IEEE Access

Multidisciplinary : Rapid Review : Open Access Journal

Received August 27, 2018, accepted September 27,2018, date of publication October 16,2018, date of current version November 14,2018.

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/ACCESS.2018.2876265

An Autonomous Wireless Sensor Network
in a Substation Area Using Wireless
Transfer of Energy

MOHAMMADJAVAD HAJIKHANI“1, (Student Member, IEEE),
FABRICE LABEAU ', (Senior Member, IEEE), AND
BASILE L. AGBA2, (Senior Member, IEEE)

IElectrical Engineering Department, McGill University, Montreal, QC H3A 0G4, Canada
2Hydro—Québec’s Research Institute, IREQ, Varennes, QC J3X 1S1, Canada

Corresponding author: Mohammadjavad Hajikhani (hajikhani.mohammad @ gmail.com)
This work was supported in part by the Hydro-Quebec, in part by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada, and

in part by McGill University in the framework of the NSERC/Hydro-Quebec Industrial Research Chair in Interactive Information
Infrastructure for the Power Grid under Grant IRCPJ406021-14.

ABSTRACT A smarter power grid can improve the maintenance system by providing a real-time measure-
ment of equipment operating conditions. Such a monitoring system requires the deployment of an increased
number of sensors. However, the wiring sensors in a high voltage environment such as power substation is
a very expensive procedure. An autonomous wireless sensor network can reduce the installation cost and
make sensors more viable throughout the network. In this paper, we study the possibility of deploying an
autonomous wireless sensor network in a substation environment. To this end, we merge energy harvesting
and wireless transfer of energy to propose a hierarchical energy harvesting model. In this paper, we show
that despite of the wasteful nature of the wireless transfer of energy and with an efficiency not more than
what existing technologies can provide, a self-sustainable wireless sensor network in a substation area can

be accomplished.

INDEX TERMS Energy harvesting, wireless power transfer, smart grids.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the important promises of a smarter power grid is
the potential to evolve from the current notion of preventive
maintenance to that of predictive maintenance [1]. Monitor-
ing of grid and asset conditions requires the deployment of
an increased number of sensors. It is however important to
realize that the deployment of wiring in high voltage (HV)
environments such as power substations is a very expensive
procedure [1]. Using wireless sensor networks (WSNs) can
reduce the installation costs. One of the important concerns
related to the use of WSNs is that sensors will eventually run
out of energy, as they are not directly wired to a source of
energy. Changing sensor batteries in high voltage environ-
ments is a procedure that is expensive and that involves safety
risks for the operators. As a result, for the purpose of condi-
tion monitoring in high voltage environments, autonomous
WSNs appear to be the solution of choice. In such sys-
tems, wireless nodes harvest energy from their environment,
resulting in a self-powered network, that does not require

any battery change. In this paper we will use the terms
autonomous and energy-harvesting interchangeably.

An energy harvester may scavenge energy from different
surrounding resources. In general the sources of energy can
be characterized by their controllability, predictability and
their magnitude [2], [3]. Within a power system and in a
substation environment, the alternating electric and magnetic
field around HV devices provides an excellent and control-
lable source for harvesting energy. Many studies have been
done around energy harvesting from HV devices. Theoretical
and experimental results suggest that different designs are
able to harvest a significant enough amount of power in this
environment [4]-[10]. In this work, our assumptions on the
amount of the energy that can be harvested would not exceed
the values that are verified in our references.

In practice, the performance of the energy harvester
depends on a variety of factors such as the source of energy,
the energy scavenging technology and dimensions of the
energy harvester. One key parameter is the availability of the
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sources of energy. In a substation area, the available energy
is closely dependent on the location of the energy harvester.
As we get closer to HV terminals, the electric field gets
stronger and as a result more energy can be harvested. How-
ever, in practice, the location of sensors will be determined
by the location of equipment to be monitored, more than by
the proximity to a source of energy that can be harvested.
Additionally, the dimensions of the energy harvester typically
influence strongly the amount of energy that can be harvested;
an example that is close to our application is an inductive
energy harvester consisting of a coil around an iron core [9],
which is designed to harvest energy form the electrical field
around power lines. Not surprisingly, the amount of energy
that this design can harvest is proportional to the number of
turns of the coil and the length of the core. On the other hand,
it is also usually desirable to have a small form factor for
sensors in a WSN, so as to ease deployment and installation.

