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Abstract— In this paper, a cooperative localization algorithm An obstacle can be dynamically formed due to unbalanced
is proposed that considers the existence of obstacles in nitily-  deployment, failure or power exhaustion of sensor nodes,
assisted wireless sensor networks (WSNs). In this scheme, a3nimys interference, or physical obstacles such as masntai

mobile anchor (MA) node cooperates with static sensor nodesnd buildi In thi id v bhvsical
moves actively to refine location performance. The localizion ~ OF PuUildings. In this paper, we consider only physical odies:

accuracy of the proposed algorithm can be improved further Most previous algorithms cannot work well in anisotropic
by changing the transmission range of mobile anchor node. & networks, where obstacles appear among sensor nodes. How-
algorithm takes advantage of cooperation between MAs and atic  ever, anisotropic networks with obstacles are more likely t
sensors while, at the same time, taking into account the reJnode  gyist i practice for several reasons. Firstly, a uniforndeo

availability to make the best use of beacon signals. For aokving distributi t al b hieved b f d
high localization accuracy and coverage, a novel convex ptisn Istribution cannot always be achieve ecause or random

estimation algorithm is proposed, which can effectively see the deployment of sensor nodes, which may cause some regions
localization problem when infeasible points occur becausef the to not contain any sensor node. Secondly, unbalanced power
effects of radio irregularity and obstacles. This method igthg consumption among nodes results in some regions without
only range-free based convex method to solve the localizafi  f,nctipnality of sensing and communication. Thirdly, pioys
problem when the feasible set of localization inequalitieis empty. - . . .
Simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness of thidgorithm. pbstacles such as mountains or buildings will naturalisexi

in many networks.

In this work, we propose a multi-power level mobile anchor
assisted range-free algorithm for WSNs with obstacles. 8y u
ing a relay node, our scheme can effectively reduce thetsffec

Localization algorithms for wireless sensor networksf obstacles on node localization. Furthermore, our scheme
(WSNs) have been designed to find sensor location infaran calculate the positions of infeasible points caused by a
mation, which is a key requirement in many applications aomplex radio transmission environment, which is recogghiz
WSNs. Generally speaking, based on the type of informatias a problem when the feasible set for localization inetjaali
required for localizaiton, protocols can be divided intootwis empty.
categories: (i) range-based and (ii) range-free protofqls
Range-based techniques require special hardware foratstim
ing the distance between anchors and sensors, which may
become prohibitively expensive for large networks [2]. Ban  In this section, we propose a collaborative node localirati
free techniques, on the other hand, do not impose suabproach using an MA. We first introduce the technical prelim
complexity as the anchor informs other sensors about itsries of our algorithm in subsection A and then formulate t
own position through message passing [3]. After finishinigcalization problem as an optimization problem in sulisect
the distance-from-anchor estimation process, a regutesose B. We propose an algorithm for decreasing the impact of
can determine its own position, through a variety of methodsbstacles in subsection C.
such as multilateration, triangulation, etc. If necessany
optional step is performed, in which regular sensors exgharf™ Background
messages among themselves to refine their locations. Due tth WSNs, a node can determine whether it is in the
the hardware limitations and power constraints of sensars, transmission radius of an anchor node according to the Ineaco
lutions of range-free localization are often preferabld aan signal received from the one-hop anchor. The anchor node
be considered as cost-effective options when compared within adjust its transmission radius by tuning the transonissi
more expensive and energy-consuming range-based schepmeger [9]. For example, the TelosB mote is equipped with an
[4]-[7]- In this paper, we focus on the investigation of rang IEEE 802.15.4 compliant Chipcon CC2420 radio, which has
free localization algorithms for mobility-assisted WSNs. 31 transmission power levels between -25 and 0 dBm.

