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Abstract

Accurate estimation of link quality is the basis for improving the performance of wireless sensor
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network protocols. In view of the problems existing in the current WSN link quality estimation
model, such as data imbalance, feature selection and lack of uniform standards for classification
methods, a WSN link quality classification estimation model APSO-SVM based on support vector
machine is proposed. The mutual information coefficient is used to select the model input fea-
tures, and the optimal parameters of the model are obtained through the APSO particle swarm op-
timization algorithm, fill in the missing values according to the characteristics of the input fea-
tures. Experiments are carried out in various scenarios and under different interference and
competition conditions. The experimental results show that the proposed APSO-SVM has better
performance than the existing algorithms, with a precision rate of 97.21% and a recall rate of
96.47%.
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1. 5|8

oLk A% 1 45 4% (Wireless Sensor Networks, WSNs) H 5 22 7 W I [X 35k P 1) — 5 Hi i () A% SR 1 ARk
WSN 7 sl i (1 4277 208 2 W AR N 45 o Bl T4 B 1 Ui s i et A v, Dl T BRI S A B
TR R AT S UG 5 EATIRAE, 0. M P R0 2 A0 2 5 2 5 M o I ) EE L DR 3R (1) fE Ok MG
AR LS, AR ZHLHI A 28 P, HBT5 2 AR B T B A5 TH(LQE) At [2]. Bian, 8% e i i 75 22 LBk
¥4 J R T 5 SRAE A B AR B AR s A T B KA I 48 R 7 T 1, A P R B o T T LA kb
R AR, M At E, R4 RN e U T, B R ROV R B T E AR [3].

MHTERRTT WSN BERE T & A5 T A B R 1) DASGE SR R (1 1t B D B A PR 6 I
BT RN, 2) $EH R R S SGE B (B R R R8s . SCHR4IPER AL T TCP B it
RECSCEE T, $RH 7 — R B SR Al TH 28 . STHR[S]TIN 7 — MR N DU AL (4B) RGBTt 145, Kok B
HEZ(PRR. HE#E AR /R w5 (LQD)) FEES(ACK 1) 2% 2 (6 B 15 B A G E—ike, JFEHPEREL
TIEA MEEER A T3S . TESCHR[6], $RH T —FhEE T BORIZ 48 1 85 8% T = A5 1H 25 F-LQE, FIF] PRR FIf5
M LG (SNR) RSP IAAE A %N, it v S e ARG o 2 P % 0T B 46 . BP0 R LB T PRR [R5 K 0T &
flith#s 4, PRR. WMEWMA 1 ETX /& fli 7 8E#% 5 &, 170 RNP A1 4B {0l 7 BEBK BT & . SCHR[7]91 AL
P S G T Gk, 8 S SR EE RAR(RSST). SNR. LQI. WMEWMA AP PRR 1F YA
B NERIE, 43 BN SR T 56 THh 3R DU ol 0 2 R 8 (] 0 ) = AR, 6 T — i 220 f e 4
T, Spaess RN, BHEEEA R A BTN, SamaSsaiti, EEH T iREA R
MICRALRAR N, A, it TR 4C BT 77 15 25 (MSEM L = o

MRS AN, T DO IUE 000 N S AR S N R 2 AR NS, SCRR[8]H R A T 56T s
NERIT7E, MSCER7]H R T 2 A e E R . AR S N LA FAfR B TS RE ) Bk
R AL, HRE S RIS ARG R, SR RUERE T DZMIEERRAN, E£—EfRE L]
DAFE il T AE R 2, Al B i B DG B v AR b T AR R DG ) R AR AE S A R DA
VERERE TR RL 2 2 o 2 R R R S i A . 9, STHR[O1R A 1 etk [ VA1 5 i 0o e
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PR B AT AT, SCERITORISCHR[11]20 51K 20 8122 0 2K A Y

BEX LA T A AE R AE S 1 DL R B I I B 7 8 G — (bt /D A JT R 4R 55 i, A Sl
TR S AT REATRRAESE B, RIS, R FDRL RO A SR 0 e B B R R A TR AL S8, FE 2 M &
PR REEE, Er AN EdE S, SRR, SIAREML, A SCRHIITER AR
PERE.

AL TTHRAN T :

1) G EARFHES PRR B EAS B RBOHAT LR, IR AR AR AR E B B T B A TR Y R N =

2) HB/MEXT RAE PIPEL Z S50 (1) RSST AUAIE T s AL IS L (SNR_DOWN)IHATIE 7S, A& K
EXF CSSStd HEATHE T, #&m 7 HERR L E A TH I HE 2 .

3) Wit 7R SR A TR APSO-SVM, LIRS HU SCRR [ EEHL(SVM)XT WSN Hi ) % o7 e F
frflivl, SEEFIE, MR E R .

2. APSO-SVM RIELEEAR
2.1. RKEERRZEBOH

KA B Z % (Maximal Information Coefficient, MIC) & 7E .5 £ (mutual Information, MI)f%3& i I
RETR[12], FAG B EE B R SRR A S 2 A A OCFE R, AR5 2 (W) 1) EL A5 2Bk, T
FHRHEBE R . MIC BEARBAE R : RN 8 Z AAEAE— € BIA DG, A 7R X P8 B 1 s B bk
AT RGN 5> 2 )5, IRYEX PSS B AL RS TP A DR 2R 55 B2 A0 A, Al P XN B EE R, 1E
Mtk S5, ZETHTHEXHNERZ WM. AT IFEELEERE, &h@ riuReE
D, = {(x,y)|x eX,,yel,i= 1,2,---,[} s XN P NMANS IS, Y = {0,1,2} REERR R T RES

Hor x RERIE A RRRE, v BRI R RIVER, [ ABIREF R AR, A3 15
FREFAEGEATAECHE T, BI T = 150 ¥ x Ay M Bl et AT A AR, 20T m AT n BN,
HrFmn< B, B&BENEIIL 0.6 K07 BAZEIFE I EW=1)s:

. p(x.7)
I(x;p)= gzy:p(x,y)log 2 0] (1)
Heb, p(o,y) NBREMREEREL p(x). p(y) AR ERDSMER R
FERARE o MIC AT 5, THE AKX IQ)IIR:

ZZP(x’y)logM

- P(x)P
MIC(x;y) = max . () P(»)
mn<B log min (m,n)

2

M MICH 0B, Forhx, y BAEEARRA A, RMEEMSIE; 4 MIC=11, FRAx My
TEAEX L (2R B AR LM 6 e MIC (BB AREEIE 1, ARFE LA VLR, 4 T A AW ML 1) 5,
RASAE .
2.2. SVM ¥k

SVM GZFE [ BEAL)TE AR R AL AR . /NREACHN s i s ) o R o e DL ¥ 25 A AR 3, ZERERI
Sl I U AT AR B 3 N . B A S N T R A e — ST T 5 7 0 R A T
BB R, SEHLRAR 425 13].

EF BRI D = {(x,2).(%2.32)s (x50, )+ v €1 2,3} Hh x WRFHER B, fE24 SVM 1)
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BN, vy NERRR, MEABAI T, RIVRERR R4y 845 R . SVM il FHR I FEA LS IR 58 2 3 B i)

FEEST TSR SIS 28 o R T 2RI AN 1] 43[R R, SVM X8 B o B 1EAT 23 28 AT AR AL A SR DL BRI 1) 7«
min g’ <X

sty (wT¢(xi,yi)+b) >1-¢ (3)

£20,i=1,2,---,m

¢(xi7yi):exp(_7|xi_yi|2) 4)

Hob CNETIH T, FoRahin s SR ARETIREE, & MM, HAAIERE, DUZr R AR
SELIRIGRRIE, RN, A5 REA R W SR 2 . LUK L — M R R O
BT TR 5 AT SR A, S A B 7 R 5)
L(@.&.b,a,.5,)
N T 1 2 N N
=X [1-& -y (@ d(x.0)+b) |40’ + CEL & -3 B

Hrb, o, o NAERIAR BIH ST, G E, by o KIWFRE, FHFANRG) AT 13 20(4) B0 5 ] 2

(&)

m 1 m
max Zi:l a; _EZi:I,J':l aiajyiyj¢(xi, xj)
s.t.ZiN:la,ll. =0,0<a, <C,i=12,,m

4558 C My, RIWTSR I Fikg B H e RIS 40 o A1 b, LABLHE 723845, Bk, &ty
JE i 4K C My R .

2.3. APSO BRI FRALEZ

WL B FE(PSO) I Kennedy 55 H[14], & —Mhid i AL 400 & 1 58 0 i RE Mg tR SRR AR iml . G
FAR B R — AR LG B S HE A B HfdoR T R id 245 BT I B A iddZ, BAT IR
i BATHETT 1), AT HERETE T TR A B . TR A i R R b 7 1 B AL B ST AR, R
T B R TR, U ) e ARSI R AR B R T A 24l =K (7) A8 s

v, (t+1) = ov, (1) + ¢, (pbcs‘ (i,1)—x, (t))+c2r2 (g,,ew. -X, (t)) @)
x (t41)=x, (1) +v,(1+1) ®)

ERA o MR, x () AGCEFRE, DA ESORRE S ¢ By NI AR v, (r+1) RFEH i
ANEETHIERE: ro o A FIOK BN o e NIRRT, o, (i) FoR5I8 § AR
T4l 0 YO AR BT R IR TR, oo T RBEFAE A N IE 1 4 R R AL

MMERL T 1o TR0 TR0 — I 220508 S 4 22050 3 O SR B, 4P ATk, PSO BRI 42
R A IR, AR A RS AR UM, PSO BRI RIS R AL I EGR, A RUR AL
RS, AN AR . AR T & SRR R TS (APSO), R EOMEPEA
VA EAF R AR R A J, SLr EE AR MR R

_(a)max_wmin)x(f_fmin) <
=i (o toa) 7 ©)

a)max > f > f;lvg

(6)
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K Omaxs Omin N 0 BIRRE T/ ME; f RS KR T REMN S, AR 1 HEH R SR 170 R0, 5o
FAERRAL EIAR, fove B frin 79 £ B PSR R/ME

3. WEERREITRE
3.1. HRENELR

Bt T B RE B IR A T AUAEE R I8, ACSCE BRI S R IE R S B AL = AN T TH
i, AR TR A APSO-SVM, R 5 K HLAF B R E T, 2% RSSI. SNR_DOWN, CSSStd
VR R RERY (R4 NAFAE , PR — B 20 () A il Th 42 52 3R (PRR) 70 A A A i ) o AR () A B R B P 1 s o
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Figure 1. Modeling and online prediction process of APSO-SVM
B 1. APSO-SVM HOHR BY3Z 37 FN7E £ TN 7 A2

HEARSBUSRATR

1) K SEB0 R M B s FE BB 20 51 FH /MBI 78 RSSI A SNR_DOWN, Hf KB 3H 78 CSSStd, 58
FREHE AL 3

2) MR EAS B RBOMEIE S H P IR BRAR G i i 1) 3 NS EUERNRHE, PRSI SR 2R

3) FHEIPIFHESE N APSO HISI N, WIURWREAY, THEE B A

4) SEHORL TR A AN B LSRR E @

5) FWT R L AR A, 2k S A Bk B B KR AR IR B EOE B P B IR B9 e RME, W R b SR
M SVM iS4, B EDIE 4.

6) VLRI B IBASEARNE] SVM H, 15 FI5E M R s A TR

7) TELRIEATHY B, ARSI SREAEM S EUT A NRRAE, SRR SVM BEAL R4 T B B 5 1 TR0
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3.2. FHMEEFESHIETLE

T HERAL TR R R, TR PR AR S e R L YRR S R R SR (I NRRAE, Uk, AR SO RSSIL
LQI MMEEAE S5 CSS MZ G IHESE 15 PSS B BT A SSVEREAT TREFE. JLrh, CSS ek
TENC R TARATR S R, BT AR SRR B Bl g S RSST A A A ], 8B — it %L
PRI, BT SR B R AR K 15 A CSS FEARMR BN Hm ik, SR 5 K% 2 EAIAL.

