arXiv:0805.1981v2 [cs.NI] 3 Jun 2009

P&P protocol: local coordination of mobile sensors
for self-deployment

TECHNICAL REPORT

N. Bartolini, A. Massini, S. Silvestri

Department of Computer Science

University of Rome "Sapienza”, Italy
{bartolini, massini, simone.silvesp@di.uniromal.it

Abstract—The use of mobile sensors is of great relevance According to this proposal, each sensor iteratively calmd
for a number of strategic applications devoted to monitorirg  jts own Voronoi polygon, determines the existence of coyera
critical areas where sensors can not be deployed manuallynl pg1e5 and moves to a better position if necessary. The eakiti
these networks, each sensor adapts its position on the basi§ . S . . .

a local evaluation of the coverage efficiency, thus permittig an propo_sed 'nle]_ an_dﬂO] provide 'nStead_dens'ty drivenaatdi .
autonomous deployment. to uniformly distribute sensors according to a regular grid

Several algorithms have been proposed to deploy mobile pattern.
sensors over the area of interest. The applicability of thes  The applicability of these deployment algorithms largely
approaches largely depends on a proper formalization of rigrous depends on the proper formalization of rigorous rules to

rules to coordinate sensor movements, solve local conflicend coordinate sensor movements. solve local conflicts and na
manage possible failures of communications and devices. ! o9&

In this paper we introduce P&P, a communication protocol possibl_e failures of communications and dev_ices. o
that permits a correct and efficient coordination of sensor Previous proposals only focus on the design of distributed

movements in agreement with the PUSH&PULL algorithm. We  algorithms for the adaptive deployment of mobile sensors,
deeply investigate and solve the problems that may occur whe 5iming at covering the area of interest according to given

coordinating asynchronous local decisions in the presenagf an .- S . .
unreliable transmission medium and possibly faulty device such efficiency objectives, in particular coverage completerersd

as in the typical working scenario of mobile sensor networks ~ Uniformity and low energy Consumption_. S_eldom do previous
Simulation results show the performance of our protocol works enter the details of the communication protocol neces

under a range of operative settings, including conflict sitations, sary to enable the application of the proposed algorithms.
iregularly shaped target areas, and node failures. The main contribution of this paper is a communication
protocol that defines the rules to deploy mobile sensors ac-
cording to the PsH & PuLL algorithm proposed in [10]. This

The research in the field of mobile wireless sensor networiigyorithm is based on the autonomic computing paradigm.
is motivated by the need to monitor critical scenarios such B completely delegates to the single sensors every decisio
wild fires, disaster areas, toxic regions or battlefieldsemeh regarding movements and action coordination. This way self
static sensor deployment cannot be performed manually. organization emerges without the need of external cootidima

In these typical working situations, sensors may be dropped human intervention as the sensors adapt their position on
from an aircraft or sent from a safe location. In these cdses the basis of their local view of the surrounding scenario.
initial deployment over the Area of Interest (Aol) is neithe Given the absence of a centralized coordination unit, and
complete nor uniform as would be necessary to enhance the lack of synchronization, sensors have a primary role in
sensing capabilities and extend the lifetime of the networthe realization of the algorithm actions. Therefore, thsigie
Mobile sensors can dynamically adjust their position to inof the related coordination protocol is particularly ckalying.

|. INTRODUCTION

prove coverage with respect to their initial deploymennse Indeed, under the execution of the$H & PuLL algorithm,
movements should therefore be coordinated according tcseveral types of conflicts may occur as several sensors often
distributed deployment algorithm. compete to cover the same position. Sensors should be eapabl

Out of the solutions proposed in the literature so far fdo solve such conflicts by means of only local interactions. W
mobile sensor deployment, those described[in [1], [2], [3#eeply investigate and solve the problems that may occunwhe
[4] are based on the virtual force approach which models theordinating asynchronous local decisions in the presefce
interactions among sensors as a combination of attractie an unreliable transmission medium and possibly faulty cevi
repulsive forces. Other approaches are inspired by theigghyghat characterizes the typical working scenario of mobile
of fluids and gases such as [5] and [6]. Another methodologgnsor networks.
is based on the construction of Voronoi diagrarmis [7], [8]. The proposed protocol works in respect of the algorithm
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goals, permitting the realization of a complete and uniforier all sensors located at boundary tiles do not have any un-

stable coverage, with low energy consumption. Simulati@mapped sensor to snap.

results show the performance of our protocol under a ranBesh activity. Snapped sensors, after the completion of their

of operative settings, including conflict situations, guéarly snapping activity, may still be surrounded by un-snapped se

shaped target areas, and node failures. sors located inside their hexagon. In this case, they pxadget
push such un-snapped sensors towards lower density areas

II. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THEPUSH & PULL ALGORITHM located within their transmission range.

