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Abstract—In many potential wireless sensor network appli- either part of the external environment or part of the nekyor
cations, the cost of the base station infrastructure can be and their mobility can be either controllable or not. In this
prohibitive. Instead, we consider the use of mobile devices paper, we assume that mobility is not controlled and thus the

carried by people in their daily life to collect sensor data - - .
opportunistically. As the movement of these mobile nodes is, by sensed data is collected opportunistically. Mobile nodedd

definition, uncontrolled, contact probing becomes a challenging b€ specific devices carried by objects (animals, employees,
task, particularly for sensor nodes which need to be aggressively etc.) who move around the deployed area for purposes other
duty-cycled to achieve long life. than data collection. More interestingly, as illustratedigure

It has been reported that when the duty-cycle of a sensor 1 they could also be smart phones and/or PDAs (installedl wit

node is fixed, SNIP, a sensor node-initiated probing mechanism, th di di d soft ied b lated
performs much better than mobile node-initiated probing mech- e corresponding radio and software) carried by unrelate

anisms. Considering that the intended applications are delay- P€ople who pass through the deployed area in their daily
tolerant, mobile nodes tend to follow some repeated mobility life. Except the benefits of adopting mobile sinks discussed
patterns, a_md contacts are _distributed unevenly_in temporal, in [1][3] (the energy efficient one-hop data collection, the
SNIP-RH is proposed in this paper to further improve the  aytanded network lifetime through removing hotspots nbar t

Fd)ﬁggémveﬁi%i ?oﬁf;ct{fgmsg mmgortgr;)rggﬁei);lpylomng Rush Hours fixed basestation, etc.), the cost of data collection cam lads

In SNIP-RH, SNIP is activated only when the time is within ~réduced significantly through exploiting the uncontrokalbut
Rush Hours and there are enough data to be uploaded in the next free human mobility. Although opportunistic data collecti
probed contact. As for the dl_Jty-cycIe, it is_selected based on the may significantly increase the data delivery latency [1&réh
mean of contact length that is learned online. Both analysis and gre many promising wireless sensor network applications

simulation results indicate that under a typical simulated road- : o . .
side wireless sensor network scenario, SNIP-RH can significantly which are delay-tolerant and it is worthwhile to improve the

reduce the energy consumed for probing the contacts, that are Performance of opportunistic data collection.
necessary for uploading the sensed data, or significantly increase
the probed contact capacity under a sensor node’s energy budgy ’

for contact probing. ’

I. INTRODUCTION

As wireless sensor networks mature, we expect to see long- i
term deployments for applications such as environmental-mo
itoring, house water/gas/electricity meter reading, atmdcs
tural health monitoring. These applications typically dhwe
large numbers of sparsely deployed (static) sensor nodes th
report data that is inherently delay tolerant, since thparse
(if any) requires human intervention over long time scales.
For example, analysis of environmental monitoring data is
rarely urgent, and meter readings for billing purposes can b Fig. 1: Opportunistic Data Collection with Smart Phones
delayed by weeks. Neighboring nodes in these sparse wsreles
sensor networks are far away from each other, and typicallyln opportunistic data collection, the sensed data can be col
cannot communicate directly or even indirectly throughtmul lected from a sensor node only after a mobile node approaches
hop paths. On the other hand, deploying large numbers afd they become aware of each other. Hence, for contact
fixed sink nodes would incur prohibitive costs in terms oprobing, there are four processes in the system: the movemen
deployment, maintenance, and data back-haul. of a mobile node, the radio schedule of a mobile node, the
In [1][2][3][4][5][6][7], the use of resource-rich mobile radio schedule of a sensor node, and the beacons perigdicall
nodes (mobile sinks or mobile relays) was proposed to motransmitted by either mobile node or sensor node. To establi
around in the deployed area and collect data from sensarccessful contact, a beacon must be sent out by one of them
nodes. Depending on the application, the mobile nodes canvilgen they are close to each other and their radios are both




turned on. In other words, all four processes must occur at Il. REFERENCEMODEL FORCONTACT PROBING
the same time. This can be difficult to achieve when mobile ) )
node’s movement is uncontrollable and sensor node is redjuir Figure 2 illustrates the reference model for contact prgbin

to maintain aggressive duty-cycles for reasons of life évity. ?n opportunistic data collection. The. mobile node’s mdiili
is uncontrollable and cannot be predicted accurately bg@en

