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Abstract— Considering a wireless sensor network whose nodesa hypercube. For the aim of energy conserving, the area is
are distributed randomly over a given area, a probability model  divided ton hypercubes (cells). Using occupancy theory [7],

for the network lifetime is provided. Using this model and o gistribution of the minimum number of sensors within
assuming that packet generation follows a Poisson distriliion, an h s i tinated wheiv Th th
analytical expression for the complementary cumulative desity each ce !s '.nves \gated when,n — oo. en, au ors
function (ccdf) of the lifetime is obtained. Using this ccdf one Study the lifetime for the case when network remains almost

can accurately find the probability that the network achieves surely connected. Using the number of sensors in eachleell, t
a given lifetime. It is also shown that when the number of network lifetime is lower bounded based on the given lifetim
sensors, N, is large, with an error exponentially decaying with of each sensor.

N, one can predict whether or not a certain lifetime can be A lifeti tudv b d th . ted
achieved. The results of this work are obtained for both muli- ifetime study based on the area coverage IS presente

hop and single-hop wireless sensor networks and are verifiegith N [5]. It is assumed that the nodes have a circular sensing
computer simulation. The approaches of this paper are showto region and are distributed over a squared area. Using the
be applicable to other packet generation models and the effe stochastic geometry, theory of coverage process, and @sgum
of the area shape is also investigated. the size of the area goes to infinity, an expression for thenod
density is derived to guaranteekacoverage in the area. It is
shown that using the proposed density, the network lifetime
Wireless sensor networks (WSNs) are consisted of a $etupper bounded by:T whereT is the given lifetime of
of cheap and usually battery-powered devices, called senseach sensor. Although the upper bound is derived for an
Sensor limited power usually necessitates a compromise agymptotic situation when the area goes to infinity, it isvaho
tween lifetime and other parameters such as the data ratetpbugh simulation that the derived bound is also reasenabl
the quality of the received signal in the sink. It is usuallyor networks over a finite area.
impracticable to replace the sensors batteries after tipgira-  Authors in [6] divide linear or circular networks to some
tion period. Hence, estimating the network lifetime acaogd bins where each bin contains a deterministically assigned
to the initial energy in sensors is essential for networkgfes number of nodes. The nodes within each bin, however, are
According to such lifetime estimation, one can choose thiployed randomly. Also, the lifetime is defined as the time
network parameters such as node density, data rate aral initthen a hole occurs in the routing scheme (i.e. death of a
energy of the sensors to achieve the desired lifetime. bin). Assuming a fixed transmission power for each packet
Lifetime analysis has been studied in the literature basedd using the theory of stochastic processes, authors have
on different definitions such as the number of dead nodesfaund the probability distribution function (pdf) of the meork
the network, network coverage and network connectivity-[1]ifetime. In addition, they propose a method to assign the
[6]. Authors in [1] derive an upper bound on the networkumber of nodes within each bin in order to maximize the
lifetime considering the spatial behavior of the data seurcnetwork lifetime.
To achieve this goal, they first consider a simplified version It is worthy to note that other studies in the literature are
where the data source is a specific point, and the sougserformed on the lifetime, e.g. [8]-[12]. However, the most
is connected to the sink with a straight line consisting @&lated ones to this work are those that we discussed earlier
relaying sensors. They derive the optimum length of a hopin this paper, we find the probability of reaching a certain
and consequently the number of hops in the path to minimilifetime for randomly distributed networks based on the pow
the total energy consumed for the data delivery. Then, thdissipation model of the sensors. More specifically, unlie
remove the assumption of a source concentrated on a pg8jt we do not assume that the lifetime of a sensor is given
and assume that the source is distributed over an area. in order to find the network lifetime. Instead, we find the
In [2], the results of [1] are extended to the networks whodiéetime of a sensor (as a random variable) based on its power
nodes may perform different tasks of sensing, relaying adisipation and packet generation model. Also, our arglysi
aggregating. The results of [1] are also extended to meakipldoes not assume an infinite area and infinite number of sensors
sink networks in [3]. In comparison to [6], we consider totally randomly deployed
Work reported in [4] studies the network lifetime for a celhetworks over more variant area shapes. In addition, bogkl fix
based network. It is assumed thdtnodes are deployed overand adjustable transmission power are studied in this work.

I. INTRODUCTION
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Also, the definition of lifetime in our work is more generahumber of nodes in the network is often used (e.g. [8],2[17],
and can include the case studied in [6] (to be discussed[#8]). Notice that this definition includes the definition of
Section V). lifetime based on the death of the first node and therefore is
Considering the randomness in packet generation and sermmsore general. Other definitions based on the communication
deployment in the area, the lifetime of a network is a randooonnectivity or the coverage of the area are also propoged fo
variable. For a lifetime analysis of the network, it is nestle the lifetime [4], [5].
have a knowledge of the lifetime of each individual sensor. | In this study, we consider the network lifetime based on the
this work, instead of assuming that the lifetime of each sengatio of dead nodes to the total number of nodegror multi-
is given beforehand, we first perform a lifetime analysishat t hop networks, where the nodes close to the sink have more
sensor level. To this end, we model the lifetime of a senstaffic load than other nodes and die sooner, we will modify
as a random variable and find its distribution based on thas definition.
traffic model and the power dissipation model in the sensqy. E c ion Model
Using this probabilistic model of a sensor lifetime and the" nergy Consumption Mode
distribution of the sensors over the area, the complementar The network lifetime is directly related to the sensors
cumulative distribution function (ccdf) of the lifetime af lifetime and in other words the energy dissipated in the @ens
single-hop network is derived. From this ccdf, the prokigbil Nodes. The consumed energy in sensors includes the energy
distribution function (pdf) of the lifetime is also obtaiheThe required for sensing, receiving, transmitting and proicessf
single-hop analysis will be the base of our further extemsio data. The total consumed energy is usually dominated by the
In the proposed analysis, no asymptotic assumption is mdgéuired energy for data transmission.
on the number of nodes. Nevertheless, an asymptotic asalysiTW0 cases may be considered for the transmission mode
is provided' which—with an error exponentia”y decayingl’wi of the nodes in the network. In the first case, nodes transmit
the number of sensors—predicts whether or not a desir@ih a fixed transmission power. This usually results in adixe
lifetime can be achieved. transmission range. In the second case, nodes use a meuhanis
The above analysis is then extended to multi-hop networ#8. adjust their transmission power based on their distaoce t
Since the lifetime of the multi-hop networks is dependeffieé next hop or the sink. Hence, the required energy for a
on the routing scheme, we study the lifetime ccdf under tfiicket transmission in sensocan be modeled as [19]
maximum—lifetime{l;’a] routing. _ e(ds) = (ed® + eo)
The methodologies of this work are applicable to more o
general scenarios, some of them are discussed in this paper. = kdi’ +c @)

For example, we extend the results to different traffic medelwhere ! represents the packet length in bits, denotes the
to the case where different sensors may have differenginittistance between sensbend the next hopy represents the
energy or traffic load; and to various area shapes. ~ path loss exponent; shows the loss coefficient related to
The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sectiom bit transmission and, is the overhead energy due to the
[ we introduce the system model and provide the requiregnsing, receiving and processing for the same amountaf dat
definitions and assumptions. The lifetime analysis for I&ing Also, k = le, and ¢ = le, represent the loss coefficient and
hop networks is studied in Sectibnllll. Sectfo IV discuses t the overhead energy for a packet transmission respectively
lifetime analysis of multi-hop networks. Extensions to @th The path loss exponent depends on the local terrain and is
scenarios are discussed in Secfidn V and the accuracy of feermined by empirical measurements. The typical value of
proposed method is verified through simulations in Se€fiin iy for WSNs is from2 to 4 [18].
The paper is concluded in Sectibn MII. While this work is more focused on the transmission model

(@), fixed transmission power is also discussed.
Il. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, the components of the system model subh Traffic Model
as lifetime definition, energy consumption model and nekwor The traffic model of the network depends on the network
traffic model are introduced. application and the behavior of sensed events. The datatfepo
ing process in WSNs is usually classified into three categori
event-driven, time-driven and query-driven [13]. In theé-

As mentioned, lifetime has a great significance in the desidniven case, sensors send their data periodically to the sin
of WSNs. Conceptually, lifetime means the time duratior th&vent-driven networks are used when it is desired to inform
the network is operational and can perform its assigned tattke data sink about the occurrence of an event. In quergdwlriv
Since there is no unique measure of the network failure, thetworks, sink sends a request of data gathering when needed
definition of the lifetime is application-related. In this paper, our main focus will be on the event-driven