These practical constraints lead us to propose a hierarchical
energy harvesting model. In this paper we study a system that
combines energy harvesting from the surrounding electrical
field and wireless transfer of energy from the harvester to
Sensors.

Wireless energy transfer (WET) was first conducted exper-
imentally by Nikola Tesla in late 19th century. Nowadays,
there are three main technologies for WET, namely, Inductive
coupling, Magnetic resonance coupling and Electro Mag-
netic (EM) radiation. Inductive Coupling technology is used
for short ranges of transmission (tens of centimetres) [11];
Magnetic Resonance Coupling technology is efficient for
mid-range transmission (several meters) [12], [13]; finally,
the EM technology can be used for long ranges of transmis-
sion (up to tens of kilometres) [12], [14]-[16]. In the latter
method, power is converted to Radio Frequency (RF) signals
using a microwave generator and then transmitted through
free space by radiating electromagnetic beams to the target,
where the received signal is converted back to power using
a device called rectifying antenna or rectenna [17]-[20].
This device converts RF signals to a DC voltage using a
diode-based circuit. Corresponding receivers can be very
small and are able to maintain RF to DC conversion efficiency
over a wide range of operating conditions [21]. Therefore,
using EM technology is a good choice for charging nodes in
a WSN [21], [22]. Despite of the wasteful nature of wireless
transfer of energy using RF signals, new advances show
that this technology is practical and mature enough to be
marketed. Companies like Powercast, Energous and Ossia
have already commercialized transmitter and receiver designs
for WET using EM radiations [23]. Considering the deal
between Energous and Apple chip supplier Dialog Semi-
conductor, there is a chance that long distance WET have
a future in next generations of smart phones [24]. The new
advances in WET using RF signals is making this topic to
become increasingly popular. In [12] the idea of WET using
RF signals is applied to hybrid cellular networks, consisting
of power and information towers. Energy is transmitted by
radiating RF signals to the mobile users at each cell and
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the down_link and up_link communications with the users
is managed through the information towers. A mobile ad
hoc network (MANET) is considered in [25] where energy
arrives randomly to transmitters. Upon receiving enough
energy, a transmitter transmits with a fixed power to an
intended receiver. In [15] a stochastic geometry approach is
used to study Simultaneous Information and power Trans-
fer (SWIPT) over a large scale wireless network.

In this work, a hierarchical energy harvesting model is pro-
posed. The objective is to study the possibility of deploying
an autonomous WSN in a substation area. In this model the
required energy for the sensors is scavenged in two levels:
(i) First, energy harvesters that are located close to HV termi-
nals harvest energy from the ambient electrical field. We refer
to these nodes as power nodes. Power nodes can be larger in
size compared to a normal sensor. As result and because of
being located at hot spots, power nodes are able to harvest
more energy compared to what a sensor would potentially be
able to harvest. (ii) In the second step, a portion of the energy
scavenged by the power node will be distributed to nearby
sensor nodes by radiating RF signals to them. Sensor nodes
will be energized by receiving the RF signals.

Our proposed hierarchical energy harvesting model allows
us to address the issue of non-uniform availability of the
electric field in a substation area. This system model can
potentially provide us with a self sustainable WSN in a
substation area. Section II explores the single-sensor single-
power node scenario. Namely, it assumes that we have only
one energy harvester and only one sensor which is energized
by the energy harvester. In Section III, we then extend the
results to a scenario with multiple sensors, where a power
node needs to energize more than one sensor. Section IV
presents simulation results that illustrate the performance of
the proposed system, and Section V concludes the paper.

L

Tsp pb

FIGURE 1. Single sensor-single power node scenario.

