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The Problem of Localization in Networks of
Randomly Deployed Nodes: Asymptotic and Finite
Analysis, and Thresholds

Fred Daneshgaran, M. Laddomada, and M. Mondin

Abstract— Consider a two dimensional domain S C %®? nodes, which are at the basis of topological network control
containing two sets of nodes from two statistically indepedent \We do not propose any new or modified localization method.
uniform Poisson point processes with constant densities; and As it will become clear later, the primary assumptions in

pnr. The first point process identifies the distribution of a set Vi ) d Poi distributed
of nodes having information about their positions, hereaféer our analysis are: &) nodes are Poisson distributed over a

denoted as L-nodes (Localized-nodes), while the other is e bounded circular domain containedi? and b) each node has
to model the spatial distribution of nodes which need to locize an average typically circular footprint representing islio
themselves, hereafter denoted as NL-nodes (Not Localizetbdes). coverage. Hence, while we focus on a particular example
For simplicity, both kind of nodes are equipped with the same involving range measurements using Received Signal Streng
kind of transceiver, and communicate over a channel affectk by . -
shadow fading. (RSS), the analysis can be appllled to other range measutremen
As a first goal, we derive the probability that a randomly methods as well. Notice that Poisson point processes afel use
chosen NL-node overS gets localized as a function of a variety for modelling scenarios in which the deployment area, the
of parameters. Then, we derive the probability that the whok  nymber of deployed nodes, or both, are aqtriori known.
network of NL-nodes over 5 gets localized. The Poisson model is in fact a good approximation of a

As with many other random graph properties, the localizatin . . .
probability is a monotone graph property showing threshold. binomial random variable when the number of deployed nodes

We derive both finite (when the number of nodes in the bounded over a bounded domain is high while the node density is
domain is finite and does not grow) and asymptotic thresholds constant across the whole region of interest [1]. Neveeteel

for the localization PEObr?b”itY- i threshold how th the Poisson approximation leads in many cases of interest to
In connection with the asymptotlc thresholds, we show the a mathematica”y traCtabIe prOblem.

presence of asymptotic thresholds on the network localizain hi £ K b ized | ical
probability in two different scenarios. The first refers to dense | NS general framework can be recognized in many practica

networks, which arise when the domainsS is bounded and the Scenarios. A possible example is a Distributed Sensor Net-
densities of the two kinds of nodes tend to grow unboundedly. work (DSN), in which one may be interested in distributed
The second kind of thresholds manifest themselves when the power efficient algorithms to derive localization inforricat

considered domain increases but the number of nodes grow in . oy :
such a way that the L-node density remains constant throughat in a randomly distributed collection of severely energy and

the investigated domain. In this scenario, what matters iste COMPputation power limited nodes. A second example may
minimum value of the maximum transmission range averaged be that of a wireless network, in which the various network
over the fading process, denoted asin.., above which the elements may communicate between themselves (in the case
network of NL-nodes almost surely gets asymptotically lodized. of wireless networks allowing peer-to-peer communicatimm
Index Terms— Ad-hoc network, connectivity, GPS, LBS, local- with a subset of nodes whose positions are known (this is
ization, location based services, positioning, probabdtic method, the case of classic cellular networks and WLANSs, whereby

random arrays, sensor networks. every node must communicate with at least one base-station
or access point). With this scenario in mind, let us provide
|. INTRODUCTION AND LITERATURE OVERVIEW a brief overview of the localization methods that have been

This paper deals with a network composed of two sets pfoposed in the literature.
nodes randomly distributed over a two dimensional domainGiven the great difference between the communication
S C R2 following two statistically independent Poisson poinaind computation capability of the nodes, as exemplified by
processes with intensities;, and pyr. The first process is the DSN and WLANSs, algorithms developed for localization
associated with the nodes that have a-priori knowledgetabstould be tailored to the particular scenario at hand [R],[3
their position (these are the so called L-nodes), while thero ~ Practical localization algorithms can be classified in at
point process is associated with the nodes that are tryingléast two ways: centralized or distributed [2] and range-
localize themselves (these are the so called non-locabzedfree or based on ranging techniques [4]. The most common
NL-nodes). In particular, the paper focuses on the conmectitechniques are based on measured range, whereby the tocatio
between some system level parameters and the node looflRrodes are estimated through some standard methods such as
ization probability in a Poisson distributed configuratioh triangulation. Cramer-Rao Bounds (CRBs) on the variance of
o any unbiased estimate based on the above ranging techniques
Fred Daneshgaran is with ECE Dept., CSU, Los Angeles, USA. . . . .
Massimiliano Laddomada and Marina Mondin are with DELEN|iteo- &l€ read'ly available and prowde a benchmark for assemQ
nico di Torino, Italy. performance of any given algorithm [5], although we should


http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.0531v1

note that the derivation of the CRB itself relies on a proba- [ocalized Nodes
bilistic model (often assumed to be Gaussian), that dessrib 1 2 3 4 .. i-th L
the connection between the parameter to be estimated and the
raw observations.

In range-free localization, connectivity between nodea is
binary event: either two nodes are within communicatiorgean
of each other or they are not [6]. For simplicity, we may view 5 b o o o o
this event as obtained from hard quantization of, for instan 1 2 3 4 .. jth .. |SPn
a RSS random variable. If RSS is above a certain detection Non-localized Nodes
threshold, the nodes can communicate, otherwise they tanno
Of course, the nature of path loss and the terrain charabsri rig 1. pictorial representation of a bipartite networkivdn average number
influence both the coverage radius and the deviation of th#p. of L-nodes andS|pn 1, of NL-nodes over a bounded domaghwith
coverage zone from the ideal circular geometry. In a typicgFe!S| = mR2.
scenario there may be multipath, Multiple Access Interfeee

(MAI) and Non Line Of Sight (NLOS) propagation conditions

[2]. Various range free algorithms have been proposed in t%e?shults ha\lie ]E)een _extendtehd o 3-d|rnt_er_1t5|or]:al n(ejtworkst\lkn [ZkZ
literature including the centroid algorithm [7], the DV-HO €r Works focusing on the connéctivity of random networks