In [14]-[16] lifetime is stated as the time when the firshetworks with Poisson model for packet generation.
node dies. Usually the remaining sensors in the network canSuppose that the events are independent (both temporally
accomplish the network’s assigned task. Therefore, anotlaad spatially) and occur with equal probability over theaare
definition based on the ratio of dead nodes to the tot this case, Poisson distribution can be used effectively t

A. Lifetime Definition



model the generation of data packets [6]. When the averagdemma 1:If a sensor node with initial energ¥; is rar13-
rate of packet generation, is known, the distribution of the domly placed in the are®, the probability of achieving a
number of data packets\/, generated by each node, fronlifetime more than a threshold will be

time 0 toT is ,
e~ AT (\T)m Pti>7)=1- % (5)
P(M =m)=——"—— (2) '
me where~ (-, -) denotes the lower incomplete gamma function
wherem is a nonnegative integer number. Since the packet .
generation distribution obeys the Poisson model, the time v(a,z) = / 12—t gt (6)
duration between two consequent packet transmissiohgs 0
an exponentlal distribution with meaiq: and I‘() represents the gamma function
_ —xA o)
fi(z) = Ae™ () 3) I(z) = / t*~te~t dt. @)
0

whereu(z) denotes the unit step function. o _
We will consider the Poisson model for sensor’s traffic in Proof: The lifetime of sensot, ¢;, depends on the maximum
this study. However, the proposed method can be extendeditnber of packets that can be transmitted by the sensor to the

other traffic distributions and data gathering scenarios.  Sink. Sincet; is the sum of time durations between packet
transmissions until the last packet is sent by the sensor, we

[1l. LIFETIME ANALYSIS IN SINGLE-HOP NETWORKS have
. . . . . . . [pi]
In this section, we derive the pdf of the lifetime in single- ;o= Zt” @)
hop WSNs. Assuming that nodes directly communicate with ’ pat Y

the sink, we first derive the ccdf of the lifetime. Then, thé pd

of the lifetime is obtained by taking the derivative of theltc Where t;; denotes the time duration between transmitting

The results are extended to the case of multi-hop networksAfcketsj — 1 and j by sensori, andt;; is defined as the

Section V. time when the first packet is transmitted. Since a Poisson
It is assumed here that all of the nodes have the saf@del is assumed for data packet generatigyis obey an

initial energy, same distribution over the area and the sarffponential distribution indicated ifil(3). On the other dhait

packet generation model. Other cases like nonuniform gnef§ known that the sum of independent identically distribute

distribution or different packet generation models areligm (I--d) €xponential random variables has a gamma disiobut
in Section V. [20]. It is worthy to note that since the node is deployed

For the ease of presentation, the list of parameters rgndomly in the area, the distance between the node and the

provided in Tabléll. As mentioned, the lifetime of a singtaph Sink and consequently; are a random variables. Hence, given
WSN is considered as the time when the ratio of dead nodés the conditional pdf of; can be written as follows

to the total number of nodesy, passes a threshold, plpil=1p-2a
Frp (@) = AP e 2 > 0. ()
N Number of deployed nodes in the area (L 1J)
B8 Threshold for the ratio of dead nodes to all nodes Now
«a Path loss exponent
k Path loss coefficient T ™ plpil=1g—Az
¢ Overhead energy Pt; >7lp;))=1-— / ALPi T dx
E; Initial energy in sensors 0 (U%J)
T Lifetime threshold v(pil, A7)
t; Lifetime achieved by sensar =1- W (10)
L Lifetime achieved by the network ¢
A Average rate of packet generation [}
d; _ Distance of sensof to the next hop Proposition 1: Since the fractional part op; is usually
TABLE | much smaller than the integer parg;| ~ p; and hencel{10)
PARAMETERS OF THE PROBLEM can be rewrltten as
A
Pt 2 rlps) = 1 - e (1)
e . . . . Di
We start the network lifetime analysis by considering the ) o ]
lifetime of one sensor. Defining; as For simplicity, we use[(11) to analyze the network lifetime i
the sequel]
- L 4 Corollary 1: In the case of the fixed transmission range,
i (4) : : -
e(d;) each node lives more than the threshold with probability
for sensori, it is clear that the maximum number of packets Y(pg, A7)
that can be transmitted by this sensor is equalptd. Pltiz7)=1- T(py) 42