Il. SINGLE SENSOR SCENARIO
A. SYSTEM MODEL
In the simplified scenario considered in this section, we have
one power node, located close to a HV terminal or power
line, and one sensor node in a location that is suitable for
its sensing task, e.g. on the body of a transformer. Fig. 1
illustrates this single sensor-single power node scenario. The
dashed arrows between the nodes represent data transfer and
the solid arrows represent energy transfer, through harvesting
or wireless transmission.

The power node uses the surrounding alternating electric
field to harvest energy. A portion of the scavenged energy is
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transmitted to the sensor by radiating RF signals. The other
portion is used by the power node to relay the received data
from the sensor back to the base node. Two transmission
periods are assigned to the power node: one for transmitting
energy to the sensor and the other one for transmitting data
to the base node. Issues occur when the power node does
not have enough energy to relay the data received from the
sensor node to the base node. In this case, the system would
be considered in outage.

The sensor harvests and stores energy from the received RF
signals, radiated from the power node. After a defined period
of time, if the sensor has enough energy, it transmits its data to
the power node. If enough energy is not available, the system
would again be considered to be in outage. It is necessary to
mention that in our problem formulation, it is assumed that
both power node and sensor have no limitations for storing
energy.

The channel and the relative distances between the sen-
sor and the power node, and the power node and the base
node are random variables denoted by hg, and rg,, and
h,;, and rp;, respectively. Using Friis equation, the Signal-to-
Noise Ratio (SNR) at the power node then can be written as:
PsGsphspOsrs;a (Arf)~®

Py

where P; is the transmission power for the sensors and
Gy is the antenna gain for the sensor’s transmitter. The
propagation-loss exponent is denoted by «, f is the trans-
mission frequency and Py is the noise power. Random Vari-
able Oy represents the event that the sensor node has enough
energy to transmit, i.e., Og = 1 if the sensor has enough
energy to initiate the transmission and Og = 0 otherwise.

Similarly, the SNR at the base node would be:

PprpbhpbOpbl};}a 4rf)~
Py

where Py, is the transmission power for the power node to

the base and Gy, is the antenna gain for the power node’s

transmitter. Opp = 1 if the power node has enough energy

to initiate the transmission to the base node and Op, = 0

otherwise.

In this system, the outage probability can be defined as the
probability that the received signal at the base or at the power
node is less than a certain threshold. As a result, the outage
probability can be written as:

Pour =P {SNR, < Qg USNRyp < Qb } 3)

SNRy, = : (1

SNRy, = ; 2

where g, and €2, represent the acceptable threshold for
SNRy, and SNRy;, respectively. Note that the definition of
SNR in equations (1) and (2) above already includes a term
that accounts for the cases in which no transmission at all
would be possible because of a lack of energy.

The objective of this work is to derive an expression of the
outage probability and to study the corresponding practical
system parameters that will lead to acceptable values for the
outage probability.
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B. ANALYTICAL RESULTS
In order to determine the outage probability, we need to
determine the probability that either of the power or sensor
nodes do not have enough energy to transmit. To this end, and
inspired by [25], we will study the evolution of accumulated
energy in the sensor and power node.

We start by discretizing time into slots of length z.. All
other time values used later in this paper will be assumed to
be integer multiples of this basic timeslot length.

1) EVOLUTION OF ENERGY AT THE SENSOR NODE
The evolution of the energy level at the sensor node can be
written as:

E} =E} | +Z) — PI(ES_ 2 Psty) n=ily/te, i€ N
E,=E,_ | +Z, otherwise,

“

where

o E} is the sensor’s energy at time ¢ = nt. withn € N;

o T is the interval of time between sensor transmissions
to the power node;

o 1; is the duration for the signal to be transmitted from the
sensor to the power node;

o Z; is the energy received by the sensor between time t =
nte and time t = nt, — T

e () is an indicator function equal to 1 if its argument is
true and to O otherwise;

o Py is the transmission power at the sensor node;

By changing variables, equation (4) can be rewritten as:

”:anx/te

Ey=E, |+ Z
n=mn'—1T;/te

Z, — Pt I(Ey,_| > Psty) (5)

with n’ € N. By taking the expected value of (5) we have:

n=n'Ty/t.
E{E}} =E{E}, |} +E oz
n=(n'—1)Ts/1t¢
— Pt E{I(ES_| = Pity)} (6)

In steady state, E {E,:} =E {E,i_1 } As a result, they will
be canceled out from the both sides of the equation. Let A
denote the average received power by the sensor. In other

words, Ay = E {Z3} /tc. Therefore:

n=n'T/tc
E Yzt =T (M

n=(n'—1)T/te
by replacing (7) in (6), it can be concluded that:

Tshs

). (®)

P{Os = 1} = E {I(E} > Pst;)} = min(l,
Pty

The minimum function needs to be added to keep the proba-
bility less than one. In other words, when the average received
energy is larger than average energy used, P {Os = 1} = 1.
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2) EVOLUTION OF ENERGY AT THE POWER NODE

The harvested energy at the power node is divided in two
parts. One part is stored and used for wirelessly energizing the
sensor. The other part is stored and used for communication
with the base node. If the energy harvested by the power
nodes between between times t = nt. and t = (n — 1)1,
is denoted by ZF, the evolution of the energy can be written
in two parts as follows:

iT,
EY =EP | +1Zf — Pyt I(EP | > Ppty) n= L
€
EP = E,';il + rzf otherwise,
&)
b b b
EY =EY” |+ =r)Z — Put(EY” | = Ppyly)
_ iTyp
. . te (10
E) =E", +(1-nrz,
otherwise,

where

e 0 < r < 1is the ratio in which the energy harvested by
the power node is divided between the tasks of transfer-
ring energy to the sensor and communicating with the
base node. Namely, after each time slot, %100r of the
harvested energy is used for radiating energy to the sen-
sor and %100(1 — r) is stored to be used for transmitting
with the base node;

o EI is the power node’s energy at time ¢ = nf, to be used
to w1relessly energizing the sensor;

. E,’,7 is the power node’s energy at time ¢ = nf, which is
only used for communicating with the base node;

e Py, and Py, represent the transmission powers from the
power node to the sensor and base node respectively

e T, and T, represent the transmission periods at which,
if enough energy is available, the power node transmits
its energy signal to the sensor and its data signal to the
base, respectively.

Similar to the sensor node, it can be shown that:

Tpsh
P{Ops = 1} = E{I(E]" = Ppyt)} = min(1, L)

pstt

(11
and
1 —nr)TpA

P{Op = 1}=E {I(Ef;b > Ppbt,)} —min(1, &= D Trbhr

Ppbtt
(12)

E{z}}

where A, = i and Ops = 1 if the power node has

enough energy to initiate the transmission to the sensor node
and Ops = 0 otherwise.

3) SYSTEM OUTAGE PROBABILITY

Assuming that all the channels are Rayleigh distributed with
unit expected value, the power of the channel fading is expo-
nential with the unit variance. According to the Friis equation,
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the average received power at the sensor is:

E{zs} s
As= " — P, GpGer % (4 « 1, Tpskp
s P psGpsGstg," (4 f )~ min( Pt — ) Tps

(13)

where G is the power node’s antenna gain for transmitting
RF signals to the sensor and Gy is the antenna gain for the
Sensor’s receiver.

Assume that the power node would relay the data, as soon
as it receives a signal from the sensor. Therefore Ty, = T.
However, to keep the consistency with the rest of the paper
we keep the notations for T, and Ty unchanged. The outage
probability from (3) can then be broken down as:

Pour =P {SNRpp» < Q2pp|SNRg, > Q5 } P{SNRg, > Q4 }
+P{SNRy, < Q). (14)

The expressions for P {SNRy, < Q,} and P {SNRy;, <
Qpp|SNRyp > Qsp} can also be broken down as follows:

P {SNRy, < Qp}
=P {SNRy, < Q|05 = 1} P{Os = 1} + P {05 = 0}

_ ]P{P (Gophypro,®(4mf) ™

. Tshs
< Qgp ¢ min(1, )
PN Pstt

Lidsy)
t

stt

Py Q,ré (4 f)¥ .
— (1 _P{hsp > Np_wf)}) min(1, ?Aé)

+ (1 — min(1,

PsGsp stt
(1 — min(1, 225y
— min(1,
Pt
PN Qgpro,(4mf)* TA
= (1—exp( ”’—f)> min(1, ==2)
PsGsp Pyt
+(1 — min(1, 24y,
— min(1,
Pt
Tk Py Q2,1 (4 f)
= 1 — min(1, = 3)exp(—NsPS—p(f)). (15)
Pty PSGS[)

Similarly, we have:

P {SNRp» < Q2pp|SNRg, > Q)
= P {SNRy» < Qu|SNRg, > Q4p, Oppy = 1} P {Opp = 1}
+ P {Opp = 0}
PpbGpphyppr ), (A f) =
_p | PPPb pb < Qp

Py
1 —r)TpA 1 —r)TpA

x min(1, M) + (1 — min(1, M))

Ppbll Ppbtl

1 — )Tk Py Qppry, (4 f )*

— 1 —min(1, L2 TIbAe oo VPR

Ppbtt Pprpb

(16)
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By substituting (16) and (32) in (14), the outage probability
is determined as follows:

]P)()Mt
T\ 1 — )Ty
— 1 — min(1, 220 minr, L2 TbRe
Pty Pppty
PnQgprd (47Tf)a PN S2ppr b(477f)
X exp(—— L exp(— L
sGsp prpb

a7

where A is also a function of r and is determined by (13).

4) MINIMIZATION OF OUTAGE PROBABILITY
In Appendix A it is shown that if the power values can be
unlimitedly large, then to minimize the outage probability,
we should have:
D Pppt; = (1 — r)Tpprp
ID) Ppst; = rTpshy (18)
) Pty = T

Using (IIT) and (13) we have:
Py = K1 Py (19)

where K1 = Ts/ TpSGpSGer;”‘(4JTf ) I

Let assume that the transmission power for the transmitters
has to be limited to a maximum power of Ppax. By substitut-
ing (I), (II) and (19) in (17), the minimization problem for
the outage probability can be stated as:

P =1~ exp( ) expl )
min =1 —exp(——=)exp
PPy Ppp K Pps
subject to Pps, Ppp, Py < Pax (20)
Py Qppr, (4 Py Qpr® (4
where K» = Ny [g pp 47/ )" and K3 = —— p(r}:,,( nf)
Ppbfr
(W)
pr
PI‘(I‘(L‘(rI
Tph
P]Tl‘dktf Pps rf
. (W)
Tp.\ Tp.ﬂ'

FIGURE 2. Allowable region for the optimum regions of Pps and Pps.

Fig. 2 shows three possible scenarios for the optimization
problem, in the P,pt;/Tpp—Ppst; /Tps plane. Lines A to C
represent three examples of the Pyt /Tps + Pppt /Tpp = Ap
constraint, which can be derived from conditions I and II, for
different values of the parameters. The shaded area shows the
acceptable region for the optimum power values.
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When A, < min(Puaxt;/Tps, Ppaxt:/Tpp) (case A),
the optimum value will be on the constraint line. This line
is entirely located within the acceptable region. To find the
optimum value we have P,y = Tps/t:(Ap — Pppt:/Tpp). As a
result P,, can be defined based on only one parameter.
By taking the derivative and having Ty = T, we have:

1
Topt Qb GepGpsG.
1+ \/QL;')’,_‘PGIZ s ’1:211: Y (dmf)—
Ppbtt = )\prb(l - ropt) 21
Ppsty = ApTpsropr
T
Pty = T, ——GpsG; rfa(47tf) O‘PpA

