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Received 05 November 19 energy rapidly compared to other sensor groups, then the energy consumption is not evenly distributed and
the lifetime of the network is adversely affected. In cluster-based communication protocol, cluster-head
Accepted 23 November 19 nodes rapidly dissipate their energy compared to respective cluster members as it has additional duties of
receiving data from cluster members and aggregation of received data. Clustering protocols periodically
Keywords: rotate the energy-intensive job of cluster-head among other sensors in order to evenly distribute the CH's
Wireless sensor network, Cluster-head energy load. In this paper, we review various cluster-head rotation approaches and classify them into
rotation, Energy-aware communication, different categories based on the number of participating nodes, rotation mechanism, and decision
Energy-efficient communication, parameter(s). Finally, we discuss open research issues in developing an efficient cluster-head rotation
Network lifetime, Internet of Things approach, which reduces the premature death of cluster-head nodes and maximizes the network lifetime.

1. Introduction

It is expected that WSN will work independently for a long time with each sensor having a finite supply of energy. Recharging and replacing this finite
source of sensor energy is almost impossible in many applications [1],[2]. For sensor nodes, it is therefore of utmost importance that they use their energy
efficiently to prolong the lifetime of the network [3],[4],[5],[6]. The only three ways sensor nodes can reduce their energy consumption after the deployment
of sensor networks are data aggregation, reduction of transmission power, and saving idle time energy.

. Data aggregation (see [7], [8], [9]): A sensor node sends and receives the number of packets directly proportional to the sensor's energy
consumption. The data detected by nearby sensors is highly correlated in space. Data aggregation aggregates data from nearby sensors,
eliminating redundant transmission of data. It reduces the network's use of bandwidth and energy consumption by eliminating redundant
transmission.

e Reducing transmission power (see [9], [10] [11]): A sensor node sends and receives the number of packets directly proportional to the sensor's
energy consumption. The data detected by nearby sensors is highly correlated in space. Data aggregation aggregates data from nearby sensors,
eliminating redundant transmission of data. It reduces the network’s use of bandwidth and energy consumption by eliminating redundant
transmission.

e  Save idle time energy (see [9], [10], [11], [12]): Duty cycling is used in WSN for two reasons: (1) sensors that periodically send their data can
use duty cycles to save significant idle time energy. Sensor switches on its radio part at times depending on the availability of data. (2) Sensors
can enter sleep mode and save their idle time if they do not need their presence to ensure coverage and connectivity.

All the above-mentioned goals can be achieved using a logical group-based topology. The literature presents the use of three cluster-based, chain-
based, and tree-based, logical group-based topologies. The commonly used team topology is cluster-based, though, because it makes the network extremely
scalable with less topology overheads [13], [14]. All network nodes are divided into several local clusters in the clustering protocol [15],[16]. -cluster
comprises multiple nodes of cluster member (CM) and a node of cluster head (CH). The CH detects input from its surroundings in cluster-based WSN and
collects information from nearby nodes as well. It then the aggregate the received information and communicate it to a BS. There are several rounds in the
cluster-based protocol interaction system. Each communication round has two sub-phases: setup and transmission sub phase. The setup phase deals with
clusters set up, cluster management. In data transmission phase, the sensor nodes transmit their data to the BS. This transmission can be single-hop or multi-
hop. The CH works as proxy BS for CMs. In each communication round, the CMs send their data to the corresponding CH. The CH aggregates the received
data and sends it to the BS. CH performs additional data collection and aggregation duties in a cluster compared to the CMs. According to related CMs[17],
it therefore uses its energy quickly. The clustering protocols rotate CH's energy intensive work among other nodes in order to equally distribute the energy
load of the CH in the network. The points chosen for CH task rotation have a major impact on the longevity of the network. If the rotation points of CH are
not chosen correctly, premature death of CH nodes will increase. For the following reasons, an effective CH-rotation policy should minimize the premature
death of a node in the form of CH:

e The premature death of CH ends the useful lifetime of all CMs of the respective cluster even if they have sufficient energy to do their work.

. If the premature death of CH occurs before the completion of communication round then it does not deliver any packets to the BS. In this
case, the CH and CMs both waste their precious energy in an unsuccessful attempt to deliver the packet to the BS.

. In a cluster-based network, only the CH nodes communicate with the BS. In this case, if a node prematurely dies as a cluster-head, then it
directly affects the total number of packets received at the BS.



1.1. Our Contributions

The scope of this review paper is limited to the “balanced energy consumption” aspect of clustering, not the clustering itself. Many review and survey
articles are already published on cluster-based communication in WSN [15], [16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22], [23], [24]. The “balanced energy
consumption” is a key aspect of clustering, which has a huge impact on the overall network lifetime. Therefore, we choose the balance energy consumption
as a review topic for this research. In this paper, we review various approaches for rotating the CH and classify them into various categories based on the
number of participating nodes, rotation mechanism, and decision parameter(s). We discuss the benefits of one approach on another approach(s). And finally,
we discuss open research issues in developing an efficient CH-rotation approach, which reduces the premature death of cluster-head nodes and maximizes
the network lifetime. This is the first ever survey paper which reviews the CH rotation policies proposed for sensor networks. Many loT applications also
use clustering as an energy conservation tool [25], [26], [27], [28]. For example, in public safety networks (PSN) or public safety communications,
emergency first responders (EFRs) such as rescue officers, firefighters, medical officers and police officers use a variety of wireless communication
technologies to timely coordinate situational awareness among themselves and a control center (CC). The communication network of PSNs includes battery-
operated nodes that communicate directly with the CC. This single hop communication between nodes with CC makes the network energy-inefficient due
to the large distances between the nodes and the CC. In this situation, clustering can be used for better power management. