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Abstract: Network topology can be represented by the proximity graph defined as a graph with a set of vertices V
and a set of edges E such that a directed edge (u,v) belong to E if and only if the point v is in the neighborhood
induced by some predefined proximity measures of point u. This paper reviews some important graphs obtained so
far, and the contents mainly concentrated in five aspects of those proximity graphs including their definitions or
conceptions, construction algorithms, illustrations, topological relationships, and some parameters. This paper also
outlines several further research directions.
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RIERAR IS HATE 1 WA A S AR 2 Y HAR G WIS B S R R sE S MG TT i PERERY

FBTAT BT P B 58 4 715 oG J S5 1T 45 K 2 TRV IR 4 41 SR O 3R BRI 971 AR P T 45 M T 89 b 2 50 4 3
S0 5 IR ARSI I 7 1. 56 6 11 R g 4.

1 &R

11 XHERFSMAENILA

M4 2% 5 R840 L AL 22 AR 7E — AN R EG = 4 1E D7 B P IR A, 1IE D7 TR I KT M 20,

N, ONEN A 15 0 50 (AN TR I T 10 9 A 10 )5 ON AR B 49 e 4 17 30 AN e 1 0 1 18 1)
N AUl AR K, o i ., AR R A L d/MiE . PR
ﬂiﬁ?@%ﬁ%]ﬁ]ﬂ?:éﬁﬂzﬁﬁ,l:%;

heASSCE S d 2 0 4 5 ) o FRRL R A h(x, Y, Z,..) = ¢ % S SURG L i db 2 — A VF 2 85 R A

%ﬁ%ﬁédﬂﬁm:%%%ﬁ@@%ﬁﬁmmwwﬁh%ﬁ%@&ﬁti

sink: L S — AN, JE B 46 45 M AT R £ 20T 14 25

G=(V,E): 1 AUBH 3 5 (0 i 3 7TV E 40 B s SRR || R A e AN B
N(u),N[ul,N (u): 2> SR S a1 B4R 2. uUN(U). Ul kAR 5

A P11 € (planar):G B £E T 4 A D ARAE X

-/ ) G (t-spanner, SFR t-32 4% 1) B V=V, E'CE, 48 3T s',s B 7 G, G Hh AT 25 A AR I 5017 ¢ 4 B 1,
TAEAE 3 5t A s'<ts AT IR G T18,G W

psf,dsf,hsf: 73 %I 4 power(distance,hop) stretch factor FI4i 5 5 M A f . FH g5 B —— & N7, X))
AT BAC FORRE R [ 5 PR G O R T B cost(uV) R M u B v BeAR O B ARAG
WW@G%#%WT%mm{%}mwgiﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ*&@ﬁ%@*%ﬁ%%ﬁmw%

uveN cost(u,v)
B KB FHRR ICRE B8 D [Ju—v || B4R cost mifF £ dsf, JHEE B K adk 77 D" [lu—v]||* B4 cost 135 psf(a

path path

W15 S A 1 7 3 A SOl i o=2), Bk E D hop,,, BFAR cost 775 21 hsf.

path

w.h.p.:with high probability (#4555, i B DL 1(ak 5N BT 1 (R0E) AR K A A0 VR B SCHR[].

1.2 ZR4PIEE A E TEL
FETC 2 W 26 b e v AR AL B9 Sh G I, — BB 5 RS 3 AN T

38 P (connectivity) 8 7 2 BT B2, AT B4, 4 55 2.16 15 /281K k-Neigh £544.
S S A s 203U PO T SR TR R )N A L gl AT R B SRR RS BT A, A T R
REFEAT 20 PE T dsf,hsf,psf(ERILAth 2 550 ke iy &30 4 15 16 B SR 45 G U R T AE.

5 RE BB BOAE T RE JEAE (177 3K, D0 38 i 38 A AR 0 il B A A B b LA il R

Fi i M (sparseness): 12134 £2 25 FE AN B K G [EJ=O(N)), LAF# (% MAC(media access control)/Z 3.

TUAR (redundancy): 17 s 11 359 55 B ki 6 1) 1) 8% 428 B804S B0 e A1, 705 W) 2 5 BS0H0 0 A i B A2 B K, I 245 910 9,
Eli (O T NTE A e

AT (planarity): 122 i AF T3 R AZ IS8 45 (5 Aok 4.

42 1y 7% 1) 53 FH e 0@ RE /DN TR 201 o B B AR T A2 1 A2 Bl 1 ek 2 i 4 s T 2% 9 58 i i) R (1) 5% ) A
FI T e 2 ) 52 8, R B AR V4% A 3 i ] Sk
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o At
DL B AT AT — 4% J2 4 50 D6 250 1) A0 s 23 MR 4R I P 37 5% 7 3 M AT 25 ik 36— AN 2 dpt A P - 40 0
1.3 SLEESlm—fha L
o PRI R AR I g R T A S A AR ST 2.1 T~ 2.16 A 4 AR 1 45 K 1 I K.
o T WISIALAE DS(EHE CDS,IDS)AE, 4 s A6 B Z5 4y Hh Ab T AN Rl Az 565 2,17 45 56 2.18 5 @ b2k,

2 SBIEELEHLRR

s A FLAR Y KR AN [R] A RSN 9% AR BEAT SR IBK, 7 26 T T 22 0 0 (¥ &I Vel 5 . DAy A ) 52 MR e 3
ZE 50 ATV LLR AT (0 73 A 21 S0 b 1 B P S5 A
o LA E LR B (AR LT 8Y): B DA pi S 4B IR B L A AR SR PR i I 5 4 5 2.1 47, 28
2.4 5~ 2.8 17 8B MR AR AL Y LY SR 1l Bt g A R A L AT 35 1) bR AL
o MBI CANEIGH MG B R A5 LB ELES 2.9 5~55 2.11 198 Tk,
o IROUALTLAS H AR e BAE LG AT I IO 0 D JL AR 28 3T A 3 () AR T P 45 440585 2.2 5L 25 2.3 75 (i
FHEZ: K70 ESCSIAMEEaTA-4). 5 2,12 17~5 2.15 )8 T U X AR g — A al FR i
“MST DALY K 738, EATT S5 b PR BRI ) B 120 2 S DAL i # m ph AH [) S92 bg 3 5 2,13 79
5 2.14 WE T Ik k.
o WAL AR BEME R B R IE PR ALY OB 2.16 R T LK.
B i it LSR8 271 s e KA B 1 [ h R I, P E 808 D36 5 a0 2R 3807 W 0 i 380520 1 77 1, D01 o 56
] 3.
2.1 UDG(unit disk graph)

28] i SCAE A () A 42 23 7)1 1 UDG (B % 3847 DG(disk graph), WL R 30) /& F A7 LN A4 P&l 45 0y (1)
i

TN Y HA Y u, vl 558 2 <R a1, 322 (u,v) €G.

UDGIEA] —SE 454 5 UM AT 19 RUR IR AR A A & 2B AR R B 4, =4 B S — AN RS 55— AN B 1
L W T T 22 ) A7 7 3 5 3 S AV R B e KR E AR AN R W FRD G 55 Ah A SCHERE R max A 1,
A SR ma A 1 5 LA, SE L AEUDGH ny=N=1, T = An- R%, .UDGHE—. R 0] “F[f.
2.2 MST(minimum spanning tree)

TE . UDG WAL & FTA N AN AR AR i), Bk 2 AR AN 22 F b /).

Ry s Prim AT K ruskal 77 v T A% T J %0, B 1) 52 2% B 2k O (mlogN), 33 HE mé 7R i 4, 75 B2 4 S 6 1L KT TR B
S /BT T UDG 2 58 4= ), 1 SR CLANTDTG A2 24 1% g O(N)EY, 1 T DTG A & 7 G(NIogN), it i (1) 52 2% ¥ i
DTG 4f T+ 3 4EEuclidean 1], SCHk[4]1E W, MST ] LLZEO((NIogN)™8)irf [] 4 K 3 MST AN ME— . AT~ 1 F 5
RORFIA S A4 00 1.

Penrose /£ LR [5] 5% — R 7 3CFE BLAIF AT T BEML A3 AT 19 21 MST dpe K3 198, )\ Penrose 11 75K & & 1T AE
KT-FIGAE T — I JHE T30 MST  Hp g K (1) — iy K 44, 55— it - %% D81 B 2 BEL T ¢ 35453 DA s S b i SR e bl
FLAL K 2 R B 2 4 2 R R E R R R UL ME R Pr{dc K < (INN) /(rN)} — exp(—e ™) .