Igorithm [8], the A h itioni Igorithm [9], AP over bounded _domains may p(_e found ir_1 [23]-[2.5]. Finally,
?lg?nanrg I[TQC])CR?SSrInEZ]p ous positioning algorithm [9] paper [26] studies the connectivity of multihop radio netigo

A review of various localization techniques proposed in tHg Iog-r_1c_>rma| shadow fading environment b_y looking aF the
literature may be found in [11]. In [12], the authors propos_%mbab'“ty that a randomly chosen node is asymptotically
an approach based on connectivity information for derivin'aOIatEd‘

the locations of nodes in a network. In [13], the authors The restf of thle parf)er |sb?rgan|2ﬁd 25 follows. r:n Ee(?'
present some work in the field of source localization in sens onll we formu ate t € probiem at hand, presen.tt € basic
networks. assumptions for the derivations that follow, and brieflyatec

A topic somewhat related to the problem dealt with ithe mathematical notation needed in connection with the
this paper is network connectivity. This topic has receiveeig’l'aluat'on of _the asymptotic thresholds. Section ”.I riecal
much attention recently [14], [15]. Given homogeneous the mathematical models adopted for the characterization o
nodes independently and uniformly distributed over a negi he “Ta”?m'ss'on chg_nnel betwgen t_he two kind of n0(_jes. The

calization probabilities are derived in Sectioq IV forariety

S C R2, a network is said to be connected if there exists L . .
communication link between every pair of nodessnEarly of transmission parameters. Sectloh V investigates the-pre

work on this topic can be found in [16], [17], [18] ence of finite thresholds above which the derived localirati
In [16], the authors investigated the pércolé\tion of braestic probabiliti_es mar_lifest Iargg vgriations. This analysis_then
information in a multihop one-dimensional radio networfXtended in Sectidn V|, taking into account the behaviohef t

modeled by a Poisson spatial process. In [17], [18], theasth Iocalizatil;)n prfo(:)ablilitieg fordunbogndltledly increasin@mae(;f
investigated the connectivity of two and one dimensioni€ number of deployed nodes. Finally, Section Vil is ote

networks respectively, as a function of the transmissiogyea to conclusions.
of the nodes involved in the network.
The seminal work [19] by Gupta and Kumar demonstrated || PROBLEM FORMULATION AND ASSUMPTIONS
that a network constituted by i.i.d. randomly distributed Consider a circular domai C ®2 of radius R and
sensors over a disk of ares, is asymptotically (i.e., for area|S| = wR? where sensors are deployed following two
n — oo) almost surely connected if the transmission ranggatistically independent two dimensional Poisson poiat p
between nodes is chosen as cesses with uniform densitigg, and py ., respectively. For
B simplicity, both L and NL-nodes are assumed to employ the
r(n) = v/ - (log(n) +~(n))/(n) same kind of receiver and communicate in a scenario whereby
provided thaty(n) — oo asn — oo. A more careful look the transmission channel is affected by shadow fading with
at the asymptotic expression fofn) above would reveal a variance o2. Two nodes can communicate if the received
resemblance to a known result on random graph theory [38wer is above a prespecified threshaR), ;,, which is
which states that given a set of nodes, the random grapha network parameter with respect to which the results are
formed by adding an edge between any couple of nodes witérived.
probability p(n) will become connected almost surely if L-nodes have localization information relative to some co-
ordinate frame. Notice that how this localization is egtdtdd
p(n) = (log(n) +9(n))/n is irrelevant to our problem formulation.
asn — oo, provided thaty(n) — co asn — oo. On the other hand, NL-nodes need to localize themselves.
In [21] Xue and Kumar demonstrated that in a randoiBince we have two kinds of nodes, the connection model
network of n homogeneous nodes, the number of neighbdogtween them can be specified as a bipartite random network,
of a randomly chosen node required for the network to lkenoted byGr nr(pr, pnr). A pictorial representation of a
asymptotically connected i®(log(n)) asn — oo. Such bipartite graph is shown in Figl 1, whereby an edge between




the j-th NL-node and the-th L-node is used to identify a B. Path-loss Geometric Random Graph, Without Shadowing

communication link between the underlined nodes. Owing t0 o somewhat better model accounting for practical commu-
the constant densitigs;, and py 1, the average number of L yication receivers is the so-called path-loss geometridoen
and NL-nodes ovef is, respectivelypy, - |S| andpny, - |S]. graph.
The localization problem is two dimensional and three | ot ;s assume that thieth NL-node can communicate with
distance measurements relative to nodes with known positigne ;-th L-node if the power received by theth L-node is
are sufficient. to solve for théX,Y") coordinates of the NL- greater or equal to a certain threshdRj .,. The coverage
node unambiguously. area of thej-th NL-node comprises the L-nodes where the
. received power from NL-nodg is greater than or equal to
A. Notations Py tn. A NL-node can only communicate directly with L-
Throughout the paper we assume the following notatiopgdes that fall inside its coverage area. With this setup, we
[27]. can model the presence of a communication link between the
« z(n) = O(y(n)) if there exists a suitable constansuch j-th NL-node and the-th L-node with a random variablg ;
thatz(n) < cy(n) foranyn > n,. Notationz(n) = O(1)  as shown in Figl]1; ; is a discrete random variable assuming
is used to signify that(n) is a bounded sequence. two possible values with probabilitied;; and1 — P;;, i.e.
e x(n) =o(y(n)) if L P.
. x(n) i = { 07 13_ P, (1)
lim —= =0 ) Ji

n—oo y(n) ) ]
Based on the observations above, the probabilly =

« z(n) ~y(n), i.e., z andy are asymptotically equwalent,P(IM = 1) is equal to the probability that the power received
if and only if (n) by thei-th L-node is greater or equal to the power threshold
lim 2 Pun.
noo y(n) Let us consider the poweP(d; ;) received by thei-th L-

It is a matter of fact that the previous condition can alsggde at a distance, ; from the j-th NL-node [29]:
be represented as follows: B
_ PGG,\?

z(n) = y(n) + o(y(n)) = y(n)(1 + o(1)) P(djq) = Rl

« An eventE;, which depends on the integer-valued vari-

able N is said to be asymptotically almost sure (a.a.sg,’:teerner?g’ ]Zir;SG thiz ttrzinrser:elztit\?gr zﬁgif; 'Z;ﬁheistralsm;tﬁ_r
or to occur with high probability (w.h.p.), if gaine, gainy P

loss exponent, anl = ¢/ f is the wavelength. Notice that this
lim P(Er) =1 equation is not valid fotl; ; = 0.