. . _ Given two snapped sensagpsand ¢ located in radio prox-
PUSH & PULL is a completely distributed algorithm [10];,ity from each otherp may offer one of its slaves tg and

for the realization of an autonomous deployment of mObiL?ush it inside the hexagon qfif [S(p)| > |S(q)| + 1.
sensors. According to this algorithm sensors perform a COM-rpa push activity is allowed in the onE/ directions that fieri
plete coverage of the Aol by means of a hexagonal tiling, o \1oving Conditionaccording to which the movements of

Initially, several t|||ng. portlons_ are creatgd concu_r_tgrqnd sensors fromHez(p) to Hex(q) are restricted to the only
every sensor not yet involved in the creation of a tiling jwort cases in which:

gives start to a portion of its own in an instant randomly

selected over a given time interval. In order to make the

exposition clearer, we outline the algorithm, before givint/S®)l > [5()l+1} Vv {[S(p)| = [S(g)[+1 A ord(p) > ord(q)}.

details on the implementing protocol. _ ~ whereord(-) is a function initially set to the unique identity
Let V be a set of equal sensors endowed with locatigfhde of the sensor radio device.

determination, boolean sensing and isotropic commumioati |n order to avoid inconsistencies the snapped sensors in-

capabilities. Sensors are kept in active mode for all thgylved in a push activity always advertise their neighbocho

deployment phase. The deployment consists in realizingof the changes in the number of slaves as if the ongoing

hexagonal grid with side length equal to teensing radius movements were already concluded.

R. This setting guarantees both coverage and connectiiiyj|| activity. Snapped sensors may detect a coverage hole

whenR.. > V3R;. A sensor which is deployed at the centeggjacent to their hexagon and not have available sensors

of a hexagonalftile is calleshappedH ex(x) is the hexagonal {5 gnap. In this case, they send hole trigger messages, so

region whose center is covered by the snapped sens8lf  reactively attracting un-snapped sensors and making tHem fi
the other sensors lying iffex(x) are calledslaves ofr and e nole.

compose the sef(x). All sensors that are neither snapped nor Namely, letp be a snapped node detecting a hole in an
slaves are calledfee The set composed by the free sensokgjjacent hexagon, with(p) = 0. If p has not the possibility to
located in radio proximity tg and by its slaves is denotedreceive any slaves from its neighbor hexagons, i.e. the Mpvi
by L(p). In the following, s;.;. denotes any of the startercongition is not verified for any of them, then it activates th

Sensors. following trigger mechanism.

The four main activities of the algorithn&nap, Push, Pull,  sensorp temporarily alters the value of itsrd function
Merge are executed in an interleaved manner as describeddng and notifies its neighbors of this change by means of a
the following paragraphs. trigger notification messagérhis could be sufficient to make

Snap activity. At the beginning, each sensor may act age Moving Condition true with at least a snapped neighbor,
starter of a snap activity from its initial location at antart so p waits until either a new slave comes into its hexagon
randomly chosen over a given time interval. Sensolic or a timeout expires. If a new slave entershfez(p), p sets
elects its position as the center of the first hexagon oflitejti pack itsord value and snaps the new sensor, filling the hole.
portion and changes its status to snapped. If the timeout expires and the hole has not been covered yet,

Any just snapped sensgr performs aneighbor discovery the trigger mechanism is extended by forwarding the trigger
that allows it to gather information regarding the sensorfessage to the adjacent hexagong,afhose snapped sensors
belonging toL(p). Among thesep selects at most six sensorsset theirord value to 1. This mechanism is iterated pyver
to make them snap to the center of adjacent hexagons. snapped sensors at larger and larger distance in the tititig u

A snapped sensor leads the snapping of as many slavesamsvailable slave is attracted and the hole is covered.
possible. If all the hexagons adjacent Hexz(p) have been  This way, each snapped sensor involved in the trigger
coveredp stops any further snapping. If, after the completionotification mechanism sets itsrd value proportional to
of the snap action, the snapped sensor has still some slawes distance fronp. All the timeouts related to each new
in its hexagon, it gives start to the push activity. Otheewisforwarding are set proportionally to the distance reachgd b
if some hexagons are left uncovered because no more senglegsrigger mechanism. At the expiration of the trigger timge
in L(p) are availablep starts the pull activity. each involved node sets back itsd to the original value.

Such deployed sensors, in their turn, give start to an analo-Observe that, the detection of several holes may cause the
gous selection and snap activity, thus expanding the bayndaame sensor to receive more than one trigger message that it
of the current portion. This process goes on until no othetores in a pre-emptive priority queue, giving precedelce t
shaps are possible, because either the whole Aol is covernd messages related to the closest hole.



Tiling merge activity. The possibility that many sensors actlready snapped sensors and the sensors being snapped, are
as starters may temporarily lead to the creation of seviirgj t substantially different.
portions with different orientations.

Algorithm PusH & PuLL provides a mechanism to mergeA. Starter sensor behavior

all these tiling portions into a unique regular and unifgrml At the beginning, any sensprmay give start to the creation

orlentgd t|||n.g. Wh(_an_the .boundanes of two tiling poruon%f a tile portion by snapping itself to its present positiaren
come |n_rad|o proximity with each Oth‘?“ the one which Whstant of timefs...« (p) randomly selected over a time interval
starteo_l first absorbs the_other by makmg _|t_s snapped Sens(ﬂﬁength R.,/v, wherev is the sensor movement speed. If
move into more appropriate snapping positions. at the instantts..,+ (p), sensorp has not yet received any

The combination of the described activities expands tiieessage, it elects its position as the center of the firstdguxa
tiling and, at the same time, does its best to uniformignd establish the orientation of its tile portion. At thisimio
distribute redundant sensors over the tiled area, avoidipgxecutes the snap actions under the role of snapped sensor,
oscillations. as described in the following paragraph.