where Since nodes packet generations are independenpﬁm@r‘é
pr= Eq ) (13) i..d., s;’s and consequently’s are also i.i.d random variables.
kre +c In this casew has a binomial distribution [21]. Also, when
Proof: In this case, all of the;'s have a deterministic value the number of trials is large enough, one can approximate the
equal topy. Therefore, the value of(t; > 7) in (L1) is binomial distribution with a Gaussian distribution. Sinite
unconditional and the proof is completed by replacindy number of nodes are usually large enough, CLT can be applied

py in @1). O on (20). Hence
One can take another approach and approximate the value 1 9

of P(t; > 7) to find a simpler form of[(11). ful(z) = exp — G gw) (21)
Proposition 2: Sincet; in () is the sum of i.i.d. random V2moy, 203,

variables, central limit theorem (CLT) [20] indicates the# wherep,, is the mean and? denotes the variance af. From
pdf tends to Gaussian distribution with meam [A\~' and (20), it is clear that
variance|p; |]A~2. Considering|p;| ~ p;, we have

N
T—i71 w = P 22
anTm)_Q<i%%§r>. (14) p Z;m (22)

0 wherey,, is the mean of;. Sincel;’s are independent random

whereQ(-) is the ccdf of the normal distribution. ;
é(arlables

To study the lifetime of the network, we consider th N
lifetime of all the nodes in the network which necessitates o Zgl?, (23)
the knowledge of); for all of the nodes in the network. When =

a n_og?a IS _;jheplg]}/ed ran(Ijome 0\(/jer an anflfa,LSda rlandomtwhereai is the variance of;. To find the values ofi,, and
variable with pdff;,(x). In a random network deploymen ‘0w, We need to have the unconditional mean and variance

p;'s are usually i.i.d. random variables and consequentlyehagf I’'s using the conditional values. Sindgs are Bernoulli
the same distributionf, (x). This distribution depends on thergnéom variables

shape of the area, energy dissipation model and the pdf & no
distribution over the area. In the Appendik,(z) is derived Ky |p; = Sis Gi‘Pi =s; — 57 (24)
for some common area shapes assuming a uniform d|str|butBH the other hand, for two random variablesand =, the

for the node F’ep"’y”.‘e”t- ._unconditional mean and variance ofcan be found using the
Theorem 1:Assuming N equal-energy nodes are dis-

tributed independently over the aréd the probability that conditional mean and variance as follows [20]

the network achieves a lifetime more than a given threshold, pz = Elpig).] (25)
7 is equal to o7 = Elog,.] + Varu,).] (26)
P(L>7)=Q (x/ﬁm) (15) where E[] is the expected value and Vardenotes the
g variance of the random variable. Usirg}(19),1(24).1 (25) and
where (286), it can be shown that
- Az, An) y(w, )
p= /R (1 T(2) ) fp(x) da (18) = Els) = /R (1 Y ) fpi(@) du (27)
0=V H— /LQ- (17) O’Z_ = E[Sl — Sg] + Var[si] = E[Si] — E2[Sl] = Wy — Ml%
Proof: To find the number of nodes that live more than the (28)

lifetime threshold, we define a Bernoulli random variable Sincep;’s are i.i.d random variables with pdf, (), we have
indicating the success of achieving the lifetime threshnid

sensor;: pi, = 1 :/ (1 — W(Iiv(’;\;)) fp(x)dx Vi  (29)
L — 1 With probability equal tos;, (18) R
=1 0 With probability equal tol — s;. o, =0=y/pp—p* Vi (30)
The success probability df, givenyp;, is equal to Then, using[(2R2) and (23)
1 _ 2 _ 2
s; = P(tl 2 T|pz) =1— ’Y(pla /\T) (19) M = ZV‘LL7 O = No (31)

(i) To derive the probability of achieving the lifetime thretho

which was derived in Lemm@al 1. The number of live node&y the network, we just need to know the probability of
after timer can be found by defining a new random Variableachieving the Iif’etime by at leagt — 8)N nodes. Hence
w, that denotes the number of successes in the Bernouls trial '

shown byl,’s Fi(r)=P(L >71)=Pw>(1-p)N)
_ l—B—u
w= Zli‘ (20) =Q ( NT) (32)



where F¥ (1) represents the ccdf of the network lifetimell  and the area radius, the area can be divided to a number of
Proposition 3: Using Propositio 2, can also be calcu- rings (Figure[ll). The sensors within a ring send their data to

lated as the sensors within the neighboring inner ring. The number of
Tipr — A1 rings, n, within the area can be simply found as
= / Q (W) fo(2) da. (33) R
R n= [—w (37)
O T

