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Multiple sink deployment in large-scale wireless sensor networks (WSNs) can reduce transmission distance between

source nodes to sink. This reduces energy consumption for data transmission and extends the network life time.
However, proper placement of sinks has a great impact on the performance of the WSNs. This paper introduces
six sink placement strategies and discusses their advantages and disadvantages. The network is assumed to be
partitioned into several sub-networks and therefore the objective of each strategy is to place a sink in each partition.

These strategies are based on a grid structure that divides the network into square-shaped grid cells. Results of
application of the six strategies in a network with random deployment of sensor nodes are analyzed. Performances
of the network after application of these strategies are also analyzed and analysis results are presented in this
paper.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In Wireless Sensor Networks (WSNs) data is transmitted from source nodes to sink node in a
multi-hop manner. However, in large-scale networks, a single sink is placed at a position which
may be far away from many nodes and therefore, data transmission through multiple intermediate
nodes may be expensive in terms of energy. Propagation delay from the distant nodes to the sink
node may also be large.
In addition to the above two major problems, some other problems are encountered in a single

sink WSN that significantly deteriorate its performance. Uneven energy depletion is one of them.
Sensor nodes near the sink deplete their energy faster than those are far apart from the sink
due to their heavy overhead for relaying messages. Nodes closer to the sink not only collect
data within their sensing range, but also forward data from the nodes which are away from the
sink and thus become bottleneck due to heavy traffic load for packet transmission. Non-uniform
energy consumption degrades network performance and shortens network lifetime. Moreover, if
all sensor nodes around the sink run out of energy, then sink becomes isolated from the network,
as a result the entire network fails.
In case of some applications of WSN, it may be required to randomly deploy several thousands

of sensor nodes within a given region and responses from these nodes must be sent to the base
station quickly and reliably while maintaining optimum energy consumption within the network.
Such applications include forest fire detection, disaster relief, emergency rescue operation etc.
Disaster management applications usually require sensor nodes to be deployed over a large

monitoring region which may be spread over several kilometers. Therefore, scalability is a major
issue in such a large-scale network. Deployment of a single sink in such a large area cannot make
the network scalable.
One solution to the above problems is to use multiple sink nodes which can be strategically

placed within the network. Contemporary research works [Chen et al. 2005; Flathagen et al. 2011]
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demonstrate that performance, such as data transmission time from source to sink is improved
in multiple sink networks in comparison with single sink networks. Also uses of multiple sinks
ensure fast and reliable delivery of information and optimum energy consumption. The distance
between source nodes to sink nodes can be reduced by deploying multiple sinks instead of a
single one. In [Li et al. 2008], the authors observe that the average number of hops a data packet
requires to travel decreases with the increase in number of sinks. Therefore, the average energy
consumption for data communication also decreases. Moreover, in order to obtain a scalable
network, the sensor nodes may be divided into clusters or sub-partitions. The sink nodes can be
deployed in such a manner that an individual sink node becomes responsible for each cluster or
sub-partition. It is also demonstrated in [Oyman and Ersoy 2004] and [Flathagen et al. 2011]
that an increase in the number of sinks can affect the network lifetime of WSN.
Thus, there are significant benefits of using multiple sink networks. These benefits are sum-

marized below:

(1) Multiple sinks in a network alleviates unbalanced energy consumption among sensor nodes
since the data transmission load is shared among all the sinks.

(2) Multiple sink networks can remarkably reduce the mean distance as well as the hop distance
between sensor nodes and sinks. Thus basically it provides energy saving and lower latency.

(3) Finally, multiple sink deployment avoids the single sink bottleneck problem. In case of
disconnection of one particular sink, sensor nodes can still transmit their data towards other
sinks in the network and hence the network functions continuously.

However, in order to avail the above benefits, proper placement of the sinks within the network
is an essential requirement. Therefore, in this paper we explore sink placement strategies in large-
scale WSNs in order to reduce distance for transmitting data from source to sink, to provide better
energy-efficiency and as a result to prolong network lifetime. Here we propose six sink placement
strategies and compare their relative performances. The basic design principle adopted for the
six strategies is - “Placing the sink in a region where number of nodes is maximum”. A grid cell
structure of the network is used for all the strategies presented here. The algorithm proposed in
this paper finds locations for placing the sinks that maximizes the 1-hop neighbor nodes of sink
and minimizes the average Euclidean distance of all nodes from the sink.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Some related works are presented in Section 2. The

sink placement problem is described in Section 3. The proposed six sink placement strategies are
explained elaborately in Section 4. Section 5 presents the results of application of these strategies
in a simulation environment. For performance analysis of the multiple-sink network with various
sink placement strategies, we have used flooding routing protocol. The results of this analysis are
presented in Section 6. These strategies are also compared with the CP strategy (sink placement
at each corner of a square region) described in our earlier work [Rehena et al. 2011]. Finally, the
paper concludes in Section 7 with a direction of future work.