I1l. THE SENSOR COORDINATION PROTOCOP &P
The implementation of the UsH & PuLL algorithm re-

B. Snapped sensor behavior

quires the definition of a protocol for the local coordinatio 1) Neighbor Discovery:A snapped sensop broadca_lsts
of the sensor activities. a 1as (I Am Snapped) message to perform a neighbor
liscovery. Such message contains the ID of the sender sthappe

The coordination protocol provides the rules to solve corqI i hi dinat d the ti ¢ f th
tentions that may happen in several cases. For examﬁ%nsor’ IS geographic coordinates and the imestamp of the
ter action. All sensors located in radio proximityt@with

two or more snapped sensors can decide to issue a s : .
exception of those slaves located in different hexagons

command to different sensors towards the same hexagon IV to itSTAS. with & messaae containing role dependent in
or the same low density hexagon can be selected by sev ALY fC ’ 9 ng P
ormation: the snapped sensors reply withIarfoSnapped

shapped sensors as candidate for receiving redundantsslaveessa e while the slave and the free sensors replv with an
These contentions are solved by properly scheduling action ge, whi v Py Wi

according to message time-stamps and by advertising dela{é]f.OSlave gnd an.InfOFr.ee message respectively. These
decisions as soon as they are made. The P&P protocolrel\gl'e.S contain _key mf_ormatuon to perform th@g"& PUL.L
designed to minimize energy consumption entailing a Sm%llgolrltt)hm,dand n parrt1|_cular. ‘ﬂl three t{cpis of relp_hesuaum
number of message exchanges, which is possible because tﬁ? and geographic coordinates of the replying sensors,
algorithm decisions are only based on a small amount gte th.e_Info.SHappe.d and InfoSlave messages con-
local information. Furthermore, we assume that P&P wor&%'” additional information. In particular, thenfoSnapped

over a communication protocol stack which handles possibrféessage includes also the virtual cardinality of the reyyi

o .S ed sensors while thefosl message includes the
transmission errors and message losses by means of tim&QPP oSlave 9

and retransmission mechanisms. Therefore the treatment®of 9 level of the replymg slave Sensors.
hanks to the execution of the neighbor discovery phase, a

occasional message losses at the underlying protocolilavel q is inf q ding th ¢
plies the occurrence of delays in the corresponding messai BaPPEC SENSQNS Informed regar _mgt e presence of vacant
ositions, i.e. knows the composition of ¥/B.

at the P&P level that are dealt by P&P with proper timeo - o
mechanisms. 2) Snap into position: A snapped sensop selects the

Before we enter the details of the protocol we introducdloSest sensor iti(p) to each uncovered position and sends
some definitions. Remember that sensors may be in onelld STP (Snap Into Position) message. This message contains
the following statesnappedfree or slave the target position of the correspondent snap action, aed th

The real cardinality of a snapped sensoris the number D Of the selected sensor. . . _

of slave sensors actually located insidez(p), that p can If a sensor receives &1P, and is available to fill the vacant
utilize to perform the snap, push and pull actions. Tireual ~ Position, it replies with arackSTP message. This message
cardinality of p differs from the previous one as it is calculate§ontains the ID of the sensor that received $1&, necessary
considering all the ongoing snap, push, pull actions asei?thfor p to discriminate among the sev_eral sensors _to_ which it
were already concluded. The set (i of vacant positions SENtSIP messages. If a sensor receivesz when it is not
detected by sensercontains the centers of hexagons adjacefir@ilable to fill the vacant position (e.g it has already been
to Hex(p) that are not yet occupied by any snapped sensofontacted by another sensor), it does not reply to ghe

Table[l contains a summary of the message types used™§SSage op and lets theacksIp timeout expire. This way
protocol P&P. p will be capable to select a new sensor to snap in such still

vacant position.
IV. P&P: SNAP ACTIVITY After the transmission of theIP messages and the recep-
In order to describe the snap activity, we need to distifguition of the relatedacksS1IP, p updates its local information,
three cases, according to the role of the involved sensobe. the number of free sensors located within its transoniss
Indeed the actions undertaken by the starter sensors, thege and ityirtual cardinality. This way it keeps into account



Message name Message fields

IAS ID, coordinates, starter timestamp
InfoSnapped ID, coordinates, virtual cardinality
InfoSlave ID, coordinates, energy level
InfoFree ID, coordinates
SIP ID, receiver ID, target position coordinates
AckSIP ID, receive ID
ClaimPosition ID, coordinates, timestamp
PositionTaken ID, coordinates
InfoStopped ID, coordinates
IAYS ID, receiver ID
CardinalityInfo | ID, virtual cardinality
Offer ID, receiver ID, virtual cardinality, transaction ID
AckOffer ID, receiver ID
MoveTo ID, receiver ID, destination coordinates, destinationppea sensor ID, transaction 1D
InfoArrived ID, receiver ID, transaction ID, energy level
HoleInfo ID, hop counter, order value, hole coordinates, timeout
Subst ID, receiver ID, energy level
AckSubst ID, receiver ID
SubstArrival ID, receiver ID
ProfilePacket ID, receiver ID, order value, priority queue, neighborhanfbrmation
MoveToSubst ID, receiver ID, order value, priority queue, neighborhanfbrmation
Retirement ID, hole coordinates
TABLE |

SUMMARY OF P&P MESSAGES

the departure of some sensors from either its transmission
range or its hexagon.