I. INTRODUCTION

II. COLLABORATIVE LOCALIZATION USING A MOBILE
ANCHOR
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Fig. 2. Two localization scenarios: (a) The feasible setisempty; (b) The
feasible set is empty

—80r il (3). Some of the location algorithms (eg, [6] and [16]) are
also based on the solution of a set of quadratic inequalities
BT s 7 s 11 13 15 17 19 However, their methods all assume that the set of quadratic
Transmission Power Level Index inequalities [(B) must have solutions. Nevertheless, tsEau
of the complicated transmission environment, there are two
Fig. 1. Experimental RSSI measurements different location scenarios as shown in Fig. 2: the set of
quadratic inequalities has a solution (i.e., the feasieleis

. onempty) for the first case; the set of quadratic ineqesiliti
We have conducted experiments on a testbed compose(ﬂgf PY) d d

TelosB motes. As sh " Fig 1. th . s d X ve no solution (i.e., the feasible set is empty) for th@sdc

€l0sb MOtes. AS snown In Fig. 2, the EXperiments demomestr bse. The dots on the figure represent the anchors and the

that the transmission radius of a sensor can be efficien Muares represent the unknown-position sensor

changed by tuning the transmission power level. . For the above two different scenarios, we propose a novel
We assume an anchor node has levels of transmis-

. d th lated t i QRis i — localization algorithm based on convex optimization toveol
sion power, an € related transmission rangeus v = g problem when the feasible set is empty. To the best of
1,2,..., M. Normally, the MA is assumed to have a global

tioni ¢ GPS . d K i i ur knowledge, our proposed method is the only range-free
positioning system ( . ) receiver an NOWS 1S posItio fgorithm using convex optimization to solve the problem
During the moving period, the MA transmits beacon sign ; .
. : i o hen the feasible set is empty.

at varying power levels consecutively including its ID, @t
position, transmission power and transmission ra_d_luserAftB Localization Algorithm Using Convex Optimization
receiving these beacon signals, an unknown-position senso
can construct an effective constraint on its position. In real environments, the actual transmission radius sarie

For example, we assume that the current position for the different directions of radio propagation because of the
MA is a and its transmission radius 8. If the unknown- non-isotropic properties of the propagation medium and the
position sensor, at position, receives the beacon signal, weeterogeneous properties of devices. It is possible tieaé tis

can conclude that the distance between both nodes satisfig® communication between two nodes although their relative
distance is within their ideal transmission radius. On ttieep

|z —al| < R. (1)  hand, two nodes may also be able to communicate although
their relative distance is larger than their transmissiadius.
Thus, with the effects of radio irregularity and obstaclas,
||z —al| > R. (2) localization algorithm might not be able to guarantee full
) ] o .coverage and an infeasible case would occur [10]-[14].
U_smg the various transmission power levels of the. MA'IN | order to deal with the case with an empty feasible set, we
d'ﬁeref“ p03|t|_qns, the unknown-position sensor can iobta propose a novel convex position estimation algorithm, Wwhic
set of inequalities om: can provide good position estimation accuracy in both the
ri<l|lz—ai|| <R, i=1,2,..,M (3) feasible case and the infeasible case.
As shown in Fig. 3, for the single constraint case <
Whereai is the pOSition of the MA at tlme, T (lt mlght be ||.I' _ a|| < R), it is easy to see that the Opt|ma| position
ZerO) andRi arevalid radii for that time. Herein, the valid estimate lies on the circle with centerand radius%_ In
constraint radii denote the related lower and upper boungise figure, the square indicates the possible position fer th
for the tightest constraint among all of the constraints &#va optimal position estimate and the black dot denotes theanch
constructed by all of the transmission powers for the mobilgyde with position.
anchor node at positioa;. The position estimate can be found by minimizing the
Hence, the localization problem based on an MA Wit\‘bllowing expression:
variable transmission power can be successfully converted
into the problem of solving a set of quadratic inequalities (|lz = al| = r)* + (||z — a|| — R)*.

Otherwise,



Fig. 3. The single constraint case

Inspired by the single constraint case, for the inequalitieder
multiple constraints, we can probably find the optimal posit

estimate by solving the following problem:

rrgnz [(llz = aill = 7:)* + (|lz — aill — R:)?].