2.3 SMT(steiner minimum tree)

T IRATHGE,MST ] /N B 3 4518 G B N AN 5,84, MST £E 34 Euclidean ~F T 1 #5 2 fi i 3% %
B BN 2% 5 T I, SMT A 91T B JH E 2.
SMT E X 1(in graphs). %57 G=(V,E) H. V={S}+{V-S}, 1] G thilifeHr 2 AT HI A B SMT, SR %0 2E K
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SMT X 2(in the Euclidean plane). i 453 2 N A 55 0 5 6 B 25 P 4% 1% 8 SRR O “ 48 i e S,

PN SO X AE T B0 ©L 40 Steiner 55, TG & B2 SR A01.SMT & X 2 &¥E T 1640 4F Fermat 42 Hi 1« i
G = /NIRRT I L 28 Gawuss #fE) T B E X 2,9 B SCHRIC B AR &5 44 (5 Steiner AR N TE3K). B BB MNE K
MMSTAFAE L R Lo z?LW S LARER B AR K XS 1968 AR 4R H M Gilbert-Pollak s AR, % T 4
BOEW]T 1992 AEAE SCHER[7] PR B Steiner ¥ g U R _EHIPI R, 384T Aho%E N T+ 1977 4F 42 B 1) Rectilinear
Steiner tree® Terminal Steiner tree(7F & X 1 [IEERL b {V-SHA b 5 f) &84 o gk 2% b T 2 ) 1 sl

F AT, 25T SMT BRI F AT R 53 Jhy 1 288 1 — 2 5 T 0 P 9T 9, — 2 I L PF 5, 0T 5 g A4

SCHR[9,10155 R W T K3 Steiner #4 1) B 1) NP 584, DRI, AnT 3 20004 3 12 045 2 A AT AR Bl A ATT BT DG e AL
(100 95 289« 5025 H K5 (ELURE B0 AR 9o IS /IS R 1) 0 A 2 2 T 37 5 v i R 5 2 22 R e SMITT il P e
B, T SRR B R W AT IE ¥R e TR 5 VE S NP-58 VR0 06 &R A] 2 2% SR [12] B AT DG SOk pt it 2
2 SLE I R RV 1) Steiner Ratio fH (R R AL AR 55 e UAR 2 0] S5 N [ B AR AR Ll A7) SCHR 19 275 7 v 0T fig
A ZE), R BN PP 2L SMT o7 B 7 A e e ] (1] (491) Lt 22 J0 Q] 0 ) pA D000 30 AL 7 925 1 e
f£ Steiner Ratio Ji FRAE FI i A 2 /D, 38 A-AT5 A Bl AU I AR e, 32— /A T K S ES T 0 S 80 ATE Sk 481 1 AT
25 H R 1 2R

EIE 10213 Ao oRdyE A HINAS AR A, B 0<k<N, 4 S 4 AR i1 B G g £E O (NlogN) I 7] A

THAH NGHE S FHME:D GiE S N+k-1 410;@ GHIFEZY EINF N o(%] :® n,=5.

TE— IS B AR AT SR 45 ] 75 4K B0 VR ff 1) O B e e IR 7 19 O, LA BISMT Jt 2 /b 1 K S
BooT T FRAR . TR P2 i A AT E DG 0 I 75 1 23 AT 3 1) 300k T S B AR TR AR AR, 35 . SMIT A I 486 I 285 v (1)
SRS ORI o I A AP RN N 0 2 RS
2.4 RNG(relative neighborhood graph)i®

" b R IR B B TR AR VAR RN EE . B33 B A R iR 4 :

E X, KHvuveV, Wi (u,v) eRNG, AN 25w, (875 max{d(u,w),d(v,w)}<d(u,v).

E SCEM T L P XN IR A AT ) HoAth £ .RNG YT PM Lankford 7E 1969 4 1) — &3 3C ik
(Regionalization: Theory and Alternative Algorithms), >4 It & X 5 A& 2 XM 2 5 46 T H A % 50
max{d(u,w),d(v,w)}<d(u,v) P <555, 52 FR T Lankford A AOAT 2 < MRS <" EIRE  WHER w 7R B X4 5t
b, (uv)15%% eRNG.

Fig.1 Edgein RNG Fig.2 Illustration for maximum node degree
K1 RNG ik 2 B R P8 35
RNG 755 ) 5 i 3 AR O B 19 N A AKX L B AT TR < SO SE ks 4 I EAKZ T 1
AN u S ATt 28 b AN B RGN v PR A X2 TR, 24 3 AR TFuli i 1m
(0550 = A T I J2 <5 U 230 — AN AT IR 4 R, 2R IAE B vh BT n] A T AN 8 AR BB B il 2R w
FEIE 1R 52 DX L U £ Zuwv>d3.,
RNGHE—. #J P [fil.n, =N-1, J5 P 1 2 s no= 100 AT R s u AN A7 A5 P> s A BL b 0 45 29 4075 0, )
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N, =617 SCHR[LSTE M, A% T35 4 ) (—REG] 4% Q(yflogNTloglog N ) , % % JN-1,
N
I B4 52 X (brute force) 149 3 RNG, 75 O(N®) Inf /i) &2 2% J¥ , R — & 75 B2 5 A ; WDTG JT 4f M4 i RNG 7
A(NIogN)™ i3 & R FL SCHR[19]08 48 H 3 4 2% i) (T RNG T4 7 72, 52 24 Ji5 4 O(N2).
FEH 218 MSTCRNG (S J5 30— Z 41 5 PR AERL).
IR R AEVE R 1 B S A A w, ) maxdd(u,w),d(v,w)y<d(u,v), Z: 18 uv 32, 5 i o S
(T A, 20 008 u R0 v AN R — R0 B wAE S u TR YRR w15 B — AN B AR B /N MST IR L b
dge ANAE SR AR 2 I LR U (U, V) 0 SR 2 MIST 13, D) H: — 52 33 A2 RNG T 16 5 S B 2 7. O
UDG %l =UDG [ MST 18 =60 7% /DA et 1Y RNG — 2 3% 4]
2.5 GG(gabriel graph)?%
GG i K.R. Gabriel F~ 1969 4F7E SC#R[20] 7 B e H, LS JL AR B A KA 2% 1, e -1 L] TR 40 .
EX. KvuveV, Wil (u,v) e GG, W AETE fiw, 8145d (u,w)+d?(v,w)<d?(u,v).
SE SR T3 H R (u,v) S LA I T P R [ AN oA 5 i SR UDGIE I, W GG
EM (S5 w3 Mo 2).GGEME— 1,7 HGG AT P 1 K .n.=N-1, I K an ] 2 Jir
7~in_=1.

=]
s

a3 30 LR 52 SL oA AT AN 7 B A6, T A 2% B O(N®) (K g K &8
N-1).
Fig.3 Edgein GG Fi& 5 2(Matula 25 N,1984): 5611 5E DTG UM DTG H I AS L5 H s £
3 GG Voronoi i (Il % 2R BT 4% 7 Voronoi P e (1 {7 59 4k B AR AS, 22 3 il 1) 4 o,
RE£E4 Delaunay — ffi#4,121(a,b) 5 I Voronoi 1 e ANARAZ M B X 45 i A9 204714 1) GG LAV 2 16T UDG
Sh 5 A B AR O A ey A UL T E B A 2% 2 ©(NTogN).
SCHR [L8TAE BH AR 1 9 i i) B 2R B (58 4 ) M dsfee B A Q(Jlog N /IoglogN) EZH N1 LIZA
. GG
o pSf(UDG
IR P B LA miw, W u—w— v — 5 BEFE SR 1 % 42, X S uv g T e FE s R B AR AH 7 & . IR Tuv A & GG e X,
A5 U, REFE RIS B AT AT DR B TEGGHY, I 4518 T
3 30, T 54 ERNGCGG.
UE A 0] 222 SCRR[B] AR AT Al ] 1 P DA uv o AR IR 2R I S A B AR Y L XA B R IR T A GG
SR AR (uv) eRNG, B E [ I B T GG e 2 A —5E. O
SCHR[21145 T 5T GG s KI5 IR fe T B A s DL 2 8 P 2%
InN

* (EUDG 1, Ry = = /<2 N—>ec Il GGZUDG,wh.p.; %152 N->oclif, GGCUDG wh.p.;
T

j:l(')ﬁ&" 2). i N 7% [E UDGAT i P i 1) REFE R AR 42 1) — 253 uv, 4 o > 2 I, 10 2R Bhuv ol B

« MUDGH, 4R -2 /'LNNﬁ 11 N0, GGH I3 A8/ T 4R e % Yy 26
TU

o AHEEGGH I KANT 2 '”T“C‘—N“f (0 32044 58, RS0 2S00V RA 407

GG 5 RNG # /& —FhBr 1K g-Skeleton 25 14 (1 FF 1], 43 AH 24 T~ B=1,2. f-Skeleton 25 #4158 XL k24 4=0 I, 4
25 B uv; 24 ool g A BT uv 924 0<B<1 I S L |uvl/(28) o 42 9 u,v 9 A IR B PR A AS 38 43324 1< ool
& BABX|uv|/2 2458, LA (- B2 u+(BI2)v, (B2)u+(1—A2)v PR 5 50 B 8 2 AR AS 3843 (L1 & 5 FT o).
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Fig.4 From DTG to GG Fig.5 p-Skeleton
4 M DTG #4#:3] GG K5 pAH

2.6 DTG(delaunay triangulation graph)

DTG 54T Delaunay BN £ 20 40 30 £EAX (109 LA, & il J LA A7 3 2 sk i 2 k.

EX. R = AT AWWSDTG, UK 3 AT 82 B AN B AT oA 250G 2D AT AN HL 4k 3 1),

i A L R KSR BN, R T Voronoi B 464555, 114 52 % FE 2 O(NIogN), T 224 e o7 5 4 1AL,

DTGAME—. A M 45 EulersE BEAR A S IE DTG £ &% 3N-6 4141 2N-4 > =1 ). DTGH 4B &
FEASZ RN =N-1,0 02 BRUh A2 1 2 7 50 )b i A R 40 1 B8 (8 s5 #8 E 5 T Lo u) B RF 5 8 S — 1 JEsn_=2,
WENMEEDET A ZME.DTGHONT =M il KA K TR pax, LI 7T 5E LUDTG 221 (unit

DTG): 2: #DTG 141 K ke T Ronax 11 1. S [23] i ] disf (%jg 2.42. dsf ( DTsznlz AR AR 1SR

UDG
[240, 354 V2 N A 3t SE B AL, h TR LA I, 48 AT 02— A I )

EIE 4 (FREMEE). 175 24 I MSTCRNGCGGeDTG (32 SCHk [161) %, TRl 144 BEAIF W] 1k 4 ).