If min(Pmaxtt/Tpsv Pmaxtt/pr) = )\'p < Pmaxtt/Tps +
Praxt/Tpp (case B), the optimum value is located on a con-
straint line that is partially in the allowed region. For this
case we can first use (21) to get an initial optimum point.
If Ppp, Pps < Pax, then the optimum values are in the accept-
able region. If Py, or Py, are larger than Py, then the larger
power will be set to be equal to P, and the other power
would be determined using Ppst; /Tps + Pppti[Tpp = Ap.
The logic behind this setting is that we know the optimum
point has to be on the line Ppt; /Tps + Pppt; /Tpp = Ap. On the
other hand from solving the optimization problem for case A
we know we have a convex problem and there is only one
optimum point on the line. As a result, when the optimum
point is outside of the acceptable region, the closest point on
the line within the acceptable region would be the next best
choice.

The last possible scenario is when A, > Ppgxt;/Tps +
Praxt;/Tpp (case C). For this case the constraint line does
not have any intersection with the acceptable region. In this
scenario, there is enough harvested energy available to have
Ppp = Pps = Pygy. To find the optimum region for r,
from (18) it can be concluded that for all the values of r
that keep both P, and P greater than P4y, the maximum
allowed power can be assigned to the transmitters and the
outage probability would be minimum and independent of
the value of r. Therefore, from (I) and (II) in (18) we have

(I = NTpprp > Paxt; and rTpshp > Paxt;. In other words,
Pmax < r 1 — Pmax
Tpshp — Topp '

IIl. MULTIPLE SENSORS SCENARIO

Multiple sensors scenario can be considered as a direct exten-
sion of the single sensor case, under the condition that nodes
are not interfering with one another. To this end we assume
that more than one sensor is assigned to one power node and
sensors are located at different distances from the power node
and work and transmit independently. It is also assumed that
sensors are synchronized and use Time Devision Multiple
Access (TDMA) protocol to access the channel. Therefore
there is no interference. In this work we are not considering
the energy consumption required to keep the sensors syn-
chronized. Similar to the previous section, when a sensor has
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a signal to transmit, the signal is transmitted using directed
antennas to the power node. A power node would relay the
data as soon as it receives a signal. Therefore, by considering
that we have n sensors, a sensor’s transmission period would
be n times longer than a power node. The power node also
uses directed antennas to energize the sensors. As far as the
SNR for each sensor is concerned, this set up does not make
any significant difference with the single sensor scenario.
In other words, from the perspective of one sensor, we still
have an interference free transmission link with the power
node and the sensor is being energized periodically. However,
because the power node is energizing more than one sensor,
the period at which each sensor receives the energy signal
would be longer and proportional to the number of sensors.

In Appendix B we show that the optimum value for r would
approximately be:

1

Topt ~ = (22)

% GspprGs —a nrpb
1+\/ o DL (4 f )

i=1"s;p

where n is the number of the sensors and ry,, is the distance
between the sensor s; and the power node. Finally, similar
to the single sensor scenario, assuming that all the channels
are Rayleigh distributed, the power of the channel fading is
exponential and the variance is assumed to be 012.

By having the optimum value for r, other parameters can
be computed similar to (18). Therefore we would have:

Pphtt = )\prh(l - ropt)
Ppstt = Aprsropt (23)
Psitl = TS)"S,‘
where Ay, is:
E{z/}
Si [e

rTysh t
= 0iPpsGpsGyry(dmf) ™ min(1, —22) ——

Ppsty ” nTps

(24)