In order to update the information related to the snapped i Yes
neighborsp waits for the reception of the correspondings ——<VP(p) = & S
messages, to be sure that position conflicts are solved (see
[V-C3). No messages are involved in this phase that consists No
in a mere calculation based on locally available infornratio
Yes
No

Let p be the sensor that is performing the snap action and let
q be the one to which sent as1P message for the position
x. Five cases may occur, described as follows.
1) Sensop receives both the.cksIp and theIAS message
from ¢. This means that the snap action performed by
was successful, therefopecan update the local information

regarding the snapped neighhpr ’m

2) Sensorp receives theacks1ip from ¢ acknowledging its

availability to fill positionz, but a conflict occurs solved in

favor of another sensor, which reaches position: before Fig. 1. Snapped sensor behavior

sensorq. Hencep receives amckSIP from ¢ and aIAs
from » for the same position:.. Thusp can update the local available,p starts the pull action.

information rega.rding the snapped neighbor o The behavior of a snapped sengocan be sketched as in
3) Sensorp receives therckSIP from ¢ acknowledging itS rigyre[1. It dwells in the snap phase until there are avalabl

avaiIa_biIity to fill _position x, but a failure_ocqgrred and thegensors inl.(p) and vacant positions in the adjacent hexagons.
IAS twn_eout expires. Ifp detects the aval_la_\blll_ty of_anotherhc there are vacant positions and no sensordip), sensor

sensor inL(p) that can be snapped to positienit retries the , gives start to the pull action to attract new sensors from
snap action. If such sensor is not availablestarts the pull oy ercrowded areas. If otherwise there are available sensor

action. . ~in L(p) and no vacant positiong, starts the push action to
4) Sensop does not receive theckSIP from ¢, but receives | niform the redundant sensor distribution.

a IAS message for positiom from another sensar, before

the expiration of theacksIP timeout. Sensop can update C. Behavior of the sensors being snapped

the local information regarding the snapped neighbor 1) Sensor localization:A free sensorg which receives a
5) Sensomp does not receive thecksSIP from ¢ nor theIAS IAS message, coming from a snapped sensaeplies with
from any other sensor within tieeck STP timeout. Ifp detects either aninfoFree or anInfoSlave message depending
the availability of another sensor ii(p) that can be snappedon its position with respect tp. If ¢ is located outside the

to positionz, it retries the snap action. If such sensor is not



Snapped Free Slave Snapped successfully snapped, sengpstarts its own snap activity.

Sensor p Sensor q Sensor r Sensor z
3) Resolution of snap position contentioithree events
W s may occur when one or more sensors are engaged in a
e W conflict with sensoy due to the contention for the same snap
T sy position:
I P 1) sensor ¢ receives a ClaimPosition oOr a
y PositionTaken before reaching distance from the

%» S
destination,

Traveling to 2) sensorg receives aClaimPosition after the arrival at

distance d . . . . .
Travelingto ) | Lost contention distanced frc_)m the destination and before the expiration of
distance d sToP the related timeout,

W ClaimPosition(Tq) 3) sensorg receives abPositionTaken as a response
=%% to its ClaimPosition. This case may happen if
}ﬁmeout started travelling toward the destination when it was
/ 8 too far to perceive the previouslaimPosition and
AM %» FREE status PositionTaken messages.
Win contention Traveling to In the first case, ¢ stops moving and sends an
SNAP status snap position InfoStopped message, to advertise its new position to the
s IAS Neighbor Discover, neighborhood, and starts a timeout. Snapped sensorsiregeiv
WW SLAVE status the InfoStopped message, verify if the sender is inside
overy — their hexagons and in this case reply with ays message (I

Am Your Snapped), containing the sender and the receiver ID.
If the stopped sensor receivesaY S reply within the timeout,
Fig. 2. A typical scenario of snap position conflict betweem sensors  jt sets its status to slave. Otherwise, if the timeout exgpiie

_ o _ sets its status to free, not belonging to any hexagon.
hexagon ofp, it remains in the free state and replies jto

with an InfoFree message. If instead is located inside
the hexagon op, it switches its state to slave and repliegpto
with an InfosSlave message. In both casedbecomes part
of the setL(p), that is the set of sensors thatcan snap to
its adjacent vacant positions. Notice thayifs a slave, there
is only one snapped sensprsuch thaty € L(p), thus slaves
belonging to already snapped sensors do not reply ta s In the third case, sensarsets its state to slave of the newly
message op. If insteadq is a free sensor, it may belong tosnapped sensor. Notice that this timestamp based conflict is
several setd.(-), for different snapped sensors located in radidesigned to avoid redundant replies tdaimPosition
proximity from ¢ itself. messages.