N=ee The path-loss in dBPL-[dB] can be expressed as:
IIl. RANDOM GRAPH MODELS FORWIRELESSNETWORKS

P, A2
OF RANDOMLY DISTRIBUTED NODES PLIdB] = 1010g,, < i ) — _10logy GtG; />F
Connections between the two classes of nodes depend on P(d;;) (4m)2d; %

the considered channel model. Basically, three basic rsodel

have been extensively adopted in the literature for wireleSince this equation is not valid at;; = 0, usually it is
networks analysis, namely random geometric graphs [ngecified with respect to a reference distamge In other
path-loss channel model [29], and path-loss geometric inodrds, the received poweP(d;;) at a distanced;; from

with shadowing [29], [15], [26]. the transmitter is given with respect to a reference power
P, received at a distancd,, usually assumed equal to 1
A. Random Geometric Graphs meter [29]. Such a value may be measured in a reference

A random geometric graph suitable for the problem at hard@dio énvironment by averaging the received power at a
is defined as follows. Le(xflL,a:ﬁQL) identify the geometric given distance close to the transmitter. Doing so, the éguat

position of thej-th NL_nOde’XJNL’ with j = 1,..., pxrlS), specifying the received powe?(d, ;) is then expressed with
and letD = | - || be some suitable nofon 2. In a random respect tor:
geometric graph XN’ is connected to a L-nod&} with do \ P i\ TP
! : ected « P(d;;) =P, %) =p,- (2 Vd;; > dy (3

t=1,...,p5|S| over the domairS by an undirected edge if (dj.i) = Po- 4. o\ ; Vdji = do (3)
D = || X¥t—X}| < r, wherebyr is some positive predefined _ e _
parameter. whereby P, is the signal power at a reference distante

This is a reasonable assumption in practice. In fact, usuaflormalized to one for simplicity, and,, is the path loss
receivers have strict signal-to-noise (SNR) requirementh €XPponent. In a similar fashion, _|f we consider thg receiver
that if the SNR is above a predefined threshold, i.e., if tlse githreshold power Py, i, and deflned,.,ww as the dlstance.
tance between the nodes is below a given value, then reliaBffween the transmitter and the recelye.r at which the redeiv
communication between the nodes is possible; otherwise, PRVEr P(d;,i) equalsp, ;», we can write:

communication is allowed. dynan \ " di; \ 7"
P(dj;) = Pu,tn - ( 7 ) =Py (;) 4)

1A thoroughly employed norm is the Euclidean norm. i dmaz




With this setup, the probability?;; = P(I;; = 1) of a link Upon settingx = \/51170(10) andn = 2=, the previous equation
- ) n Np
connection between a NL-node and a L-node can be evaluata@ be rewritten as follows:

as: . 1 _
17 0< dji S dmam S R P (P(dj i)dB > O) =—_|1—erf g ln(dﬂ) (6)
Pji = ’ (5) , 2 g
07 dmaw < dj,i < R

_ . ) _This is the probability of establishing a wireless link beem
WherepyR IS thg radius of the_ area on which the network '3 NL-node and a L-node given that their relative distance is
established. Notice that any distance must be smaIIermand_ _

and that in this model the radio coverage of any node is éll_.et us focus on the bipartite graph of FIg. 1, and assume

perfect circular area with radiug,.q.. Any L-node falling ¢ theith NL-node can communicate with theh L-node if

in a circle of radiusd,,q, from the NL-node is assumedy,s hoer received by theth L-node is greater than or equal
to communicate with the r_eference NL-node. In this respegt, o certain threshold,, ,,. The coverage area of theth NL-

dmaz 1S the coverage radius of any node, and takes on thgye comprises the L-nodes where the power received from
same meaning as in the geometric ran.dom gral‘?h mOdelhej-th NL-node is greater than or equal ), ;. A NL-node
described Iln tr:je prevpusl section. The d|ffer§_n_ce IS th:: h&an only communicate directly with L-nodes that fall insitte
_dm“ﬁ IS re "?‘te to ty_p|ca_ tranlsm_lssmn cog itions, whtle coverage area. However, with respect to the model described
In the previous section Is only interpreted as a geometiie \ha previous section, here there is a non-zero probbilit

parameter. of a wireless communication between nodes that are far apart

The only parameter of interest in this model is the maximumOre thand, .. due to the considered shadow fading model.
distanced, ... Simulation results can be given with respect With the setup above, we have:

to the normalized distancé% in order to highlight the o
dependence of the results from the ratio between the cogerag dinaw = 10779 (7)

di f d d of th Il depl t .
radius of any node and of the overall deployment area whereby,

=101 B 8
C. Wireless Channel Model: Path-loss Geometric Random Bn = 9810 P, (8)

w,th
Graph with Shadowing With this setup, we can model the presence of a communica-

Practical measurements of the signal power level receiviédn link between thg-th NL-node and thé-th L-node with a
at a certain distance from a transmitter often indicate thetndom variabld;,; as shown in Figi]l. The random variable
the path-loss in[{2) follows a log-normal distribution [29]7; ; is a discrete random variable assuming two possible values

From [4), one easily evaluates: with probabilitiesP;; and1 — P;; like in (), where
P(d;; di; \ " P; =P (P(d;; >0 9
10log;, <—( el )) = 101log,, < = > . Y (Plds)as > 0) : ©)
Pyt dmag as in [6). This is the most general model since whgn=

0 it becomes a path-loss geometric model. Moreover, upon

Let us consider the normalized variablé¥d;,) and d;.;, assumingd,,., = r, the geometric random graph described

defined as

Pld;.) - I;(d“) by Penrose [28] is obtained.
7t w,th
dj; = dii; V. THE LOCALIZATION PROBABILITY
The log-normal model is formalized as: _The aim of this section is to derive the localization probg—
o B bility of the network of NL-nodes over the bounded domain
101log, (P(d;,i)) = 10logyq [(dji) """ ] + X, S. The problem is solved by first determining the localization

