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Abstract
In this article, we used Wireless Sensor Network (WSN) techniques for monitoring an area under consideration, in
order to diagnose its state in real time. What differentiates this type of network from the traditional computer ones
is that it is composed by a large number of sensor nodes having very limited and almost nonrenewable energy. A
key issue in designing such networks is energy conservation because once a sensor depletes its resources, it will
be dropped from the network. This will lead to coverage hole and incomplete data arriving to the sink. Therefore,
preserving the energy held by the nodes so that the network keeps running for as long as possible is a very important
concern. If we achieve to improve the network lifetime and Quality of Service (QoS). Diagnosing the state of area
will be more accurate for a longer time. One of the most important elements to achieve a QoS in WSN is the network
coverage which is usually interpreted as how well the network can observe a given area. Obviously, if the coverage
decreases over time, the diagnosis quality decreases accordingly. Various coverage strategies are thus proposed by
the WSN community, in order to guarantee a certain coverage rate as long as possible, to reach a certain QoS that in
turn will impact the diagnosis and prognostic quality. Various other strategies are in common use in WSN like data
aggregation and scheduling, to preserve a QoS in wireless sensor networks, as long as possible. We argue that such
strategies are not neutral if this network is used for prognostic and health management. Some politics may have a
positive impact while other ones may blur the sensed data, like data aggregation or redundancy suppression, leading to
erroneous diagnostics and/or prognostics. In this work, we will show and measure the impact of each WSN strategy on
the resulting estimation of diagnostics. We emphasized several issues and studied various parameters related to these
strategies that have a very important impact on the network, and therefore on data diagnostics over time. To reach
this goal, to evaluate both prognostic and health management with the WSN strategies, we have used six diagnostic
algorithms.
Keywords: Wireless Sensor Networks, Coverage, Scheduling Mechanisms, Topology, Prognostic and Health
Management, Diagnostics, machine learning algorithms.

1. Introduction
Modern industrial plants and areas for military, agricultural, health purposes, are always at risk of failure due
to fire, robbery, attack, etc., which will be dangerous and costly since the costs of failure and system downtime are
getting pricey. This is why, it is very necessary to evaluate their health and diagnose them at any time, and then plan
maintenance activities to avoid disastrous failure results. Prognostic and Health Management (PHM) is a process
allowing an advanced system to automatically test the area, diagnose it, isolate the failure, and try predicting the
Remaining Useful Life (RUL) for this area before failure occurs [61]. A maintenance scheduling is then determined
and the area shutdown is prevented. But if the prediction model and the provided measurements are not accurate, the
maintenance activity will not be done on time.
Online measurements of the operating conditions are required for assessing health and diagnosing activity of the
area of interest, followed by RUL prediction. A number of sensor nodes usually gather these information. In this
study, we consider the case where sensors communicate their information within a Wireless Sensor Network. Unlike
the conventional computer networks, WSNs are composed of a large number of sensor nodes with very limited and
non-renewable energy. Most of the time, they are deployed to capture the occurrence of possible events in hostile
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and inaccessible areas [74, 26, 55]. However, there is a classical assumption in PHM that the monitored data are
available and complete, which is not always true. Indeed, because of the nature of communication in this network and
characteristics of its devices, a WSN is at risk of failure. The accuracy and completeness of data that is going to be
captured will be affected by this risk, and consequently PHM will be affected [19, 21, 22]. Therefore to ensure that
the data of the monitored area is as accurate as possible, we need to maintain the Quality of Service (QoS) of WSN
for the longest possible time.
WSN strategies that can be considered are: the topologies [41, 73, 40], coverage [25, 30], deployment strategy [52,
17], scheduling mechanism [71, 30, 63, 64, 31], density [3], security [51, 4], data aggregation [37, 75, 44], packet
transfer distance, battery, memory, etc. These strategies have a strong impact on the effectiveness of the network with
time, consequently on the quality of the data that will be captured in the monitored area, and finally on PHM. Coverage,
for instance, is in a close relation with energy consumption of sensors [77]: the challenge remains in the efficient use
of sensors to increase the lifetime of the network while maximizing the coverage. For this reason, before deployment,
a prior study of the network is needed which is the only way to ensure that the area is well covered, leading to the
reception of accurate data. Although both PHM and WSN strategies have been studied, as far as we know, none
of the existing research work has considered the WSN strategies for PHM. For instance, in real life application, the
monitored area might not be fully covered for several reasons like nodes failure, energy depletion, unadapted initial
deployment, scheduling mechanisms, etc. Obviously, this flaw may lead to inaccurate and incomplete data, and if
we do not take such issue into consideration while building a PHM process over a WSN, the results provided by
diagnostic or prognostic may not be reliable.
In this work, we study the WSN strategies and their relation with prognostic and health management. We focus on
the impact of these strategies on the accuracy of the data captured by a wireless sensor network, and its consequences
on the health diagnostic of the monitored area. Diagnostic is a very important part in PHM, in which the determination
of RUL begins by identifying the current health state of the system. Our objective is to show that usual diagnostic
processes that perform well in classical data provided by a well deployed wired network of sensors, may face a
dramatic decrease of performances in the case where data are obtained via a WSN, due to the diversity and variation
of WSN strategies usual in such networks. For that, we used six machine learning algorithms to diagnose the area
state, namely the so-called Support Vector Machines (SVM), Naive Bayes (NB), Random Forests (RF), Gradient Tree
Boosting (GTB), Tree-Based Feature Selection (TBFS), and Nearest Neighbors (NN) methods. Then we studied the
behavior of these algorithms when particular issues, inherent to the perfectible nature of WSNs, are present. We
focused in this study on several important strategies that affect the coverage in WSN, that is, the ones resulting from
usual energy consumption of sensors, scheduling mechanisms of sensors, and the problems related to the density
and deployment of sensors frequently reported in the wireless sensor network community. In addition, we study the
topologies in WSN and its impact on the diagnostics. We used four different types of topology (the most used ones
in WSN) which are: distributed, hierarchical, centralized, and decentralized topologies in order to show and study
several parameters and issues for each type of topology like density, security, data aggregation, frequency, packet
transfer distance, and energy consumption that have an important impact on the diagnostics over time, and therefore
on PHM.
This research work presents the issues occurring usually in WSNs strategies that are relevant to consider for
diagnostics. The remainder of this article is organized as follows. Section 2 outlines an overview of WSNs and PHM,
and we detail the links that can be established between the WSN strategies and the PHM field or research. We simulate
and describe the strategies of WSN to show their impact on the quality of data and therefore on the diagnostics. The
results of these simulations are given in Section 3. This article ends with a conclusion section, where the contribution
is summarized and intended future work is provided.
2. State of the art
2.1. Wireless Sensor Networks
WSNs are event-based systems that rely on the collective effort of several sensor or micro-sensor nodes [5, 7,
6]. This type of network tends to greatly increase the coverage rate for the area that should be monitored and also
to increase the accuracy of the information extracted from this area. A sensor node is a tiny device that has the
capability to sense new events, compute the sensed values, and communicate information. WSNs are composed by
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very small sensors with very limited and non renewable energy that can be deployed when monitoring physical and
environmental phenomena such as temperature, vibrations, light, humidity, etc [16]. For this energy to be preserved,
network throughput has to be low. Another issue is that, as all wireless networks, WSN are not very secure. Both
energy limitation and random deployment in hostile and inaccessible areas can cause a node failure (or attack) [70].
Sensor networks may consist of many different types of sensors such as seismic, low sampling rate magnetic,
thermal, visual, infrared, acoustic and radar, which are able to monitor a wide variety of ambient conditions [24].
Sensor nodes can be used for continuous sensing, event detection, event ID, location sensing, and local control of
actuators. The concept of micro-sensing and wireless connection of these nodes promises many new application in
military, environment, health, home, and commercial areas. It is even possible to expand this application classification
with more categories such as space exploration, chemical processing, and disaster relief.
Various characteristics are reported for such kind of networks, they are recalled in what follows.
2.1.1. Coverage
Sensor nodes have a short radio range and they collaborate to cover a given surveillance area. The coverage
problem arises as: how to ensure that, at any time, any zone in the network is covered by at least one sensor node [65].
Coverage is in a close relation with energy consumption of sensors. A basic and important function of WSN is to
monitor areas or targets for a long period, such as fire monitoring and environment detection. And a critical issue in the
WSN applications is the coverage problem because sensors are often deployed in remote or inaccessible environments
or are spread in an arbitrary manner [69, 39]. Therefore, the challenge remains in the efficient use of these sensors
to increase the lifetime of the network while maximizing the coverage. Indeed, in the WSNs community, coverage is
one of the most active areas of research, in which the measurement of how well and for how long the sensors are able
to observe the physical space usually defines the coverage problem.
For many years, a lot of works have been dedicated to the coverage-related issues in WSNs since it is a fundamental
problem [35, 8, 66, 2, 54, 11]. There is limited energy resource in each sensor node, so this makes energy conserving of
the sensors, and prolonging the network lifetime while maximizing the coverage of areas or targets, an important and
difficult issue in the applications of WSN. Indeed energy is a very critical resource and must be used very sparingly.
Many coverage algorithms were found in recent years, but problems still exist in them [79, 72, 31, 36]. These
algorithms are often based on the subject to be covered (area versus discrete points), sensor deployment mechanism
(random versus deterministic) as well as other WSN properties (e.g., minimum energy consumption and network
connectivity) [43].
Regarding energy preservation problem in WSNs, authors in [77] studied three different approaches, all maintaining the initial coverage QoS. The first approach focuses on optimizing coverage deployment strategy, while the second
one consists of planning a scheduling of active sensors that enables other sensors to go into a sleep mode. Finally,
the third approach is adjusting the sensing range of sensors for energy conservation. Moreover, recent works show
that an efficient density control in high density sensor networks saves significant amounts of energy. Increasing the
number of sensors in network makes them closer to each other in the area, which will facilitates the communication
between them and reduce the packet transfer distance. This will reduce the energy consumption of sensors, therefore
lifetime and coverage rate in WSN will increase. Thus the coverage rate and network lifetime are greatly related to
number of sensors in the monitoring area [3, 59, 62, 20]. In order to attain reliability in WSNs (by fault prevention,
removal, forecasting, and fault tolerance), sensing coverage and sensing level need to be considered [18]. Based on
the researches done before, there are three types of problems related to coverage, which are: area, point, and barrier
coverage [15, 43], as shown in Figure 1.
• Area coverage: this is the most popular coverage problem in WSNs, which has been widely studied for many
years. The main objective of the sensor network is to cover or monitor an area (or region), i.e., each point in
the area should be covered, and the network lifetime should be maximized. Figure 1a shows an example of a
random deployment of sensors to cover a given parallelogram-shaped area [35, 54].
• Point coverage: the objective in this problem is to cover a set of points (targets). It considers how to maximize
the network lifetime such that all the objectives in the monitored area are covered. Figure 1b gives an example
of monitoring the discrete targets in a WSN, the black nodes form the set of active sensors.
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(a) Area coverage.