2) Snap into position:Sensorg, be it free or slave, at  Figure[2 shows a typical conflict resolution scenario, where
a certain time, may receive &Ip message coming from atwo sensors- and ¢ receive asIp message for the same
snapped sensor. Slaves reply onlysop messages coming position z from two different snapped sensors. Bathand
from their related snapped sensor, while free sensors eply r  start travelling towards the destination Sensorg reaches
the firstsIP message they receive and ignore subsequent ongistanced from the destination before senspr and sends

After sending theacksSIP reply, sensoy travels towards a claimPosition message, with its timestamp. Sensor
the snapping destination until it reaches a distardcgom receives such message while travelling, and consequeofly s
it. Distanced is set small enough to guarantee the radigecause the contention for positian was won by sensor
connectivity within the circular disk of radiug and the . Sensorr sends anInfoStopped message to alert its
inclusion of such disk into the hexagonal tile. Thereforgeighborhood of its new position and starts a timeout. In the
d < V3R /2. case depicted in Figufé 2,stops inside the hexagon centered

At this point sensor ¢ stops and broadcasts ain positionz. For this reason, no snapped sensor replies to the
ClaimPosition message containing a timestamp andinfoStopped message, thus after the timeout expiration,
waits for the expiration of a timeout to evaluate if othesensor switches its status to free. After the expiration of the
sensors are trying to snap in the same position and in casedtntention timeout, sensgrbroadcasts @ositionTaken
resolve the related contention. At the timeout expiratibn, message and switches to the snap status while definitely
no conflicts occurred or if a conflict was solved in its favortravelling to positionz. Whengq reaches position, it starts a
g switches its state to snapped, sends@sitionTaken neighbor discovery by sendingias message, in consequence
message and proceeds towards the destination. After bedfigvhich, r switches its status to slave.

In the second case, sengarompares its timestamp with the
one included in theclaimPosition message. The sensor
with lower timestamp wins the competition for the destioati
and proceeds its travel, sendingasitionTaken message,
while the other sensor waits for the arrival of thes message
of the new snapped sensor to switch its status to slave.



Soneorp sonsorr P capes other snapped sensors to send unnecessary offers. When
accepts an offer, it starts a timeout identified by the tratiea
%“”/W, ID received in theof fer message. I does not receive any
| Mov. Cond. true message within the timeout, containing the related traimsac
\Oﬂ\’a/% ID, it decreases its virtual cardinality and advertisess thi
//WS oo change with a newardinalityInfo message. This way
timeout { ——Mover, _ | o N e oot the protocol is robust to possible node failures during thshp
74 N Mov. Cond. false aCtIVIty
Taveling o oot Thg _seC(_)nd case o_ccurs_nc sengoarerifies that the Movmg
Hex(q) Condition is unsatisfied with respect to sengorFor this

, reason it does not reply to the offer, causing the expiration
InfoAy; . . . .
\ of the offer timeout, after which sensprwill be available to
be engaged in other push actions. This situation may happen
whenp sends an offer on the basis of an outdated value of the
virtual cardinality ofg. As an example, the virtual cardinality
Fig. 3. A typical scenario of the push activity can be outdated because in the meanwhiles been involved
in the push activity with other sensors.
3) Selection of the sensor to pusBensop selects a slave
V. P&P:PUSH ACTIVITY to push and sends itiove To message containing the sender
To describe the push activity we distinguish the behaviand receiver ID, the position and the ID of the destination
of snapped and slave sensors and illustrate the role exehasigapped node (in this case sengprand the transaction ID.
mechanism introduced to uniform the energy consumption.This selection is based on an energy saving criterion. $gnso
selects the slave sensoithat will remain with higher energy
after the completion of the entire movement.

A. Behavior of snapped sensors

1) Push proposalAs soon as a snapped sengderminates )
the snap activity, it sends @ardinalityInfo message B- Behavior of a slave sensor
to its neighborhood. Such message contains its ID and itsThe slave sensor selected by sensgrreceives aloveTo
virtual cardinality. Neighbor snapped sensors that recdiis message and starts moving towards the hexagon of sensor
message update their information regarding senscand As soon as sensercrosses the boundary of the hexagom of
evaluate the opportunity to move slave sensors to its hexagit sends aninfoArrived message tg and stops moving.
Even sensop evaluates the opportunity to move some ofheInfoArrived message contains the sender and receiver
its slaves to adjacent hexagons to uniform the distributibn ID, the transaction ID, and the energy level of the sender.
redundant sensors. To this end, it uses its informatiorr dégg
the neighbor snapped sensors, collected in the neighbmndis
ery phase. Sensgrlooks for neighbor snapped sensors whose The RusH & PuLL algorithm provides that slaves and
hexagons verify the Moving Condition and have minimanapped sensors may occasionally exchange their roles in
cardinality. Among these, it selects the closest, to which arder to balance the energy consumption over the set of
sends an0ffer message containing its virtual cardinalityavailable sensors. Any time a slavdas to make a movement
and an identifier of the current transaction, (transactldn | across a hexagon as a consequence of a push action, it sends
If no sensor verifies the Moving Condition wighy sensor a role exchange proposal consisting irs@bst message to
p waits for further events. the snapped sensprof the hexagon it is traversing, and starts
2) Push agreementThe snapped sensgrthat receives an a substitution timeout.
Offer message fronp, verifies the validity of the Moving  Subst messages contain the ID of sender and receiver, the
Condition as it could have more updated information tipan energy level of the sender and the destination coordin@tes.
This way the responsibility of the slave movement is helshapped sensgr uses the energy level value ofto decide
by the receiver, thus ensuring that it only happens whéna role exchange may be of benefit in balancing the overall
the Moving Condition is actually valid. This is particukarl energy consumption between the two sensors. In this gase,