. . . . robability of a randomly chosen NL-node ov&r and then
wh_erslby,_XS IS aNGaussg'an'.?rlsmbftgdwi?ﬁﬂgwm? ratr;]dorﬁpon identifying the localization probability of the set NE-
varlg bglttlnetfstrv NI(_MS’ZS)WId “SL_ d ! ¢ tI)T'Sf? up. 1 (T nodes falling withinS based on justifiable assumptions.
probabiiity that a NL-node and a L-node estabiish a wire essOwing to the definition of the Poisson point process de-

connection Is: scribing the NL-nodes distribution ovef, the problem can
P(1010g1o (ﬁ(dj,i)) >0) be solved by evaluating the expected numbef, r =
E{d)’L|R} of L-nodes seen by a NL-node within a circular
Notice that the underlying model becomes a path-loss geomgfea of radiusk centered on the NL-node. Such a random

ric random graph without shadowing upon setting= 0. variable is denoted ag “. Resorting to ideas from percolation
By consideringP(d;;)ap = 10logy, (P(d;:)) and g = theory [30], the expected value of neighbors within a diséan
101ogyq [(dj,:) "], it easily follows that: R of a generic NL-node can be evaluated as follows:

&= - _ 27 R -
P (Pld;)as > 0) = P (X, > —pua) B R = [ [ puP (Plo)an > ) rdrdo (10)

0 0
, whereby,py, is the density of the point process related to the
1 /+°° ¢TI gy — 1 [1 3 erf( —fd )] L-nodes, andP (P(r)yp > 0|r) is as defined in[{6) with =
V2wos J -y 2 \/505 dji.

The latter equation corresponds to:
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Fig. 2. Behavior of the differenc&nz, —Anz,r as a function of the radius Fig. 3. Behavior of the localization probabilit (E) as a function of the
R of the considered domaif. All curves are related tp;, = 0.1 nodes/m.

10€ . L-node densityp;, over R2. Other transmission parameters are as noted in
Other transmission parameters are as noted in the legend.

the legend, whilepony 1, = pr. Simulated points are identified by star-marked
points over the respective theoretical curves.

The solution of [(ID), whose proof is reported in Appendix

| is: takes on values greater than or equaBio
too NLj
E{dY*} _gegne
2 _ NL _ v E{d, "}
ANL.R = ﬂRQ—WpLR—erf YIn R (12) P(Er) = P(dv 23) _Z 41 ¢
' 2 2 n Amazx Jj=3
TPL 12 2 « R n 2 E df}VL i NL
+ Tdmametﬂ |:1 —|— el’f (5 hl <dmam> — E>:| _ 1 _ Z { ]' } e E{du } (14)
j=0 '

The expected numbery = E{d)L} of L-nodes seen by a which can be rewritten as:
NL-node over the entir&? can be evaluated as follows:

E dNL 2
- P(Ep)=1—e¢ P07 [1+E{d7ﬂ“}+7{ 5 )
NLy _ 1 p(Pp
E{d, ") = nggo o /0 pr- P (P(r)ap > Olr) rdrd¢ Using [13), it is straightforward to obtain:

72
The solution of [R), whose proof is given in Appendix I, is: P(E) = 1- eprrrdfnaweﬁ {1 + prrd? 82—§+

772 2

Ave = E{d)*} = ppad;, e? (13) + %Tr2dfname2z_2:|

: . (15)
Before proceeding further, notice that so longas> da.,

. The behavior ofP (Ey,) is displayed in Fi for the param-
the average number of L-nodes estimated by (11) sveri? oters notevoll in the(leg)e:]d isplayed in Figl13 P
cplnmd_es with the _on2es es_Umated Byl(13) over '_[he \_NhOIG tWO Simulation results have been obtained as follows. We define
dimensional domairk?. This is clearly depicted in Figl2 as

a square domainC with size R, R; and centered a
a function of the radiusk of the considered domaif, for qu ! WI 2 d X

circular domainS of arearR? in the middle ofC'. In order

a variety of transmission parameters as noted in the Iegeﬂﬁj'simulate the entire domaif®?. we assumeR;, > R
Actually, the less stringent conditioR > 5 - d ' v i

. . m,m_sufflces Furthermore, we must havB > d,.., in the investigated
to ensureAyy, ~ Ani.r. OWing to this observation, whengqo o, sayR > 10d,,.., based on the considerations stated
not differently specified, in what follows we will considdret above. Then, we generate two statistically independentt poi
formula (13). processes distributed uniformly ovér with densitiesp;, and

Th_e n_ext line of_ _pursuit consists in the definition o_f_ th%NLa respectively. Owing to the constant density of both point
localization probability of a randomly chosen NL-node with processes withiit?, the number of L-nodes falling 6 is, on

S. Since L-nodes are distributed as a Poisson point proc rageEc = pr, - R2, while the average number of L-nodes
the number of L-noded)’” is a Poisson random variable withe, i !

, e ngin Sis Er = pr - TR?> = pr = Egr/mR% Upon
expected valuey, = E{d}"} in @ ifs= R?, or ANL,R  substitutingpy, in Ec the following relation foII/ows:

in (1) if S is a bounded domain of radiug contained in

R2. The event of interest, identified b, is the event that R_Z

a randomly chosen NL-node is within the transmission range R?

of at least three L-nodes. Ovét?, such a probability can For ensuring an appropriate number of L-nodesSinsay
be evaluated as the probability that the random varidfle  Er ~ 500, Ec nodes are uniformly distributed on the bigger

Ec=Epg-



10" T T T 10°

B=300B,n,=4,0,=1dB
— -~ B=300B,n =4,0,=4dB
p=30dB,n =4,0_=9dB
=40
p=50dB,n =4,0_=1dB
=40
P
P

10" || - —-B=50dB,n =4,0,=4dB
B=50dB,n =4,0,=9dB

Minimum P
NL;
E[d,"]
o
S

—o— np=2‘ P, =30dB

-5 - -

10" +n973‘ P,=30dB s

+np=3.5, P,,=30dB : : Timisienn - - )

—>—n,=4, P, =30d8 O~ * #=30dB

—o— np:2‘ P, =50dB : : : E : ~ ]

—g—n,=3, P, =500B ‘ ‘ ‘ Bl

—tr— np:345, P,;,=50dB

—x— np:4‘ PthSOdB .

