done on the cleaned version of data-set D4 over each
of the four basic classes. We observe that, while detection
accuracy stays unaltered, a good many cases of Type-S are
wrongly classified as S-mix. Similarly, some occurrence of
Type-M are classified as M-mix. We also observe that two
overlapping occurrences of Type-M are sometime classified
as Type-L as well as two overlapping occurrences of Type-S
vehicles are classified as Type-M, as we discussed above.

The mean accuracy of the overall classification, thus, de-
grades due to overlapping occurrences of the vehicles. For
a complete understanding we derive the headway-distribution
and its average from different segments of our collected data
with the help of GT. Figure 12 shows the accuracy obtained in
vehicle classification for all these different average headway.
It can be seen that classification accuracy gracefully degrades
with lower mean-headway, (i.e., under higher traffic intensity).

Small Medium Large M-mix S-mix NV

Small 70.35% 11.33% 0.1% 0.1% 2% 15.92% 0.2%
Medium 1.22% 71.28% 8.3% 2.48% 15.71% 1% 0.01%
Large 1% 3.14% 73.2% 17.05% 5.5% 0.1% 0.01%

NV 0.1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 99.9%

Ve
hi

cl
e

Classification result
L-mix

TABLE V
DETAILED CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY WHEN TRAINING IS DONE USING
D2 (SEVEN CLASSES) AND TESTING IS DONE OVER D4 (FOUR CLASSES).

X. MONITORING WIDE AREA

In this section we provide a study of the proposed strategy
regarding its low-power and time-correlated operation over
wide-area. We assume that the roads are covered by multiple
MPs installed at an equal and appropriate distance from each
other. The IoT-devices in MP and FN together form a low-
power ad hoc network. We use the Contiki network emulator
Cooja [21] for all these experiments. Two emulation scenarios,
referred by ES-1 and ES-2 (shown in Figure 13), are created
mimicking two different types of physical arrangements of
the roads with total 100 TelosB devices forming a 2D-grid
like structure over an area of 2000X2000 sq. meter and
1000X1000 sq. meter respectively. Inter-MP distance is set
as 50 meter and 75 meter, respectively in ES-1 and ES-2.
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Fig. 12. Shows the average classification accuracy under different traffic rate
(represented by headway, in sec), where the labels in X-axis are as follows
H1 = 0.25, H2 = 0.5, H3 = 0.75, H4 = 1, H5 = 2, H6 = 3, H7 = 4
(all are in sec).

The metrics RXCT, RO, and LT (see Section V) are
measured in both DCPhase and SCPhase. Instead of TC, we
measure a new metric Hop-Count as described below.

Hop-Count: In an instance of Glossy, the parameter relay-
count is used by every node to keep track of the number of
times a packet has been transmitted/forwarded [8]. The value
of the relay-count obtained from the very first packet-reception
in a node indicates a rough hop-position of the node in the
network w.r.t. the initiator. We use this value as the Hop-Count
(HC).

Each of these 4 metrics are measured in each IoT-device
over approx. 1000 iterations of the experiments. The results
show the average and the standard deviations (in the form of
error-bars).
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Effect of number of MPs: First we experiment with a
skeleton network created solely by the MPs (i.e., no FNs).
Figure 14 shows the plots of HC, RXCT, LT and RO for both
SCPhase and DCPhase (in PG) for varying number of MPs
under ES-1. The higher the no of MPs, the higher the diameter
of the network which is reflected with almost linear rise in
RO, LT, and HC. RXCT remains the same implying a smooth
functioning of the system. Note that the change in the number
of MPs affects only the results in SCPhase, not in DCPhase.

Emulation 
Scenario – 1 
(ES-2)

Forwarding 
node (FN)

Measurement point (MP) 
consisting of two devices

Data 
flow

Road

Emulation 
Scenario – 2 
(ES-1)

Fig. 13. Emulation scenarios.
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Fig. 14. Effect of the number of MP on the performance of the system. Part
(a), (b), (c), (d) show the plot of LT, RO, HC and RXCT, in ES-1 for different
number of MPs.

Effect of FN: We experiment with a set of 20 number of
MPs and gradually increase the number of FNs in various
ways. Figure 15 shows the average HC, RO, RXCT and LT
in each of these cases in both SCPhase and DCPhase in
ES-1. It can be observed that there is almost no effect on
the system performance as long as the MPs are installed
maintaining proper inter-MP distance so that the network
remains connected. Due to its inherent robustness, Glossy is
thus quite able to sustain even with a skeletal setting of the
MPs and minimum number of FN. Lower number of FN also
implies lesser cost of deployment too.

IPhase: Finally, we also experiment with a possible re-
alization of IPhase. In particular, we integrate the protocol
Chaos [13] for all-to-all data-sharing in the IPhase. Figure
16(a), 16(b) and 16(c), 16(d) shows the LT and RO in IPhase

for varying number of MP and FNs under ES-1 and ES-2,
respectively. It can be observed that RO and LT in IPhase
almost linearly rise with the number of MPs in both the
settings while does not show any significant effect with the
rise in the number of FNs. Note that only the MPs act as the
source of data while FNs only act as forwarding devices.