C. Role exchange

important to guarantee the algorithm termination. replies with anAckSubst message.
Two cases may occur: L)accepts the offer it received from If sensorr receives anAckSubst message within the
p, or 2) q leaves the offer unreplied. substitution timeout, it travels toward the snap positi@idh

In the first caseq replies top with anAckOffer message, by sensorp, while p waits for the arrival of sensor
containing only the recipient and sender ID. Sensapdates before starting to travel towards the destination iniiall
its virtual cardinality value, advertising the new valueit® targeted byr. Sensorr advertise its arrival to sensgp
snapped neighbors, with @ardinalityInfo message. with a SubstArrival message containing the same fields
This wayq can participate in further operations of distributiorof the AckSubst message. Sensags replies to r with
of redundant sensors with updated information and impedeProfilePacket message that is necessary to enable



a complete role exchange and starts travelling towards theThe second role is the one of the neighbor snapped sensors
destination. which receive the trigger notification messages while net ha
If sensorr does not receive anckSubst message within ing available slaves to send. These sensors act as forwafrder
the substitution timeout, it continues its travel towartig t the trigger messages in order to reach hexagons with redtinda
destination. slaves that can be moved (pushed) to fill the coverage holes.
Slave and snapped sensor substitutions may also occur athe third role is performed by the snapped sensors which
the beginning of the slave travel. In this case the subkgtitut receive a trigger message when having available slaves to
is started by the snapped sensor itself which already hassh. These sensors are informed of the charayddvalue
all the available information to evaluate the opportunity tof the neighbor snapped sensors, and can contribute todill th
perform the role exchange. Under these circumstances, towerage holes by pushing the available slaves in the proper
snapped sens@rsends aloveToSubst message containing direction.
the profile information necessary to perform the substituti  Notice that multiple trigger notification messages may heac
As soon as sensor arrives in proximity to the snap positionthe same sensor while performing any of the three listed
held by p, it sends thesubstArrival message describedroles. Such messages are queued and processed with aypriorit
before, after whiclp starts travelling towards the destinationinversely proportional to the distance from the coverage.ho

D. An example A. Behavior of sensors detecting coverage holes

Figure[3 depicts a typical scenario of the push activity. A snapped sensgy, located in proximity of some vacant
The snapped sensar broadcasts its virtual cardinality with positions (i.e. VIPp) # ), terminates the snap activity when
acardinalityInfo message. The snapped sengoend no more sensors are availablelifip). To give start to the pull
z receive this message and verify the Moving Condition withctivity, sensorp verifies if there is the possibility to attract
the updated information received from As bothp and z sensors from its snapped neighbors. To this purpose, sgnsor
satisfy the condition, they send amffer message ta;. checks the validity of the Moving Condition with respect to
Notice that theof fer message always contains an updateall its snapped neighbors.
value of the virtual cardinality of the sender. Since eactieno If p can not continue the snap activity nor receive any sensor
can offer at most one sensor at a time the virtual cardinalityom its snapped neighbors, it starts the pull activity. i t
does not change until the offer timeout expires, or the wetei purpose sensagr sets itsord value to zero, and advertises this
replies with anAckOffer message. Sensar receives the change by broadcastingioleInfo message containing its
Of fer message fromp before the one sent from sensarlt 1D, a hop counteh, its updatedrd value, the vacant position
verifies the validity of the Moving Condition with the upddte coordinates, and a timeot,. which depends on the value of
virtual cardinality ofp, received in theof fer message. As h (notice that this information is redundant but is introddice
the Moving Condition is still satisfiedg replies with an to increase the algorithm efficiency). By modifying isd
AckOffer message, incrementing its virtual cardinality andalue, sensop alters the current situation with respect to the
broadcasting @ardinalityInfo message. Moving Condition, enabling a new push activity from neighbo

When nodey receives th@ £ fer message from it verifies hexagons.
the Moving Condition again. Note thatsent this message on The hop counteh represents the forwarding horizon of the
the basis of an old value of the virtual cardinalitypfThusq HoleInfo message, that is the distance to be traversed by
finds that, as a consequence of the transaction just cortluttés message, expressed in number of hexagons. Inifialsy
with sensomp, the Moving Condition is unsatisfied with respectet to zero, thus the snapped sensors receivinglaeInfo
to sensorz, and consequently it does not reply to the offeremessage only update their information about the seodgkr
Sensorz waits until the expiration of the offer timeout, aftervalue and do not forward this message. If no new slave reaches
which it is able to be engaged in other push actions. Hex(p) within the given timeout,,., sensorp increasesh

Sensorp receives amckOffer message frong, thus it and broadcasts a neMbleInfo message.
selectsr within its slaves, and send it FoveTo message. The timeoutt.,. is calculated on the basis of the hop
Sensorr moves towards the hexagon gqf and sends an counterh as the time necessary for a sensor locdfed- 1)
InfoArrived message as soon as it arrives. Sepssends hops apart to reaciiex(p), that isto,e = (R + 1) - 2Rs /v,

a CardinalityInfo message containing the decreasedherev is the sensor speed.
value of its virtual cardinality. Figure[3 illustrates the pull action performed by sengor
as described above.
VI. P&P: PULL ACTIVITY