Corollary 2: Assuming a network with parameters given ifyhere [.] denotes the integer ceiling. For simplicity, it is
Theoreni L, the probability distribution function of thewetk  5osumed thaR is an integer multiple of. This assumption

lifetime is allows us to focus on methodologies and can be removed if
MWN 1 —p—pB(1-2p) —OrpNa=s—p?y necessary. In addition, since each ring carries the traffadlo
fr(r) = g c(r)e e i h traffi ied by the sensors withi
2v2r (b — )3 outer rings, the average traffic carried by :
0<7r< oo (34) each ring is different and depends on the distance of theoing
- = the sink. To study the network lifetime, we consider the case
where when the routing scheme distributes the network traffic #ygua
o(r) = / fo(2) (M=~ da. (35) between the nodes within each ring. This scheme prevents the
= T'(2) nodes from being exhausted quickly and prolongs the lifetim

Proof: The ccdf of the network lifetime was derived in the
previous theorem. Then we have

o) = ~AEO) A

which results in[(34). [ |

IV. LIFETIME ANALYSIS IN MULTI-HOP NETWORKS

In multi-hop networks, the network lifetime depends on
the way that the routing scheme distributes the traffic load
among the sensor nodes. The minimum cost routing (minimum
required energy or minimum number of hops) is convention-
ally used in wireless networks. However, this routing sceem
cannot guarantee the maximum lifetime in the network [13]. Fig. 1. Rings within a multi-hop network
On the other hand, maximum lifetime routing attempts to
prolong the network lifetime by proper traffic distribution Based on the assumed routing scheme, the average rate of
among the nodes. This scheme may not have the minimdfi§ Packet transmission by each node within ring equal to
overall consumed energy. Since we mainly focus on the life- N Zzgl N,
time analysis, we just consider the maximum lifetime rogitin A=A j=1"
Nevertheless, the proposed approach can be used for other Ni
routing schemes knowing how the traffic is distributed amonghere N; denotes the number of sensors within ringsince
the nodes. nodes are assumed to be deployed randomly in the &fgea,

In multi-hop networks, the whole network traffic passess a binomial random variable. If one assumes a uniform
through the nodes in the vicinity of the sink, hence, deatfeployment for the nodeg/; will have a binomial distribution
of these nodes can have a significant effect on the netwavikh meanN¢; where
performance. Therefore, we need to modify our previous 26y

. o r#(2i — 1)
definition of the lifetime. ¢ = —

Assume tha#{ shows the set of nodes that are in the vicinity
of the sink and directly communicate with it. Since all otheiePresents the probability of positioning a sensor in thg #i
nodes communicate to the sink through these nodes, they winerefore, the time duration between two consequent trans-
be out of energy sooner than the other ones. So, we deffRSSions,, by a node in the ring obeys an exponential
the lifetime based on the ratio of dead nodes witkirio |7¢| distribution as follows
where| - | denotes the cardinality of the set. It is also assumed —z\;
that th|e |sensors are distributedyover a circle with radiend Juwi (@) = die™ (). (40)
the data sink is positioned at the center of the area. Thetiée Since the lifetime is mainly effected by the nodes within the
of the network over other area shapes will be discussed lafiinst tier, we just consider the probability of achieving tte-

We assume that the sensors perform transmission withirae threshold by the first ring. Nevertheless, the prolishbil
fixed power which results in a fixed transmission range of achievingr by other rings can also be investigated using
Based on the maximum transmission radius of the sens@§)). As discussed earlier, probability of achieving atiifee

Vi=1,2,...,n (38)

(39)



threshold depends on the number of nodes within the aredhena < 0. That is, the network almost surely achigves
Hence, using Theorem 1 and Corolldry 1, one can find thiee lifetime threshold. The error in this prediction alscals

conditional probability of achieving by the first ring exponentially withV. |
1-B—pu An interesting case occurs when one considers the lifetime
P(L>7|N1)=Q <\/ N17> (41) of the network based on the death of the first node. In this
o 1 . .
casef = %, which approaches 0 whelN increases. Hence,
where according to the Corollary] 3, it is necessary to consider jus
_ Y(pg, \T) (42) the sign ofl — p in order to predict the asymptotic behavior
p== L(py) of the network lifetime (i.e. whetN — o). Assumingr > 0,