Slnc”e kt)?e mobility in og.portunlsﬁlc f’ata, c;?llgct:jon 'usdunhodes. For simplicity, we assume that the network is spare
controllable, a contact probing mechanism Is limited totuin enough so that at any time at most a single (static) sensor

the broadcasting of beacons and the radio schedules ofeno i e and a single mobile node can reach each other. In the
node and sensor node. Considering that a mobile node coy ‘fe that multiple mobile nodes move together, this assampt

have relatively abundant energy via a re-chargable batfeey can be easily removed by adopting some collision avoidance

radml of mt()jblle node canhbef ﬁ:WaYS turned on _[8][9]' Hencgr contention resolution techniques [11] and allowing assen
It only needs to answer the following two questions. node to choose one of these mobile nodes randomly or based
ey their radio signal strength, movement speed, etc. We also
passume that the same commodity radio (Zigbee-compilant
: radio [12], etc.) is installed on both mobile nodes and senso
responsible to broadcast the beacons? T o

fnodes, i.e., they have the same communication rardtle (

2) For energy-efficiently probing the necessary contaats ?;Y . . .
uploading its sensor reports, how should the sensor na gen carrying out contact probing, the radio of a sensor node

. . . IS duty-cycled for achieving a long life. More specificalliie
schedule its radio used for contact probing? radio is turned on for a fixed period’{,) and turned off for
The first question has been studied by us and SNIP, a ser@gpther fixed periodZ(;) alternatively. Hence, the duration
node-initiated probing mechanism, is proposed in [10]his t ©f & cycle Ceycic) is the sum of7,,, and 7o and the duty-
paper, we will study the second problem, i.e., how to selet¥cle @) equals toTo,, /Teyce.
the duty-cycle used by SNIP for energy efficiently probing th
necessary contacts.

1) For improving the probed contact capacity when t
duty-cycle of a sensor node is fixed, who should

Tcontact

Considering that the expected applications of opportimist
data collection are delay tolerant, a sensor node could have
more freedom when scheduling SNIP operations. Based on

the observations that mobile nodes (smart phones carried .,-" Y
by people) normally follow some repeated mobility patterns X—_;—}

Tprobed

o
e

] robed %
and the temporal distribution of contacts within an epoch of  wmobile Node :' 1 i
mobile nodes’ mobility pattern tends to be uneven, SNIP- H N
RH is proposed in this paper for energy efficiently probing \. Sensor Node !
the necessary contacts through exploititgh Hours, during ‘-.‘ 7
which contacts arrive more frequently. ,."'
In SNIP-RH, SNIP is activated only when the time is within \"~.\_ e -
Rush Hours and there are enough data to be uploaded in the 777
next probed contact. As for the duty-cycle, it is selecteskba Fig. 2: Contact Probing in Opportunistic Data Collection

on the mean of contact length that is learned when SNIP is
activated. SNIP-RH has been implemented in Contiki-OS andynger this scenario, the sensed data can be collected from

simulated with COOJA. The preliminary analysis and simulay sensor node only after a mobile node approaches and they
tion results indicate that under a typical simulated ro@é-s pocome aware of each other. As shown in figure 2, the event

wireless sensor network scenario, SNIP-RH can signifiganil¢ he mobile node encountering a sensor node is referred to
reduce the energy consumed for probing the necessary €9ntag 5 contact and the contact length.(,;.c;) is the duration

or significantly increase the probed contact capacity umdek, \yhich the mobile node stays within the communication
sensor node’s energy budget for contact probing. range of the sensor node. As f8j,..i.q, it Starts immediately

This paper is organized as follows. Section Il first introglsic after both of them are aware of the presence of each other
the reference model for contact probing in opportunistitadaand it can be used to derive the amount of data that could
collection and SNIP is briefly introduced in section Ill. Théoe collected in this contact. For a contact probing mechanis
motivations of exploitingRush Hours are then discussed init should be designed so that a contact can be successfully
section V. After that, section V models the scheduling gfrobed with high probability and the contact is probed atyear
SNIP for exploitingRush Hours as an optimization problem. as possible. More specifically, when a sensor node’s dutjecy
SNIP-RH, a much more practical scheduling mechanism, issfixed, a contact probing mechanism should try to maximize
then presented in section VI. Evaluation results are aldd= % the percent of contact capacity that is probed
presented and discussed in VII. Finally, section VIII congga successfully for data collection. Table | lists the notasiaised
with related work and section IX concludes. here and the following sections.