E B MR A s B 2 e 3, L TFUE W] GGeDTG. 5448 6 LL uv h FLAR ML AL 0 51 HEHELZR, & A2 w sl (7
T25 1 G BR)F v 51 Voronoi 3, 4n 3 w AU 7E [ 4 1 84 1% Voronoi 11 V_wy — 5 A2 u,v Z [f1] [ Voronoi i1 V_uv
T o MBI v T IT AR — 5 2(5 4 BB,V vz AT o ALIXAERAT V_uv KR 0:2 )5 % w i3
FIF 0 AME 1 BB ZUEWV_wy KR 5 V_uv BIAS S —EAE o sE B AR,
Xz AR S AL S AE 0 SUIE R U7 RZILV_uv K ERT O wz 2
FEE (T AANAEAE), B3R FE 40 B [(u,v)cGGl= L uv B4R A Il A A [ ) 1
A HoAh = [V_uv K JE£0]= [ uveDTG].5 5 — A # 1 & Voronoi &5 DTG
Vi) [R50 5 2k O] 48 s BE A2 Delaunay 1o ik, UF BH 0] 2225 SCHR[3]). o BE 4 gy, O

DTGAL & — S84 2k [ % 5T, 0 G. Kurup(New Mexico State University,1991
EVAE HL 38 SR AE I DTG AE — A H i 1 BRI AT 3 At uv 2 i) S A7 fE % 42 Fig.6  Proof of theorem 4
U—W1—Wo—> ... -V (5% 42 1 BRI 25 5 9, 3% AN 1 7 n] CUR) T SR AT s 14 6 EF4iEH
;05N DTGTEGIS(HLEAG B R 4 T A HT 12 NV H 554,

2.7 YG(Yao graph)™

YG 72 M CHR[4](Andrew C.Yao,1977 4F) g B H2 2 I 0 S48 MST Il Bl 45 1. e 2 BUJLART AR
JEE S [ A Ay 40 SR A A 1A 4080 B 4 2 i 0 LA P 5 g v i — LA A N A 4 1.

EX. Llu e s] n 0805 T RIS 2 h n ANHETZ IR, A8 A HE S8 o R LA A5 Ik R E 25 u Bl
R 55 v A AT 13 (u,v) € YG, BAR X i BEIN (11 YG FH YG 26 755 2t B N 149 2 52 1) 322 (v, u), U reverse YG,JH YG
T3 U R IRE IN T 5 18] (430, Rl Y G n>6, 18] 7 A1 8 FoR W R T YG 5 YG 2 [l )% £ (n=6).
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\‘:;‘a'%g—;-, <
})\ﬁéiw"@'{/

A A

Sy
ii=3'§‘m\ e N
A«R&kp‘ﬁi%‘ | — Bidirl(ieglt(ional

RN

SEE RIS o
Fig.7 YG with directed edge Fig.8 Reversed YG
K7 YGHMNE K8 YG
SCHRRAREM (O 5 2 2648),24n>8 IMSTCYG, S2bn 1-,n>6 %45 i mh i 7 2L YGAS— 5 il 1 1, STk
[26]2HH: dsf,, =m LRNGCYG(n26).psfiE XAt Lidk A AL SCHR[26]45 2 41 35 42 ok ).

YG LAt 1SR AN [7] 552 R AR B 1 K545 51 A 2 Y GAE [ 45 4n, Symm - Yao?'): YG v 1 9 5 44 565 i (1) 47 i)

(u,v); 3CHR[27]3 B, Symm YcSpars YSYG (A S Y GANME—, IR Rl 43 #E 8 385 X8 S5 3] 2min AT &, ) — A T 4
P I R AR T BE AN HE—).
FEIR 5. WAL u AR i R IR S AT AR AUEAE,YG N ,u AUR/NEAE R R A
R=2nA6.

o 2
iz%.,a—ja(l—s)“lrzdr,e-exp[—’””j.fauzzwi‘ N=4,0=6 I 15 (PP F £ R~ A SEh . U
n
0

n>1.5E H 5 AAIEW] WL Sk A

2.8 CBTC(cone based topology control)82

FF YG,CBTC B LA B IR 0 32 AN Z Ab e T CBTC R il B # i (0 HE A e & 220 1 AN4671 A
PAT FRPIA L3 BICBTCEEL L 1 i B, 1] 5 5E 101 siiu e VIR HE B £ o0, 389 DK u 0380 135 8 88 v A5 12 B2 A ug
AR FEA 10 HE T B0 P 28 20— AN VAU 2,2 A PR o B3 70 B /ML R 5 U 32 21 A28 1 TR P 3 R 2 37 X))
B A BB G 36 2 B B, SR uliy 8875 5 rP A7 A8 v Wil 25 (v, w8117 3 82), 0 HLE AT 2 T8 1R A5 A QAN B A
253\ cost(u,v)+cost(v,w)<gxcost(u,w), Wlu,ws3 A % B AR T U 2 4m00) T ) AT Il 72, B BN A FE X
FE I w, 15 21 d5: 24 [5G, HICBTC _basic mix A i 4 1.
Xik[281#% WD M a<2n/3 IFf,CBTC_basic Zi# (2R UDG i£EiH);@ X a<n/2 If,CBTC_basic /& fEE 1L
B0, 55 e I R BUAH 25— AN AT AT /N B IE 5 B0 AT 0 u A AR BB 6, ST 922,55 u B4R
AE B AN T R B . SRS L, AR SC T R TG EE 125 45 2 cost, 1 g=2.
SCHR[28]45 1, CBTC basiclt) 46 ALY ZEGUILES 2.12 )8 & FEHR G AN A, SCHR[28] (1 53— fr /e
A SCHR[29]H UE W3 A 17 3R 454 F 11 o™ 4% 1 54 5n/6,G 5 AT T id 3 MLk 2
(1) [EHE (op. 1) 5715 riiusZ 3 B B I8 B R g AN B CRAIE AT 080 [ 900 408 T2 358 25 A1 0, 2T
B % b Boundary node, {3y 38 K 1) % A7 31 R] 21 u ) HE T 78 55 3808 B 5 K I8 — 210K 1k
(2)  AEXIFRIL 2 (0p.2): X0 G i e m A 18 B u-5 AR 7T AU LA L (uv), R Gf L M e<2n/3 B AN G AT
7 (u,v) [E] I RAFLE (v,u), P8 (U V) (A SCVE B S UEW op.2 ARIEEE K o™k N AR 2003, 40 AT A
5n/6, [ 4 AN 1),
(3) PRI 22 (op.3): 4o i i T i A5 S5 L IS (¥) CBTC 0 J2 oL 1) 8 1 3, B o Bk a2 b ki o A v 2 i —
A AR R AR R LT AN AR TR 1 32 X AN R 08 £ R 4% R B2 B CBTC_basic H1 28 2 i B i) 25 11 441
BN 82 L A max{cost(u,v),cost(u,w)}>cost(v,w), il 22 1 7134 max{(u,v),(uw)}, e v,w Z J8]
ST,
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PAE 38 A AN 52 ) P10 0 UE W1 2 WL SR [29]. FRATTGE AR X L 8 ) CBTC, AR AL it S I i WY L 2 A i A7 I 4%

Zx WL SCHR[29] 7 1) B Bl o DA R RO R N JE B2 B FUR A R 88 v SR B X AN AR IR — B g
FEAT At D A T B S . BRI B AR S, AN Z I AE — AN T4 250 SCHR [29] 1 2 15K 2 ] 1.
2.9 Ldel®(k-localized delaunay graph)??

ARHTTFURHEN AL & 454, LDel 38 GG F1 DTG 5l [ 11 ¥4 ol B2 25 b & 7 .

EX. WBEG AN GG T I k-5 Delaunay = i J (K321 k- /& # Delaunay — i JE /& 415, duvw ¥ b
BB N AN S HE A v, w 7R K R R DY

Kyt Bk L SCTR [22]. 3% A —Fp 43 A 38002, T O A 15 w201 a5 A A S 1 R R
DTG, B BRI GG, 22 Bl KK T Rax~ FME IR P B KBEAR Y 15 (1 Auvw. 21 k=1, 175 21 (1 18] Ldel D & A —
SE AP U0 P 9 B, dse AT 30 ok s AR R (@,8) il — AN GGl Ay ik, XA H T 3t — U 5T iJPLDel(planar LDel), k6
A Ldel DA = F T T s ufIN(u) R A s A T N2 5 P, o SR, U 2 3 3% £ JE . PLDel 2 T 1T 1], 1A g SCRik
[22]UE W] R @B A — ST AO@ @AM A (11 10 fiTr).

M @ (1028)

@ (30,28)

® (12,285)

@ (20,10)

® (20.30)
® Rmax=20
Fig.9 Ldel® is not planar Fig.10 PLDel is planar
B9 Ldel ™A 1 10 PLDel 2 -1 [

SCHR[22030F W3 6 25 145 24 2<k<NIF, Ldel ® 2l P 1] [ 24 k=1 i, Lel "2 9 )2 - 187 P 1) 28 i, AR 5 Tl P 1
HR4fE 1 A7 Ldel* DL del®, UDTGLdel®: dsf [LL[J);'(;HJ <2.42, dsf (ZL[')DS' j < $n .
FATN N % B R PEREAR T5 (H R i 152 DTG $hI 2,5 1 A5 A7 43 BRUEk, G SR e v /O 6 B4R 6L, T
ST A 2 S R Y A, A P T P 4 R AT L AR 2 T T T AR Bk R B2 Bl i R R
J ).
2.10 LMST(local minimum spanning tree)*%

YA AR P AEAS T TS R R 3 MST, S8 J 15 X 2 = MST &l — AN .

EX. AT ARRUDGH! fUAEN[UTT - I Ja 38 ds /AN AR SR AT 17134 (u,v) e LMST 24 HAX Hve T, Hv 5 ufET,
R AN 1 k.

LMST J&A7 1) B, 4 AT [ 32 (v, u) & LMST, R FH 75 P 5 16 45 49 JC 1) B L — 2 @ 40 v s 3890 — 454 11321 (v, u);
H AR U e (u,v) AL SR SO B A S Gy, Gy X B S R Y R > +2M I LMST=MST.

BT 4% JEL S Fh 45 R B T S AR R A R AR 1K, SCHR[30)R B LMST i B A5 Nk i:@© LMST 23
W GRS Ak 2:10;,@ WA EAEE 6,0 FAn LT ZAL B AF B (238 il S840

B AU SCHER[3019T UL, A5 R T B AEMACE 38 i 19 BB SE; RSO 8 31, B d AL 36 B AR U R
B AR AN T B A% 2 A A B 1 R 3, e S B BN R T 5 BERETI 350 40 A1 5 A, JR i dee /s A O
O(nlognys i), Fh -F-n il it 4 32 2142 R 86 K, 45 JR 4 41 B8k O(NlogN) i [
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2.11 The r-neighborhood graph and the extended r-neighborhood graph!*”!