02@- (43) we have

s A

Therefore, by removing the condition ov in @J), we have 1 = / <1 - ’Y(lf(x;)> fp(@)dz < / fo(z)dz =1 (48)
R R

N

P(L>7) — P(L > 7INOP(N: — i —19 . N and consequently — > 0. Therefore, under this stringent
(L27) = PULzrNOP(Ni=j) m =12, N oo of the lifetime, the probability of achieving the

=0
’ (44) lifetime 7 approaches 0 a& increases.
where N B. Different Traffic Models
P(Ni =mn1) = ( n ) (1 —q)N (45) In Sectior(ll, we considered the case when all of the sen-

. _ o . . sors have the same Poisson model for the packet generation.
The given discussion is not restricted to circular areas apgre, we consider two other cases: 1) The average rate of

can also be applied to other area shapes. To study the lfetigacket generation changes with the position of the sengor, 2

of the network in other area shapes, we just need to rectdculgacket generation obeys another model rather than Poikson.

the value ofg; as follows is worthy to note that the assumed model is similar for all of
2 the sensors.
N =g (46) If the average rate of packet generation,varies with the

whereS is the size of area. Then, ccdf of the lifetime is derive

gosition of the sensor (e.g. due to the spatial correlatibn o
by putting this value ofy; into (44).

ata or data aggregation and compression), we have the mean
and variance of; conditioned on botlp and ). To derive the
V. SOME NOTES unconditional mean and variance pf we need to calculate

In Sectior(ll, we considered the finite number of nodes in vz, Ay)
the area. We will study the asymptotic analysis in this secti M, = p // ( I'(x)
Also, we earlier studied the case when all of the sensors ® o
have the same features such as traffic model, initial eneNy@ieref,x(z, y) denotes the joint pdf of and A. Other parts
and deployment. In addition, the packet generation model wef the analysis will remain unchanged. _
supposed to be Poisson. Here, we provide some discussions of¥so, the proof given for Theorefi 1 can be applied to the

the results in Sectiol ]Il and generalize them for more cas€@ses when the traffic model obeys another pattern rather tha
Poisson model. Assume that the pdf of the time duration be-

A. Asymptotic Analysis tween two packet transmissions follows a model with mean
Since the lifetime ccdf in[(15) depends on the number aihd variance?. Using CLT,t; can be accurately approximated

nodes distributed over the area, we can study the effectlf a Gaussian distribution with meary; and variancey;o?.

the node density on the probability of achieving the lif@imThe remaining part of the proof is unchanged.

threshold. The proposed analysis can also be extended to time-driven
Corollary 3: The probability of achieving a lifetime thresh-networks. In this case, the time duration between two conse-

old approaches 0 or 1 by increasing the number of nodes. quent transmissions is fixed and is equalltoHence
Proof: For large N, two cases can happen depending on

the sign ofa = 1 — 8 — u. Since@-function is a decreasing ti = pilT. (50)

function, whena > 0, increasingV causes the probability The ynconditional values qf and o is found by integration

of hitting the lifetime threshold to ten@(cc) = 0. In other over p;. Then, the result given in Theore 1 can be applied.
words, almost surely the given lifetime threshold cannot be

achieved. Now, considering that [22] C. Nonuniform Energy Distribution

1 1 .2 1 .2 Assume that the energy is distributed over the network in
N (1 - ﬁ) e T <Qr) < \/ﬂxe 7 Vz20 a nonuniform way. As a consequencg’s in ([I9) are not
(47) identically distributed. This may also arise when the senso
the rate of the probability decay is proportionaldo™. In generate packets with different rates (i.e. nonidenticiggon
a similar manner, the probability approach@é—oc) = 1 distributions). In this situationy does not have any standard

) for(z,y)dzdy  (49)




distribution, however, we can still use CLT to approximdte t sensors send packet with the average rate of 1 packet/héur, t
pdf of w with a Gaussian distribution. To this end, we will giveprobability of achieving the lifetime of 100 hours is studlie

a brief discussion on the probability of achieving the lifet
threshold by the network.