2. RELATED WORK

In general the sink placement problem is NP-complete [Bogdanov et al. 2004], and finding the
best position of sink is very hard. Vincze. Z. et al. in [Vincze et al. 2007] give a mathematical
model that determines the locations of the sinks by minimizing the average distance of sensors
from the nearest sink. The idea used here is similar to the k-mean clustering algorithm [Forgy
1965]. They present two algorithms in this paper. First an iterative algorithm called global is
presented which finds the sink locations based on the global knowledge of the network. Given
an initial sink setup, the sinks use their global knowledge to decide which sensors are closest to
them and divide the network into clusters. Next the centroids of these clusters are determined
and new locations of sinks are found using the mathematical model and clusters are recalculated.
The process repeats until there is any change in the clusters. The paper also proposes another
iterative algorithm, called 1hop that carries out the sink deployment based only on the location
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information of the neighboring nodes and locations of the distant nodes are approximated. For
getting the location information of the sensor nodes the algorithm relies on message transmission
from every sensor node to the sink. The same mathematical models is used here to calculate new
sink locations based on the location information and the process iterates as long as the sinks stop
moving to a new position.

In [Poe and Schmitt 2009b], the authors introduce different sink placement strategies and dis-
cuss their advantages and disadvantages. All these sink placement strategies are mainly intended
for time-critical WSN applications, except only one known as Random Sink Placement (RSP).
RSP is not suitable for time-critical purposes due to the random placement of sinks. RSP can
be considered as a lower bound. Among the other proposed strategies, Geographic Sink Place-
ment (GSP) strategy places the sinks at the center of gravity of a sector of a circle. In case of
Intelligent Sink Placement (ISP), candidate locations are determined by sampling all possible
regions and depending on the number of sinks all combinations of these candidate locations are
enumerated to find an optimal sink placement. This strategy (ISP) is found to be an optimal
one. However, ISP is computationally expensive and it is assumed that the location information
of the sensor nodes be provided by some localization system. Another algorithm, called Genetic
Algorithm-based sink placement (GASP) is also introduced. GASP provides a good heuristic
based on Genetic Algorithm for optimal sink placement.

Some research works in this field focus on the use of integer linear programming and iterative
clustering techniques. In [Kim et al. 2005] sink placement and data route problems have been
formulated based on linear programming and the optimal locations of multiple sinks and data
flow in the WSN are proposed. Another solution is presented in [Oyman and Ersoy 2004] based
on iterative clustering algorithms, such as k-mean. The idea here is to define some initial clusters,
place the sinks in the center of those clusters, and then reshape them, so as to allow sensors to
choose the nearest sink. This procedure is repeated until the clusters are not reshaped anymore.
In both papers [Kim et al. 2005; Oyman and Ersoy 2004], the basic objective is to improve the
network lifetime.

Mixed-integer linear programming (MILP) formulation is done in [Guney et al. 2010] and an
integrated model of sink location and routing problem is described. The sensor field is divided
into many grids and the nodes are arranged as the grid points. The solution minimizes the total
energy consumption and balances the data flow in the network.

The sink placement problem is defined as base station positioning problem of sensor networks
in [Bogdanov et al. 2004]. The authors considered the effect of base station positioning on energy
consumption of the network. They considered the network as a regular grid structure. They used
a greedy algorithm and a local search algorithm for finding base station position. The greedy
algorithm selects position of each base station to improve performance as much as possible while
keeping the location of the previous base stations fixed. The local search algorithm starts with
a random configuration of base stations and tries to improve performance as much as possible
by moving any base station. When no improvement is possible it reaches at local maximum and
the algorithm again restarts with a new random configuration. After repeating the process with
a number of random configurations, the highest local maximum is selected as final base station
positions.