P8R 2H & T AR AT 1] B IR $E RNG F1 GG #EAT L&

The r-Neighborhood Graph EX. i (u,v)er-Neighborhood Graph,24 H.AY 24 & 11 H7 ¥ 5% X A& oAt 3 5.

o iR X R Jyr-Neighborhood Graph i) 57 52
SHFFTNG 2R, B 5 OB B T 51

o FID(u,|uv])E 7R 0 FEu, 22 KA |uv R R 6 O 2
150, FoAh B bR B 11 TR B R X
AR AING (u,v)=D(u,|uv[)ND(v,|uv)~ D(m,]);

o m SNV LT AR | IR

| uv | 2 H AT, = 2 e 3=
l="—x~1+2-r° r BEEH AL 0<r<1.
Fig.11 The r-neighborhood region of edge (u,v) 2 XV1+2-rr RARGE OIS

Kl 11 3(u,v)I¥ r-neighborhood [X 1 NG, H At kit
o RNGCNG,cGG(A 3yd:: i L 11 A 1, iy JLAa

% A& AL HARAIE).
o NG J& 3%l &, B UDGIE Il (A 32 [ LA S MST, WL e £ 2).

. psf (%j <14 PN - 2) ,0>2.NG, (AR 11 . < NG, 11320 12 T 3.

Y
sin(r/2)|’

ZH B 2,NG AP THBEAT AR Pt A0S AU BE AT IAN=1 (Rl 5l Lk i, SCHR[L7] AR H T T 2 X

The Extended r-Neighborhood GraphiE Y. 7E3EAE AL EROMPN & BRSO & 11 th&uffy i -
U RAEAEW AT AL AR id(u)>id(w), W2 (uv)eNGr @ K 11 i Ervid i ol gk B B AE FEw s, Al 45 id (v)>id(w), i 12
(u,v) NG.id(u) R 7R u st (19715 s G BT s o M —.

Extended NG, 4K T FREE 1 4 LAAMNG [ BT PER. SCHR[17] L TTF & T —FiEE T 1-hopfs B 58 = o0 i U
1052k S IR ol A1 30T P 5 4 SV i 44 W PLALE 18 A& Extended NG & NG, 0 T LU I 1 4 ok 804 1 24 41 45
A B RN I PR AL it 435 40 1) — 2 B A 5 IR P 401 A R AR A T R
2.12 EG(enclosure graph)®Y(or R&M,by author name)

KRATTFIEA A B LA B P 25460, EG 2 v REVAEAR ] 50, A A1 a5 AT R340 A o e DA S s, BT,

EX. 2(u,v)eEG, ) HAL ™Y Weight(u,v)<Weight(u,w,v).

HoAr, (u,w, V)R u JFERZE 5 i )1 A w BIIE v % 12 Weight ARZRBUE B 5L, e e 56 T 42 R AR AR £
P B 11 B 50, BT R K (ED BEFERE A I T 30 1 (dy, ) ong = €05 + €, 022,F(uy ) receive=C2.&C1,Co 32 B2 1E H B, AN 5%
W) B 1k R

SCHR[BL]E A & T B2 v(R 1% A5 u)ff) Relay region(h 4% X, % Boundary) &l 12 7R, & XA Wi u
)37 T P AR DR Y R IEEE IS BT R v 3 B e T A1 B R u 5 AR ROR) BT £ (enclosure)
P 13 H (3 4% W 10 S I 2 P, P A0 2 P 4 DX IR MR, S £ 3 S (boundary ). 19 4 38 1 B AR 1] 8 2 5 0 A
125 R Sk 5 BT AT AU T DM P BT RA AT ART — A1 AR P A, R u 5 AL BT
IR EG 193 AL IR I e T AT B B T 20, 18 12 R 13 o, G4 A5 3 1 B 42 S B o=, SR L 11 2
F FH S 28+t THT 52 5 202 11 U 2 A R AR 2.

FIXEEGAN T A 10 JSAE 25 o SORS A 14 P TEoDR ok R AR 1y B B3 B 2 326 R0 8 R P9 PR BT A 40 15,

SCHR[3L]UF W, EG 2 9 7% 8 B,EG P AL A A EE pR B )R I B R B AR, DR BT LI i — AN 43 A 5
Bellman-Ford $ i #3t u 21 HAAT AR 55 R0 85 /M 6 4% (AR SCTE AR 24 A 2 190 % o 85 - 0 il 1l 37 3o ).

EG 15 M Ath P £ by F) 9 R 48 JEUSC i AT 38, DA A SR R AT R 9 45 L

EGHIN_=1,n,=N-1(F& 2 i, [ J& i a0 e A hCourtg 48745 ), m] WL IR0 OB AS I 4

SIER. A€ o, 4 AR LR AR BRARAN (Cp,co 55 B KT EG <EG”.
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K- +/RERCRT SR U P T Relay regionf 24 2B AT LU H A A% 3B A 1 K5 Y
F 248 DX KI5 DX, Fh e AT 10 S A 81 P B 2 TR X

\
Boundary \ Asymptote
\

\
\

./\\/ou

v \Transmit
Relay \ node
node

Relay region

Fig.12 Relay region of u Fig.13 Enclosure of node u
Bl 12 75 5 u IR 4RI 3K K13 s u

EIE 6. a=2,ll MSTCRNGCGGCEG.

U HR < S B AR AR A S A K BRI 25 1T T AR 7 S A U MU IE GGEG. ik u AR A A vARR BT, w
REFF Gk, 0 EG il iy se A 43, AT AT LLANIE v 75 u PIAL I 78 B4 PR XT3 w2
d2 <d2 +d2 +c L UV)eGG M w —EL T B 3 AN GG i A d2 < d2, +d2,  ELE R A P4
AR H 2= AEH ool T AR A T BE ) 70, T LL,e20, )i & AN A 1N AN HI ¢ 5 AN )
BRI, E R UL T v s AR A N A S, o LB g A P A B ¢ 1 R TR A R X, S T O

EGATI A7 — %8 [ i — ok Ut EG AN J& 7] T+ 1H1 1), A AR A R AR BRI EG— 58 4 I Ky (BLUDG),iE 1S T
G SR U RIRE, b A 3R A A DS IR ) 36 EG AR 30 52 2% JEE 5 SR O(N®); SCRIR [32] % EG A ik b — 20 ik, 2 4
TSR T AR A AR T 8 37 G EGIE S ST

2.13 RST(robust spanning tree)r*

RST 15 U1 VAR BEAE 2y A7 RS o 5 v — b 3t 4 45 by 300 Jok SR 00T 20 415 e 171 A A2 11 3 1 b, 5 7 18 2 ok
LR PR 24 PRk Ak, ORI 5l A% i 1 T Sk e LR (R “MIST ARk 20 48T 1],

EX. K G, UAE BT T u AR Bhaxhops+(1-2)-pathweight 2y 1AL [ MST.

o IXFAMEH TR SCRRAT S, T2 [0, 1] R] W A AR AR SCE 1.1 5 8 SR P4 T R

o [ G ulLlit UDG sl HAbAT) i AT, S 2% i BT ]

o [ NS AR — A2 AL sink Th AR M 45 715 2 (CCHR[331F A AR root), B So v A& ) 2% IR AT 319 A

o AT SiffThops 2 7R, B 1% 5 S root 15 a5 2 W) i 4% 1) e /N R

o ALE NI AT AR BRIN i B 4500 (1) A R 3 A, Ai=1-hil ey

o o AR U0 2R AR S LAY R T A v I K {1 1 3 1), SC R [T R B A B A5 b

o pathweight, B[J i 42 1 ¥ G 8 2.

SCHR[33135 M i o 28 H At BT A s o i R T B A2 o SP Tan J2 DA k 4 8y B A% R B IUIRR A FH,
QR B R SRR GERR A MSTA T X S6RE, 7T LA BT H FH 2 —F R 8584 (A0 18] 14 J7R), 24715 s B
P RIS FH A B0 58 40 2K e 30 ds /N (e R REFE S LA PR BB B R IG5 19, 5 FH AH R W2 MST,MST
PR AR B R R AR TE U AR, XORR A A% ™ it ] 15 FIrom (R AR BR 5 ] 14 IRAH IR)),— ELES A b7 sl 82 Ok 2, )
HARIVRIB E N T 2 Z M2 SPSP AT S B M Al REFE (H SP 32 B 40 A AN 1 51 [R5 i) AEAE AN B
SEE.