(b) Point coverage.

(c) Barrier coverage.

Figure 1: Types of coverage problems.

• Barrier coverage: barrier coverage problem is detecting the probability of a moving object found when crossing the deployment region of WSN. Its goal is to minimize the probability of undetected penetration through
the barrier. Figure 1c shows an example of a general barrier coverage problem where the start and end points of
the path are selected from bottom and top boundary lines of the area. The selection of the path depends on the
objective.
2.1.2. Topologies
In wireless sensor networks, the connectivity of the network is established via radio transmission between sensors.
For two sensors to be able to communicate, they must be within some critical range of each other, as transmission
capability is finite. And the packet transfer distance between these sensors in this range depends on the topology
used in WSN. A network is connected if any node can communicate with any other node, possibly using intermediate
nodes as relays. The variability of this connectivity is due to node failures, introduction of additional nodes, variations
in sensor location, which requires the adaptability of underlying network structures and operations. Since sensors
may be spread in an arbitrary manner, one of the fundamental issues that arises in sensor networks in addition to
coverage is thus the connectivity. In order to ensure connectivity and data accuracy in addition to coverage, WSNs
use redundant coverage where multiple sensor nodes cover the same physical location. Therefore, coverage may vary
across the network. A solution to save energy in the network rises on finding scheduling mechanisms. The objective
of such mechanisms is to activate or deactivate redundant nodes while keeping as much as possible a dense coverage
and thus ensuring connectivity.
Another metric to save energy in sensor networks is to reduce the amount of data collected and transmitted via the
network. Data gathering in WSNs can be either periodic or event-driven [29]. In periodic applications [45, 46], data is
gathered periodically, while in event-driven applications gathering depends on the occurrence of some events. In both
cases, the goal of aggregation operations is to reduce energy dissipation by holding packets for as long as possible in
intermediate nodes. All packets will be combined together before being forwarded in the network. It is obvious to
see that a decrease in energy consumption leads to an increase in the overall delay, and vice versa. A reliable solution
would aim at finding an acceptable trade off between energy consumption and delay in WSNs [28, 38]. All of these
elements are finally related to the network topologies.
WSNs can be either heterogeneous or homogeneous [42]. In the latter, all nodes have the same role and characteristics. In the former, nodes have different roles: some nodes simply sense and forward information while others
aggregate data, manage their area, perform computations, etc. Consequently, some of the nodes can be equipped
with higher energy, longer radio range, etc. Several WSN topologies were used in existing monitoring applications,
but all of them revolved around four different types (or models) of topologies which are: distributed, hierarchical,
centralized, and decentralized ones. They are recalled hereafter.
• Distributed topology: in distributed topologies, there is no management of the network by the central node
(or a region of it). They consist of a collection of nodes having equal roles. Therefore, no aspect of hierarchy
is considered. No prior infrastructure is imposed before the network starts running; each node discovers its
surrounding area and decides which node(s) to communicate with. This decision usually relies on the radio
range and the transfer distance. Distributed topologies render the network’s maintenance an easy task: if a node
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fails, its neighbors, within their sensing range, will establish new links with other nodes, and the network will
continue to work normally.
• Hierarchical topology: the organization of sensor nodes can be in several levels, making a hierarchical topology (or a tree topology). Level 0 is represented by the root and there is no level above. From two adjacent
levels, sensor nodes are connected in an end to end manner. The hierarchical model can be seen as three different layers: (1) the core layer (the root), which is enhanced for availability and performance, (2) the distribution
layer, which implements policies and forwards messages, and (3) the access layer (the leaf nodes) that represents the access point to the network. Scalability is the advantage of Hierarchical WSN. The network is more
manageable and the task of isolating and detecting faults is simplified due to the presence of different levels.
• Centralized topology: it is one of the easiest topologies to design and implement (also called star topology).
All the sensor nodes have a simple task which is sensing new information and forwarding it to a central node
where all the data processing will be proceeded with. One of the major problems of this topology is that it
presents a single point of failure. The whole network will become paralyzed if a problem occurs at the central
node: the data packet cannot be forwarded nor processed when a new event is detected.
• Decentralized topology: decentralized topologies are considered as a combination of the distributed and the
centralized topologies. The network is divided into regions (or clusters) which are locally managed by a central
node (called the Cluster Head CH). This topology offers a reasonable settlement between energy consumption
and Quality of Service (QoS). In this type of topology, there is a reduction of congestion problem and the
network no longer has a single point of failure.
2.2. Prognostic and health management
Maintenance is an important activity in industrial field. It is either performed to restore a machine/component, or
to prevent it from breaking down. It aims at increasing system availability, readiness, and enhancing safety. Through
time, different strategies have evolved in order to bring maintenance to its current state: condition-based and predictive
maintenance. This evolution was caused by the increasing demand of reliability in industry. PHM is a tool to predict
the RUL of engineering assets and is the key process of condition-based and predictive maintenance. Nowadays,
industrial machines are required to avoid shutdowns while offering safety and reliability [53]. Research in PHM field
has gained and was given a great deal of attention. Prognostic models are developed in an attempt to predict the RUL
of machinery (or monitored area) before failure takes place. If the prediction model and the provided measurements
are not accurate, the maintenance activity will possibly be performed either too soon or too late.
Corrective maintenance is the first form of maintenance. In this strategy, actions are only taken when the system
breaks and can no longer perform the intended tasks; in fact, sudden shutdowns cost money and time in addition
to client’s trust and safety. Maintenance became a periodic activity for solving these problems. Domain experts
depend on their knowledge and the observation of upcoming events to set time intervals so that the components
are inspected and replaced if needed. Preventive maintenance (often called periodic) is performed regardless of the
machine’s condition which is considered the main drawback. But sometimes the machine can be in a healthy state
so the maintenance will be unnecessary and will cost extra and avoidable fees. But even with periodic maintenance
and inspections, random failures still occur. For that, in the early nineties, Condition Based Maintenance (CBM) was
proposed and developed [32].
CBM is based on real-time observations. It is an on-line approach that assesses machine’s health through condition
measurements. CBM aims to increase the system reliability and availability, as any maintenance strategy, while
reducing maintenance costs. This particular strategy has benefits which include avoiding unnecessary maintenance
tasks and costs, as well as not interrupting the normal machine operations [32]. CBM decreases the number of
maintenance operations and causes the influence of human error to be reduced. Predictive maintenance (PM) is a
new maintenance that has recently emerged. Based on the current condition, it predicts the system health in the
future and defines the needed maintenance activities accordingly. Extra tasks are required for shifting from traditional
maintenance strategies to CBM and PM. These tasks encompass data analysis and modeling, system surveillance,
and decision making support system. This scientific approach is called Prognostics and Health Management (PHM).
PHM is the core activity of CBM and PM. The steps of PHM are: data acquisition, data processing, health assessment,
diagnostics, prognostics, and decision making support [34], this is done following the steps described in Figure 2.
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Figure 2: The process of PHM.

Obviously, Prognostics and Health Management requires information about the targeted physical assets. The data
is acquired by means of sensors which are placed on/around the critical components. The stored data will later on
be fed as inputs to the developed algorithm for health assessment, diagnostics, and/or prognostics [56, 9, 50, 67].
Diagnostics aim for specifying and quantifying an actual failure [58] while prognostics have the goal of anticipating
failures. Prognostics consider the past events, in addition to the machine’s current state, and operating conditions to
estimate the RUL [34, 78, 67, 68, 48]. This estimation is done by studying the evolution of continuous measurements
of parameters that need to be tracked in time to assess the machine’s state. These parameters can be temperature,
humidity, vibration, pressure, and so on. A monitored parameter has a fixed threshold. Once this threshold is reached,
an alarm goes on indicating that a symptom of system deteriorating has been detected. And after that, a diagnosis of
the state of the system is made, then the RUL is computed with an associated confidence limit. There are two causes for
the uncertainties in RUL predictions: either the threshold value of monitored parameter, or the RUL prediction itself.
Uncertainties concerning prediction of RUL are shown in Figure 3. Necessary prerequisites for reliable prognostics
are proposed in [48].