[ Notation ] ____ Comments | asensor node duty-cycle that is lower thh, the probed con-
R the communication range of the radio used by all nogles tact it be i db fact £2-10° altemlati
Ton the period that sensor node’s radio is turned on ac capgm y can be increased by a tactor of 2- o a s
Tors the period that sensor node’s radio is turned off for probing the same amount of contact capacity, the energy
d the duty-cycle of a sensor node consumed by SNIP is much less than the energy consumed
Teycte th‘;cyc'e 'e:’;gthffTa d“z'cy‘;[ed/sz?”sor node by mobile node-initiated probing mechanisms. Hence, ihés t
~ycle — Lon ’ — Llon ~ycle .
y p— e Tength of a confact sensor node who should be responsible to broadcast beacons
Tprobed the time probed for data collection during a contac and SNIP should be adopted. In this paper, we will study how
T the percent of probed contact capacity £ ~2rv<L ) to select the duty-cycle used by SNIP so that a sensor node can
Tinterval the time between two consecutive contacts energy efficiently probe the necessary contacts for uphoadi
Tepoch the epoch length of m‘obile nodes’ mobility pattern its sensor reports.
the number of time-slots of an epoch
¢ the contact capacity probed during an epoch IV. MOTIVATION
G the contact capacity probed during t& time-slot . . .
Crarget the amount of contact capacity that is just enough to The straightforward scheduling mechanism for a sensor
transmit the sensor reports generated in an epoc node is to activate SNIP iall time with a duty-cycle, which is
o the contact probing overhead. It is the time well selected so that the probed contact capacity is jusigmo
that the radio is turned on during an epoch . . . . .
Fry— energy budget of a sensor node. It is the maximal time {0 Upload its sensed data. 'I_'h|s.schedul|ng mechanlsm WI!| be
that the radio can be turned on during an epoch. referred as SNIP-AT. Considering that the intended applica
P cost for per unit of probed contact capacily £ 2/¢) tions are delay-tolerant, there should be further oppditsn

TABLE |: Notations

IIl. ABRIEFINTRODUCTION TOSNIP

To answer the first question faced by contact probing in the
context of opportunistic data collection, SNIP, a SensodéNo
Initiated Probing mechanism, was proposed in [10]. SNIP is
designed based on the following two reasonable assumptions

i.e., the radio of mobile nodes, which have relatively alamd

energy via a re-chargable battery, can be always turned @n an
the radio of sensor nodes consumes almost the same amount

of energy in transmitting and receiving/listening mod€§Ji8

The basic principle of SNIP is that the sensor node initiates
probing rather than a mobile node. Thus a sensor node will
broadcast a beacon immediately after its radio is turned on

for improving the performance of contact probing. In this
paper, SNIP-RH is motivated by the following observations.
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according to its duty-cycle. Since the radio of a mobile node

is always turned on, if sensor node broadcasts a beacon w
they are close to each other, this contact will be definite

3: Temporal distribution of eligible user travel demand at the
y|dpoint Bridge, Florida, USA (Fig. 1 in [16])

probed successfully, assuming of course that the beacast is n
lost or corrupted due to contention, which is unlikely in Igea
deployments and short range transmissions.

SNIP has been analyzed and the relationship aming
d, and T,oniaet 1S modeled. More specifically,

assumption that mobile node is uncontrollatdlg, . is first

modeled and it is straightforward to deduéd, Tr.ontact) =
<, The model shows thafl increases withd, an
T.ontact Significantly affects the curve. Another key observ
tion is that wherl .y = L5 > Teontact, i-€.,d <
is linearly related withd. In fact, closed-form equation can be

deduced through modeling the following two cases separatéhe temporal distribution of eligible user travel demandhat

:

TpTobed
Teontac

Ton

1
contact

Set * d
1— Ton
2xd*Tcontact

Tcycle > Tcontact
Tcycle < Tcontact

a_

First, mobile nodes normally follow some repeated mobility
patterns, especially when smart phones carried by people ar
used as mobile nodes. It has been shown that human trajec-

based on théories have a high degree of temporal and spatial regularity

and their mobility follows simple reproducible patterngT1
The temporal distribution of human mobility also shows high

g unevenness [16]. Hence, the contacts between a sensor node

and mobile nodes tend to arrive unevenly in temporal and
Rush Hours, during which contacts arrive more frequently,
exist widely in the environment. For example, figure 3 shows

Midpoint Bridge, Florida, USA. It shows thaRush Hours

do exist and don’t disappear even after a variable pricing is
adopted by the toll bridge for spreading the travel demahe. T
possible reason is that users must live according to the same

SNIP has been implemented in Contiki-OS [13] and extetimetable agreed by the whole society. HenBesh Hours

sive simulations are carried out using COOJA [14]. Both th#go and will exist widely in the deployment environments.
analysis and simulation results indicate that SNIP ougperé Due to the repeated pattern followed by human mobility, it
mobile node-initiated probing mechanisms [15], and we guaalso becomes possible for a sensor node to learn, preditt, an
tify the impact of key parameters. A key conclusion is thahwi exploit theseRush Hours.



Second, according to SNIP model, in the case that contagiecifically, we assume that a sensor node has a target of
probing is only carried out ifRush Hours and the necessarythe probed contact capacitg.,q.:, Which is just enough to
contacts can be successfully probed, it consumes much laptad the sensor reports generated for satisfying Quafity
energy than SNIP-AT. Considering that the target appbiceti Service requirements of the application. We also assuntetha
of opportunistic data collection are low-data-rate wissle sensor node has a budget for the energy consumed by contact
sensor network applications deployed in urban area wigiiobing @,,..) SO that it can assure a minimal lifetime. When
abundant human mobility, we should explBitsh Hourswhen it is possible to probe the necessary contagts ..) under the
scheduling SNIP operations. The benefit of exploitRgsh energy budget, a sensor node will try to minimize the energy
Hours is further explained with the following simple analysisconsumption for extending its life. Otherwise, a sensorenod

For simplicity, we assume that the length of contacts iswill maximize the probed contact capacity under the energy
fixed value () and the epoch length i&.,,.,. Contacts arrive budget and adjust the amount of sensor reports accordingly.
with a frequencyy, ., duringRush Hours whose length ig,,. We assume that the epoch length of mobile nodes’ repeated
During the remaining time whose length s, (Ttpocn = mobility pattern isT,.., and an epoch is divided inty time-
Totner + 1Trn), contacts arrive with another frequengy;,... slots with the following length¢, o, ..., t,,. We also assume
As for the necessary contacts for uploading all sensed dé&teat the contact arrival process of each time-slot (both- con
they could be successfully probed by SNIP-AT with a dutytact arrival frequency and contact length distributioni &
cycle (dp) and they could also be probed when SNIP witkearned accurately. Based on the learned contact arriwakps
another duty-cycled,) is carried out only durindrush Hours. and the closed-form equation of SNIP (equation 1), we can
Hence, T,y « frn x 1% Y (dy1,1) = gTrh s fri + Tother * forner) *  deduce(;(d;), which is the amount of contact capacity probed
1% Y(do,1). Consequenﬂyr?gjf’é) = Tone] ﬁ?f*tfrh - during time-sloti when SNIP is carried out with a duty-cycle

Since a sensor node needs to be aggressively duty-cycledWith a scheduling pland, ds, .., d,,), the total amount
for life longevity, we also assume that bathandd; are small of probed contact capacity s= >_;~}" (;(d;) and the energy
enough so thal’ is linearly related withd, i.e., 523?3 = j—g. consumed for contact probing i = >"'_7'¢; * d;. Hence,
When SNIP-AT is used, the energy consumed for contatte task of scheduling the radio of a sensor node becomes a
probing iIS®ar = Tepoen * do = (Trp, + Totner) * do. When  decision of the value of; used by SNIP during each time-slot
SNIP is carried out only duringRush Hours, the energy for improving the performance of contact probing.