Obviously, the probleni{4) is nonconvex. Moreover, thiskpro
lem cannot be directly approximated by using some convex

(4)

relaxation techniques like that of [15]. To approximatedjve
the problem via convex relaxation techniques, we transfiorm

to the following problerﬂ:

min \/Z [(lz = aill® = r7)* + (llo — ail> = B)?] .~ ()

Although, the problem[{5) is still nonconvex, we can turn i&
into a convex problem by using a convex relaxation techniqu&)

namely, the sum of the products of corresponding elements
of two matrices.
Using [7), the equivalent form for the problern] (6) is
obtained as follows:
min ¢
Y,vu,t
s.t.v|| <t

Yo.q+41,2:d+1 = 12
Ai [ ] Y — Vi1 = Tiz
AiOY—’UiQ:RE, Vi

y = llz[]* . (8)

In @), ||v]| <t is a second-order cone. However, the problem
(@) is still not convex due to the nonlinear equality coristra
Herein, we relax the equality = ||=||? to y > ||z||? which is
equivalent to requiring tha is a positive semidefinite matrix
by the Schur complement theorem [8]. Hence, we have the
following convex optimization problem:

min ¢

Y,vu,t

s.t|jv]| <t
Y >0

Yo.441,2:d41 = I2
Ai oY — Vi1 = TZ-Q
Ai oY — Vio2 = R?, Vi (9)

where Y > 0 indicates thatY is a positive semidefinite
matrix. The resulting problem is a convex cone programming
problem which can be solved by using efficient interior-poin
algorithms [8]. After obtaining the value &f, we can further
calculate the position estimate for the unknown-positemssr

, hamely,x = Y5.31.1, whereYs.5 1.1 denotes the vector
nstructed from the elements of the second and third rows

Firstly, the problem[{5) can be transformed to the epigr&ph [for the first column of the matrig’.

min t
x,v,t
st <t
|z = ail|* = r} = va
||l — ail|* — R? = v, Vi
wherev = [ v11 v12 Vil Vg2

It is easy to see that,

T T
N2 _.T e x
|z —a||> = [1 az]x[ : I }x[

:AZ.Y
T
where A; = 1 }[1—aiT],Y_{y r
—Q; x
1 0
and I, = 0 1

1The possible case where there is only the lower boundr the upper
boundR; (e.g, Fig. 2(b)) is not considered in this formulation. Hea® such

I

} Here “e"denotes the inner product'higher priority to be the optimal relay node. The proposed

(6)

Un1l Un2 }T-
1

—a; } (7
]. y = |lz|]

a case can still be handled by using the same convex relaxitnique.

C. Algorithm for Decreasing the Impact of Obstacles

In this paper, we assume that boundary nodes around the
obstacle have been discovered by some boundary recognition
algorithms [17], so that each sensor node knows whether
it is a boundary node or not. Only boundary nodes can
participate in contention for relaying beacons from the MA
because their rebroadcasts may cover some blind areas as
shown in Fig. 4. Hearing a beacon from the MA, boundary
nodes will compete to relay this location information thgbia
distributed contention process. The probability that altdete
node wins the contention depends on the node’s remaining
energy and the number of neighboring sensors. A node with
greater remaining energy and greater number of neighbars ha

selection scheme for the optimal relay node is concluded as
follows:

Receiving a beacon from the MA, a boundary node sets a
backoff timer that defines the amount of time that the node



a® B & . we simulate our algor.ithm in the ideal situation. The .eﬁe_ct
- 3 _/ of degree of irregularity (DOI) and obstacle on localizatio
u AN O performance will be discussed in subsecti®rAll simulation
i m\ @) results are averaged over 100 network scenarios. The averag
~ A () localization error is used to evaluate the performance tor o
N s f ) Al localization algorithm. Localization error is defined aldws:
Y 2 ara X =t Ny
¥ A &’ =7

1 & 1
error = - Z |z — & x o (12)
‘ ) =1
\ / where z; is the actual position for nodeé and Z; is the
\\ - @ estimated position of node. Note that we normalize the
et (Boundary node absolute localization error using radio range. For inga@an
error of 20% means that the localization error is 20% of the

Fig. 4. A sensor network with an obstacle radio range.