All the above mentioned experiments were also repeated
under ES-2 and similar trends in the metrics were observed.
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Fig. 15. Effect of different number of FNs in ES-1.

Fig. 16. Effect of different number of MPs and FNs over the performance
over IPhase. FN1: 0, FN2: 3 (L), FN3: 12 (L), FN4: 6 (L, R), FN5: 12 (L,
R), FN: 48. L and R indicate the number FNs are taken from left side and
right side of the main road in emulation setting.

XI. CONCLUSION

In this work we introduce a novel, low-cost, flexible and
easy-to-install mechanism for real-time detection and clas-
sification of the vehicles over wide-area. It does not need
any specialized infrastructure as well as use only off-the-shelf
devices to solve a vital problem in smart-traffic management.
Through extensive outdoor measurement studies using real
IoT-devices we show the effectiveness of the principles behind
the proposed strategy.
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Rigorous evaluation of the proposed strategy based on
outdoor experiments and empirical data collected from various
urban places demonstrates that it can detect and classify with
quite high accuracy (above 93%) under low and moderate traf-
fic. While behavior of any existing strategy under high traffic is
rarely addressed in the literature, we show that our strategy de-
grades gracefully with increase in the traffic intensity because
of overlapping occurrences of the vehicles. The performance
of the strategy can improve with appropriate incorporation
of low-cost multimedia sensors, and sophisticated lightweight
edge-computing tools. Moreover, algorithmic paradigm such
as divide, conquer and merge can be applied to extend the
scope of the proposed framework to cover even larger area.
We consider these issues as part of our immediate future steps
in this direction.
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works, pages 429–444, Cham, 2018. Springer International Publishing.

[3] S. Bitam and A. Mellouk. Its-cloud: Cloud computing for intelligent
transportation system. In 2012 IEEE Global Communications Confer-
ence (GLOBECOM), pages 2054–2059, 2012.

[4] Z. Chen, T. Ellis, and S. A. Velastin. Vehicle detection, tracking
and classification in urban traffic. In 2012 15th International IEEE
Conference on Intelligent Transportation Systems, pages 951–956, 2012.

[5] R. J. Cowan. Useful headway models. Transportation Research,
9(6):371–375, 1975.

[6] Z. Dong, Y. Wu, M. Pei, and Y. Jia. Vehicle type classification using
a semisupervised convolutional neural network. IEEE Transactions on
Intelligent Transportation Systems, 16(4):2247–2256, 2015.

[7] F. Ferrari, M. Zimmerling, L. Mottola, and L. Thiele. Low-power
wireless bus. In Proceedings of the 10th ACM Conference on Embedded
Network Sensor Systems, SenSys ’12, page 1–14, New York, NY, USA,
2012. Association for Computing Machinery.

[8] F. Ferrari, M. Zimmerling, L. Thiele, and O. Saukh. Efficient network
flooding and time synchronization with glossy. In Proceedings of
ACM/IEEE IPSN, pages 73–84, 2011.

[9] S. Garg, P. Singh, P. Ramanathan, and R. Sen. Vividhavahana: Smart-
phone based vehicle classification and its applications in developing
region. In Proceedings of the 11th International Conference on Mobile
and Ubiquitous Systems: Computing, Networking and Services, MO-
BIQUITOUS ’14, page 364–373, Brussels, BEL, 2014. ICST (Institute
for Computer Sciences, Social-Informatics and Telecommunications
Engineering).

[10] O. Gnawali, R. Fonseca, K. Jamieson, D. Moss, and P. Levis. Collection
tree protocol. In Proceedings of the 7th ACM Conference on Embedded
Networked Sensor Systems, SenSys ’09, page 1–14, New York, NY,
USA, 2009. Association for Computing Machinery.

[11] M. Haferkamp, M. Al-Askary, D. Dorn, B. Sliwa, L. Habel, M. Schreck-
enberg, and C. Wietfeld. Radio-based traffic flow detection and vehicle
classification for future smart cities. In 2017 IEEE 85th Vehicular
Technology Conference (VTC Spring), pages 1–5, 2017.

[12] S. Jeng and L. Chu. A high-definition traffic performance monitoring
system with the inductive loop detector signature technology. In 17th
International IEEE Conference on Intelligent Transportation Systems
(ITSC), pages 1820–1825, 2014.

[13] O. Landsiedel, F. Ferrari, and M. Zimmerling. Chaos: Versatile and
efficient all-to-all data sharing and in-network processing at scale. In
Proceedings of ACM SenSys, page 1, 2013.

[14] K. Leentvaar and J. Flint. The capture effect in fm receivers. IEEE
Transactions on Communications, 24(5):531–539, 1976.

[15] X. Li and J. Wu. A new method and verification of vehicles detection
based on rssi variation. In 2016 10th International Conference on
Sensing Technology (ICST), pages 1–6, 2016.

[16] M. Liang, X. Huang, C.-H. Chen, X. Chen, and A. Tokuta. Counting
and classification of highway vehicles by regression analysis. IEEE
Transactions on Intelligent Transportation Systems, 16(5):2878–2888,
2015.
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