Lemma 2:Assume thaty;'s (1 < i < m) arem indepen-
dent random variables such that

m
Z Pz = ML
=1

where ., denotes the mean aof,. Also, X;’s (1 < ¢ < m)
arem Bernoulli trials such that

(51)

P(AXVZ = 1) = Z; Vi. (52)

Now, if X denotes the sum oK;’s, the variance ofX is

maximum when
e, =1 Vi=1,... (53)

(see [21] for the proof).
Corollary 4: For nonidentical distributed;’s such that

N N
o =Y i, =Y Elsi] = Np
=1 =1

,m

(54)

through simulation.

To investigate the effect of the area shape on the lifetime,
the simulations are carried out over areas with the same size
equal to1007m? but with different shapes. To decrease the
final result variance and reach the proper confidence interva
the simulation is run 10000 times over each area and thetsesul
are averaged.

Figure[2 depicts the probability of achieving the lifetime
threshold vs. the ratio of dead nodes over circular, hexalgon
squared and triangular areas. As it can be seen, the pritpabil
of achieving the lifetime threshold in circular, hexagoaat
squared areas are very close. Since in a triangle, the destan
of the sensors to the sink is more non-uniform and it has the
largest circumcircle compared to other area shapes, tdang
has a smaller probability to achieve the lifetime threshold

0.8~

(I9) is an upper bound for the probability of achieving the
lifetime whenl — 8 — > 0, otherwise it is a lower bound.
Proof: Since we assumed the identical distribution in the
proof of Theorenfll, Lemmal 2 indicates thaf in (31) is
the maximum possible variance of The proof is completed
considering the decreasing property of theunction. |

o
o

P(L>100)

—— Circle (Analytical)

< O Circle (Simulation)
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* Hexagon (Simulatiory)

< -= Square (Analytical) |
+ Square (Simulation)
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v Triangle (Simulation

0.4 0.45

o
=

0.2

VI.

In this section, we investigate the accuracy of the pro-

posed f';\_naly5|s thr_ou_gh Som_e e_xperlments. We ﬂrst StUdy "—rllge 2. Probability of achieving the lifetime threshold ¥ke ratio of dead
probability of achieving a lifetime threshold in singlefno nodes for single-hop networks deployed over different atezpes
networks. To this end, the simulations are performed over
different area shapes with the same area size to investigat@s discussed through the paper, depending on the value of
the effect of the area shape. In addition, the effect of the— ;, — 5 and by increasing the number of nodes, it can
node density is studied. Moreover, simulations are peréaimbe almost surely determined whether the network achieves a
to study the network lifetime in multi-hop networks. Thrdug lifetime threshold or not. The effect of the node density on
these simulations, it will be shown that how the transmissicchieving the lifetime threshold is shown in Figlre 3. The
range and consequently the number of hops effect the liéetinifetime of the network is considered as the moment when 0.3
of the network. of the nodes in the network die. In the first cagg, = 11
. mJ which results inl — 8 — ¢ > 0. Hence, as discussed in
A. Single-hop Networks Section ¥, the desired probability decreases by increasing
The parameters of mode[l(1) depend on the data rajghich is verified by the simulation. In the second case, the
antenna height, antenna gain, etc. Typical values, @nde, initial energy is equal to 11.6 mJ which caudes 3 — u < 0.

are given in [23]. Forv = 4, which we use in our simulations, As shown in Figur&]3, the probability of achieving the desire
the values ok; ande, are respectively 0.0013 pJ/bitrnand |ifetime is an increasing function o¥.

50 nJ/bit for a 1Mbps data stream. Here, It is assumed that )

the packets have 1000 bits length, herices1.3 pJ/mt and B. Multi-hop Networks

¢ =50 pJd in (). To study the network lifetime in a multi-hop network, it is
Network has 500 nodes that are deployed uniformly aradsumed that 500 nodes are deployed uniformly over a circle

sink is positioned at the center of the area. Also, the packeith radius 100 m. All of the nodes have the same initial

generation model obeys the Poisson distribution and eamhergy equal tdZ; = 100 mJ. The parameters ifil(1) are kept

sensor sends its packets directly to the sink. All of the @ensthe same as the previous part. A greedy routing algorithm

have the same initial energy equal to 11 mJ. Assuming thiatused to balance the network traffic such that data packets

EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
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to die sooner compared to the case where nodes adjust their
o9 DL 00 =6 £2C D transmission power.
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Fig. 3. Probability of achieving the lifetime threshold ke number of ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ *_ Simulation result
sensors in a single-hop network % T 20 25 30 35 40 45

Transmission rangetR

are identically distributed between the nodes in the firsg ri Fig. 5.  Probability of achieving the lifetime threshold se transmission
] . : range in a multi-hop network
of the network, /. Considering this fact that all of the nodes
use a constant transmission power and the traffic is dis&dbu
identically between the first-ring nodes, all of the nodethini
# have approximately similar lifetime. As a consequence; the In this paper, we considered the problem of finding the
die in time moments very close to each other. Therefore, Wgobability of achieving a lifetime threshold by the netkor
can say that the desired probabmty is not S|gn|f|cant|¢eﬁd which is equivalent to flndlng the ccdf of the network lifegm
by the value of3 (Figure[3). Using the power consumption model &f (1), the ccdf of the
lifetime was derived for the single-hop networks. To thislen
it was assumed that all of the nodes have identical packet
1t , generation model, initial energy and random deployment in
the area. The methodology was also extended to the case when
0. s —— these conditions may not be satisfied. Then, the problem was
studied for the multi-hop case. In addition, the asymptotic
relation between the number of nodes and the lifetime was
investigated. Through some simulations, the accuracy of ou
analysis was investigated for the networks deployed over
different area shapes. Using the proposed method, one can
design both node and network parameters (e.g. node density,
0.2 data rate, initial energy) according to the desired lifetim
| | | ‘ APPENDIX
0 01 o2 03 0.4 05 The pdf of the network lifetime depends on the distribution
atio of dead node$) X X N
of the maximum possible number of packet transmissions by
Fig. 4. Probability of achieving the lifetime threshold ke ratio of dead €ach nodep. In this appendix, we find the pdf gf over
nodes in a multi-hop network some common area shapes. The pdp alver a circle area is
required for finding the lifetime pdf of multi-hop networks i
It is interesting to study the effect of the transmissiongein section V. Also, this pdf over regular polygons is useful fo

and consequently the number of hops on the lifetime. Figusgidying the lifetime of a network composed of clustersigjli
depicts the probability of reaching the lifetime thresholihe area.

vs. the transmission range. The lifetime is considered as tR N K Deploved O Circl

moment when 0.3 nodes withi are dead. By decreasing etwork Deployed Over a Circle

r, number of nodes withir{ decreases, hence, they carry Assume that the nodes are deployed uniformly over a circle
more packets and will die earlier. Therefore, it is expecteMith radius k. Also, assume that the sink is located at the
that the desired probability decreases by reducintndeed, center of the circle. Since the nodes are deployed uniformly
while the nodes far from the sink still have enough energyer the area, the pdf of the distance between the nodes and
to send packets, the nodes with#h cease. To overcome thisSInk, d, is

drawback, nonuniform energy distribution can be appliet].[2 _ % 0<z<R
Also, the fixed transmission power causes the nodes wihin fa(w) = { 0  Otherwise

VIl. CONCLUSIONS

o
o

P(L>100)

o
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Now, using the energy consumption model (1), we have thg]
following expression for the pdf gf

Ei—cm} =

E;
kx Sw < T

E;
kR*+4c — c
Otherwise

2F; [
R2kaz?

0

B. Network Deployed Over a Regular Polygon

Suppose that the sensors are deployed over a regular poiy—
gon havingn equal sides with lengtla. Again, we assume [8]
that the sink is placed at the center of the area. In this case,
we have

(6]

fo(x) = - (56)

Q’TTI O<ax<nr (9
fa(z) ={ 2meznecos i <R (57)
0 Otherwise (10]
where “ -
=g cot — (58) (11
n
12
is the radius of the inscribed circle of the polygon, (2
= s (59)
2sin & [13]
represents the radius of the circumcircle of the polygon and
§="a?cot L ©60)
n

denotes the polygon area. Now, using the relation betwieen

andp, we have [15]
. 2F; FE; —cx N 1 T [16]
f(@) = kaSz? [ kx ] Toneos (Eifcz)é
kx
61
(61) 7]
when
BB
kRS +c kr +c el
and .
27TEZ' Ei —cx|
_ 19
Ir(@) kaSz? { kx } (62) 119}
when
i E;
[ — S xr < —
kré +c c [20]
and f,(z) = 0 elsewhere. [21]
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