In [Poe and Schmitt 2009b; 2009a] the authors propose a self-organized sink placement strategy
(SOSP) for multiple sinks in a large scale network which has lower communication overhead. A
circular field shaped network is considered and the field is divided into equal sized sectors based
on the number of sinks. Then the center of gravity of each sector of that circle is calculated
and initially a sink is placed in each sector. In the next step, candidate locations are created by
determining distances of 1-hop neighbors from each sink and using trilateration with TOA. Sinks
are moved to each candidate location and the maximum worst-case delay is calculated. Finally
the best candidate location is chosen where the worst-case delay is minimum.

In [Chen and Li 2013], the authors have explored the sink placement problem and propose
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strategies to find the optimal position of the sink. They investigate the energy-oriented and
lifetime-oriented sink placement strategies for the single-hop and multiple-hop WSNs, respec-
tively. The energy-oriented strategy considers minimizing the total energy consumption in the
network, while the lifetime-oriented strategy focuses on the lifetime of the nodes which consume
energy fastest. To simulate single-hop and multiple-hop networks they also adopt a routing-
cost based ant routing algorithm. The authors also demonstrate that lifetime-oriented strategy
performs better than energy-oriented strategy in terms of lifetime of the network.
In [Zadeh et al. 2011], authors use dynamic sink placement strategies. They propose a new

dynamic approach to find the optimal position for the sink with the goal of reducing the total
energy consumption. The algorithm is based on exhaustive search to find the initial optimal sink
position. It also relocates the sink in an appropriate location when needed. In contrary to all
the above algorithms, the main contribution of this research work is to propose sink placement
algorithms for a partitioned network. A network is partitioned or clustered using one of the
techniques described in [Rehena et al. 2012]. The objective is to place a sink in every partition
with an objective of increasing the lifetime of the network. In this work, it is assumed that
each partition in the network is divided into square-shaped grid cells and it is also proposed
that the size of the grid cells be based on the communication range of the sensor nodes. On
the basis of the sensor node density in grid cells, a concept of MaxGrid is introduced and used
by the proposed techniques to find a new location for sink placement. Besides network lifetime,
maximum coverage of 1-hop neighbor nodes, and minimum hop distance to farthest neighbor
nodes are also considered in the proposed approaches. Since, energy and computation resources
are very limited in WSN, the basic idea behind these strategies is to keep the computation as
simple as possible.

3. SINK PLACEMENT PROBLEM

The main objective is to place a sink in each partition for achieving longer lifetime, energy
efficiency as well as faster data delivery to each sink. So a sink placement strategy is needed for
achieving the above-mentioned goals for each sub-network, and all these sub-networks collectively
will achieve the goals for the large scale WSN. Now if the sink is placed in a location where number
of neighboring nodes is very less then these limited number of nodes will be repeatedly used for
relaying packets to the sink. As a result these nodes will run out of battery power very soon and
thus the lifetime of the WSN will become shorter. So, for achieving longer lifetime, sinks should
be placed in appropriate locations where number of neighboring nodes is high. Figure 1 depicts
a scenario where sink has less number of neighbors for communication.
To find a region having maximum number of nodes, we propose to divide the network into

equal sized square grid and the grid cell which contains maximum number of nodes is a probable
location for placing the sink. Figure 2 shows the grid structure of WSN and this network has
two possible locations (with maximum number of nodes) where a sink can be placed.
Therefore, we introduce the concept of MaxGrid and it is defined as a grid cell which contains

maximum number of sensor nodes of a partition.

Sink

4 nodes available for relay
all data traffic

. Figure. 1: Sink Placement in Low Density Area
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Candidate cell

Candidate cell

. Figure. 2: Grid Structure of WSN

3.1 Grid Size Estimation

For some of our algorithms we are interested to find the area or region having densely deployed
sensor nodes. Therefore, determining the size of the grid cell is very important. Here two sizes
for the grid cell is considered. Let communication range of each sensor node be R. If sink is
placed at the center of the grid cell then each vertex of the grid cell is the farthest point from the
center. The nodes which are on the farthest point should be able to communicate with centrally
placed sink. This is possible only if their distances from sink is less than or equal to R. So the
diagonal of the square-shaped cell should be at most 2R. Therefore, the side of each grid cell is
R
√
2. The Figure 3(a) depicts the grid cells.