A AR R K AR5 18 5 5 98 F (Channel Signal Strength, CSS), AIET5 e L2 5, DL & H
Ims BLH RSSI /785 1A 25, FEFRCEURE BLED R B 1) 15 TR CSS SRAE B In 2144k it o

AICEIE X EASHE PRR AR BT L, GBS B R B K IR =N S HUE A
NFFIE, %2505 PRR HIEAZ BB uinE 2 frw. s KEE S REEIE, %8 RSSI.
SNR_DOWN #1 CSSStd 1E AN . e CSSStd 4y CSS HIFRHEZ .
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Figure 2. Mutual information value of each feature and PRR

[E 2. B4FI5 PRR WEEEE

HHT RSSI Al RSSI_DOWN 734l FATFI N ATAE 5385, Huk ICEAS BB K = 1 RSSI AEAHA
CSSStd £ CSS BIARAEZE, HE CSS MRS ik B EL (5 B E i 1) CSSStd 1E M B )5 P UL
R EM X R ) SNR_DOWN TE N4 o HI T T8 46 4% B 35 WX 28 76 8 15 1 A2 v &) 52 3 0 48 =) 3
(WLAN). #EF AR Z RN EREREME, SBOEEUAP R AEMILER, FEaMREREEE R,
N K 6 o Al v PR M = AR R . R BRI e R R A . SMEE R MR/ MEE R,
ASCHRAE R NFFE RS i, XA BT AR . EREMEIR T, RSSI¥/NT 0, BT EHE— Mk
5 5 AEOS T ORI 7 5 R /N T B, Rk DA ] — AR5 U6 LK) RSST e/ MBI 78 ELEC & 2[RI,
X SNR, R DL /MBI 7S . CSSStd FR7n LU P i i 5L A AR AN sl i, BT B2 528
KTFHH, A cSSStd f KB HETIATE .

4. TRERS DR
4.1. LEHIERE

A SEBG A ) WSN 3 AU IA% 0ots Fr A Texas Instruments 23 &) [ CC2530 [15], A58 15
F IEEE 802.15.4 b G5 L%, A TinyOS JF&, 23 B —xt— A2 b — i3 {5 5 5K,
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PR mE I o PR R Ak 48 BT, 7E EAIHLEEAT AL BRANAE A o SRESEHY rssi snr_down. CSSStd
TEREIN, EHAFBEXS PRR /- KATAGTE, SHARZ TP IR B K I7E[16], R8E i =
38335, M PRRE[0.9, 1.0J0, HERKEIRF AL, PRRE[0.1, 0.9, FEHH AL NS, PRRE
[0, O.1)fF, FEHSREINAZE. LI PABMBCFEEARE I ST, HTENLHE %
WAFAEA FIFREE P, A& A, i EAR R BT FoRESUE, G 1) BARNTH
2) A WSN 5 5= M N TH; 3) # F WLAN 3487726 W i) T4

WLAN % HH #5 FR A7 B 43 53 6 B 7E IR RSO R ] IR s B I e Wi sl . fEAN[RIIA B
BEATHSEIR RGN RN 3 Fios, EBCFRET IS8 R A 5 ] 3(a) MR 5 RGEAT A -
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Figure 3. Layout of experiment scene
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Table 1. WSN node parameter settings

= 1. WSN TR 23 E
ZH RIETT R TP
KA H(ms) 50, 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, 1000, 1500 20
CSS RAE J& #(ms) 1, 3, 5,8, 10 /
R Th#(dBm) 45, 25, 1, 0.5, -1.5, -3, -4, -6, -8, —-10, —12, —14, —16, —18, —20, —22
IR/ (Bytes) 25 100