consumption igb,.;, = T,.p*xd; = (T*h*fT”T"}f;T*f"“”)*dO = The SNIP scheduling problem can then be solved through
Ty * do + w the following two steps. In the first step, a sensor node tries
rh

to maximize ¢ under the constraints that < &,,,, and
0<di <1(@ = 1,2,...,n). If the maximal { is less
than (qrge¢ Which is just enough to upload all of the sensor
reports generated with the target rate, the sensor nodeéhbas t
optimal scheduling plan now and it should reduce its data
generation rate accordingly. Otherwise, the second stélp wi
be executed. In the second step, the sensor node will try
to minimize ¢ under the constraints that > (4rger and
0<d; <1 =1,2,...,n). Hence, the life of the sensor
node can be maximized. The formal model of this two-step
55 optimization-based scheduling mechanism is presentemvbel
m/ Tepoen 0 OX G and this scheduling mechanism will be referred as SNIP-OPT.

Fig. 4: Benefits of activating SNIP only durinBush Hours STEP 1

Objective:  MaximizeC
Figure 4 plots the potential improvement in the metric of Constraints: ® < ®,,,,
energy efficiency when SNIP is carried out only duriRgsh _
Hours. Considering thafl};, is normally a small percent of
Tepoch, @nd forper << frp, it should be clear thab,,, < ® a7,

0<d; <1, foreachi

i.e., exploitingRush Hours can significantly reduce the energy STEP 2 o o
consumed for contact probing. Objective:  Minimize®
In summary,Rush Hours exist widely, and they could and Constraints: ¢ > Crarget
should be exploited when scheduling SNIP operations. 0<d; <1, for each i
V. MODELING AND OPTIMIZATION -BASED SCHEDULING Although SNIP-OPT can produce the optimal scheduling

Since the purpose of exploitingush Hours is to improve plan, it may not be applicable in the real world. SNIP-OPT
the performance of contact probing, SNIP scheduling will bessumes that a sensor node knows the exact contact arrival
modeled as an optimization problem in this section. Momggrocess (both contact arrival frequency and contact length



distribution) for each time-slot. It is very hard for engéne needs to keep updating the average amount of data uploaded
to get all of these information for each sensor node. It is alsluring a probed contact. To filter out the noise in the amount
not suitable to let sensor nodes learn this information awdl data uploaded during a probed contact, an exponentially
execute SNIP-OPT autonomously. First, the CPU of sensseighted moving average (EWMA) is used and a small weight
node may not be powerful enough to solve the optimizatias assigned to the new sample.

problem in SNIP-OPT. Second, considering the large number

of parameters to be estimated (contact arrival frequendy a@. SNIP's Duty-cycle

contact length distribution for each time-slot) and the low The mean of contact lengtif’(, ) is also learned for
duty-cycle that must be used for life longevity, it is very 9t dontact

. “selectingd,.;,, the duty-cycle used by SNIP when it is activated.
challenging for a sensor node to learn the contact arrivar . S
. o filter out the noise in the probed contact length, an EWMA
process as required by SNIP-OPT.

is also used here and a small weight is assigned to the new
VI. SNIP-RH sample. In SNIP-RH{,.1, is set toT,,, /Teontact @nd this choice

Although it is hard to get to know the exact contact capacify Made based on the following observation. _
of each time-slot, it should be easy to determine the timessl  According to SNIP model, whed < To,,/Teontact, T is
with more contact capacity. Based on this observation, sNifpcreased linearly with the increase @f\Whend is increased
RH is designed in this paper for exploitifush Hours of the  further, T is increased much slower. Consequently, when
environment. The main principle of SNIP-RH is that SNIP idon/Tcontact, the energy cost for per unit of the probed contact

activated only duringRush Hours. lts details will be presented €aPacity ) will not change withd. Andq,? will be increased
and discussed in this section. with d if d > Ton/Teontact- Here,p = 2. @ is the energy
consumed for contact probing and it is finearly related with