However, if the sink is placed at the centroid of the nodes in a grid cell, then the position can
be anywhere within the grid cell (including the vertices) and any one (or more) vertex of the
grid cell will be the farthest point from the sink. So if a node is at the farthest point then it can
only communicate with the sink if the distance is less than or equal to R. So if the sink is placed
at one vertex of the grid then the maximum distance of a node from the sink is the diagonally
opposite vertex and the distance should be at most R. So diagonal of a grid cell should be R and
each side should be R/

√
2. This is shown in Figure 3(b).

(a) (b)

R

Grid Cell

2

R2R
 2R

Grid Cell

. Figure. 3: Different Grid Cell structure

4. PROPOSED STRATEGIES

It is assumed that a set of sinks are to be deployed in a large scale WSN and according to the
number of available sinks the entire network is partitioned. Our goal is to place a sink in each
partition so that all sensor nodes in a partition can communicate to the corresponding sink. Here
it is also assumed that the global knowledge about locations of the sensor nodes is available.
Based on the above assumptions, six algorithms are presented in this paper. These are: CMG,
CNMG, CNMG-1, CLMN, CLMH and CNP. The six algorithms are discussed below.
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4.1 Center of the MaxGrid (CMG) Algorithm

This algorithm initially converts the entire WSN into square grid structure. The diagonal of each
grid cell is 2R where R is the communication range of a sensor node. Now for each partition, the
algorithm finds the grid cell which contains maximum number of nodes i.e. MaxGrid. The center
of that grid cell in each partition is chosen as the final location of the sink in that partition.
This algorithm is straightforward and simple. Sometimes it may happen that a MaxGrid cell is

present at partition boundary and the sink is placed at the center of that MaxGrid cell. Therefore
it may increase the hop distance from sensor nodes to sink. In such scenario this strategy may
not give good energy efficiency and may result in to decrease in lifetime or slow data delivery.
While finding time complexity, we make an assumption. We assume that the partition sizes

are almost same and therefore, number of grid cells in each partition is almost equal. Hence,
the time complexity of the algorithm is linear time complexity of order of O(lm), where l is the
number of partitions in the network, and m is the average number of grid cells in each partition.

4.2 Centroid of Nodes of MaxGrid (CNMG) Algorithm

As in the case of CMG algorithm, this algorithm also divides the WSN into square-shaped grid
cells. But unlike CMG algorithm, here the length of the diagonal is taken as R. Now for
each partition, the algorithm finds the MaxGrid cell. However, instead of choosing center of
the MaxGrid as the sink location, the centroid of the all sensor nodes within the grid cell is
computed. The centroid then becomes the location of the sink in that partition. Thus, in case of
CMG, sometimes the sink may be placed on the boundary of the partition. But by choosing the
centroid of the sensor nodes in MaxGrid, this algorithm can solve the problem arising in such
situation.
This algorithm is also straightforward and simple to implement. But in certain cases, finding

a good sink location becomes difficult. Sometimes it may happen that the area close to the
boundaries of two or more grid cells is covered with maximum number of sensor nodes. Therefore,
in order to cover maximum number of sensor nodes, the sink must actually be positioned in the
dense region which is spread over two or more grid cells. Problem is to find such a location the
grid cells must be combined. In the next algorithm we propose a strategy to relocate the sink in
the dense area. The algorithm uses NEXT LOC which is defined as the Centroid of the 1-hop
neighbor nodes of a sink. This algorithm also has the similar complexity like the previous one
i.e. O(lm).

4.3 CNMG with 1-hop Neighbor (CNMG-1) Algorithm

This is an iterative process and the sink is placed in a new location every time by finding its
1-hop neighbours starting with the sink location found by CNMG.
During every iteration, from the current position of the sink, number of 1-hop neighbor nodes

is counted. Next the centroid of these 1-hop sensor nodes is calculated. This centroid position is
called NEXT LOC and is considered to be the probable next location for the sink. Next, number
of 1-hop neighbor nodes of NEXT LOC is counted. If number of neighbor nodes of NEXT LOC
is higher than that of the sink, then the sink is relocated to the current NEXT LOC position and
the centroid of the neighbor nodes of the current NEXT LOC position is calculated and termed
as the new NEXT LOC. This process continues until there is no increase in neighbor nodes. If
number of neighbor nodes of NEXT LOC is same or less than number of neighbor nodes of the
sink, then the sink remains at the same position, otherwise the sink is placed at the position where
neighbor nodes of NEXT LOC is found to be higher. Figure 4 depicts the steps of the algorithm.
First the sink is positioned at 1 (centroid of the MaxGrid) in Figure 4(a) and NEXT LOC is
found at 2 which becomes the new sink position. In the next iteration, NEXT LOC of position
is found at 3, but the sink remains in its old position (2) because there is no increase in 1-hop
neighbor node count (Figure 4(b)). Thus, the final position of the sink is 2 which is shown in
Figure 4(c).
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1
2