T TR A b S5 A AE I ) B, SCRR[33] B T RST.RST %% 5 /2 75 B 4A 41 46 M 7E B im A r i ok i
PR Y ey it R AR R A DT DAy 6 8 AR I S AT AT R L A, B A 2R R R A R K B B AN TR I AR AT
Do 265 B 1P 8t AE AN BTN K, 2 4R A BB e e i R T BRI

S RST B9AZ O BA L & S A A 58, & SR SRR T S Bk 3 hops oy 1= 5, 328 129 A BN i 8 PR 32
pathweight /7 3= 5. SCRR[33]IT & T 4 vh Ay A sU B M 1 RST,'EA1143 7% Y. Dijkstra £1 Bellman Ford 5321
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Root
Fig.14 FH Fig.15 MST
K 14 R K&l 15 Rk

2.14 LIFE(low interference forest establisher),LISE(low interference spanner establisher),LLISE(local
LISE)B

5 U AEARIT B 5 M AN R LIFE 252305 T BRI A5 18 2 [/ (4 (interference). SCHR [341IA A9, F 1Rk 2> 12
AL A8 R A8 R — 8 WL AE AR UE T p 2 (A TR S AR PR AIC, RNG,GG 45 &5 F B e A7 SE L TP s Ak,
ML Sk E R LIFE 558 /2 SR g “MST B4 4R K 4 4.
B400 e M7 5 cov Sl Cov(e)=|{weVIw 2 (u,v) F(v,u)7E & 3, B
Bl 16 (19 55 B (RLAE u,v) J05 SO, 18 16 T u b5 v 2 IRE A B, DL
e Juv| 242 | 0 20 078 1 u R v [ - B S R O A 32 .
AL [F) Interference #2532 LA 1(G) = maxcov(e) AEZE A L,
FAgs i LIFE 2510 i (R SCA W W45 H):

g6 Nodes covered by link uy LIFE 53, BUAMIA /0 AU IEHE N A4 MST,

B 16 uv B 2 LISE ®X. HA &/ (GYEHME G 1 t-A i+ El.LLISE 118 X
LISE: F Jay s S DS

LISE 79440147 UDG I8 6 (MR B /INIEF, DR A7 2] — AN Bl 254 E b AR )55 %5 UDG TR il

PR B9 A7 G_LISE S50 E TSR 1 AN uv, 5% G_LISE 1A u 2 v AR AU p(1¥ R BE 5 ): 4 2R
p>tx|uv], B3 E H H AT /N 25 AR 030 A E G_LISE, 193 p>tx|uv| AN oz kb 4R 5 R E s 1 &k,
XA 2 4 M UUJE i A B R, ) E A,

SRS B LIFERILISE 75 224 J 7 ' 0, LLISE ST 22 i sixd Z M A2 e UDGAR 5.3 R VAR SE L T
oAb TP H 8 BATIA K, LLISE S VEANSE H S R 17 0L R 75 ZEo(m®) 1 i 1] 42 2% BE, mAX R UDG i1 %, 3F B
A Y 72 7 O 2OR AT e A5 L IR T B Al L T R I A T A 3 A 8 AE AR L L — AR
T LISE & AT A1 4.

T AN K LIFE 55 (¥ 4 O 20T I AF 583 N T %7 97 10 A 2%, 2 — T0UJF O 1 AR, 0 L OC Tl 4 o6
(coverage) FI T4t 1196 B S, B0ks 5 1R E ) V2 8252
2.15 FGSSFAFLSS(fault-tolerant (global) local spanning subgraph)*!

AT BV AE — A k-TH S TE A 248 P AT k=1 AN A R0 W 8470 e aze H i LR e ok k1.
1. FGSS, R (frn X 4530, 7 O(m2VN) I ) 52 2% i)
o ¥ UDG Fr3 4% BUE T+ 3 HEB A 56 U b i B BRI > K 215 = /Nl 5 KB AR
o I /IMSUE TR IR K X X UDG 1 4 45 322 (u,v), 4 SR B Grass (R 40 & BT sl AN B AT AT 30 HR M uBIvis ik
BT pi 3 8, UK 32 (U, V) TN Gegss.
(U)K TS 38 6 s U,y SR AT R 2 4 k=1 AN uv 2 ALEAE LR B AR, B0, UV 2 IIAFALE K
25T A HHAS I R A2 (U, v A5 R A1).
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2. FLSS [k 35 (43 A s A R B0 R K HEFLSS 7 O(m2N2) [y s 115 42 2 ).

o UDG "E5E— AT u FRHL N[ulh 5 il (5 B

o U ST FGSS HikiiE A MR Ghgss, HUX Gioss BT A B CLINAR T B (T ),

o HAMER uMTHLR IrG TR SRE E G;

o N G AT INL R 2L AR I RE (7 v 55 58 2.10 AR D), 2 BIAF B L 7 B Gfgs T Grigs -

P SCHR[3S] 4, - FR A B AR Y k-39 18 /2 NP-hard P 5 ) ] {1, 4 % FGSS A1 FLSS f i B it 40 45

(1) SCHR[36]IEHT, 1 N—oollf, W1 R f /N IE E ) r AF %k B k T0 S0 08, I8 4, 1% v A 9 28 e /N5

M kw.h.p.;
(2)  SCHBR[STIREMT, SN G K. k>0 e AT 925 B R 3% 42 i /2 o r’>InN+(2k-3)InInN-2In(k-1)1+2
I, 190 2 KT S R > e

SCHR[35]IE B T LA RS0y 19 30 16 B R CRAE R 48 K I 38, i 42 /2 UDG i k 3, [7] I I E W] T FGSS Al
FLSS 1 /4 £% 1% yti (10 4 K 326 B 5 st /MK (min_max optimization), A i A7 B 47 (R BEAEE fE.

AR KEMB min_maxPiibf £3FGSSAIFLSS B — Fh &5 2 BEEE L LMST I 4 75 14 4B 4T [ 45 4. SC ik
[35] 04 BL 45 SRR W, ‘e L2 CBTCHI YAO S5 A4 4 v 12 . BEFEAT RU0E 55 7 1h1 4 L AT — s L 4. 7 41 FGSS Al
FLSSF 4 5 58 15 22 F1 4 FR R max (LI DG) L #B AT 2555 B8 7.

BLUF P 252 A S0 9T 45 . UDG {3-3iF K ZE3 I8 FGSS T FLSS 34 FLAT BL R 1 5T (Bl W AR ] 5 IR ):

o Mk=1 If,MST=FGSS(INFGSSHi& K H (1) &)~ X Kruskal 75 ¥%).k>1,MSTCFGSS(IA FGSSycFGSSys1);

o Mk>1 I, FGSScFLSS(FH A4 I J5 v 1T 1) .n_=k, W) AR 1 55 B d =i T IAN-1(k>1);

o FGSSFIFLSSXIR pmax B, BIK 5 £ 1] 52 , MR a3 KB L — 2 (B, B 45 M A T R A2 AR 4.

2.16 K-Neigh (the k-neighbors graph)t®

HLBATHT RN, K-Neigh J2& F AN T BE S AR EAT 00 $h it 1) QI Pl .

TE S P AR R R R B 5T 1 K(>0) AN &0 10 i 12 k(A £ I 23 T weh.p., HL I(G) 1 7E.1(G)
R SCAESS 2.14 71 L4 HY AT wah.p B 2820 950 15 i o T — M IEIE AL o .

CT W ERAR YT SRR 2 i BB L N I KA 7 0, B Y R S Koo H%—m, ESp]

SCHR[L,39155 4 W, 24 N—sooltf, 1 2R k2 35 45, J0) 0 46 AN 8 weh.p. (RHE A 1); B8 AR AE 15 0 0 u S5 R 2 R 404

(G) A3 FHHEAS — s HMedd, H v by 5 N R At — Lo Ml AR AR AT S AF AR

o ELKAA Bl A 2 1 1 K-NeighE 5 258 25,71 fiu N B 5 Bl (R kA 19 5 i S B i A9 2047 17 B G AR B
A o) SRS N S 1) IL A3 B G 4w AT 1 1L AR B G o G Th AT 2 A o, 4 0T 305 e A A AT R T
K = A1 T B8 A SRAT AR B 0 Auvw, i 2 P(u,v)+P(v,w)<P(u,w), 351, P ACER A% B B REFE, A B (u,w)id . 5% T
P AXZ DR T S RLEREREAL, 255 EG — 15 AN SN T J7 (kS WL A5 1T R IR BE 8 424 P2 2R Auvw o (u,w) A2 B
WA M 50 e AN TR PRI, 5 A7 A 2 S T B 56 4 A R] (A SOV AP I 3 B8 3, K-Neiigh J5USC SEVE AN B f
E [RI A A7 0 I 5 Pl 8 SR Y e — 2, PR BT BRI A I R 525 A u R 506 I I 5 i Ay 3 S SR 155 0 1 A 2,
AIREE S5 1D K/ RS 8 B ).

K-Neigh H AR %0 2 B AT G 4 AR K AF, SCHR[38T AN BIL 18 F1475 IS4 9 7 THI A T

TR 708 A % M DY 77 A K, o A2 O<cq<cy, A 2

J‘mpr{GQIOQNKi%ﬁ}=1, lim Pr{G,_ g ETE} =1,

I HXF Gy BT (kW WL R 30).

SE BT AW, A R OR O T T T BT ) BRAR TS RUHCE O o(logN) (H TG VE A E PR 419 31 K E.

A TR E KA, SCHR[B8]EAT 17 RS 5 45 7 B S 56, 45 L W7, 2N 50~500 2 ) IR 15 k=9, JU) Iod £5% L4530 Mg
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21 S B SO 5% 45 A7 s AN, W k=6. SC K [38] 7] et 5 B AN 1 i 1 RS B X 4%, i 2R A E b B e
AN k=6 3R R, EAE M LS — A AT I EC T T NG A SR T RO L SRR [38] (1 T ka4 4 4
T — M SLILG 1 7 A U, — AT A e 2NS A5 BN R T AT O 0 i B 4 45 R 4G 24 1 5 K-Neigh g S
Wiy SEHL
2.17 MPR-CDS(multipoint relays-connected dominating sets)®”

AT TELR, FATHEN Z TR T B ) 4 25 AT DU AH DG 2%

o DS(dominating set): ¥ G 1, 54k DScV, ¥ VueV, 24 ueDS, ZE4 u & DS 15 5 iy 4870 .

e MDS(minimum dominating set): {1 5t V 1 Eb|DS|/IN AT 3 T 42 #OR & 2 1id £, i% DS i MDS.

e CDS(connected dominating set):G () DS 5 H! &% .

e IDS(independent dominating set):DS H AT & — X AN .

e MCDS(minimum CDS):CDS 1|CDS|# /N

e MIDS(minimum IDS)+ SL:IDS H[IDS| /N

o Dominator: 37 it ¥ 5, 75 &l # 35  {; Dominatee: # 7 it 5 30 %5 45 &1 o 25 1 46

SCHL4E DS M dx L H1 Claude Berge 7t 1958 #F{i . SCHK[40]% #], < & MDS,MCDS,MIDS 4 NP-hard
e L

e % node 45 /NT 1Bk BT 48T 25 4% 5 1D;

o % node #5405 B /NI 1 BRARTT s MPR(multipoint relay).