A. Rush Hours As for ¢, it is the amount of probed contact capacity and it is

An epoch of mobile nodes’ repeated mobility pattern iénearly related with. )
first divided into N time-slots with the same length and Hence, itis desirable if,, is not larger thaio,, /Teontact-
each time-slot is marked dsl” or ”0”. ”1” indicates that Through lettingd,, = Ton/Tcontact, @ S€NSOr node can
a time-slot is inRush Hours. N and T.,,.. (the length of maximize the contact capacity probed durkRgsh Hours with
an epoch) need to be determined by engineers based onttige smallestp *. SNIP model in [10] also indicates that
deployment environmentl,,., should equal to the epochdoes not increase abruptly wheky, is slightly larger than
length of mobile nodes’ repeated mobility pattern. As 3y  Ton/Teontact- HENCE, in the metric of energy efficiency, SNIP-
it should be well selected based on the mobility pattern had tRH is not very sensitive to the accuracy Bf,nsact-
available resources of a sensor node. With a lafgeRush
Hours can be specified more accurately, but it takes more effort VIl. EVALUATION AND DISCUSSION

o \ﬁﬁgzzgﬁ? ;}c;u;zsazn;ﬂgéhs; E;LT;?e-Sall?:isés mobile node In this section, we will first present the evaluation results
F’SNIP-RH in a simulated roadside wireless sensor network.

Tepoch, Can be set to 24 hours since human mobility foIIowt ¢ in d : . tis then di d
the diurnal pattern. As folv, it can be set to 24 so that the S performance in dynamic environment 1s then discussed.

length of each time-slot is exactly one hour. )
A. Evaluation
B. SNIP Scheduling To evaluate SNIP-RH and compare it with SNIP-AT and
In SNIP-RH, we assume that the CPU of a sensor nogg|p-OPT, these scheduling mechanisms are studied under
wakes up periodically to decide whether to carry out SNIR Thhe following scenario of a simplified roadside wirelessseen
sensor node will activate SNIP only when all of the followingyetwork. The epoch length 1) is set to 24 hoursy is set

three conditions are satisfied. to 24, and théRush Hours are 7.00 to 9.00 and 17.00 to 19.00.
1) To exploit Rush Hours, the current time-slot must beln Rush Hours, the interval between two consecutive contacts
marked as’'1”. (Tintervar) is 300 seconds. In the other time,, ;... €quals

2) The sensor node should also have enough data totbel800 seconds. All of these contacts have the same length,
uploaded in the next probed contact. Hence, the probee., T..,,.:..: €quals to 2s.
contact capacity will not be wasted and the energy To study how well these SNIP scheduling mechanisms
consumption for contact probing can be reduced. Thgrform under different situationg, .. is set o2 and
threshold for available dat_a can t_)e set according to tlie% and the target of the probed contact capacity, ge:,
amount of data uploaded in previous probed contactsis set to 16s, 24s, 32s, 40s, 48s, and 56s.

3) The energy that had been consumed for contact probing
in the current epoch should be less than the sensor node'Ss shown in [10], wherT,onsac: follows the exponential distribution,

energy budget for contact probing. T is not linearly related withd even if Toyere > Teontact, 1€, d <
/Teontact - However, we still can oberve the obvious slope change at

H H e}
Hence, a sensor node nee_ds to maintain the energy thaz;.Jtpoint thatTeyere = Teontact. Hence,d = Ton /Teontact Should be a
consumed for contact probing in the current epoch. It algoeod selection for SNIP-RH even whéf,niq.: Varies a lot.
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1) Numerical Results: Based on the models of thesearget in this case, but they also have a higher energy cost
scheduling mechanisms, we first present and analyze their per-unit of probed contact capacity. Depending on the
numerical results under the above scenario of a simplifieghplication, it may be worthwhile to use a largén, and/or

roadside wireless sensor network.

energy consumed by contact probing)( and the energy
cost for per unit of theTp
an epoch whenb,,,,,, =

1000

mark more time-slots aRush Hours for increasing the probed
Figure 5 shows the probed contact capacify.f.q), the contact capacity. This issue will be studied in the future.

2) Smulation Results: To validate the above analysis,
robed contact capacip) furing SNIP-AT, SNIP-OPT, and SNIP-RH are all implemented in
croch These plots indicate that in Contiki-OS and simulated with COOJA, which incorporates

all metrics, SNIP-RH performs much better than SNIP-AT an@ machine code instruction level emulator of the TELOSB

its performance is same with SNIP-OPT. Whgp. e+ < 24s,

sensor node, under all cases studied in the above analysis.