107 T T I I I I I I 10°= - 3
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 10 10 10

o, [dB] '

107

Fig. 4. Minimum L-node density oveR? as a function ofs, (in dB) for ~ Fig. 5. Expected numbexy, = E{d}Y*} of L-nodes seen by a NL-node
assuring that on the average, each NL-node is able to establivireless link overR? (see[[IB)) as a function of the L-node dengity, for the transmission
with at least three neighbors under the channel conditieemplified by the parameters noted in the legend. Simulated points are fibehbiy star-marked
parametersP;;, andnp. points over the respective theoretical curves.

domainC. The localization probability is then evaluated byocalized. Such an event occurs when all the single NL-nodes
dividing the number of localization events in the domain within S get localized. LetVy be the number of NL-nodes
by the number of randomly generated network realizatiams. fialling within S.
order to avoid border effects, NL-nodes close to the borderConsiderP(Eyr) in (15), and defineX (Axy) as
of the domainS are allowed to communicate with L-nodes 2
within an annulus of radiug,,,... from the circular domairs. X(Avp) = 1—P(Ep) = e PLT A age 0

Some observations from the results in HiYj. 3 are in order.
As expected, the node localization probability increasas f

increasing values of the density, of the L-nodes. For fixed With this setup, by virtue of the independence of the NL-

values ofpy, the node localization probability increases foﬁodes inS, the probability Py (E;) that all the network of

increasing values of the parametgy,, which in turn depends \; ., 4es deployed i gets localized can be expressed as:
on the maximum transmission rangs,,,.. Moreover, note

that for a given set of transmission parameters, the |catidiz Py (BEr) = [1-XOnp)"™ (18)

probability increases for increasing values of the varaot whereby, we have to interpret such a probability as conutéib

the shadow fa_ldingrs. . . . . on the number of NL-nodes falling in the domaf On
The analysis above is the starting point for finding the%fverage,l\f — pnorR2 in the observation aresl
retical conditions assuring that the localization probigbis L NE '

above a certain threshold. Upon imposiagd’Y -} > 3, one

(17)

2 22 Pi 274 2 .
_|_ T 2 + Lo 2
PL dmam € 2 dmam € o

V. ANALYSIS OF THELOCALIZATION PROBABILITY AND

easily finds: ) THRESHOLDS FINITE CASE
_ 1 %
pL > %e a?nd (16) Returning to our analysis where we assume the knowledge
Tdae of the radio coverage area of a given NL-node, a common

which yields the minimum uniform L-node density oviet for characteristic of many problems tackled using the proisaioil
assuring that on the average each NL-node is able to estabtisethod is the existence of transition thresholds whereubste
a wireless link with at least three neighbors under the calanof interest exhibits a large variation. Indeed, it is knovatt
conditions exemplified by the parametersandn,,. every monotone graph property in randomly generated graphs

The behavior of [(16) as a function of the shadowinfas a sharp transition threshold [31], [32]. Such threshold
parameter (in dB) is displayed in Fid.J4 for the transmissiorare established in the asymptotic case, i.e., in the limignwh
parameters noted in the legend. Notice that, as expectd® number of nodes in the random graph tends to infinity.
shadowing tends to decrease the L-node density since ffartfibresholds are very useful in practice for topology contriol
nodes can communicate over longer distances. the network [14].

The behavior of the expected numbey;, = E{dY*} of In what follows, we will first derive transition thresholds
L-nodes seen by a NL-node ovf (see [IB)) is displayed in for the localization problem in finite regimes, i.e., when
Fig.[d as a function of the L-node densjty, for a variety of the numbers of both L and NL-nodes are finite within a
transmission parameters, as summarized in the figure legemaunded domairy’ as defined in the previous sections. In the
Star-marked points denote simulated points. second part, we will investigate the localization problem i

Next, consider the probability that the whole network of NLthe limiting cases of dense networks. Notice that our result
nodes falling in the bounded domashunder investigation gets hold even in the random geometric model by setting= 0.
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Fig. 6. Behavior of the localization probability’(£.) as a function of Fig. 7. Behavior of the localization probabilitx (E;) as a function of
the L-node densitypy,. Other transmission parameters &g, = 40 dB, the L-node densityp;,. Other transmission parameters gtg, = 40 dB,
s =4 dB, np = 2, pxr, = 0.1 NL-nodegm? and R = 100m. 0s =4 dB, np =2, pyr = 0.1 NL-nodegm? and R = 100m.

A. Thresholds for Single Node Localization Probability, Finite  after some algebra, one easily obtains the threshold for the

Case localization probability with respect to the node transiua
Since the localization probabiliti?(E1) in (I5) is a mono- ranged,:

tonically increasing function of its arguments embracethini d - /ie_% 22)

AN, the transition thresholds observable in the finite regime m oL

(especially for large values gfy) can be obtained by taking

the second partial derivative ¢t (£ ) in (I5) with respect to B, Thresholds for the Localization Probability of the Whole
the parameters of interest, such@s and d,,.q., and setting Network of NL-nodes, Finite Case

the result to zero. Owing to the fact thatPy(Fr) < P(FEp) for a given

%QLeLt ? be thelusuatlhbotl;]ndes ?('jrClg?rEdoma.'t?] of radﬁﬁ transmission scenario, thresholds for the probabifity(EyL)
- Let us analyze he thresholds (Er) with respect to are expected to be higher than the ones obtainedf{d ).