Partition Boundary

2

Partition Boundary

X
3

2

Partition Boundary

Sensor Nodes
Sink X    Next_LOC

Probable sink Location Final Sink Location

(a) (b) (c)

. Figure. 4: Steps of CNMG-1 Algorithm

We next define a Candidate Location as the final location is calculated by using CNMG-1
algorithm in each grid cell of each partition.
The worst case time complexity of this algorithm is O(nPi),
where P is the set of partitions, i.e. P = {P1, P2, · · · , Pl} and nPi is the number of nodes in
partition Pi. Here Pi ∈ P , 1 ≤ i ≤ l .

4.4 Candidate Location with Maximum Neighbor (CLMN) Algorithm

In this algorithm the definition of Candidate Location is used. The sink is placed by selecting
Candidate Location which has maximum number of 1-hop neighbors. For each partition the
algorithm first identifies all the grid cells which contain any node of that partition (the entire
grid cell may not fall within the partition). Instead of choosing MaxGrid cell, here each grid cell is
chosen and the CNMG-1 algorithm is used to find a Candidate Location in each grid cell. In the
next step, for each Candidate Location, number of 1-hop neighbors is counted. The Candidate
Location with maximum 1-hop neighbors is selected as the final location of the sink and the sink
is placed at that location.

4.5 Candidate Location with Minimizing Hop (CLMH) Algorithm

This algorithm is same as CLMN algorithm. The only difference is that the sink location is
finalized by selecting candidate position which has minimum hop distance from the farthest
node.
The algorithm is described as follows. For each partition the algorithm first identifies the grid

cells that contain any node of that partition (as in the previous case). Instead of finding MaxGrid
cell, here a candidate location is found for each grid cell using CNMG-1 algorithm. In the next
step, for each candidate location the algorithm finds hop distance of the farthest node within the
partition. The candidate location which has minimum hop distance to farthest node is selected
as final location.
CLMN and CLMH both algorithms also have worst case time complexity of O(nPi).

4.6 Centroid of the Nodes in a Partition (CNP) Algorithm

All the above mentioned algorithms use the grid cell structure of the network. However, in case
of CNP algorithm no grid cell structure is considered. Here the sink is initially placed at the
centroid of all sensor nodes in a partition. Next the number of 1-hop neighbors of every sink is
calculated. Then a new location of the sink is found by calculating the centroid of 1-hop neighbors
for each partition. Again the number of 1-hop neighbors for new sink location is calculated. If
the number of 1-hop neighbors of the new location is greater than the number of 1-hop neighbors
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of the old location, then new location becomes the sink location and again the previous steps
are repeated until we finalize the sink location. That is when the number of 1-hop neighbors of
the new location is found to be less than the number of 1-hop neighbors of the old location and
the old location is taken as the final location of the sink. This algorithm is similar to CNMG-1
algorithm described earlier, however, unlike the CMG, CNMG, CNMG-1, CLMN and CLMH
algorithms, here we do not use grid cell structure.
This algorithm also has the same worst case time complexity of the previous algorithms like

CNMG-1, CLMH, and CLMN i.e. O(nPi).
The above mentioned algorithms are different in many aspects. At this point, we compare the

algorithms which are shown in Table I.

Table I. Analysis of characteristics for the Algorithms
Scheme Grid size Final Sink position Type Time

(Diagonal) Complexity

CMG 2R Center of the MaxGrid cell Non-iterative O(lm)

CNMG R Centroid of MaxGrid cell Non-iterative O(lm)

CNMG-1 R Next Loc is used to Iterative O(nPi
)

find the sink location

CLMN R Candidate location which Iterative O(nPi
)

has maximum number of
neighbor nodes is used
as the sink location.

CLMH R Candidate location which Iterative O(nPi
)

has minimum hop distance

from farthest node is
used as sink location.