MPR Sets—— 2 s 4h 48 & di i I T~ SCHR[41], 8% A WSNs RIT Wireless Ad Hoc 45 i —Fi 15 BEIK )
& S s B BT AT A s S A (1) 4k Flooding S, B Y 31 £ v CEIAR T £ u 10— AN s AL I 25 i 3 R I Ak
Wiy v AR T u ) MPR Set LU DUR v & 15 05 810 i 5040

M UfIMPR Set:Bfu b fi I W 3 2 uNU) NP OE S E S B vwERR), ESL K x ok T H
ua{Vio{wl FriE MIMPR Set, Bl 542 {v3 I 5148 I MPR# 7R ), u s i i MPR ] DL £ 53] T AT 1) 945 186 408 15 1%,
e A) 15 0, MPRZE 5 T 55 820, {w Bk # MPR G U {v > {wH1) SC e 508 55 [MPRER /N, 9 25 T 3 BE FERRARE, {H STk
[41]5 ¥, 13K /NMPR Setsi NP-hard P 5 (1) 3 22 8] b, 5 /> RFCHE 28 it T 4Bl Ak

&% 1 70 HIE(RFC 3626).

1. i 1 Elues{vieo{wh an B iE B u 5w v A0 LIIMPROY;, w—w;;

2. AEFI A v, WEE S SR FE i AMPR, R ZviE B2 T o KRB 1w b 10 0, 5 P T B2 1w

3. EEE 2, HAIFTAT w SR (w A ).

B3k 2. /i 5 1:(RFC 3684).

1 o 7 B uo{vio{w K {vHE T S5 0 TP

2. M /NVIF U RS v 5 1 1 wrb 1) 05 T S B v i A MPRITI) ew = ot 2 2 ()

3. AR 2, HEITH w S IE (W A 7).

SCHR[BTIA4H Sk 1 A2 2R HO(m?), 54k 2 I A4 O(m®) (HAVE 2 vt vl (AT de s A2 15 )8 T
MPR,JEARw . B 5 F 0% 1 45 2] MPRACR ZE 47 SCHR[371477 BL 45 R i N Eokhih B 7R, — 35 41 1R 2 B A i
T LA T BB (L5 3 )k E P50k 1 g A 0] A3

— H3R1 MPR, &0 AR A5 ] w R 57L& MPR-CDS, H A7 v AR & A1) SCHR[37]36 W, I
JEfF B E A5 4 CDS € X.MPR-CDS N [f1) # S A5 11 4 2 31 A0 v B4R 05 u 9 — MR e, 2% 18
RS (KR N v 2B T MPR-CDS LR LLHT v /2 75 U FI 5 % 30E 1 7% MPR-CDS & 4 B Ik R 1.

2.18 Voronoi diagram5LEACH"

LEACH(low energy adaptive clustering hierarchy) & i% 548 i, 7% 3k [FAS 2B 45 A ™A% o )1 25F 1DS, B 2
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Voronoi K7t WSNs H [ it 8 3 Ff,

Voronoi Diagram£ it 5 X ~F T b 55 45 & P={p1,p2r....pnd, J ||| 75 WK IG 1 29, 1) Voronoi I 5 X V(pi)=
{alllapill<llapjll, Vizi}, 2,000 1 i EAT AN S TP A

Voronoi & 1 77 57T LAIE I E] 19 tH 20 b i Gausstf — B ST, HoS , AR B2 A Tt A2 s T4
7843 R 3 T Voronoi € 113 ) AL FE Dirichlet(Dirichlet tesselation, 1850 4£),Voronoi(Voronoi diagram,1908 4£)431
Thiessen(Thiessen pologons, 1911 4F ) Wingner #1Seitz(Wingner-Seitz zone,1933 4E),Blum(Blum’s transform,
1967 4F) %4520 thed-b. J\T4ERJE, L) X1 Voronoi B &A1 4k $2 H 76 #4) 3 Voronoi P 11 5572 5 T AR & 1k
K77 “3& 548 A7 (Green M1 Sibson, 1977 4F, 52 2% & Sy O(N?), 5 4% o3k 3 BE LIS 90 K 42 24 1 O(NlogN)) 31
“DTGHE e (Watson, 1981 4, — 4k 4 24 3l O(N), 4k $rd>2 I, 52 2% 1 2 O(NZ o)) 461 /33 77 (Shamos Fil
Hoey,1975 4,53 % [ ) O(NlogN))[“7) “Plane-Sweep”i: (Fortune, 1985 4, I} i} 52 24 /% 4 O(NIogN)) ! o3 4f, — st )f:
AT HE AT AR Y (NN AL B 2% 9147 7 44, I 1) 52 2% O (logN)) SR 4% 30 Z 4R E AT N 10 A3 Fh 2032, S BAE A —
ANVoronoi B2 AT AR 0 s g+ A4 D7 1R 25 50 3AT 53 SC b 4 B T G R R G e B %5 T Voronoi [$1 6 5 46 Bl 11 EE
P, T 3K — A B A7 5 R0 R (1 S B AR vk (R R A 2 52 % k) R A0 A S A L. D T Voronoi ] e S5 S 1 4
R4 44 0] 25 %) Franz Aurenhammer 1) SC ik [48]25 3 J7 T AH 9 %0 RME 42 53X BN 41 2%

Voronoi B2z it LURR Oy 46 L 25 46y TRES B B0 1 FRA T AR 38 190 L 0 R ) DA 285 T 2 1)~ A e ] 3 72
SRR WR I LI S5 R A AR R LR R TE A B R 1 A R o S Oy T IR T
FH 2% W RARIZAT A A TT WL Voronoi B 1 5 52 A8 524 v 5L 24 145k, Voronoi 15 Delaunay — i JE . convex
hull J510 24 TR LA 1) 3 K SCHE, IF He A2 A fE e = it —FE R 25 DI R

LEACHY2VE 25 47 1) 0 25 1l 199 24 1 11 3L, 22 PR AT 302 P81 33 40 7T 36 142 42 Voronoi Diagram ) 1] |5 3.

LEACH & 3 ri 4k CHeV, LR {V-CH} Y s L B 25 45 4T 11 5 CH(cluster head) il i 272 1442, CH 111 £
Bz 5L BS(base station)iE 2. BS AT V I ES.

WESR UE1E 1DS, i 78 BEFE R/ 1 |MIDS|HE A LEACH 1 56 T 1 1) R SCHik[42] 1 J6 SR AR A o 7k 55 BS
2 TA) PR V- 2045 B S, AR M I B RE A 2R (AR SC A28 EG IR 31 (1) S A 28 4 57 R bR B EL 6 E R S B R
KSR S I E A 45 5 0,755 K2 (100 AN AU k=5).k B 58 4 [ T BERE SR AL B9 MIDS s Hic it 33 4 s H 4 M 22
TIVEN ARV AP AR RECH, I ELARUE B T 55 #8378 24 IDS £ 005, CH a4 W T 3Rk %5 45 S L A B Sk AT AR
Pl CH sl A5 5o B I FEdm R .

LEACH {EA I ANR h —Fh ) i Mo UL 75 10 WSN # rh B s, (2 3 AT 20 0, AN T ) s B R ok B &2
IO AFAE T R ) R S AU AR T R A WX AE V2 3 DA R 2 T SR IR TR iR Sk B
T 75 R ) R/ (R A5 P B0 ) % S 37 T, 480 1 5 138, Moronoi - 22 100 T 11 THT R 52 ) 28 100 L 200 I8 5% Wi 746 B i
o A AN B S R B A8 A Skt VR A T B SPAT RERE 1R L 1. 0 AN I G R A B R T A SR T A
W), [ ARAN A5 A T DA SR H B T R A DC Ok ARV 1) S0 3 A LEACH BSR4 (385 5204 O(N).

219 N %

I I A AT 256 VAP IR i A AN R R OGR4 7 45 55 () 48 30 1] 5 g s 0 1) 45 9 b 6 4, —
5 S TN DA AT 14 i) Dy 19 265 5 A R SR R T 7 A () 3 4 445 A 3K S W S D0 B AT T e DAy 43 ) 2 AR
17, G2 199 256 AL P AT A S 2 o TR SR 50 1 0 A W A 47 2 031, 5 B o . DL P D 9 B 4
FNEFEG T 7 A AL RS o R S A A TR TE TR 7R REBA, U U, B R R AR X X
WA I — A (B 3) i, 85 A RE Ak SEEAT A IRAZ $e——3XFE D218 T 40 41 IO HEACTE SC I R AN BT 51 1Y
2% TP A TEAT 0 0 T I T R T 0 X 2 Rl S D, 2 7 A AR F) 483 P B A 5% 3 40 454 £ T,
W 25 S b 45 Ky T P AR PR 1E 22 58 SCIAS [ I I3 5 B 2 F

RT3 Pl (1 b A, AT 1) T A A A7 A T I 8 e v 2 Bl Gt P 7 SR S B 10 44 O 43 A
B[] P9 H0 S IR AN B 8 eI R S WL R AT I s A sink 14 % AR F2E 7R 4% IRF, T A GRUIE “ 4 K95 43 AR e i) 22
Koz sink LD BT 8, AT fRAIEIEIR SR > B RMUATSCH 4.2 1[0 2 HCR, CATAIE I GG 74y,
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P E 3 A AFIE I W L 451 10, UM FH O BoR A& BOB R A FH 7 75 SR 28 00 i D J LA ZE 25, ) o 1.
11 5 2 A8 R AR R GE H A s B L R4 A B R AT (A PT Re RA BM A ) S 2 — AN EL T ) R (g 72

A I BOR — R S AT AE T M 45 5 i I Y (R ) A B e 2 TR 3 R KRS ARUT B 45 IR AR Y I
I ) UG BAA T 1 — 2R B R0 50 10 TR a0, 4030 PRI 4 S B 8L 2 TR AL 7 i 5 AR = I R I 2 &R