Figure 3: An illustration of RUL with uncertainties.

2.3. Benefits of WSN in PHM
Reliability is necessary in industry, or for any monitored area in general. This is the means to economic gain
as well as client trust. For the past years, research in prognostics resulted in variety of tools and techniques that
offer the possibility for plants to survey their systems, anticipate failures, and schedule maintenance activities. WSNs
are mainly designed for surveillance purposes. They can be deployed in many fields such as military, automotive,
agriculture, medicine, and so on [42]. Recently, a great deal of attention was given to WSN applications by industry.
These sensor networks are used to monitor the machinery for maintenance scheduling. Furthermore, data will be
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provided by the sensors deployed to survey the system/component in order to assess the health, diagnose the system,
and estimate the RUL. However, inaccuracy in the data will cause the prediction based on it to be irrelevant.

Figure 4: PHM steps with WSN monitoring.

WSN strategies evoked previously have important impact on the accuracy of data and therefore have an important
impact on PHM [10, 20]. Then, before the network starts running, studying the strategies in details in WSNs need to
be considered. As stated previously, our aim is to reveal the impact of such strategies on the accuracy of the captured
data from the monitored area and therefore on PHM, using description and numerical simulations (see Figure 4).
Indeed, since good predictions rely on real data, it is certain that the first step to be done in the research is ensuring a
reliable source of information.
3. Numerical simulations
3.1. Machine learning algorithms
In this article, we focused on studying the diagnostic system (area monitoring) to examine its state: if failure is
present or not at a certain time depending on the data captured by the sensors. As we mentioned before and as shown
in Figure 2, diagnostic is a very important part in the PHM and the determining of RUL begins with identifying the
system current state of health. For that, we use this step to evaluate the PHM, and observe how the process is affected
by the strategies of WSNs.
The research in PHM is very broad and the authors working in this domain use several algorithms in order to
perform the diagnostic of the system state. These methods are called machine learning algorithms in the literature. In
machine learning, classification refers to identifying the class to which a new observation belongs, on the basis of a
training set and quantifiable observations, known as properties. Machine learning displays a detailed study about the
system and from it, an algorithm is built. These algorithms can be operated by building a model from example inputs,
in order for the algorithm to be able to diagnose or take decision for new data.
We have chosen six machine learning algorithms to diagnose the system, which were used previously by several
authors in the literature in order to evaluate their interest for PHM. We will then evaluate these six diagnostic algorithms in a WSN strategies situation. As stated previously, these algorithms are: Support Vector Machine (SVM) [27],
Naive Bayes (NB) [76, 49], Gradient Tree Boosting (GTB) [14], Tree-Based Feature Selection (TBFS) [60], Nearest
Neighbors (NN) [47], and Random Forests (RF) that are detailed in Section 3.2, as we are the firsts to use them for
diagnostics based on data provided by a WSN [23]. These algorithms can be summarized as follows:
• Support Vector Machine: SVM is a learning technique that Vladimir Vapnik developed. In machine learning,
SVMs are learning models that are supervised and are associated with learning algorithms that analyze data and
recognize pattern, used to classify and regress pattern. A SVM training algorithm builds a model that attributes
new examples in one category or the other relying on a certain set of data learning, each marked for belonging
to one or two categories, making it a non-probabilistic binary linear classifier.
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• Naive Bayes: they are direct acyclic graphs which are a synthesis of probability and graph theory that illustrates
random variables and probabilistic inter-dependencies. They are constituted by a set of nodes that represent
different states and directed edges that describe the transition probability between these states.
• Gradient Tree Boosting: GTB was introduced by Leo Breiman. It is a machine learning technique for problems related to regression and classification that produces a prediction model in the form of an entity of weak
prediction models, typically decision trees. Based on the errors generated by the previous classifier, the distribution of the training set varies adaptively for each tree. In this study, we took GTB composed of 100 trees then
the majority vote (by these 100 trees) is used to identify the class.
• Tree-Based Feature Selection: In machine learning and statistics, feature selection, also known as variable
selection, attribute selection, or variable subset selection, is the process of selecting a subset of relevant features
(variables, predictors) for use in model construction. Feature selection techniques are used for four reasons: (1)
simplification of models to make them easier to interpret by researchers/users, (2) shorter training times, (3) to
avoid the curse of dimensionality, (4) to enhance generalization by reducing overfitting (formally, reduction of
variance). The central premise when using a feature selection technique is that the data contains many features
that are either redundant or irrelevant, and can thus be removed without incurring much loss of information.
Redundant or irrelevant features are two distinct notions, since one relevant feature may be redundant in the
presence of another relevant feature with which it is strongly correlated.
• Nearest Neighbors: NN is a non-parametric method used for classification. The input consists of the k
closest training examples in the feature space. The output is a class membership. An object is classified by a
majority vote of its neighbors, with the object being assigned to the class most common among its k nearest
neighbors (k is a positive integer, typically small). If k = 1, then the object is simply assigned to the class
of that single nearest neighbor. NN is a type of instance-based learning, or lazy learning, where the function
is only approximated locally and all computation is deferred until classification. The NN algorithm is among
the simplest of all machine learning algorithms. NN can be useful to assign weight to the contributions of the
neighbors, so that the nearer neighbors contribute more to the average than the more distant ones. For example,
a common weighting scheme consists in giving each neighbor a weight of 1/d, where d is the distance to the
neighbor.
Finally we need a large and reliable data set in order to train these algorithms. And so, we can later diagnose the
system (area monitoring) from the new data that will be captured by WSN.
3.2. The random forests algorithm
The RF algorithm is mainly the combination of Bagging [12] and random subspace [33] algorithms. It was defined
by Leo Breiman as “a combination of tree predictors such that each tree depends on the values of a random vector
sampled independently and with the same distribution for all trees in the forest” [13]. This method resulted from a
number of improvements in tree classifiers’ accuracy. This classifier maximizes the variance by injecting randomness
in variable selection, and minimizes the bias by growing the tree to a maximum depth (no pruning). The steps of
constructing the forest are detailed in Algorithm 1.
In a RF, the root of a tree i contains the instances from the training subset S i0 , sorted by their corresponding classes.
A node is terminal if it contains instances of one single class, or if the number of instances representing each class is
equal. In the alternative case, it needs to be further developed (no pruning). For this purpose, at each node, the feature
that guarantees the best split is selected as follows.
1. The information acquired by choosing a feature can be computed through:
(a) The entropy of Shannon, which measures the quantity of information
Entropy(p) = −

c
X

P(k/p) × log(P(k/p))

(1)

k=1

where p is the number of examples associated to a position in the tree, c is the total number of classes,
k/p denotes the fraction of examples associated to a position in the tree and labelled class k, P(k/p) is the
proportion of elements labelled class k at a position p.
8

Algorithm 1 Random forest algorithm
Input: Labeled training set S , Number of trees T , Number of features F.
Output: Learned random forest RF.
initialize RF as empty
for i in 1..T do
S i0 ← bootstrap (S )
initialize the root of tree i
repeat
if current node is terminal then
affect a class
go to the next unvisited node if any
else
select the best feature f ∗ among F
sub-tree ← split(S i0 , f ∗ )
add (leftChild, rightChild) to tree i
end if
until all nodes are visited
add tree i to the forest
end for

(b) The Gini index, which measures the dispersion in a population
Gini(x) = 1 −

c
X

P(k/p)2

(2)

k=1

where x is a random sample, c is the number of classes, k/p denotes the fraction of examples associated
to a position in the tree and labelled class k, while P(k/p) is the proportion of elements labelled class k at
a position p.
2. The best split is then chosen by computing the gain of information from growing the tree at given position,
corresponding to each feature as follows:
Gain(p, t) = f (p) −

n
X

P j × f (p j )

(3)

j=1

where p corresponds to the position in the tree, t denotes the test at branch n, P j is the proportion of elements
at position p and that go to position p j , while f (p) corresponds to either Entropy(p) or Gini(p).
The feature that provides the highest Gain is selected to split the node.
Finding the optimal training of a classification problem is often NP-hard. Tree ensembles have the advantage of
running the algorithm from different starting points, and this can better approximate the near-optimal classifier.
3.3. A first case study oriented to intelligent manufacturing
We first intend to evaluate the 6 diagnostic algorithms previously detailed (SVM, NB, GTB, TBFS, NN, and RF)
by comparing their efficiency on a real data set. To do so, we used data from the PHM08 Challenge Data Set available
online [57]. This is a collection of data sets that have been donated by various universities, agencies, or companies.
The data repository focuses exclusively on diagnostic data sets, i.e., data sets that can be used for development and
evaluation of diagnostic algorithms. There are mostly time series of data ranging from some nominal state to a failed
one. Such data are divided into 2 parts: “data training” to learn the methods and “data testing” to test them. They
consists of 26 columns of numbers, and a large number of rows. Each row is a snapshot of data taken during a single
operational cycle. The columns correspond to:
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1. Unit number
2. Time, in cycles
3. Operational setting 1
4. Operational setting 2
5. Operational setting 3
6. Sensor measurement 1
7. Sensor measurement 2
...
26. Sensor measurement 21
We have used these data to perform a first comparison of the efficiency of the 6 diagnostic algorithms presented
previously. To do so, we used the python language and some of its modules available in [1] to compute the diagnostic
algorithms. Then, the training and testing data mentioned earlier have been considered, and we evaluated the ability
of these methods to predict the running time in cycles, given the remainder of each row (unit number, operational
settings, and sensor measurements). The time needed to achieve a god training has been computed too, and obtained
results are presented in Table 1.
Diagnostic algorithm
Support Vector Machine
Naive Bayes
Gradient Tree Boosting
Tree-Based Feature Selection
Nearest Neighbors
Random forests

Error rate (%)
20.3
10.5
6.3
8.4
17.6
12.2

Time to train (S)
1500.75
904.49
1850.52
1233.85
720.14
1011.63

Table 1: Error rates (%) in the prediction of the running time (in cycles) provided by various machine learning algorithms, and the time taken by
these algorithms to perform a good learning stage (S).

We can notice first that the Support Vector Machine has the largest error rate (20.3 %). It is followed by Nearest
Neighbors, Random forests, Naive Bayes, and Tree-Based Feature Selection, while the Gradient Tree Boosting is the
most accurate method (having the lowest error rate, equal to 6.3 %). However, this Gradient Tree Boosting method
takes more time than the others for the training stage on these real data (1850.52 ms). Considering again the time
required to learn the data, GTB is followed by the Support Vector Machine, which definitively is malfunctioning on
this set of data. Tree-Based Feature Selection and Random forests, for their part, achieve a good compromise between
accuracy and speed, the former being a bit more accurate than the latter, but a bit slower too.
However, everything cannot be mastered in real data, like the real probabilistic law followed by each sensor. In
particular, RULs are not available in this experimental set of data. As the other databases never provide all the information required for a complete performance analysis of the algorithms, we decided to perform further investigations
on simulated data. Experimental protocols and obtained results are detailed below.
To explain more the data used and its importance, and confirm the results shown in Table 1, we studied the error
rate of the six diagnostic methods in consideration, and by modifying the data training. Then, various percentages
of the main data have been taken for training, and the impacts of this variation on the diagnostics have been studied,
leading to the results shown in Figure 5. We can see that, as the percentage of data used for learning increases,
the accuracy of the diagnostic of the six methods increases accordingly. Such results emphasize the well-known
importance to have training data large enough for diagnostics.
Figure 6, for its part, shows in another way what we explained and clarified before. In this result, we studied the
variation of the error rate with respect to the training time S. Indeed, in Table 1, we shown that each method takes a
certain time tt to perform a complete training. Our intention is now to study the variation of diagnosis accuracy for
all methods with the time needed to do the training: as this time increases, error rates will obviously decrease until
reaching the time tt needed for a good training. Note that increasing the time over tt is useless, which appears well
in Figure 6: the error rate of a method is constant when the time given for training is greater than or equal tt . For
instance, the random forests algorithm needs 1011.63 second for its training, leading to an error rate equals to 12.2%.
10

Figure 5: Error rate in diagnostics with respect to the percentage of data set to train.

Figure 6: Error rate in diagnostics with respect to the time of training (S).

As can be seen in this situation, the error rate increases when the training time decreases, and conversely this error rate
decreases as the time approached to tt (it becomes constant when the training time is greater or equal to tt ). Therefore,
these results illustrate on real data the importance of a good data training on the diagnostics accuracy.
3.4. Further experimental results on simulated data
In this section and by relying on our simulation, we will show the impact of various WSN strategies on diagnostics
from several studies that we performed. These studies are shown and explained in the remainder of this paper.
3.4.1. WSN simulation
In order to simulate a WSN for monitoring the area under consideration and to show the impact of WSN strategies
on the PHM, we used three types of sensing fields: temperature, pressure, and humidity. The number and parameters
of each type of sensor depends on the type of study, as indicated in Section 3.4. Each sensor type captures specific
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data depending on the operating age t, and we consider that no level of correlation is introduced between the different
features:
• Under normal conditions, temperature sensors follow a Gaussian law of parameter (20 × (1 + 0.005t), 1). In case
of a malfunction of the area in the range of this sensor, these parameters are mapped to (350, 20). Finally, these
sensors return the value 2 when they break down.
• The pressure sensors produce data following a Gaussian law of parameter (5 × (1 + 0.01t), 0.3) when they are
sensing a well-functioning area. The parameters changed to (20, 2.5) in case of area failure in the location where
the sensor is placed, as long as the pressure sensors return 1 when they are broken down.
• The Gaussian parameters are (52.5 × (1 + 0.001t), 12.5) when both the area and the humidity sensors are in
normal conditions. These parameters are set to (80, 10) in case of area failure in the range of this sensor,
whereas malfunctioning humidity sensors produce the value 3.
Each sensor follows a Poisson process (Pp) of parameter (200 × (1 − 0.01t) + 0.01), to determine if a breakdown
occurs in the location where the sensor is placed. Subsequently all of these sensors execute the Algorithm 2.
Algorithm 2 Sensor algorithm
if Pp < 1 then
the area and the sensors are in normal conditions
else
if 1 ≤ Pp < 100 then
the area is in failure (in the range of this sensor)
else
the sensor is broken down
end if
end if
Each category of sensors has its own constant threshold, depending on the abnormality of the sensed data. If the
data captured by the sensor in a specific category exceeded the threshold, this indicates that a symptom of system
deteriorating has been detected. Then a diagnostic study aims at specifying and quantifying an actual failure (whether
it failed or not). In this work, we used six algorithms for diagnosis which are mentioned in Section 3.1. Many
applications of WSN exist like area monitoring, industrial monitoring, health care monitoring, environmental/earth
sensing, etc. These applications have their own features and the threshold is related to those features. In this study, we
chosen to simulate a WSN to monitor an area, to study later the strategies of WSN and their impact on PHM. Finally,
we consider threshold values as follows: 26 degrees for temperature, 7 bars in pressure, and 80 percents of humidity.
The deployment strategy (manually or randomly) of sensors [52], the adjustment of the coverage radius of sensors [77], and the coverage in WSN (as we explained in Section 2.1.1) have an important impact on the accuracy of
the data captured by WSN that will be used in PHM process. In order to study the impact of such strategies of WSN
on PHM, in our simulation we consider the following hypotheses:
• Most of the times, the area to be monitored is hazardous and hard to access because of the difficulty in its geographical area like monitoring the forests, oceans, military zones, etc. Therefore we used random deployment
for area monitoring.
• The region to be monitored is a rectangle of area A = L × W, such that L and W are the length and width of the
region respectively. The area of the coverage range of a sensor is mostly related to the area of the monitored
region. Therefore we consider that the coverage area is√set to be equal to 1% of the total area of the region.
Subsequently, the coverage radius will be Rc = 1/10 × A/π. And we consider that the radio radius Rr equals
double the coverage radius (Rr = 2Rc ).
• We considered that at time t = 0 (when the WSN starts working after the deployment of sensors) the area is
fully covered by the sensors used in networks to monitor this area.
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3.4.2. Impact of scheduling mechanism in WSN on diagnostics
To study the effects of scheduling mechanism on diagnostics, we simulated a WSN composed of 200 sensors,
sensing respectively the levels of temperature (70 sensors), pressure (70), and humidity (60 sensors). We considered
that the WSN model is decentralized, for that we used 16 Cluster Heads to simulate the network on the area under
consideration. For the learning stage, we take data consisting of N lines, each line is composed by T temperature
data, P data of pressure, and H data of humidity to train these algorithms. All of these data are generated in the way
mentioned in Section 3.4.1 (same type of data that will be captured by WSN during area monitoring).
The decision or diagnosis that is given by the algorithm is always related to the data learning of these algorithms.
For example if the data learning is incomplete and it received a complete data to diagnose it, the error rate will be
larger than if the data learning was complete and it received a complete data and vice versa. So, in brief, data learning
as well as the data that will be used to diagnose the monitored area, determines the accuracy of the algorithm. For
that, we used two types of data (complete and incomplete data) to train these algorithms, and to study for each data
type, the variation of the error rate for each algorithm, with the variation of percentage of active sensors in WSN
(scheduling).
The first study that was done in scheduling was to simulate a WSN in which all nodes are working at the same
time: the percentage of active sensors is 100 %. Like each real WSN, the sensors on the long term will die (because
of energy consumption) or break down (due to various causes as the operating age). This simulation was repeated
20 times on two different types of data learning for algorithms: complete data learning and incomplete data learning
as shown in Figure 7 and Figure 8 respectively.

Figure 7: Error rate in diagnostics in the case of complete learning and the percentage of active sensors is 100 % with respect to the number of
simulations.

Figure 7 indicates the variation of error rate for the six algorithms mentioned before, and during 20 simulations,
in the particular case where the algorithms have complete data learning and all the sensors in WSN are active. As
shown in the figure, during these 20 simulations, each algorithm presented a specific error interval (in %) as follows:
[22, 48] for SVM, [10, 26] for NB, [14, 24] for RF, [30, 52] for GTB, [16, 24] for TBFS, and [28, 40] for NN.
The difference between Figure 7 and Figure 8 is that Figure 8 shows the results of algorithms training with
incomplete data. During these 20 simulations, the error intervals (in %) of these algorithms changed to become as
follows: [9, 24], [0, 14], [6, 18], [0, 8], [2, 10], and [8, 20] for SVM, NB, RF, GTB, TBFS, and NN respectively.
As depicted in the two figures, the error rate in Figure 7 (with complete data learning) is larger than the error rate
shown in Figure 8 (with incomplete data learning). Depending on what we mentioned at the beginning of this section,
the accuracy of the algorithm is related to data learning and the data captured by WSN to be treated. We can conclude
that the data captured by the WSN in each simulation is incomplete, because simply the sensors on long term are
dead or broken down, and this facts lead to not covered places in the area (coverage hole) and therefore to incomplete
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Figure 8: Error rate in diagnostics in the case of incomplete learning and the percentage of active sensors is 100 % with respect to the number of
simulations.

data. We conclude from this study that the WSN on the long term will capture incomplete data and this will have an
important impact on the diagnosis of the area state. Therefore the battery consumption of sensors in WSN is a very
important strategy that has an impact on the work of networks over time, and taking it into consideration through our
study is very important.
Scheduling mechanism strategy is one of the best solutions to preserve the energy of sensors for a longer time.
Let us deepen the study of this strategy in WSN and its impact on diagnostics, in which the goal is to evaluate the
variation of error rate with respect to the variation of the percentage of the active sensors, as shown in Figure 9 and
Figure 10 with complete and incomplete data learning respectively. Each point in these figures is an average of error
rates of a given algorithm on 20 simulations (for a certain percentage of active sensors in WSN). That is, for instance,
the percentage of errors found in Figure 9 and Figure 10 in case where all sensors were working (100 %) are equal to
the average of the percentage of errors found in Figure 7 and Figure 8 respectively.

Figure 9: Error rate in diagnostics in case of complete learning with the variation of the percentage of active sensors.
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Figure 9 contains the variation of error rate for six algorithms in case of complete learning with the variation of
the percentage of the active sensors in WSN. As shown in the figure, as the percentage of active sensors in WSN
decreases, the error rate of these algorithms increases, until the error rate of the algorithm (in case were only 10 % of
sensors are working) reaches 74 % for SVM, 70 % for NB, 66 % for RF, 72 % for GTB, 68 % for TBFS, and 73 %
for NN. Conversely, if the percentage of active sensors is 100 %, then the error rate is equal to 37 % for the SVM
algorithm, 17 % for NB, 18.8 % for RF, 41.4 % for GTB, 21 % for TBFS, and 34 % for NN.

Figure 10: Error rate in diagnostics in case of incomplete learning with the variation of the percentage of active sensors.

The difference between Figure 9 and Figure 10 is that, in 10, we have studied the variation of error rate of the
algorithm with respect to the variation of active sensors, in case where the training of these algorithms has been
performed on incomplete data. As shown in Figure 10, which is similar to Figure 9, the error rates of the algorithms
is decreasing as the percentage of active sensors in WSN is increasing. The percentage of errors (in case where
only 10 % of the sensors are working) is equal to: 56 % (SVM algorithm), 52 % (NB), 53 % (RF), 48 % (GTB), 50 %
(TBFS), and 54 % (NN). These percentages decrease to become 14.7 %, 5.4 %, 10.7 %, 2.6 %, 4 %, and 12.4 %, for
SVM, NB, RF, GTB, TBFS, and NN algorithms respectively (when all sensors are active).
We deduce from these two figures that the error rate in Figure 9 is evolving in a way larger than the one in
Figure 10, according to the modification of the number of active sensors. So, the error rate for each percentage in
Figure 9 is larger than the one in Figure 10. Consequently the data captured by WSN is incomplete, despite the
percentage of working sensors in WSN: incomplete data learning with incomplete captured data produces error rates
lower than if the data learning was achieved with incomplete captured data, and vice versa. By relying on the change
of curves in these two figures, we conclude that, as the percentage of active sensors in WSN increases, the coverage
rate in the area monitoring increases accordingly, and so the data captured by WSN will finally be more accurate and
precise for diagnostics. For that, the strategy of scheduling in WSN is very important and has a large impact on the
efficiency of the network. Then this strategy must be taken into consideration in our study of networks, and we should
rely on effective algorithms capable of using the sensors in an efficient manner, in order to increase the lifetime of the
network and maximize the coverage over time.
3.4.3. Impact of coverage in WSN on diagnostics
In order to study the consequences of WSN strategies based on density and coverage, we now consider a network
composed of 600 sensors, sensing respectively the levels of temperature (200 sensors), pressure (200 sensors), and
humidity (200 sensors). And since WSN model is decentralized (like the study in Section 3.4.2), we used 48 Cluster
Heads to simulate a WSN on the area under consideration.
In the first study, we simulated all the active sensors in the WSN at the same time with complete data learning
of algorithms (for all the monitored area), in order to study the impact of the density of sensors on diagnostics. This
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study is like the one that was done in Section 3.4.2 (shown in Figure 7), but now we increase the number of sensors in
WSN to be three times larger, therefore the density in WSN is improved. This simulation has been repeated 20 times
just like the preceding studies, in order to evaluate the impact of the parameter we modified (number of sensors in
WSN) on diagnostics, as shown in Figure 11.

Figure 11: Error rate in diagnostics in the case of complete learning with respect to the number of simulations.

Figure 11 presents the error rate variations of our six algorithms during 20 simulations. As shown in this figure,
during these 20 simulations, each algorithm shown a specific error interval as follows: [14, 24] for SVM, [6, 15] for
NB, [13, 18] for RF, [2, 7] for GTB, [5, 10] for TBFS, and [13, 20] for NN. In comparison with Figure 7, the error rates
of the six algorithms in Figure 11 have decreased compared to the rates obtained in Figure 7. From this comparison,
we can verify the obvious fact that the density in WSN must be taken into consideration: density is a very important
strategy, and has a great impact on coverage rate in an area, and therefore on the accuracy of the data with the time
that will be captured by WSN, and used in diagnostics.

(a) Uniform distribution of sensors on an area (the
asymmetrical density on abscissa is 0).

(b) Non-uniform distribution of sensors on an area
(in case asymmetrical density on abscissa is 50).

Figure 12: asymmetrical density on abscissa.

We used the result obtained in Figure 11 as a starting point, in which we studied later the impact of diagnostics
with the variation of the location of this density of sensors at the length of area monitoring (asymmetrical density
on abscissas). We evaluated two different cases in this study. In the first one, we considered that the sensors are
distributed uniformly and the area is fully covered, and we studied how error rates evolve with the modification of
data learning algorithms at the length of monitored area (asymmetrical density on abscissas) as shown in Figure 13.
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In the other (opposite) case, we considered complete data learning in which the data include all the information about
the monitored area (we can call it uniform data learning), and we studied the variation of error rate of algorithms with
the variation of the location of density of sensors in WSN at the length of area monitoring (asymmetrical density on
abscissas) as shown in Figure 14. It is worth mentioning that Figure 12a is an example about uniform distribution
(asymmetrical density on abscissa is 0) and Figure 12b is related to non-uniform distribution (in this case, the asymmetrical density on abscissa is 50). Each point in the Figures 13 and 14 is an average for the error rates of a certain
algorithm on 20 simulations: the error rates of the algorithms in these two figures, in case where the asymmetrical
density on the abscissa is 0, are equal to the average of the percentage of errors found in Figure 11.

Figure 13: Error rate in diagnostics with the variation of data learning in a way of asymmetrical density on the abscissas (length of area monitoring).

Figure 13 shows the variation of error rate for the six considered algorithms, in case where the sensors are uniformly distributed in a fully covered area, with the variation of data learning of algorithms at the length of the monitored area (asymmetrical density on abscissas). It is worth mentioning that data learning is related to each region in
the monitored area. For example if the data is complete, this means that the data learning includes information about
all of the monitored area (asymmetrical density on abscissa is 0), as in Figure 12a. Conversely, Figure 12b illustrates
the case where the learning process is realized when asymmetrical density on abscissa is 50, which means that the
data learning includes information about only half of the area. As shown in Figure 13, as the asymmetrical density
on abscissas increases (learning nodes are moved to the right of the area), the error rate of these algorithms increases
until reaching (for an asymmetry of 50 %): 60 % (SVM), 54 % (NB), 50 % (RF), 58 % (GTB), 52 % (TBFS), and
59 % (NN). These values must be compared to the case where there is no asymmetrical density, in which the error
rates are 18 % for SVM, 10 % for NB, 16 % for RF, 4 % for GTB, 7 % for TBFS, and 17 % for NN respectively.
Figure 14, for its part, is the result of the variation of error rate for six algorithms in case of complete data learning
(the data includes information about all of the area monitoring), with the variation of the location of density of sensors
in WSN at the length of area (asymmetrical density on abscissas). Figure 12a is when the uniform distribution of
sensors in area monitoring (asymmetrical density on abscissa is 0): area is fully covered, while Figure 12b explains
one case, if the distribution is non-uniform (in case asymmetrical density on abscissa is 50). As shown in Figure 14,
as the asymmetrical density on abscissas decrease (sensors in WSN are more uniformly distributed), the error rate of
these algorithms decrease until the error rate of the algorithm (only in the case if the asymmetrical density on abscissa
is 0) equals 18 % for SVM, 10 % for NB, 16 % for RF, 4 % for GTB, 7 % for TBFS, and 17 % for NN. But if the
asymmetrical density on the abscissa is 50, the error rate will be equal to 86 % for SVM algorithm, 82 % for NB,
74 % for RF, 84 % for GTB, 76 % for TBFS, and 85 % for NN.
Based on these simulations, we can conclude that the density level is an important strategy, and has a great
impact on coverage, and therefore on diagnostics. Additionally, the location of nodes (uniformity in the density) is
of importance in both the learning stage, and in the testing one (area monitoring after learning). These two elements
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Figure 14: Error rate in diagnostics with the variation of area coverage by sensors in a way of asymmetrical density on the abscissas (length of area
monitoring).