SNIP-AT cannot probe the necessary contacts under theyenergBoth Teontact @nd Tinservar follow a normal distribution

budget, but SNIP-RH still can energy efficiently probe thwith small deviation (a tenth of the mean). The sensed data

necessary contacts. When, ... > 24s, although all of these is generated with a constant rate derived from,.g.:. The

scheduling mechanisms cannot probe the necessary contébty-cycle used by SNIP-AT and the scheduling plan used by

under the energy budget, compared with SNIP-AT, SNIP-RBNIP-OPT are calculated based on the simulated environment

can probe much more contact capacity with a much lowand are incorporated into the codes.

energy cost for per-unit of probed contact capacity. For each experiment setup, these scheduling mechanisms
Figure 6 shows the results wheh,,,, — Zeon These have been simulated for two weeks and the average results

plots indicate that wherb,.,, is large andcmjio<: 485, for one epoch (one day) are plotted. Figure 7 and 8 show the
Its whend,, ... equals to respectively.

epoch epoch
SNIP-RH can probe the necessary contacts much more ené o0~ and ~fg5-

efficiently than SNIP-AT. Hence, SNIP-RH is a very gooJ_ ese plots indicate that altho_ugh there is a lot of variai_nce
scheduling mechanism when low data rate wireless senSBpulation results, the conclusions drawn from above agly
network applications are deployed in urban areas with maffsults are still correct.

mobile objects, i.e., abundant contacts. Figure 6 alscatds
that when(...qe: = 565, the contact capacity iRush Hours
is not high enough and SNIP-RH can not probe the targetedn the above evaluations, we assume that a sensor node gets
contact capacity. SNIP-AT and SNIP-OPT can achieve this know Rush Hours from engineers. When deploying in the

B. Discussion
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real world, a sensor node may identiBush Hours of the probed contacts). The small§g 4.+ iS, the worse the situation
environment autonomously. To achieve this purpose, a senso Hence, a sensor node may react based on inaccurate
node can first run SNIP-AT for a while (a small number oinformation and this kind of adaptive SNIP-AT may not work
epochs) to learrRush Hours. It can then use SNIP-RH to well in dynamic environments. As discussed in subsection V,
improve the performance of contact probing. Considerirag thSNIP-OPT cannot work in dynamic environments. It is even
a sensor node only needs to learn the order of these tinharder for a sensor node to learn the contact arrival prdoess
slots’ contact capacity, the learning phase could be shait aeach time-slot. The sensor node may not be powerful enough
the used duty-cycle could be very small. HenBash Hours to solve the optimization problem too.

could be learned quickly and energy efficiently. As for SNIP-RH, we argue that it could work well. Although

In some deployment environment®ush Hours do have the amount of a time-slot's contact capacity varies a lot in
some seasonal differences [18]. In this case, a sensor néifterent epoches, the mobility pattern is invariant indderm
can simultaneously run SNIP-AT with a very very small dutyand Rush Hours will change very seldom. In the case that
cycle so that it can continuously track the seasonal shift @ntact capacity duringush Hours is high enough to support
Rush Hours. In the future, we will evaluate the performancétarget: SNIP-RH is not sensitive to the variance of the amount
of this kind of adaptive SNIP-RH in dynamic environments.of contact capacity duringush Hours. When contact capacity
Contact arrival process also does not change with the tirlﬂgcomes less, a sensor node just needs to run SNIP-RH for

in the above evaluations. However, it tends to vary a lot f onger time withinRush Hours and the necessary contacts

the real world. SNIP-AT seems to be promising in dynamﬁtiII can be probed.

environment since SNIP is activated in all time and the envi-

ronment can be learned in the course. However, to adjust its

duty-cycle according to the environment afig.4.. (the target ~ Adaptive contact probing has been studied in Bluetooth-
of probed contact capacity), SNIP-AT needs to accuratalsnle based opportunistic applications [19] and other delagrtoit

the contact arrival process of an epoch, both contact &rriapplications [20][21]. Through tuning the probing freqagn
frequency and contact length distribution. Consideringt ththese proposals try to achieve better tradeoff between the
the expected applications of opportunistic data collectoe probability of missing a contact and the energy consumed
low data rate, it is very hard to accurately learn the timdsy contact probing. The characteristics of contact arrival
varying contact arrival process with just a few samples (th@ocess are first studied and the adaptive rules are designed
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