“proximity graph(2FiE B)" RiE A & L4976 1990 17 )5 TE i, 5 H 1) 77 2 A A8 H “neighborhood  graph(iz 4%
Pel) " SR Bk 1 4 22 1R 25 #4, 1 Voronoi FI DTG 45, 3= B I 2 — 2 78 400 1A (15 I 7E & 136 ¥ OCR(optical character
recognition)) & AR 2 T AR 5 oK BE A T 9T 1R Ak B Y T I 4 5, DR A A 3 L AR ISR A A i HE) T, 1989 4
12 H,7E5%H New Mexico M Las Cruces AFF 75 1 ANARUT K T AE 2 30T, AN A 05 85 48— 21 “proximity
graph”. 4 3L s SCH: A AR T B A2 — AN G 5 4E VORI 4E E LA YuveV, M BACY v AT u B4R P I AT T
(uV)JE T-3% ] u 1 AR 5 7 R 915 5 SCIRAR T Il 2 (proximity measure)VE T R ™42 (1. 46 SCER[25]F Santi 28 A
N Proximity Graph 7544 /& th -8 1385 AU 40795 s o] 1h L 4R 1] (01 UDG) 1% U481 v B T 85 H I 5 FRAT T 1Y)
FRARIE AT 22 0] FRA 1IN SR T X S R0 S T A AT I, i P 1) 552 D8 e i 5 06 2R R K

3 B

T AT BRI 43y 3 J LIS A0 43 A (B 17 Pl 18 JTo%)  BRARI A0 43415 (B 19 77%) A1 54 4341 (4
& 20 Fi7R). BEAR ) 43 A7 s AR g MISE A K143 9 /8 1 5 7 R0, 6 5 8 9 A — B, B AR 1040 55 MR A
B %R e SLAB B 1 201 1] 21~ P4 62 Fizis Lo [ 46 S UDG /N Sz Be S A i, T 5 Bk I 47, 1] 48 2%
fi H e LT R LS S S A 4.

3.1 3%IHE BEHLIIS S 7 (Rua=3.50) A5 5% (Rna=3.50). B % (R, =2M)

° o ° <:’qg%o ) 364%0 5624836&35
o . : e o 33 978%4 o1 79
° e o0 @2 % TR 2264 33%%‘21 20
. % o o: o° o © o g% 25)3 90 6%93}6 1 77 9
R PR . c %1897 5 80 52
°°° q:o &S o 4268412@) 78 97
°o 0% o ° 3, 6 82
O L 8 %{3846954
° 8 ° o 10 85 7
o ° o ° o 64 61
o ° °c o ° 93 57 7?70 9%1?}!’%
Fig.17 Random-Uniform distribution Fig.18 Index of nodes
K17 BEHLES Ao A K18 T
® 006 @06 6 @ @
® ©)
@ ©, o @ ® ©)
@ ® @ @ o ®
@) @) @
@ @ 0 @
® ® @ €) ® ®
@ @
& ®
@ @3 0 6 & ® o ©
Fig.19 Ideal-Uniform distribution Fig.20 The circle distribution
K19 FRARIYA)S- A Kl 20 &5

© HIHBREBSAHIGIT  http/ www, jos. org. cn



B H TR W AT ) iR 903

3.2 1

Fig.21 UDG Fig.22 RNG Fig.23 GG Fig.24 MST

(=EG with a=2,c>442) (=EG with a=2,c=0)
K21 oyl Kl 22 FHXFIELAT K & 23 Gabriel ¥ Kl 24 g5/ AR R

(4 0=2,c2442 ii1=EG) (4 a=2,c=0 i=EG)

Steiner
point

y ”‘

Fig.25 SMT with the empty Fig.26 SMT Fig.27 LMST+, Fig.28 LMST-,

Steiner set with Rp.=2.5h with Rp=2.5h
[%] 25 ANE; Steiner AU [ 26 Steiner f /M % 27 LMST+, 5] 28 LMST-,

Steiner 5 /N I KRIERRES A 2.5h I KRIERRES A 2.5h

4/“-—‘ <A

s'/é\'!z’
v,!ﬂu\le‘/g;'iﬁ‘
AV}“\\ v
e

Y
KR

a9

\‘i NED-a

7
77

AN
)

)’v.

\

"N

Fig.31 DTG, Fig.32 LDel,

n=6 R, =v2M k=1
430 XAk Yao I, ¥ 31 Delaunay = £/, 32 JA# Delaunay 4,
n=6

1 N2 ! } .
Fig.34 CBTC_basic, Fig.35 CBTC with Fig.36 CBTC with
a=2,c=20 ph 1+ph 2 op.1 op.1 & op.2
33 M EI(R&M), 34 Jiidf CBTC, 35 CBTC, K 36 CBTC,
a=2,6=20 1B Be+2 i EE S (B3R -+l X PRl 25 Bk
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Fig.37 CBTC with
op.1 & op.2 & op.3

] 37 CBTC,HliE+
AEXIFRIL S R PRI LR

Fig.38 LIFE

38 LIFE

Fig.39 LISE,
5-spanner

’ 39 LISE,
t=5

Fig.40 LLISE,
t=10

/g 40 LLISE,
t=10

Fig.41 k-neigh, k=6
Kl 41 kAFE k=6

Fig.45 FLSS, k=3 with
link removal
B 45 FLSS, k=3,
il

Fig.42 RST
K42 RST
oo%%o 008%00
o O'O%C&g()oo
@oBP o0 o
8 %go Q O o
o ¢ o

OoO 0?° & %
o
Oq; © 8 Oo.o
o
o o° ° 88

Fig.46 A MDS for UDG
(total up to 656)
Kl 46 UDG M— A/
RCAE (L 656 1)

Fig.43

K] 43 r ARk, r=0.5

Fig.47 MPR-CDS with
greedy algorithm
47 MPR-CDS,
MPR K JH S0 57

r-Neighborhood graph

Fig.44 FGSS, k=2
¥ 44 FGSS,k=2

o}

e}

o
o
o®
[ Je]

)
®
¢
%
Q
o

0 Se @
& o
o>
0o 0 o®e°

00
L]

Fig.48 MPR-CDS with

min-ID algorithm
48 MPR-CDS,

MPR SR d5e /i 5 53

‘::xg’ﬁ»;{ /
> o—= root ﬁ—i
Fig.49 LEACH,R_, =+2M Fig.50 UDG Fig.51 LIFE Fig.52 RST
K 49 LEACH,R k4 K50 A I A Kl 51 LIFE K 52 RST
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GG Vet

£G 2=2,0=0 e
! K G

CBTC,with op.1+2 / :;\‘\?ﬁ'{g

CBTC,with all op.
= r-Neighborhood,r=0.5 5
Extended r-neighborhood,r=0.5 K237,

FGSS, k=2
FLSS k=2
Fig.53 RNG Fig.54 MPR-CDS, Fig.55 MPR-CDS,
with algo.1 with algo.2
K 53 AHXTIT AR K 54 MPR-CDS, %% 1 K 55 MPR-CDS, 5.k 2
GG
EG=2.c=0.20
= r-Neighborhood, r=0.5
DTG
root
Fig.56 UDG Fig.57 RNG Fig.58 RST
[l 56 FLA7 ] [ 57 AHXTIT AR & K 58 RST

Fig.59 CBTC with Fig.60 Extended Fig.61 FGSSand FLSS, Fig.62 Voronoi diagram
all op. r-neighborhood k=3 in the Euclidean plane
K59 k)51 CBTC K60 ¥ K 61 FGSS #l FLSS, 62 BRICEMN
r-neighborhood 3 Tl fi% i Voronoi

4 MREIRE
AT G SRR A AR A 2 M SR B SR KIS HLBREE 2 AT B IR 4 4 SR R A
SIINATT LA SRR A0 LS5 E R BRI A I H BT 545 B E AN EAEREE . 0 1
ABENL AT PR 0 ek DU AR B A WS E A
41 REXHR
& 1 #2vk:column_1(i) (relation)y row_1(j), %415 %¢ MST 5 GG K&, M 1 ¥4k %] MST it f8 47
H 14T R GG 1A, —FH A X A(,)) BT ARE KR MSTSGG. ML # i XAE 4LV L.
%1 sk RN B AR R TE M wh.p AR R AR W] RE (T ME R 1) AR AR 1% C 2R M AR TE .

Ch:

NN
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Table 1 Topological relationships between proximity graphs
F 1 AWTE S KR

UDG RNG GG MST SMT LMST YGg DTG LDel; EG CBTC r-Neigh FGSS FLSS

UbG = =) =) =) (*;4) =) =) ) ) ) > =) =) =)
RNG = = = =2 X w.ﬁ.p. = = = = w.%.p. < X X
GG c o = o x 2 x c c c x o x x
= = = w.h.p. = = = =
— < c
MST < c c = X whp. S c c S whp S c c
SMT (’%1) x X x = x x X X x X X xvgf X
c c > _ c c c c S S = c
LMST < w.h.p. w.h.p. wh.p x - w.h.p. whp. wh.p. whp. whp. whp. whp. whp.
YGsg c o X o X =2 = X X X =2 X X X
= = = w.h.p. w.h.p.
DTG c o) o) o) X Wﬁ.p. x = x x W.ﬁ.p. - X X
LDel, c > o) ) X =2 X X = X 2 o) X X
= = = = w.h.p. w.h.p. =
(Ef) c - - 3 X Wﬁp X X X = X - X X
CBTC = x =3 % = S < < X = X X X
(*2) S whp. w.h.p w.h.p. wh.p. wh.p. wh.p.
r-Neigh < = c o x Wﬁp x c c c X = X X
FGSS o _
(*3) c X X ) X wh.p. X X X X X X = c
FLSS ) —
(*3) c X X ) X wh.p. x X X X x X - =