n— . .
pr. Lety, = nd2,,.e=? . After some algebra, the first partial Let us start our analysis by deriving the thresholds of
L= !
derivative with respect tp; can be expressed as Py (Ey) in (I8) with respect top,. Let v — d2 oL

max

0 1 i i _
P(EL) = e MPE [ 24302 (19) Aaf;ger some algebra, the second partial derivatieor)
opr 2 WPN (Er) of Py (EL) with respect topy, is:
L
Given thatpy, > 0, (I9) is always greater than zero, showing L Nor—1
. . . . . 2 — 1.2 2 NL
a strictly increasing behavior df (E,) with respect topy.. F(pr) = 57 Nwp [1— e 7P (14 yipL + 59707 )
. . : o 8_2 - 1 3 4672'y1pL(N 71)
The sgcond partial dgrlvat|v@(pL) = 6szP(E,;) of . [e MPE(2pp — y1p2) + il—zlzpr(lﬂ—leLiL%’y]zpi)
P (EL) with respect topy, is: (23)
- gil The values of the threshold are the solutions of the equation
T(py) = e MPin? [1—— } 20 g
(pr) MPL 5 PL (20) F(p1) = 0. Noting that
The values of the threshold are the solutions of the equation 1
— i +v1pL 2 2
T(pr) =0, that is, e > (1 +v1pL + §'ylpL)
2 2 . :
1-— l;pL =0=p} = —m € oz (21) with p;, > 0 and~; > 0, the only solutions are the roots of
Tmaz the non-linear equation:
Fig. [8, shows the behavior of the localization probability
. . . 1 /}/3p3 e_vlpL (N _ 1)
P(EL) as a function ofp,, for the transmission setup noted 2 _ ~,p; + = LPL NL 55~ =0 (24)
in the figure caption. Moreover, in the figure we report the 21— e mer (1+mpL + 37707)

behavior of the second derivative(pr) (normalized with As a reference example, consider the transmission scenario
respect to its maximum for depicting both curve on the sanigestigated in the previous section, and summarized in the
ordinate range) along with the threshqlfl obtained by[{21) caption of Fig[V which shows the behavior of the localizatio

with the setup noted above. _ probability Py (E) as a function ofpz. Also shown is the
Let us analyze the thresholds &f(EyL) with respect t0 pehavior of the second derivativE(p;) (normalized with
dmaz, @nd for ease of notation, sef... = dm andy2 = respect to its maximum for depicting both curve on the same

preZ_2. Following the same reasoning as applied fgr, ordinate range). Note that the threshold foy (Ey) is about
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Fig. 8. Finite case thresholdsg,(p},) for Pn(EL) as a function of3;n  Fig. 10. Finite case thresholdg,, of the localization probabilityPy (E7,)

for a variety of parameters noted in the legend. 2Other tréggmom parameters as a function of the L-node densipy;, for a variety of parameters noted in

common to all plots ar@y;, = 0.1 NL-nodegm* and R = 100m. the legend. Other transmission parametersparg = 0.1 NL-nodeg'm? and
R = 100m.

The values of the threshold!, are the solutions of the
equationF'(d,,) = 0. Upon noting that

1
etrdn > (1 + y2d2, + §7§dfn) Vdpm > 0,72 >0

the only solutions are the roots of the non-linear equation:

2
Yadpe 2 (Nyg — 1)
1 — e 2% (14 y2d2, + 573d%)
Fig.[9 shows the behavior of the network localization proba-
_____ e bility Py (Fy,) as a function ofl,, for the transmission setup
PE) noted in the figure caption. The figure also shows the behavior
o 2 5 1 of the second derivativé’(d,,) (normalized with respect to
m its maximum for depicting both curve on the same ordinate
Fig. 9. Behavior of the localization probabiliti’x (EL) as a function of range) along with the thrEShOh&" obtained by solvmg the

the maximum transmission rang&naz. Other transmission parameters ard10N-linear equation (26) with the setup noted in the caption
Bin = 40 dB, 05 = 4 dB, ny, = 2, pr, = pyr. = 0.1 NL-nodegm? and of Fig.[S.

R = 100m. The behavior of the thresholds (obtained as the solutions
of (26)) as a function of the L-node densjty, for n,, = 4 and
various values of, is depicted in Fig._10. From this figure, we
observe the decreasing behaviordjf for increasing values

B e = 5 — 2v2d7, + =0 (26)

one order of magnitude greater than the threshéldnoted

in (21), relative toP(E7,). of po..
The behavior of the thresholds (obtained as the solutions

of (24)) as a function of the parametgy;, for various values

of the path-loss exponent, and o, is depicted in Fig[18.

From this figure, we observe the decreasing behaviop!of

for increasing values 0By, i.e. for increasing values of the In this section, we present results on the behavior of the

VI. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR OF THEL OCALIZATION
PROBABILITY AND THRESHOLDS

maximum transmission rangé,,.,, noted in 7). localization probabilities of both single NL-node and the
Let us analyze the thresholds &% (EL) with respect to overall network of NL-nodes deployed over both bounded
dmas, and for ease of notation, sét,., = dm. Let o = and unbounded domains in a transmitting scenario affected
2

preZ_2. After some algebra, the second partial derivativtt)ey shad.ow fading. .
Flor) = o p (Ev) of P (Ev) with respect tod, is: The first result concerns den;t_—:‘ networks, ie., network of
PL oaz, " N nodes whereby the node densities of both point processes
) Naz—1 deployed over a disks ¢ R? with radius R > dnq., are
F(d,,) = [1 — e 2 (14 yod?, + %vgdfn)} : allowed to grow unboundedly as a function of the number
o 846 07292, (Nn s —1 of nodes overS. As above, edge effects are neglected, and
YSNNpdpy, e 72%m . {5 — 272d2, + le%wﬂzn(lﬂz(d%iéﬁ)d%)] the hypothesisR > d,,... allows us to employ the relation
(25) " Anr,r = Anr. Moreover, assume that the transmission range




is homogeneous and equal dg,... for both kinds of nodes. respect, we note the following corollary.
The next theorem investigates the behavior of the locatinat
probability Py (E}) of the network overS in terms of the Corollary (dense networks).Under the scenario described in
orders of growth of the number of L and NL-nodes oer Theorem 1, as — oo the following holds:
1) SupposeNyr ~ fnr(n) ~ ¢-n'=¢ with ¢ € [0,1)