Note that in this setting P, is not being adjusted for
each sensor individually. The value of P; however, is both
a function of its distance from the power node and also the
channel in between. Moreover, if the optimum powers are
larger than the maximum allowed power, a similar process
as the single sensor case will be carried out. With the only
difference that Ay;, and therefore Py; would be adjusted for
each sensor individually.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In the proposed simulation setup for the single-sensor single-
power node case, the distances between power node and
sensor node and power node and base node are assumed to be
4m and 10m respectively. These distances are chosen based
on the size of a regular transformer and the distance between
the transformers and the base in a typical substation like the
one that is studied in [26]. The thresholds of the acceptable
SNR at the receivers are assumed to be 5, = Qpp = 1.
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The transmission periods from sensor to the power node and
from the power node to the base are Ty = Tp, = 10 minute,
while the transmission period at which the power node ener-
gizes the sensor is Tjs = 1s. To reduce the transmission loss,
directed antennas are used. All the transmission gains are
assumed to be Gy = Gyp = Gpp = 10. The maximum trans-
mission power iS Pmax = 0.3W. As a result the transmission
power multiplied by the antenna gain would not exceed 3 W.
The receiver’s gain is Gy = 2. The energy harvester is
located on top of a transformer, close to high voltage terminal.
From [27] the electric field around a high voltage terminal
can be considered to be around 1.5 x 10*V/m. The amount
of the harvested energy is computed based on the formula-
tion from [27], with the following parameters: the volume
of the energy harvester is assumed to be 0.4m?>, the number
of switching cycles and the energy consumed by switches
per cycle similar to [27] are N = 100 and wy; = 100nJ
respectively. Therefore, the amount of the average harvested
power would be around 4, = 0.04W. Finally, the assigned
transmission powers are adjusted according to the results of
Section II. The above settings would be fall under case B
and the optimum values are adjusted as Py = 30mW, Pp; =
40mW and P, = 0.3W.

Fig. 3 represents the outage probability for two values of
the propagation loss exponent, as a function of the noise
power. As it can be observed for a long range of the noise
power, the outage probability remains relatively small.

Outage Probability

-V - Analytical Results

—¥— Simulation Results

4 -2

107" 10° 10°° 107
Noise Power (W)

10

FIGURE 3. The outage probability for different values of the propagation
loss exponent, with respect to the noise power (single sensor scenario).

Fig. 4 evaluate the performance of the system for different
data transmission periods. As it is explained above, the power
node relays the information to the base node as soon as it
receives a signal from the sensor. Therefore Tp,, = T§. The
frequency at which a sensor needs to transmit to the power
node however, varies for different applications. We should
note that there is a limit on the maximum power value which
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-V~ Analytical Results
—¥— Simulation Results

Outage Probability
>

Data Transmission Period (minutes)

FIGURE 4. The outage probability for different data transmission
periods (single sensor case).

-V~ Analytical Results

—¥— Simulation Results

Outage Probability

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Antenna Gain

FIGURE 5. The outage probability for different values of antenna
gains (single sensor case).

can be assigned to the nodes ( Ppax = 0.3W). Therefore,
increasing the transmission period would not decrease the
outage probability when all the nodes receive the maximum
allowed values.

Fig. 5 shows the outage probability for different trans-
mitters’ antenna gains. Similar to the previous figures, it is
assumed that G, = Gpy = Gy = G. The noise power
is Py = 10713W. The maximum transmission power is
assumed to be Ppax = %Watts. Therefore Ppax X G would not
exceed 3W. Increasing the antenna gain makes nodes to be
able to reach to the maximum transmission power for a fixed
value of A,. However, similar to Fig. 4, when nodes reach
to the maximum transmission power, increasing the antenna
gain would not improve the outage probability anymore.
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FIGURE 6. The outage probability for different data transmission
periods (multiple sensors scenario).

Fig. 6 shows the outage probability for the multiple sensors
scenario. It is assumed that 5 sensors are surrounding the
power node. The distances between sensors and the power
node is assumed to be [4, 8, 2, 5, 2]m. Following Section III,
a power node would relay the information to the base node
as soon as it receives a signal from a sensor. Therefore, Ty =
5 Tpp = 5 Tyare- Note that although the number of the sensors
are increased and as a result each sensors receives less power
from the power node, but sensors are also transmitting to the
power node 5 times slower. This setup allows us to have a fair
comparison with the single sensor scenario. In other words,
if all the sensors were located 4m away from the power node,
the performance of the system would be exactly the same
as Fig. 4.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we studied the possibility of deploying a self
sustainable WSN by harvesting the alternating electric field
around HV devices. A hierarchical energy harvesting model
was proposed. The proposed model allowed us to address
the issue of non-uniform availability of the electric field in
a substation area. The main focus of this paper was on single
sensor scenario where only one sensor is being energized
by the power node. Multiple sensors scenario was briefly
discussed by considering a network where all the sensors are
synchronized. A more elaborate study on multiple sensors
scenario will be conducted in future works by considering
other channel accessing protocols, the interference effect,
data aggregation and clustering methods.