CNP No grid cell Sink location is found by Iterative O(nPi
)

calculating centroid of 1-hop neighbors.

This is similar to CNMG-1.

5. SIMULATION ENVIRONMENT

Performances of these algorithms have been evaluated in Matlab environment. One hundred (100)
sensor nodes are randomly deployed in a 200m × 200m square area. All nodes have the same
capabilities. The communication range is 45m. Each algorithm is run in 10 different topologies.
Initially the WSN is partitioned into 4 sub-partitions by using Modified Recursive Spectral Bi-
Section algorithm [Kabelikova 2006]. As discussed earlier, the WSN is considered to be divided
into several square shaped grid cells. In case of CMG algorithm, the grid cell size is 2R, whereas
in case of other algorithms (except CNP) each grid cell is of size R. R is the communication
range of a sensor node. The CNP algorithm does not use any grid cell.

5.1 Performance Metrics

The following metrics have been measured for each simulation.

—Execution Time: Execution time needed for each sink placement algorithm.

—Farthest Hop Distance: Hop count of the farthest node from the sink in each partition.

—Average Hop Count: The total hop length for all nodes to reach sink in each partition is
divided by number of nodes in that partition.

—Co-efficient of Variation: The coefficient of variation (CV) is defined as the ratio of the
standard deviation to the mean. It is used to measure the dispersion of hop count of every
node from the sink.
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5.2 Simulation Results

Simulation results are shown in Figures 5(a) to Figure 5(f). Figure 5(a) shows the final sink
position using the CMG algorithm. It is clearly shown that sinks are placed in the center of the
grid cell where maximum numbers of nodes are found. The final sink positions obtained by using
the CNMG algorithm are shown in Figure 5(b). From the figure it is clear that sinks are placed
at the centroid of nodes of the MaxGrid. Figure 5(c) depicts sink positions using CNMG-1. As
expected, the algorithm places the sink at the border of two grid cells.
Sink placement using CLMN algorithm, CLMH algorithm and CNP algorithm are shown in

Figure 5(d), Figure 5(e) and Figure 5(f)respectively.

5.3 Result Discussion

Figure 6 shows the execution times of each of the sink placement algorithm. CMG, CNMG
and CNP require same execution time. In case of these three algorithms most time is spent
for calculation of the center of the grid cell or centroid of the nodes. As depicted in Figure 6,
CNMG-1, CLMN and CLMH require higher execution time. Among these three, execution time
of CLMH is highest. This is because maximum overhead is incurred in CNMG-1 and CLMN
algorithms for finding 1-hop neighbors and selecting final sink positions. On the other hand, in
case of CLMH, overhead is incurred for finding the farthest hop length from all possible candidate
positions.
The second metric is hop count from the farthest node to sink which is compared in Figure 7

for all the six algorithms. CLMH and CNP have same hop count from the farthest node to sink
and give better result in comparison with other algorithms. CNMG and CNMG-1 have highest
hop count. On the other hand, performances of CMG and CLMN lie between the two sets that
are mentioned above.
Another performance metric is average hop count which is shown in Figure 8. CLMN, CLMH

and CNP have same average hop count to sink. In these three strategies the location of the sink
is found iteratively, and finally the sink is placed at the best location where the hop count is
less. Among the remaining strategies, CNMG shows worst performance and needs maximum hop
count to reach sink. In CNMG, sink is placed at the centroid of nodes of the MaxGrid and the
MaxGrid may be far from any node in the partition. Thus the distance between the sink and any
node in the partition may increase. CMG and CNMG-1 demonstrate moderate performance.
The final performance metric is known as co-efficient of variation of hop counts. This metric is

obtained by taking the ratio of the standard deviation and the mean and of hop counts of every
node from the sink in each partition. The co-efficient of variation for each partition is calculated
and depicted in Figure 9. It is clear from the figure that CLMH and CNP algorithms have low
ratio of the standard deviation to the mean than other algorithms. But the CNP algorithm has
more or less same co-efficient of variation in each partition.

6. DATA TRANSMISSION

Performances of data transmission using flooding is discussed in this section.