Table 2. Inter-network interference parameter setting

2. WETFIESHIRE

ZH W 1] s
5 3 (bps) IM, 5M, 10M
71K S (Bytes) 1K, 5K, 10K
SRR UDP

4.2. FAEHFHEEEFHER M EERY SN

ASCARYE AR S Ve B A B R BRI =ANMRFEE  APSO-SVM #E R4 N &, N T FR B AR 4L
A, 437 EL RSSI. SNR_DOWN A1 CSSStd [IANE 4L A VE A NFFAE, SRS v eI T VR4l S256
ZE RN 4 Fios. MR (accuracy) KITHE AR N: acc = (TP + TN)Y/N. BIFTE FU 1E B FIEEA S FIREA

RSSI_DOWN, RSSI. SNR, CSSStd
CSSVar, RSSI, SNR, CSSStd
CSSMax, RSSI, SNR, CSSStd

CSSStd. SNR

CSSStd, RSSI

& SNR, RSSI
RSSI, SNR, CSSStd
CSSStd

RSSI

SNR

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
AR

Figure 4. Accuracy of models with each feature combination

4. BEHEASHIREETRR

A 1, S5 RSSI. SNR_DOWN. CSSStd = i 81— HFAE AT 2 P Fh L A R AE AR L, ]I
F RSSI. SNR_DOWN. CSSStd 1E A% NFRFIERT, B 8% ot & A5 v R 26 50 i o SEERUER, B9 CSSMax .
RSSI Down. CSSVar FHEREAT HERR BT Al T, #ERZ IR SR TE T 0.22%, (R A, Huks¥ RSSIL
SNR_DOWN. CSSStd = AMRFAFREAT BE i & Al it

4.3. AEIEIEIA RN R

TLLBFIBRE S . 2R TS BEA S A R A, AR SO ITE 3 FAS[F B3 Biridk AT
SERG, DAVEM R EEX R RE R, [FIR, )P REiEE TP R AR E s AT T, IR AR
H ) APSO-SVM #5336 SVM., RS LK 22 55 [3] U ) % B SR A LA Y kAT xeh L. P 5 AN 6 43
BRI R T ANFIRE AR 3 Al S rb i BE I 5 IR0 A R R A A, W] LUR I TE AR5t APSO-SVM
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EHERNE 2RI 90% LA b, BB IF T HARBAY,  FE 5 I 25500 4 P A A2 &= N 10,000~50,000 224L,
APSO-SVM [HHER 2 AN A 4 28 A IR 8y, (REARORIFEFAR, HARBR e Re U B B ) R . SEaa
g REUERWE 5 Frox, BRRWE 6 fx. K &EdEZ (precision) 1T H A N: pre = TP/(TP + FP).
R AITA FO000 L RO A/ T g s A % P B N o A HE R (recal) I TT 5 A 58 : R = TP/(TP + FN),
BT % o B 28 ) SO0 L/ AT S R R T . A B S U IUE . ¢ =0.398, y=1.66. TEJUAXIT 306
LI R s B i s B AR A A AR, 10N 97.21%F1 96.47%.
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Figure 5. The precision of various models in different experimental scenarios
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Figure 6. The recall of various models in different experimental scenarios
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4.4. NREIFHFHIHRBERERIRZAT

ARSI TE SR R O R) P 2 e AR B TE TR R RO B, A AR B ] 3(a) A A
P 1 AN 2 A, A S TG TR DL . WSN 7 s I P e A 0 A0 R AN 5] 28 11 2% EH 38 A7 1 55
ITREFE TR EAS 1T, AR APSO-SVM BESIA Hik SVM. YRSt LA R@ # R BE T X b, anfs] 7
FIi7R, APSO-SVM BELEX AN Rl Hu U5 s B (11 o 3 2 A A 80k
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Figure 7. Performance comparison of various models under different interference conditions
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4.5. FRIZESFHFERM R
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Figure 8. Performance comparison of various models under different competitive conditions
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Figure 9. Model results of different missing value processing methods
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