APPENDIX A
Consider the following function:
2
@) =min(l, Lyexp—Zy = {7 O=¥=a
X X e x> .
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Since e is an absolutely increasing function, for
0 < x < c1, x = c¢] maximizes f(x). on the other hand,
—e - has a maximum value at x = ¢ and then decreases
monotomcally. Therefore, if ¢» < ¢y, the maximum value for
f(x) still occurs at x = ;.

The outage probability from (17) can be written as:

c4
p( Po ).
(25)

. 1 c2 . c3
Powr =1 — 1, — - 1, —
out min( P, ) exp( P, ) min( P )ex

In practice, by considering the order of the numbers for

variables, it is safe to assume that ¢, < ¢y and ¢4 < c3.

To minimize the outage probability, we assume that the

aforementioned inequalities are held. However, if for some

initial settings these inequalities cannot be held, a very similar

process can be carried out to find the new optimum values.
By comparing (25) and (17) we have:

Pstt = Ts)\s (26)
and
Pty = (1 = Ty, Q7)

P
;” L represents that at the time unit of #;, how much power

needs to be assigned for transmitting to the base node. By con-
sidering the fact that the harvested energy at the power node is
divided by aratio of r to energize the sensor or communicate

with the base, it can be concluded that P;”’ = rAp, OI:

Ppsty = rTyshy (28)

By substituting the above expressions for the powers
in (17) and taking the derivative, the optimum value for r,
for the case that the power values can be unlimitedly large is

found as:
1

Topt
Qpb GrpGvar I'pb \o —
1+/W—@¢<y@ﬁ>

(29)

where Ty = T, cancel each other out.

APPENDIX B

Since Ty = n.Tp, and all the transmission lines are indepen-
dent, its possible to evaluate the overall performance of the
system as n independent systems, corresponding to each sen-
sor. We assume that all the channels are Rayleigh distributed.
Therefore the power of the fading channel is exponential with
some variance that we represent by o;. The harvested power
by sensor s; would be:

E |z}
Ay = M
Ie
= 1Py GpsGyr2 (A7)~ min(1, = Tpshpy 1t 3
vpEEps Pysty " nTps

The outage probability, just from the perspective of the
Sensor s; is:

Py = P{SNRyy < Qpp|SNRyp > Qi } P{SNRy,p, > Q)
+P{SNR;;, < Q). (31
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Similar to the single sensor scenario, it can be shown
P {SNRy;, < Qp} is:

P {SNRy;, < Q4p}

T PyQg,(Arf)*rd
5 Sl)exp(_NV’—fS”’)' (32)

=1 — min(1,
Px,'tt PsiGspGi

The outage probability from power node to the base would
be similar to (16). Therefore, the outage probability for the
sensor s; would be:

Ay 1= I)Typh
P =1 — min(l, =) min(1, A = DTphy,
Psitt Ppbtt
Py Qp(dmf)re, Py Qppdf)*r,
x exp(— —————— ) exp(— —————— ).
Ps,-GspUi Pprpb

(33)

Similar axioms to (18) is used to minimize the above
expression.

In order to find the optimum value for r, we have the overall
outage probability as:

Pou = me (34)

By having A, from (30) and Pps = rTpshp/t;, Poyr can be
expressed only as a function of r. Unlike single sensor case,
taking the derivative of IP,,, respect to r cannot be solved in
closed form. However, we know that for the optimum value
of r which minimizes P, exp(-) would be very close to 1.
Therefore, after taking derivative, by assuming exp(-) ~ 1
and by considering that Ty = nT)y, the optimum value for r
can be estimated as:

1
Topt ~ (35)

épb Gsp G;m Gy o
1+/P 4 f) = o

i=17 %/ﬂi
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