In the present section we distinguish three possible rdles® Behavior of trigger forwarder sensors
sensors involved in the pull activity. When a sensop receives aHoleInfo message and has

A first role is the one of the sensor detecting a coverage halet any slave to push toward the coverage hole, it partiegat
in a neighbor location. This is the starter of the pull atyivi in the pull activity by forwarding this message when necassa
which alters itsord value to enable push actions from nearbin particular, it discardsioleInfo messages related to holes
hexagons and sends related trigger notification messages.whose presence was already triggered by a snapped sgnsor
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unless they contribute additional information. Indeedssep -
evaluates new messages regarding a coverage hole previousl

advertised by sensayr only if they come from:

1) snapped sensors witird value lower tharord(p) or

2) snapped sensors with the saord asp and hop counteh
which is higher than the forwarding horizon issued by sensor

q. Fig. 5. A typical scenario of the pull activity
Case 1) happens when a new snapped sensetects the

same coverage hole advertiseddyybut the distance between

p andr is lower than the distance betweprandq. Case 2) D. An example

happens when sensgrissues a new hole trigger demanding Figure[$ shows a typical scenario of the pull activity. The
a forwarding horizon extension. snapped sensop detects a coverage hole in an adjacent

When processingioleInfo messages, senspralters its position. Sincep has no slaves in its hexagon and the Moving
status information, and in particular sets its order valgeat Condition with respect to its neighbors is unsatisfied, artst
to the adjacent sender order value increased by 1. Sensahe pull activity by setting iterd value to zero and broadcast-
then forwards the trigger to its adjacent snapped sensdys oing aHoleInfo message with null hop counter. Since sensor
if » > 0. Such forwarded trigger message contains the updatgdoes not have any slave to push towaydt the expiration of
status information op and a hop counter decreased by 1. the timeout, sensgy broadcasts anothéloleInfo message

If sensorp receives severalioleInfo messages con-increasing the previous hop counter. Sengavaluates the
currently, it inserts them in a pre-emptive priority queudjop counter of theioleInfo message it received from
where each message is treated with a priority that is inliers@nd sets its owrrd value to 1. Sensog then forwards the
proportional to the distance from the coverage hole. trigger by broadcasting BicleInfo message with decreased

Sensop sets back itsrd to the original value as soon as thd10P counter. Once again the timeout setbgxpires because
timeout of theHole Info message expires. This is necessafjot even sensot has any slave to push, thus the procedure

to stop the pull action after the coverage of the detected.hdS repeated until the trigger, represented by HweleInfo
message, reaches sensavhich instead has an available slave

s to push as it does according to the same procedure described
C. Behavior of sensors pushing redundant slaves in sectior[V.

When a sensop receives aioleInfo message and finds VII. P&P: MERGE ACTIVITY
an available slave to push towards the coverage hole, ittapda The fact that many sensors act as starters implies the
the local information regarding its neighborhood. Thanks generation of several tiling portions with different oriations.
the sequence of order value alteratiprfinds a valid Moving The aim of the BsH & PuLL algorithm is to cover the Aol
Condition with respect to the direction of the coverage holgith a unique regular tiling thus minimizing overlaps of the
and properly starts a push activity. sensing disks and enabling a complete and uniform coverage.



Hence, the algorithm provides a merge mechanism to be

executed whenever a sengoreceives a neighbor discovery 000
messageIas) from a snapped sensgrbelonging to another i Eﬁa‘&
Jel]

tiling portion.

In this case, sensgrchooses to join the oldest grid portion
(it discriminates this situation by evaluating the timegpaof
the starter action, attached to angts message).

Notice that the detection of the sole neighbor discovery-mes  ¢¥55%5 : 28080
sages is sufficient to ignite the tiling merge activity besmu OO 6000000000000
such messages are sent after any tiling expansion and, if two 360000 0000 RRT
tiling portions come in radio proximity to each other, atdea

(@) (b)

one of them is increasing its extension. In the following, we © (d)
call G,14 and G, the tiling portions with lower and higher
timestamp, respectively. We distinguish three possibtesa Fig. 6. Coverage of an irregular Aol

1) Sensorp belongs toG,., and receives aAS message
from ¢ belonging toG,14. If sensorp is a slave, it switches

its state to free or to slave of the sengodepending on their e,
. . . . log{oo2
mutual distance. Sensgr proactively communicates its new @Q
state to its neighborhood by sending either mmfoFree ‘ Q
or an InfoSlave message. From now op honors only ; c
In0)

messages frondr,,4 and ignores those frofy,,.,,.
This proactive communication of the new state jofis

needed to advertise the presencef.,, when there is no @ (b) (© (d)
message activity withids ..., that is perceivable by the sensors
in G,14. This way, the snapped sensor whigtbelonged to Fig. 7. Deployment with random initial distribution

can properly update its slave set.
If p is instead a shapped sensor, it can not immediately

switch to its new state because of its leading role inside,  only messages frorfi,, 4. Observe that the neighbor discovery
(e.g. it leads the slave sensorsS(p) and performs push andis necessary to ignite the merge mechanism and allows each
pull activities). Hencep temporarily assumes a hybrid roleisnapped sensor ifio.4 to collect complete information on