6.1 Performance Analysis using Flooding

For performance analysis of our multiple sink networks with various sink placement strategies as
described above, we have used flooding routing protocol. After placing all the sinks at their final
positions, a restricted flooding protocol has been implemented where the data packets are routed
only within the respective partitions in the partitioned network. In each case, the network lifetime
and total energy consumption of the network have been measured. Thus, following descriptions
of each metric are considered:
(i) Energy consumption for a single event to reach the sink node, (ii) Lifetime of the Network:
described using two metrics, namely “time elapsed before the first node die” and “time until the
last node of the network die”.
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. Figure. 5: Simulation results show different sink positions using different algorithms: (a)CMG (b)CNMG (c)
CNMG-1 (d)CLMN (e)CLMH (f) CNP.

Figure 10 shows the average energy consumption for a single event to reach the sink node for
each of the sink placement algorithms. In each case it is assumed that 10 events have occurred
at different nodes (nodes are selected randomly). Energy consumption for the entire path (from
source to sink) is measured and the average of energy consumption for the 10 events is shown
in the figure. From the figure it is clear that CLMN and CLMH give low energy consumption
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for an event to deliver data to the sink among all other algorithms. Again CMG and CNP need
almost same energy and among all these algorithms CNMG consumes highest energy for data
transmission.
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. Figure. 9: Co-efficient of Variation

Lifetime of the network is measured in terms of first node die which is shown in Figure 11 and
Figure 12 shows the number of rounds after which the last node of the network dies. From these
two figures it is clear that CLMN, CLMH and CNP have longer lifetime in comparison with others.
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. Figure. 11. First Node Die in each algorithm
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Now Table II below summarized the performance analysis of all the six algorithms.
In the next section, the algorithms proposed in this paper are compared with another strategy
which has been proposed in [Rehena et al. 2011]. In [Rehena et al. 2011], a square area is
considered for deployment of the network and sinks are placed at each corner of the square region
and network is partitioned into four parts. Each sink is responsible for a single partition only
where it is placed. We refer to this sink placement strategy as Corner Position or CP strategy.

Table II. Analysis of characteristics for the Algorithms
Scheme Energy Consumption Lifetime Farthest Node

Hop distance

CMG Moderate Moderate High

CNMG Very High Low High

CNMG-1 High Low High

CLMN Low Good High

CLMH Low Good Low

CNP Moderate Moderate Low

6.2 Comparison with CP

In this case also restricted flooding routing protocol is used for comparing the performance of our
proposed algorithms with CP. Comparisons are done based on the basis of the following metrics.

—Energy consumption for delivering an event to the corresponding sink, and

—Average hop count from all sensor nodes to respective sinks and hop count from farthest node
in each partition.

For simulation a 200m×200m square area is considered and the network size is varied from 50
nodes to 200 nodes. The experiments are carried out five times and the result is averaged from
these experimental outcomes.
Figure 13 shows energy consumption for all the sink placement strategies described in this paper
along with the CP strategy. As expected, CP consumes highest energy for data transmission
because of longer communication distance between sink and event location.
Figure 14 and Figure 15 depict the average hop count from sensor nodes to respective sinks and
hop count from farthest node in each partition respectively. Similar to Figure 13, here also CP
requires highest average hop count. Hop count from farthest node to sink is also high for CP
compared to other algorithms except CNMG and CNMG-1.
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7. CONCLUSION

The paper focuses on multiple-sink placement problem in a wireless sensor network. The network
is assumed to be partitioned. We propose six sink placement strategies in the partitioned network.
These strategies are compared and their advantages and disadvantages are discussed. Further
the performance of the network after application of each strategy is observed.
From the results it can be concluded that the CNP strategy shows better performance in all
respect when compared with the other algorithms. It has low execution time, low co-efficient of
variation of hop counts and also hop distance of the farthest node is small for this algorithm.
The CLMH strategy also demonstrates similar performance like CNP. However, execution time
of CLMH is higher. Also while considering the network performance, CLHM and CNP strategies
appear to be good solutions to the sink placement problem. All the strategies are compared with
a simple strategy that places the sinks at the corners of the network and all of them proved to
perform better than this one. We primarily focus on disaster management applications where
fast data delivery and minimum energy consumption are the major two challenges. Thus, after
placing the sinks in the network suitably, we aim to propose an appropriate routing mechanism
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for our disaster monitoring application. In the current work both sinks and nodes are considered
to be static. In future, we aim at focusing on placement of multiple mobile sinks in a network
region containing mobile sensor nodes.
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