Theorem 1 (dense networks)Let S be a bounded disk of and Ny, ~ fr(n) ~ p-In(n), with p andq two suitable
radius R belonging toR?. Assume that two sets of nodes with constants strictly greater than zero.
statistically independent Poisson point processes witisitles Then, the network of NL-nodes ovet gets localized
pr and pyy, are deployed oveS C ®?. Let N and Nyp w.h.p. asn — oo provided that
be the number of L-nodes and NL-nodes, respectively, fallin 9 )
in S, and assume thaV; and Ny asymptotically grow as p>po = ( R ) (1 _5)6*2—2
the functionsf(n) and fy.(n), wheren is an asymptotic dmaz
growth parameter. 2) SupposeNy, ~ fr(n) ~ In(fnr(n)).
The network of NL-nodes gets a.a.s. localized, i.e., Then, the network of NL-nodes ovet gets localized

lim Py(EL) =1 w.h.p. asn — oo provided that
n—oo

dmaw 2 ﬁ
for any f.(n) and fy1(n) such that ( R ) ee > 1
lim fyr(n) f2(n)e e = o 3) SupposeN; ~ fr(n) ~n and Nyr ~ fyr(n) ~ nt
] ) with ¢ > 0 asn — oo. Then, the network of NL-nodes
whereby~y is an appropriate real constant greater than zero. over S gets localized w.h.p. as — .
) ) ) ) 4) As a consequence of the previous point, suppése =
Proof. ConsiderPy (EL) m_@a) along with the relatiori (17), fvr(n) ~ O(1), that is, Ny, is a bounded sequence.
and the following inequalities [27]: Then, the network of NL-nodes ovet gets localized
(1+2)" < € VzeR, x40 (27) W:]hp asn — oo provit?edhthat]\? T fr(n) ~ w(n)
l—ay < (I—z), 0<z<1<y (28) with w(n) — oo no matter how slowlyv(n) grows.

Proof. As far as claim 1) of the corollary is concerned, it
Based on the previous two relationBy (Ey) in (I8) can be suffices to demonstrate that as— oo, X (Anz) - Nnz — 0
bounded as follows: for Nyz ~ gn'=¢ with ¢ € [0,1) and N1, ~ pIn(n) with p
CX(Aw1)-Nwr and ¢ two suitable constants strictly greater than zero.
1= X(Anp)-Nnp < Py (EL) <e (29) If Ni ~ pln(n)+o(ln(n)) with p a suitable constant > 0,
where, Ny, > 1 and X (Ayz) < 1 by definition. Equ.[(20) It follows that,
will be used for demonstrating the three claims of the theore X (Ayz)-Nyz ~ ¢-p?In®(n)Nyy - e 7))
It suffices to demonstrate thatas— oo, X (Anr) Ny — = ¢ -p*In*(n)Nyg -n~ "
0 so thatPy (Er) — 1, i.e., the network of NL-nodes ovet
gets localized w.h.p.

(32)

In the caseNyr ~ gn'=¢ with ¢ € [0,1), for n — oo we

Let us rewriteX (Axz) in an appropriate form for succes-"aV€:
sive developments. Upon setting X(Onz) -Nyr ~ c-q-p*In*(n) -n'=¢ (33)
dmam 2 ﬁ * i i i
yoo= (Tg eoz (30) vagnn — 00, X(Anr) - Nvr — 0 if the following relation
Ny = pLmR olds:
_ 1-¢—vp <0
X(An1) - Ny can be rewritten as follows: )
. since we have [27],
X(Ani) Ny = Nype ™™t [149Np + 372NE] [In(z)]*
= ¢ NypNZ2e 7Nz lim 76:(), Va,B>0
wherebyc = | & + 7 + 7; _ By substituting the definition ofy in the previous relation,
From [31), it is straightforward to demonstrate that for an@fter some algebra the following threshold follows:
fr(n) and fyr(n) such that 2 _n2
| pem= () -9 E @
lim NNLNge”VNL = lim fNL(n)ff(n)677jL(”) =0 max
e e _ Claim 2) follows from observing that foN, ~ fr(n) ~
the network of NL-nodes ove$ gets localized a.a.s. In (fnz(n)), @1) can be rewritten as
- X(Avz)-Nyr ~ (fve()' "I (fvr(n))  (35)

The previous theorem is the starting point for identifyingg ,, — o, it is
appropriate orders of growth of both L and NL-nodes . 1 2
guaranteeing asymptotically almost sure localizationthiis Jim (fyr(n)) " In* (fxr(n) =0
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Borrowing the terminology used in the context of random
graph theory [33], claim 1) of the previous corollary statest
the functionNy, ~ poIn(n) + o(In(n)) is a threshold for the
localization problem at hand. Any functia¥;, ~ o(po In(n))
allows network localization asymptotically w.h.p.

As a reference example, Fif.]11 shows the behavior of
the localization probabilityPy (Er) as a function ofp for
unboundedly increasing values afin the transmitting sce-
nario summarized in the figure caption. Note that, fox
po = 36.72, Py(EL) is always zero, whilePy (E,) becomes
instantaneously unitary so long as= py while n — oc.

Finally, notice that such a threshold does not hold for
single NL-node localization probability. In other wordgan

Fig. 11. Behavior of the localization probabilit’y (E1) as a function of Considering the probabilit;P(EL) in @) for single NL-node
the constanp in N1 ~ p - log(n) for unboundedly increasing values of bability. it is si | b h d v cho
Transmission scenario is compliant with the following paeters;é = 0.51 probability, it Is simple to observe that any 'jan omly chiose
(NnL ~ n'7%), 05 = 9dB, np = 4, By, = 30 dB, R = 60 m, and NL-node over a bounded domai# gets localized w.h.p. for
Np ~ w(n), whatever the behavior of the functian(n),

provided thatu(n) — oo asn — .
The results obtained for dense networks state conditians fo

a.a.s. localization of a network of NL-nodes over a bounded
circular domain for a variety of orders of growth of the numbe
of NL-nodes deployed.

Let us now look at the problem from a different perspective.
In other words, we look at the problem by considering cortstan

L-node density while we let the size of the doméirio grow
in such a way thap;, = ﬁ%g = O(1). Such a result is typical
of non-dense networks. In this respect, it is useful to eatalu

maz =~ 5.62 m. With this setup, the threshojeh = 36.72.

provided thatl — v < 0, from which
d 2 g2
v = (%) e >1

Claim 3) follows from observing that foiv; ~ n and
Nyt ~ nt, the following holds;

X(ANL) Ny ~ c-n*tle™™ 50, n—o00 (36)
no matter what the ordet of growth of the number of the minimumd,,.. above which the network of NL-nodes

NL-nodes. So, asymptotically, the network of NL-nodes ge@gts localized a.a.s.
always localized w.h.p. under these conditions.