have a real impact on diagnostic and must be taken into consideration. Our experiments have illustrated that enlarging
the uniformity of the node distribution improves the diagnosis quality of the monitored area, as a better coverage
leads to a more accurate monitoring of the area. Since data learning is important for the accuracy of the algorithms in
diagnosing, we studied the variation of data learning of the area that we need to monitor and we noticed that accuracy
of diagnosis increases when the data learning contained all the information about the area. Finally, the best diagnostic
happens when the data learning is complete and contains all the area monitoring. And also the distribution of sensors
in an area must be uniform in a way that the area is covered to the maximum, as shown in Figure 13 and 14 in case
where the asymmetrical density on the abscissa is 0, and this is what we have clarified before in Section 2.3.
3.4.4. Impact of topologies on diagnostics
In order to illustrate the impact of topology strategies on the quality of data over time, and on the diagnostic of
the state of the monitored area, we simulated four different topologies: decentralized topology, distributed topology,
hierarchical topology, and centralized topology.
Decentralized topology:. In order to study the impact of decentralized topology on the diagnostics, we took WSN
composed of 300 sensors, sensing respectively the levels of temperature (100 sensors), pressure (100), and humidity
(100 sensors). We consider that the nodes are grouped into 30 clusters, each cluster being managed by a leader called
cluster head (CH) or aggregator. The sensors capture the data from the area and send it to the CH, the latter aggregates
the data and sends it to another CH or to the sink. In this study, we consider that the data aggregation at the CH
happens as follows:
S −1
X

Dci /S

(4)

i=0

where D is the data sent from the sensor to the aggregator, c is the type of sensor (temperature, pressure, or humidity),
and S is the number of data that will be aggregated each time (for example, every 3 data from a certain type which are
sent to CH from sensors, undergo aggregation).
The scenario of this topology is shown in Figure 15, the deployment of sensors is random, and the distribution
and partition of CH on sensors follows K-means clustering method. Each sensor sends data to its CH. The latter, after
aggregating these data, sends the aggregation to the closest CH on the condition that this CH is closer to the sink. If
no CH meets this requirement, it will send it directly to the sink as shown in Figure 15a. After time t = x, the CH
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(a) Sensors network at time t = 0.

(b) Sensors network at time t = x.

Figure 15: Scenario of decentralized topology.

and sensors may become inactive for several reasons, most importantly energy consumption or activity scheduling.
If a CH became inactive, sensors in this cluster find other closest clusters to be in. In addition, CHs communicating
with this inactive CH change their routes to the closest active CH to the sink. What is worth mentioning is that the
black circles are the active sensors, the white circles are the inactive sensors, the black hexagons are the active CH,
the white hexagons are the inactive CH, and finally the crossed circle is the sink.

Figure 16: Error rate in diagnostics if the topology is decentralized with the variation of time.

As mentioned before, the topology may be dynamic, the sensors or CHs on the long term will die (because of
energy consumption) or break down (due to various causes as the operating age). Figure 16 shows the variation of
error rate for the six considered algorithms, in the case where the topology is decentralized, with the variation of time
t (operating age). Each point in this figure is an average of error rates of a given algorithm on 20 simulations (for a
certain t). As shown in the figure, during t = 0..60 (if 0 ≤ t ≤ 60), each algorithm has a specific error interval (in %)
as follows: [24, 30] for SVM, [14, 20] for NB, [16, 20] for RF, [8, 12] for GTB, [12, 17] for TBFS, and [20, 26] for
NN. After that (if t > 60) the error rate for each algorithm increased significantly at these intervals to reach at t = 70,
44 % for SVM, 24 % for NB, 22 % for RF, 36 % for GTB, 23 % for TBFS, and 40 % for NN. This shows that at this
time the sensors and CH in WSN are dying or breaking down, and this fact leads to the presence of uncovered places
in the area (coverage hole) and therefore incomplete data for diagnostics. Then, when the WSN exceeds t = 60, the
error rate of algorithms increases as time increases, to reach 91 % at t = 100 if the algorithm is SVM, 89 % for NB,
88 % for RF, 90 % for GTB, 89 % for TBFS, and 90 % for NN (approximately the whole network is inactive). Note
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that the error rate in this simulation (decentralized topology) is related to the method of data aggregation.

Figure 17: Decentralized topology with 2 × CH.

Figure 17 shows the result of WSN with decentralized topology under the same conditions and parameters that we
explained in previous result (Figure 16), but here we used 60 CHs instead of 30 CHs. With these parameters, the error
rate of the six algorithms varied in a significant way from what is shown in Figure 16 (with 30 CHs). More precisely,
the error rate of the algorithms remained constant (along the intervals determined before) for t = 0..70, while in our
previous simulation, it remained constant until t = 60. Then, the error rates start to increase over time, as numerous
sensors in the network emptied their batteries, to reach the following rates: 70 % at t = 100 if the algorithm is SVM,
64 % for NB, 58 % for RF, 66 % for GTB, 60 % for TBFS, and finally 68 % for NN. We can remark that, at this time
and with 30 CHs, the whole network became inactive in our previous simulation (see Fig. 16). We can deduce from
these simulations that the difference between obtained results is due to two causes. The first reason, which is the most
important one, is related to the increase of cluster heads (and thus of clusters) in the network. Indeed, the works that
a CH must realize (receiving data from sensors, aggregation, and transmission) is now divided on more CHs, leading
to a decrease of the energy consumption for each cluster head. The preservation of energy in each CH consequently
leads to the increase of the network’s lifetime, and to better diagnostic results in terms of error rates (see Fig. 16). The
other cause is that the increase in number of CHs in the network decreases the distance between the sensors and their
associated CH. Hence the consumption of energy of sensors decreased accordingly, which leads to a lifetime increase.
To determine which of these two causes has a greater impact on topologies and diagnostics with time, the number
of CH in the network was taken as 30 (as the study shown in Figure 16), but now we increased the density of sensors
in order to decrease the distance between the sensors and the CH and between the sensors themselves. In this study,
we used 400 sensor nodes (100 more sensors) sensing respectively the levels of temperature (140 sensors), pressure
(130 sensors), and humidity (130 sensors) and the result is shown in Figure 18. The error rate for the six algorithms
in this figure varied significantly from what was shown in Figure 16 (with 300 sensors), but is opposite to what is
shown in Figure 17. The error rate of diagnostics with 400 sensors remained constant (along the intervals determined
before) during t = 0..50, while with 300 sensors, the error rate remained constant during t = 0..60. After that, the
error rate of the algorithms started to increase with time and this shows that the sensors in WSN started dying, to reach
91 % at t = 90 if the algorithm is SVM, 90 % if NB, 89 % if RF, 91 % if GTB, 89 % if TBFS, and 90 % if NN (the
whole network is inactive). Recall that with 300 sensors, the whole network become inactive at t = 100 as shown in
Figure 16.
Even though the distance between the sensors and CH decreased after increasing the density of the sensors, the
lifetime of WSN decreased. This is because of a very important reason which should be taken into consideration,
that is, the number of sensors in each cluster in WSN (with decentralized topology) that are locally managed by
CH. Normally, as the number of sensors in the clusters increases, the work of the CHs also increases, and therefore
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Figure 18: Decentralized topology with +100 sensors.

consumption of energy will also increase. Figure 18 explained this conclusion when we increased the number of
sensors in the network, and we noticed the variation of the lifetime from previous studies. Finally, we can conclude
the importance of dividing WSN to the largest possible number of clusters in order to divide the work on a larger
number of CH, and therefore reduce energy consumption. And to get an accurate data from the area monitoring,
the area should be fully covered for the longest achievable period, and here the density of sensors in WSN plays an
important role. Consequently, we should offer a reasonable trade off between the number of sensors in WSN and
between the largest possible number of clusters in this network, to get the longest lifetime and therefore an accurate
data for diagnostics for a longer period.
Distributed topology:. In order to study this topology and its impact on diagnostics, we consider a WSN composed
of 300 sensors, sensing respectively the levels of temperature (100 sensors), pressure (100 sensors), and humidity
(100 sensors).
The scenario of distributed topology is shown in Figure 19, where all sensor nodes in the network have the same
role and importance; i.e., there is no aggregation role, no clusters, and no CHs. Data packets are forwarded in a
hop-by-hop manner. Each sensor is able to discover its neighbors within a radio radius of 2Rc (Rc is the coverage
radius). We assume that every node can access information about its neighbors, including their locations. The nodes
choose neighbors to communicate with, and the latter should be closest to the sink within the sender’s radio range. If
the sensor is closest to the sink, the sensor will then send it directly to the sink.

(a) Sensors network at time t = 0.

(b) Sensors network at time t = x.

Figure 19: Scenario of distributed topology.
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As explained in the scenario before, after certain time t = x, the sensors may become inactive and the routes
always change in function of the closest neighbors to the sink as shown in Figure 19b. The black, white, and crossed
circles represent the active sensors, inactive sensors, and the sink respectively.

Figure 20: Error rate in diagnostics if the topology is distributed with the variation of the time.