Notes: *1—qa=2; *2—CBTC with all op., a=2n/3; *3—k>2 (k=1,FGSS=MST); *4—V'+$=V(UDG).
42 HINSHIAE
4.2.1 UDG Fyi%Eim
07 FLZ W7, 20005 T ARARIE 190 28 34 30 114 dst /0N o 326 B 8 (rad i) phn 74 520 A 16 B 7 0 0 0 4 3 T 0 2 A
radii > /2M, SR, 92553 5 b (G S A 36 30 P ) MR 1 RS 7 0 4 K IR, O Lt AR ol ik ). A1 T
JRMER S TH R SCR I radii, A7 R TR B (S G A I 1208 S R W 2R 1.1 '%44%3(%%( h 1438 3 T R
EIE 8. MEASCE L1 TR WA B AT i AR Pr{UDG % }>/(0<4<1), 1 radii 75 2 :

radii > 2h /—M (4-1)
710

E R 38 A1 A HE UDG T (] C 3R08) RIS A AE IR AT u B u BAE IS, 2L u R r 754:
7 IR [0 P T 38 1) 22— AN AR 1 v AL Pr{ CHA 2 B 3 A Z8(1) 3, %R B v (BRI IR 5 u J [ g 48
FRAZ R, A

Pr{C}=1-exp(-14) (4-2)
%%u,v‘él‘ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ)&%éuﬁ%l?iﬁiﬁaﬁﬁﬂ“,v&u)ﬁ[ﬁﬁi@ﬁfﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁl%d\;ﬁAzérzg,ﬁ=%=%,
R (4-2)F 4 Pr{CY2Br=radii {7 1 exp[ L m rjd" ]>ﬂ A 8 5 P K (4-1). O

FFESR UDG 538 (A T 99.9%, S A 55 vl F X 752 radii>2.966h~3h.
422 ISR

P LR BE R A SE U0 /5 — & AN N BN AT B IRAEAT >0 K MM 35 9 43 31 BE AL ZE BiN=100 Rl
N=400 AN s 3449 43 A3 o rpr (- ey AR S0 SCKJEE BT A, T LA MAS B3 0 56 552 86 485 SR Ve 77 AR AT AT S ). A A
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UDGH R ey =30, He A% B Z5 #0325 55 2 715 A28 1 I 3 PR UD G 46 IR A BB Rr il 45 2 44

2 ESHAE:

P 3% i B4 (average transmitting radius, 5% W 9 2% 75 iy ¥ 8 2 240018 48 T 34 i (logical 7). W HEFE
(physical ). —# H(the ratio, M T4 IFLIE), HiAs s & sink [1°F- k¥ (average hops to sink, {4 i B 1%,
ZAH 2 IR L A ), Hofth £ 2 sink (672 T S AN AH AZ 8 4% 1 (average number of vertex-disjoint paths, 5% 1
PHIE. BRARARETAE D), A% UDG [ dsf,hsf,psf(fiij = REFEYERE . LIRS PERENY b 54 EL 2 IR SEE 1 ().

Table 2 Simulation results of the topology parameters
F2 WMHSHOTELER

Average transmitting Logical Physical

The ratio Average hops Average number Average Average Average

radius (h) n n (to sink) of paths to sink dsf hsf psf
UDG 3 21.379 21.379 1 3.066 9 9.600 7 1; 1 1
3 24.697 24.697 1 5.9952 9.720 8 1 1 1
RNG 1.036 5 23874 35978 15071 10.821 8 1.409 1 3.3539 1046 2.0034
1.057 3 24775 39025 15752 21.166 7 1.368 2 41947 12.7 2.434 4
GG 1.3423 35766 6.0361 1.6882 7.8057 19185 17294 6.4 1
1.389 6 379 6.7882 17911 15.513 1.7832 1.894 2 6.9 1
MST 0.834 198 25135 1.2694 18.989 4 1 15.8422 36.57 94177
0.8111 1.995  2.510% 125818 44.567 9 1 38.3253 911 21.5278
LMST 0.8659 20262 26515 1.3085 15.239 8 1.0532 8.9127 2243 54102
(*1) 0.857 2 2.068 27242 13174 31.2103 1.060 7 125402 313 74734
YG 2.047 6 7.0446 11.915 1.691 4.905 6 3.909 7 1.463 8 SHehil 1.096 8
6 2.097 1 7.6285 13.5485 1.776 9.5719 SI59185 1.564 3 4 1.209 5
DTG 2.0915 57024 12.0171 21066 4.278 3 4.404 3 1.353 451 1
(*2) 2.0341 5904 13.762 2.3306 7.056 1 4.067 9 1.3818 5 1
LDel, 1.7539 5497 9.0281 16424 5.393 3.4939 13523 4.56 1
1.7191 5.747 9.6699 1.6826 10.861 3.2758 1.3829 5.1 1
EG(*3) 1.462 37 46292 6.9801 15083 6.985 5 22147 1.5555 5.12 1
1.8314 8.312 10.9818 1.3212 10.690 7 29737 1.3916 3.9 1
CBTC 1.725 46 2.492 8.334 3.3477 9.962 9 1.500 4 27817 8.66 1.907 6
(*4) 1.649 2 25945 8.3188 3.2064 19.699 2 1.4822 3.343 4 10.5 22713
LIEE 0.854 198 25061 1.2657 19.638 9 1 21.4807 40.17 17.062
0.831 1.995 2.514 1.260 2 48.068 4 1 51.3394 928 425719
k-Neighs 1.33 28248 5.7327 2.0294 77117 1.164 2 7.2232 15.02 7.0354
13341 2927 59357 20276 14.4125 1.266 4 6.1517 126  11.1286
RST 0.982 7 1.98 34161 1.7253 17.562 4 1 251752 32.26 228.17
(*5) 0.908 4 1995 3.1123 1.56 419128 1 50.4099 715 78.0915
r-Neigh 1.146 9 2.8242 4.489 1.59 9.296 4 1.601 5 2.3015 7.94 1.2827
(*6) 11714 29415 4.878 1.658 3 18.372 9 1.487 2 27321 9.7 1.3732
FGSS 1.147 4 35632 4.2076 1.1801 9.3332 2.045 4 56253 11.77 3.4343
(*7) 1.095 3 3.5475 4.0992 1.1552 21.224 1 2.066 4 12.6635 24.6 7.538 1

Notes: *1—With link removal; *2—R .= \/EM ; *3—a=2,c=20; *4—With all op., a=27/3;
*5—\With the random root; *6—r=0.5; *7—k=2.

22 2 S B N KT (N=100), 52 |ON|/N ECAEL 1 52 0, 0 2% 30 555 S8 1 F S (B 2 1 AT AE B G
W BEI00EE 2 AT AU A VRIS LN (N=400) I I S 50E . 2 3 5 EE FRIGYGe TP R E &4 N

2—;h ~2.0044h (2405 2.7 717), 3 2 1 YG¢F 3 15 42 4EN=400 It} 24 2.0971h,N=100 It} 2 2.0476h, 52 gk F 52 %
B B 5 [ Ak
5 H—TWHRAMR

(1) AR A) . YA N AR T B P e L 95% LA b (KA 56 Sk (6035 A SOMR E T BRI A 4 A
(ELHFRIAAA RO TR AL A It FE) « R 80% 11 SCHk (045 A% 30) N %5 i — i1 T 1) 47 B0 AR T, 20 00t AN (s 2 X
20 45 75 pet AHE AN S 55 7 A A R AR — AN IE A A AR D AR RS T SR T R R — A SRR
3T, I B I REAT A1 BELAF I 28 A0 W12 2) 7 1% S8 AU 8 A7 70 X A S B i SO B ) R e B e

(2) I G EN AR 48T & 45 4. WSN,RFID,Mobile P2P 25 9 4% 25 55 2 A S BT s v S3CHL e AR 1T 4% Hh 35
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AR IS 38 & R S A MU s W JE R RE . B8 1R 2 22 I A5 (R R SRR A 2
(3) EE MR PRI 2 1) BT I L1 40030 Pl A 2R ARG T REAE AT 2% PO 403 B R e, T4 R AT R4k I 1
(KIBIFTER L 2213 22, I 2004 SEEE(Z % AL LIFE S8 4500) A WIHE 25 AT REAEH L IR R B, 2200 1E SCBL I 2% 4
TR AR LR, T ) SR A Y REAE, OF HLBRAT T (P ARUE W), =3 AN AR AR & E T A .
(4) 7 RO (A0 P A b A T, L S5 N B ) FGSS A FLSS AR T 1) 45 4 Wl A5 5 T i) it
B2 UL A B TIE £ 190 208 I T PR L2, 1k — NI P = S A BCAE 5132 BN R T 2% 2R e 9T A, i AN
BT Jo 2k M 5.

A5 (10 55 M L A Y 7 A TR TR 3K ) A RO E A AN D (H L A B 5T PR 2 1 SCRR AN 22 AT N BT S
YeE R RE R A SRR AR, S, B R BT BIE 50 Bl AN 1 BB N 2 A RATS
— s SCEE R BCE B R BT ERE IS T SR AN WSNs FR S i ) 5 I, 3K 1T 1E AR S U
WL,

(6) B PERE. B P ARE R Ak (property), B84 £ AT S 0 A S B0 R 28 HAT P, 264 4 2 50
SR AR NS RRRE . IR, Eha . TRAEI T O &R (IR AT Rl 3 A1 T8 2X) 250 18 & 1) S 840 b2
SAE 0, P AR P 4% T, L AL 1] 45 R LA R RE PO TR0 AL n IR A A —— XS AN A
TG R R Bk i 1) 5 AT —— R o3 L AT S B AL L AT

(7) ¥ BIRIEFC T 1) AR P AR BATT LB S I T AL, L A AT  SIP A sink 7 A e S B0 A
TN 2, & AR TRE . 1 SUE AR, 0 A B A0 0 1 3R 2500 45 0 T 1 3R 7 JIU), 749 0k 3R 7R e T A
AT S AL T4 3T I 1) AOP(aspect oriented programming) f7 (] 2 & A8 AR 2R WG IR B [ 4k 2F . o AT Bl
i R4 7o, 2 AR I 4% B 4 OC 28 R I, AT T3 vy LA 31 B IE DO B 0 1 A1 1 R R R B L TR A B
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