Finally, claim 4) follows from the proof of claim 1) upon Theorem 2 (unbounded domains, constant densities).et S
consideringé = 1 in @). Note that based on the proofoe a disk of radius? belonging toR?. Assume that two sets

of nodes with statistically independent Poisson point psses

with densitiesp;, andpy, are deployed ove$ C R2. Let N,
and Ny, be, respectively, the number of L-nodes and NL-
nodes falling inS, and consider any asymptotically increasing
5 function w(n), such thatw(n) — oo asn — oo, and assume

of claim 1), ¢ = 1 signifies the fact thatVy = O(1),
i.e., Ny is a bounded sequence, and tB&(\ )Ny ~
N2e="Ne — 0 for any Ni, ~ w(n) — 0o asn — oc.

Since inequality[{34) in Claim 1) is the most important résuthat Ny 1, ~ o(w=2(n)et« (™).
of this corollary, some considerations are in order. Thacbas Moreover, assume that, &8 — oo, the L-node density

meaning of this result is as follows; in a bounded circuleaatisfies the following relation:

M = 0(1)

PL = TR2 (37)

region S C N2 with arearR? with R > d,q., the network
of randomly deployed NL-nodes gets asymptotically loediz
even though the number of L-nodes grows only Iogarithrrg'rcalll_hen asn — o in such a way thal(37) holds, the network

(i.e., with an order of growth smaller than that of the NL- . i
nodes) provided that the constamtis above the threshold of NL-nodes gets a.a.s. localized if,
po. This result is fundamental from a point of view of
network topology, since it assures us that a number of L-sode
which grows only logarithmically suffice for assuring netko

localization, provided thap > po, even though the number
of NL-nodes grows faster than logarithmically. It is wortiProof. The proof follows an outline similar to the one of

noting that these results also hold for random geometrighggra the previous theorem. Considéty (EL) in (I8) along with

(RGG); in a transmission scenario typical of RGGs, wherelitg bound in [2D). As before, the objective is to show that

any NL-node can communicate with any other L-node withiasymptotically, the transmission range,.. between each pair

the distance: = d,;,q4, We haves; = 0 (= 1 = 0), and the of L-NL-nodes should grow at least as specified [in] (38) in
order for Py (EL) — 1 asn — oo.

(38)

threshold becomes:



Given Ny, X(Anr)Nnr can be rewritten as follows:

2 [1]

XANe)Nyr = Nype Prmdmazeo? 14+ 2
772 TI2
'i_pLTrd?nazeF + %ﬂ-2dfnazezﬁ

39) [3
With this setup and given[(29), it suffices to show that
X(Anr)Nyr — 0 whend,,,,.. grows as stated il (88).
Upon substitutingl,,,.. given in [38) in [39), the following
relation follows:

(4]

5
X(Anz)Nnr ]

Nyg - e« [1+w(n) + 3w?(n)]
%NNL ~w?(n)e=v™

which goes to zero so long as(n) — oo asn — oo for [6]
any Nyz = o(w™2(n)ev(™), guaranteeing that the network
of NL-nodes gets localized w.h.p.

(71
]

The result stated in this theorem is reminiscent of peraoiat (6]
theory. In other words, when the deployment regioriends (g
to become the entire plarie? (i.e., R — oo) in such a way
that p, is a finite and constant value, the entire network CH_O]
NL-nodes becomes a giant localized component so long as
the transmission rangg,,... takes on the values expressed b%/
(38) provided thatVy , = o(w™2(n)e< (™). 11]
As an example, ifv(n) ~ In(n), and

n
Nwp~o <ln2n>

the network with an ever-increasing size gets asymptdyical
localized so far ag?,,, grows at least ag2,,. ~ Inn. (14]

Notice that, since in practice no real device can support aBg;
ever-increasing communication rangg,.., as the network
domain increases in size, in the limit there is always a noH¢!
zero probability that some node cannot get localized.

[12]

[13]

[17]

VII. CONCLUSIONS (18]
The aim of this paper has been manyfold. Considering a ty@)
dimensional domairs C 2 over which two sets of nodes
following statistically independent uniform Poisson pgqino- [20
cesses with constant densitigs and p;, are deployed, we |1
first derived the probability that a randomly chosen NL-node
over S gets localized as a function of a variety of syste
level parameters. Then, we investigated the probabiligt t
the whole network of NL-nodes ove§ gets localized. The
transmission scenario assumed is that of shadow fading.
Furthermore, we presented a theoretical framework for
deriving both finite case and asymptotic thresholds for tta4]
probability of localization in connection with both a sieg| 25]
non-localized node randomly chosen over the investigated &
main, and the whole network of non-localized nodes. Finally
we investigated the presence of thresholds on the probl&#l
at hand for unboundedly increasing values of the number of
deployed nodes over the domath [27]

2]

(23]
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APPENDIXI
Upon substituting[{9) in[{(10), and considering= d; ;:

R
1
27TpL/O 3 {1 —erf (% In <d;m>)] rdr
TPL o R « r
— R —7pL erf( —In rdr
2 0 n dma;ﬂ

(40)

E{d}"|R}

By employing the substitutiony = & ln (dmw) = r =

dmazea?, from which dr = dmamgeaydy, the integral [(4D)
takes on the following form:

R o T L n
/ erf <— In ( )) rdr = d?mm / erf(y)e?=Ydy
0 n Aoz a )

whereby,Z; = 2 In B

dm,
Upon using the foIIowmg [34]:

/e‘”erf(bx)dag _1 [e‘”erf(bx) i (b:v — ﬁ)] ,a#0

a 2b
after some algebra_(#0) can be rewritten as follows:
2
B{dYERY = ””L TPLp2 ﬂ'pLR?erf<gln (dR )) (41)
77 max

+ WpLdfmm [1+erf<gln< R )—Q)]
n dmaw (&%

Next consider evaluating{d’Y'} overR2. In the limit R —
oo, (@) simplifies to:

,,72

E{dYt} = Jim E{dY'|R} = ppnd?,, eo7 (42)

since,
lim erf(z) =1

Tr—r00
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