Figure 20 presents the variation of error rate for the six considered algorithms in the case of distributed topology,
with the variation of time t (operating age). Each point in this figure is an average of error rates of a given algorithm
on 20 simulations (for a certain t). As shown in the figure, if 0 ≤ t ≤ 40, each algorithm has a specific error interval
(in %) as follows: [14, 20] for SVM, [7, 10] for NB, [7, 12] for RF, [2, 6] for GTB, [4, 8] for TBFS, and [12, 17] for
NN. After that (if t > 40) the error rate for each algorithm increased significantly at these intervals to reach, at t = 50,
40 % for SVM, 20 % for NB, 16 % for RF, 30 % for GTB, 18 % for TBFS, and 36 % for NN. This shows that at this
time the sensors in WSN are dying or breaking down, and this fact leads to the presence of uncovered places in the
area (coverage hole) and therefore incomplete data for diagnostics. Then, when the WSN exceeds t = 40, the error
rate of algorithms increases with time to reach 90 % at t = 90 if the algorithm is SVM, 89 % if NB, 88 % if RF, 90 %
if GTB, 89 % if TBFS, and 91 % if NN (approximately the whole network is inactive).
At each data transfer, the energy of a sender is reduced regarding its distance from the recipient. So packet transfer
distance is one of the most important issues in topologies, and play an important role in the variation of lifetime of
network and therefore on diagnostics with time. In order to study the importance and impact of transfer distance
strategy in network, we simulated a WSN with distributed topology but now in a scenario different from what was
used in previous study (shown in Figure 20). In this simulation, each sensor in WSN chooses the closest neighbor to
communicate with. At all times, if the sensor is closest to the sink, it will directly communicate with the sink. After
certain time t = x, the sensors may become inactive and the routes always change in function of the closest neighbors,
the result of this study is shown in Figure 21. The error rate for the six algorithms in this figure varied significantly
from what is shown in Figure 20. When we reduced the transfer distance in the topology, the error rate of diagnostic
remained constant (along the same intervals mentioned in previous study) during t = 0..60, while in a previous study,
the error rate remained constant during t = 0..40. After that the error rate of algorithms started to increase over time,
to reach 62 % at t = 100 if the algorithm is SVM, 58 % for NB, 50 % for RF, 59 % for GTB, 54 % for TBFS, and
60 % for NN. What is worth mentioning is that in previous study, the whole network became inactive at t = 90, as
shown in Figure 20.
Thus the lifetime of WSN increased significantly when we decreased the transfer distance between sensors, and the
network remains active for a longer time, and therefore the sink continues to receive information from the monitored
area for a longer time. By relying on this study and on the comparison between these results (Figure 20 and 21), we
can conclude to the importance of transfer distance strategy in WSN on lifetime, and thus on diagnostics with time.
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Figure 21: Distributed topology with closest transfer distance between sensors.

Hierarchical topology:. As what has been mentioned in Section 2.1.2, sensor nodes can be organized in several levels,
making a hierarchical topology. The sensor nodes are organized in a tree hierarchy from the sink (being the root of a
tree), until sensor nodes having no descendants (leaf nodes). In order to study the impact of hierarchical topology on
diagnosis, and to compare this topology to other ones, we took WSN composed of 300 sensors (leaf nodes), sensing
respectively the levels of temperature (100 sensors), pressure (100 sensors), and humidity (100 sensors). These sensors
are considered as the access layer in this topology (third layer). We considered 30 nodes playing the role of the second
layer in topology (the distribution layer), which implements policies and forward messages. These nodes are in charge
to build the links between the leaf nodes towards the sink (core layer). Each of these 30 sensors has the same battery
supply of leaf nodes; conversely, in a decentralized topology, CHs have received an extra supply, therefore the batteries
last longer and we finally obtain more data for diagnostics.

(a) Sensors network at time t = 0.

(b) Sensors network at time t = x.

Figure 22: Scenario of hierarchical topology.

The scenario of this topology is shown in Figure 22. After a certain time t = x, the sensors in access layer or
distribution layer may become inactive for several reasons, most importantly energy consumption. Unfortunately if a
parent node (in distribution layer) become inactive, its children can no longer communicate with other nodes in the
network. In this case, in order to keep connectivity, each sensor will then communicate with the closest active node
in the distribution layer as shown in Figure 22b.
Figure 23 indicates the variation of error rate for the six considered algorithms under the same conditions of the
previous studies, but here with a hierarchical topology. Again, each point in this figure is an average of error rates
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Figure 23: Error rate in diagnostics if the topology is hierarchical with the variation of time.

of a given algorithm on 20 simulations (for a certain t). As shown in the figure, if 0 ≤ t ≤ 20, each algorithm has
a specific error interval (in %) as follows: [15, 18] for SVM, [8, 10] for NB, [8, 12] for RF, [4, 6] for GTB, [4, 8] for
TBFS, and [12, 15] for NN. These intervals are approximately the same where the topology is distributed (where the
whole network is active), and this is because in these two topologies, there is no data aggregation. Then, for t > 20,
the error rate for each algorithm increased significantly at these intervals to reach, at t = 30, 40 % for SVM, 20 % for
NB, 16 % for RF, 30 % for GTB, 18 % for TBFS, and 36 % for NN. Such results show that at this time the sensors
in WSN (in access or distribution layer) are dying or breaking down, and this fact leads to the presence of uncovered
places in the area (coverage hole) and therefore incomplete data for diagnostics. Then, when the WSN exceeds t = 20,
the error rate of algorithms increases with time, to reach 91 % at t = 100 if the algorithm is SVM, 90 % if NB, 89 %
if RF, 90 % if GTB, 89 % if TBFS, and 90 % if NN. In other words, approximately the whole network is inactive.

Figure 24: Hierarchical topology with 2× sensors in distribution layer.

Figure 24 shows the result of WSN with hierarchical topology under the same conditions and parameters that we
explained in previous result (shown in Figure 23), but here we used 60 nodes in distribution layer instead of 30 nodes.
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With these parameters, the error rate of the six algorithms varied significantly from what is shown in Figure 23 (with
30 nodes in distribution layer). In addition, the algorithms remained constant (along the intervals mentioned before)
during t = 0..30, while in a previous study, the error rate remained constant during t = 0..20. After that, the error
rate of the algorithms started to increase over time, and this shows that sensors in WSN started dying, to reach 91 %
at t = 100 if the algorithm is SVM, 90 % for NB, 89 % for RF, 90 % for GTB, 89 % for TBFS, and 91 % for NN.
Thus, when we used 30 more nodes in distribution layer, the lifetime of the network increased 10 × t, and this is what
we obtained in Figure 23 and 24. What is worth to mention is that the batteries of the nodes in the distribution layer
are like the ones in access layer, therefore the lifetime of WSN will increase more if the batteries in distribution layer
were bigger. This difference is due to two basic reasons: first, the increase in number of nodes in distribution layer
will divide the work, from receiving data from access layer and transmission of this data to the sink on more nodes,
therefore the energy consumption of each node in this layer will decrease which will increase the lifetime. The other
reason is the increase in number of nodes in distribution layer reduced the distance between these nodes and the nodes
in access layer.

Figure 25: Hierarchical topology with +100 sensors in access layer.

To determine which of these two causes has the greatest impact on topologies and diagnostics over time, the
number of sensors in distribution layer in the network was fixed to 30 (as the study shown in Figure 23). We increased
the density of sensors in access layer (leaf nodes) in order to decrease the distance between the sensors in this layer
and the sensors in distribution layer, and between the sensors themselves. In this study, we used 400 leaf nodes (100
more sensors) sensing respectively the levels of temperature (140 sensors), pressure (130 sensors) and humidity (130
sensors) and the result is shown in Figure 25. The error rate for the six algorithms in this figure varied differently from
what was shown in Figure 23 (with 300 leaf nodes), and it is opposite to what is shown in Figure 24. These error rate
of diagnostics remained constant (along the intervals determined before) during t = 0..20, after that the error rate of
the algorithms started increasing with time, to reach 90 % at t = 80 if the algorithm is SVM, 89 % if NB, 89 % if RF,
90 % if GTB, 89 % if TBFS, and 90 % if NN (the whole network is inactive). With 300 leaf nodes, the whole network
become inactive at t = 100 as shown in Figure 23.
The lifetime of WSN decreased even though the distance between the nodes in the second layer (distribution layer)
and the nodes in the third layer (access layer) decreased after increasing the density. This is for the same reason that
we studied in decentralized topology, which is the number of leaf nodes in access layer, by which each group of
them is locally managed by parent node (in distribution layer). Normally, as the number of leaf nodes increases, the
work of parent nodes also increases, and therefore consumption of energy will also increase. Figure 25 explained this
conclusion when we increased the number of nodes in the network, and we noticed the variation of the lifetime from
previous studies. Finally, we can conclude the importance of dividing WSN to the largest possible number of clusters,
in order to divide the work of the network on largest possible number of parent nodes, so the energy consumption
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will be divided and reduced. Conversely, in order to get accurate data, the monitored area should be fully covered and
for the longest possible time and here lies the importance of sensor density in WSN. So with hierarchical topology,
we should offer a reasonable trade off between the number of sensors in access layer and between the largest possible
number of parent node in this network, to get the longest lifetime and hence accurate data for diagnostics for a longer
period.
Centralized topology:. In order to study the impact of this topology on diagnosis, we consider a WSN composed
of 300 sensors, sensing respectively the levels of temperature (100 sensors), pressure (100 sensors), and humidity
(100 sensors). In centralized topology, all the sensor nodes have the simple task of sensing new information and
forwarding it to a central node, where all the data processing is done as shown in Figure 26a. In this topology, we can
notice that, after t = x, the nodes that exhaust their energy first are the farthest from the sink. This is due to the long
distance of packet transfer as shown in Figure 26b. The black and white circles are the active and inactive sensors
respectively, and the crossed circle is the sink.