it advertises itself as free/slave to the nodeSCb,fld with nearby sensors that previous]y be|0ngemw_

an InfoFreel/InfoSlave message and, at the same tlm%) Sensom is free: sensop honors On|y messages frmld
keeps on behaving as snapped nodéig, until it receives a and ignores those fror&

movement commands[P or MoveTo message) coming from
Goa- VIIl. SIMULATION RESULTS

If p received asIP or aMoveTo command,p moves to
the new snap position electing one of its slavedp., as a In order to evaluate the performance of the P&P protocol
substitute with aloveToSubst message. The selected slavdve developed a simulator on the basis of the wireless module
should reply with asubstaArrival upon arrival to the snap Of the OPNET modeler softwarg [11].
position, within a given timeout. If this timeout expiresfiee ~~ The experimental activity required the definition of some
the reception of suclsubstArrival messagep selects a Setup parameters?.; = 11 m, R = 5 m and the sensor
new slave to snap. The process goes on until no more slaggged is 1 m/sec.
are available. In this cageceases its snapped role insidg.,, We show some examples of final deployments provided by
advertising its departure to its neighborgin.,,, broadcasting the proposed protocol. Figuié 6 gives a synthetic reprasent
aRetirement message. Upon reception oRatirement tion of how the sensor deployment evolves under P&P when
message the snapped neighbors that were located in pssitigtarting with an initial configuration where 150 sensorssanet
adjacent to the one that just freed, keep into account thefrom a high density region. The Aol has a complex shape in
new vacant position starting new snap activities. If otlisew Which a narrows connects two square regions 46 M0 m.
p receives asubstArrival on time, it ceases its snapped In the following we also show three other deployment
role in G, and honors the commands issued by the snappexhmples obtained with different initial sensor deploytsen
node inGg14. over the same Aol, that is a square 80180 m.
2) Sensop belongs ta&,14 and receives aas message from  In the first example, the initial deployment evidences a
q belonging toG,.: if p is a slave it ignores all messagesandom distribution of sensors over the Aol as depicted in
from G..,. If p is snapped, it performs a neighbor discoverfigure[T(a). With such initial configuration the deployment
sending aIAS message, ignores all messages coming froabtained by P&P evolves through the intermediate stages (b)
GLew, apart from the neighbor discovery replies, and honoand (c), achieving the final deployment shown in figure (d).

new-



time of the protocol execution. By coordinating distritaite
decisions and solving local conflicts, the P&P protocol guar
antees the termination of theuBH & PuLL algorithm in
moderate time. Notice that after the coverage completium, t
PusH & PuLL algorithm keeps on regulating some movements
to uniform the redundant sensor density. The terminatioie ti

@ b) © d evidences the capability of the P&P protocol to reach a final
stable configuration, where neither movements nor message
exchanges are performed.

The average number of message exchanges, shown in Figure
[17, evidences a good scalability of the P&P protocol. Indeed
this number remains stable even when the number of sensors
increases significantly.

Figure[12 represents the number of conflicting snap actions,
described in sectioh 1V, averaged over the number of snap
positions. The asynchronous behavior of P&P guarantees the
resolution of the few position conflicts that arise as a cense
guence of the distributed execution of the algorithosR &

@ (®) © @ PULL. Although growing with the number of available sensors,
the average number of snap conflicts remains significantly
Fig. 9. Deployment with high density initial distribution the center of the SMaller than 1, meaning that, in the considered scenar@s, n
Aol more than one conflict happens per snap position.
A push conflict happens when a push offer made by one

In the second example the initial deployment consists of g o becomes obsolete in consequence to push actions
P ploy rformed by others. Despite the distributed executiorhef t

high density region at the boundaries of the Aol as depict P protocol, the average number of push conflicts per slave

in Figure[8(a). With such initial configuration P&P achievesensor is stable with a growing number of sensors, as shown
the final deployment detailed in (d) evolving as in (b) and (c? '

In the third example, the initial deployment consists ofthig n Figure[T3.
density region at the center of the Aol as depicted in Figure
[i(a). With such initial configuration, the deployment ob&d
by P&P evolves through the configurations shown in (b) and In this paper we introduce P&P, a communication protocol

Fig. 8. Deployment with high density initial distributiort the boundaries
of the Aol

IX. CONCLUSIONS

(c), reaching the final deployment given in (d). that permits a correct and efficient coordination of sensor
movements in agreement with thes$H & PuLL algorithm.
500 Coverage Time —— 7 Unlike previous works which introduce deployment algo-
Termination Time - w 60 . . F—
400 % sl T rithms without formalizing the related protocol, we addres
7 a0 £ . the realistic applicability of this approach. Indeed we plge
2 0 2w investigate and propose protocol solutions to the possible
o $ conflicts that may arise when asynchronous local decisions
o are to be coordinated.
%100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 %100 150 200 25 300 350 400 450 500 Simulation results show the performance of our protoc0| un-
Number of sensors Number of sensors . . . . . .
Fig. 10. Term. and coverage timeFig. 11. Nr of message exchanges der a range of operative settings, including conflict siare,

) irregularly shaped target areas, and node failures. Tiessdts
evidence the protocol capabilities to fulfill the algorithm
requirements and in particular termination, completeraess

1 ﬁ stability of the final coverage.
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