A. Performance in the Ideal Environment

must wait before rebroadcasting the location informatidme

! g In this subsection, we give the simulation results for diffe
backoff timeJ is calculated as

ent algorithms in the ideal situation, namely, when theneadis
obstacle in the sensing area. We use the DOI to indicate the
radio irregularity characteristic. Fig. 5(a) and 5(b) skative
(10) simulation results in the ideal situation, where the trudeso

wherea and 3 are coefficients that provide different weight®re denoted by circles, the position estimates are denoted
for different parameters. The specific valuesxadnd 3 can be by asterisks, and the lines that link the true nodes and the
set depending on which property is more important for use@stimates represent the estimation errors. It is clear from
energy balance or coverage efficiency. In totak 3 = 1. We Fig. 5(a) and 5(b) that our algorithm works better than the
can see that a greater remaining energy and a greater nun@@grithm of [16] in terms of the average localization error

of neighbors will lead to a shorter backoff time. If a candéa
boundary node does not hear any beacon signal from ot
sensors during its backoff time, it will rebroadcast thedmen ~ For the next set of experiments, we use a fading coefficient
signal and other boundary nodes will cancel their contestio(f) that represents the percentage of total mobile beaconspoint
if they receive the rebroadcast of the beacon. As a resut, fhat cannot be heard by the sensor at any given time. This
node with the highest priority will rebroadcast first and wie models the obstacles encountered in the sensing area that
competition to serve as the relay for the MA's beacon signdimit the number of mobile beacon points that can be heard
In this way, we can deliver the MA's location information toat any point. As Fig. 6(a) and 6(b) illustrates, our algarith
some areas that cannot receive the MAs direct communicati®utperforms the algorithm of [16] in terms of the average
Similarly to (3), the unknown-position sensor in these ggec localization error in this non-ideal environment.

areas can obtain a set of inequality constraintscan

§ = (a(used_energy/initial energy) +

B/num_neighbors) * max_delay

ﬁerPerformance in the Non-ideal Environment

IV. CONCLUSIONS

ri <|lz = ail| < Ri + Rretay, i=1,2,...,n 1) e have presented a new cooperative localization scheme

where R,..1, is the current transmission radius for the relahat can achieve high localization accuracy in mobilitgisted
node. We can also use the proposed convex localizatigifeless sensor networks when obstacles exist. Consglerin
algorithm to solve the probleni{IL1). Based on this schenf® complex localization scenario, namely, the feasibteisse

we can efficiently decrease the impact of the obstacle on nd¥8pty, & convex localization algorithm has been presermted t
localization and improve the location accuracy. address the effects of non-ideal transmission of radioadgyn

It has been shown in the simulation results that the proposed
l1l. NUMERICAL RESULTS cooperative localization scheme can significantly imprthe
In this section, simulation results are presented and af@calization accuracy by including a mobile element. Irufet
lyzed. The performance evaluation focuses on the positigiork, we intend to verify and improve the proposed coop-
estimation accuracy of the proposed algorithm. We considegrative localization scheme using real sensors in a mypbilit
2-dimensional region with a size of 100 m x 100 m. We assuna&sisted wireless sensor networks.
the MA has two level transmission power with the transmis-
sion radiir and R = 2r, respectively. The method of [16] is
also evaluated with our proposed algorithm for performanceThis work was supported by the CREST Advanced Inte-
comparisons. First, we deploy 100 sensor nodes randomly ardted Sensing Technology project of the Japan Science and
the transmission radiusis set to 15 meters. In subsectidn Technology Agency.
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Fig. 5. Performance comparison: (a) Localization error af method

(DOI=0.2, error= 11.68%); (b) Localization error of method [16] (DOI=0.2,

error= 13.7%)
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