(a) Sensors network at time t = 0.

(b) Sensors network at time t = x.

Figure 26: Scenario of centralized topology.

Figure 27: Error rate in diagnostics if the topology is centralized with the variation of time.

Figure 27 shows the variation of error rate for the six considered algorithms in the case of a centralized topology.
Each point in this figure is an average of error rates of a given algorithm on 20 simulations. As we can see, at t = 0
(when the WSN starts working), each algorithm has a specific error rate (in %) as follows: 18 % for SVM, 10 % for
NB, 12 % for RF, 5 % for GTB, 7 % for TBFS, and 16 % for NN. During the work of the network, with time, the
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sensors that are located farthest from the sink start dying first because they consume more energy than the others, and
this is due to the long distance of packet transfer. For that, at t = 10 the error rate increased in a noticeable way to
become 52 % with SVM, 35 % with NB, 28 % with RF, 44 % with GTB, 32 % with TBFS, and finally 48 % with NN.
This is a proof that the data became incomplete for diagnostic, as the regions far from the sink are no longer covered
by sensors. Then, when the WSN exceeds t = 10, the error rate of algorithms increases with time to reach 91 % at
t = 90 if the algorithm is SVM, 89 % for NB, 88 % for RF, 90 % for GTB, 89 % for TBFS, and 90 % for NN.
Discussion:. Now we want to explain and compare the results obtained in our study for these four topologies, but with
the same number of sensors used in WSN (300 sensors): the results of these studies are shown in Figures 16, 20, 23,
and 27, for decentralized, distributed, hierarchical, and centralized topology respectively. The aim of this comparison
is to focus on several elements or issues related to topologies that have a great impact on diagnostics.
We remark, in Figure 20 (with distributed topology), the noticeable variation of error rate of the algorithms with
time from what is shown in Figure 16 (with decentralized topology). We can note that in Figure 20 the sensors,
after t = 40, started dying or breaking down, and the whole network became inactive at t = 90, while in Figure 16,
the sensors or CH started dying or breaking down after t = 60, and the whole network became inactive at t = 100.
Moreover we can notice that in Figure 16, during t = 0..60 (the whole network is active) the error rate is evolving
in a way larger than the one in Figure 20 during t = 0..40 (idem). From this study and based on this comparison
we can conclude that the lifetime of the networks with decentralized topology is greater than if it were a distributed
one, which is due to the fact that the data aggregation reduces the number of packet transfer, and therefore it further
reduces the overall energy consumption in the network. But the error rate of diagnosis is greatly related to the data
aggregation method (if the topology is decentralized) because data aggregation always reduces the data accuracy that
will be used for diagnosis, and this is shown and clarified in these two figures where the whole network is active.
We had a different scene in Figure 23 (with hierarchical topology) because the variation of error rate of the
algorithms varied with time in a significant way from what is shown in Figure 16 and 20 (with decentralized and
distributed topology). We notice that, in Figure 23, the sensors after t = 20 started dying or breaking down, while in
previous studies, the sensors became inactive after this time. Based on this study, we can conclude that the lifetime
of the network with hierarchical topology is smaller than if it were with a decentralized or distributed topology
(the network lifetime defined as time until the first node dies). Furthermore, we note that the whole network with
hierarchical topology became inactive at t = 100 when considering the decentralized topology, while with distributed
one the whole network became inactive at t = 90. Based on these results, we can conclude to the importance, when
deploying a wireless sensor network for diagnostics purposes, of dividing the WSN in area monitoring into regions
which are locally managed by a central node (or parent node).
If we suppose that the network lifetime can alternatively be defined as the time until the first node dies, then by
relying on the curve modifications, we can conclude that the lifetime of the network with centralized topology is
smaller than if it were a decentralized, distributed, or hierarchical one. Moreover, the whole network with hierarchical
and decentralized topology became inactive at t = 100, while with distributed and centralized topology the whole
network became inactive at t = 90. Based on these four results, we confirm what we mentioned before about the
importance of dividing the WSN in area monitored into regions, which are locally managed by a parent node (the
network remains active for a longer time, therefore the sink continues to receive information from the monitoring area
for a longer time). Based on this work, we were able to notice the importance and impact of each type of topology in
WSN on diagnostics with the increase of operating age of WSN, and focus on several issues related to these types of
topologies.
3.4.5. Algorithm complexities
The last aspect to investigate in the choice of machine learning algorithms in a PHM based on data provided by
a WSN is the algorithm complexities. This complexity varies according to the methods used for data classification,
to learn the machine, and to perform diagnosis or to take decision from new data captured by the network. Indeed,
efficiency of the machine learning algorithms depends both on its accuracy in diagnostic and on its complexity. By
relying on our simulation, we studied the complexities for all the algorithms mentioned before, and the results are
shown in Table 2.
Table 2 shows the calculation time of each diagnostic algorithm, in seconds and for three kinds of iteration numbers
(t = 1, 10, and 100 iterations). This is the time taken by a given simulated method to perform the complete diagnostic
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Diagnostic algorithm
Support Vector Machine
Naive Bayes
Gradient Tree Boosting
Tree-Based Feature Selection
Nearest Neighbors
Random forests

Real-time performances (s)
t=1
t = 10
0.27
2.5
0.21
1.9
0.3
2.8
0.25
2.3
0.18
1.7
0.22
2

t = 100
23
18
26
21
15.5
19

Table 2: The calculation time of diagnostic algorithms (second) with respect to the operating age (t).

process. For instance, a Support Vector Machine used for PHM on WSN takes 0.27s. to perform one iteration over
the network, while 23s. are needed for t = 100 iterations. By relying on the results shown in Table 2, we can notice
that the Nearest Neighbors has a lower complexity than the other algorithms. It is followed by Naive Bayes, Random
forests, Tree-Based Feature Selection, Support Vector Machine, while the most complex tool is the Gradient Tree
Boosting.
What is worth mentioning is that diagnosis accuracy and complexity are two objectives that cannot be reach
together. For instance, Nearest Neighbors outperforms the other methods in terms of complexity, but it has in general
a worse error rate than the other algorithms in the various situations investigated previously. Support Vector Machine,
for its part, appears as a bad choice when dealing with these two objectives. Conversely, Random Forests have
a reasonable complexity, while exhibiting a low error rate during our simulation. This method appears as a good
compromise for prognostic and health management based on data provided by a wireless sensor network.
4. Conclusion and Future Work
The WSNs provide PHM with a new way of distributed data collection and wireless transmission for diagnosing
the state of an area and be informed if it is in failure or not. WSNs strategies are important factors for achieving
QoS in WSNs application. In this paper, we explained the relation between WSN strategies and their impact on
area diagnostic, and therefore on PHM. We mentioned and studied several important strategies in WSN that have
an important influence on QoS of WSN, and we proved from this study that they also have an important impact on
diagnostics.
In this work, we studied the variation of the accuracy of diagnosing for six algorithms, and by relying on this
variation we determined and focused on several issues related to these strategies. We can conclude that the data
captured by the WSN on long term is incomplete because simply the sensors become inactive for several reasons,
most importantly energy consumption. Therefore the battery consumption of sensors in WSN is a very important
strategy that has an impact on the work of networks with time, and taking it into consideration through our study
is very important. Scheduling mechanism is one of the best solutions to preserve the energy of sensors for a longer
time. For that, we studied this strategy and we proved that as the percentage of active sensors in WSN is decreasing
(because of scheduling of sensors), the accuracy of area diagnosis will decrease due to the reduction of the coverage
rate of WSN, so the accuracy of the captured data that will be used to diagnose will decrease. In a second step we
studied the impact of the density of sensors and we shown that if the density of sensors increases, the accuracy of the
area state will increase, and this shows that the coverage rate will increase. Then, the data accuracy will increase with
the increase of number of sensors in monitored area. Additionally, the location of nodes (uniformity in the density) is
of importance in both the learning stage, and in the testing one (area monitoring after learning). These two elements
have a real impact on diagnostic and must be taken into consideration.
Moreover, we studied the topology effects in WSN through four different topologies, each one of them belonging
to a certain type as follows: distributed, hierarchical, centralized, and decentralized topology. From this work and by
relying on these topologies, we were able to prove that topologies have a great impact on the accuracy of the data and
therefore on PHM, and this impact varies according to the type and parameters of topologies in WSN. As a future
work, we will study effective and reliable algorithm that relies on scheduling mechanism to increase the network
lifetime, and also to increase the coverage rate to the maximum with the use of certain amount of active sensors in
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network (density). This algorithm must be compatible with the different types of topologies in WSN. By relying on
this algorithm, the data diagnostics will be accurate for the longest possible time. Finally, we have to perform this
study on a real WSN to monitor a real area and to really observe the impact of topologies on PHM from one side, and
to compare with the results that we obtained by our numerical simulations side.
This paper is partially funded by the Labex ACTION program (ANR-11-LABX-01-01 contract) and by the Interreg
RESponSE project.
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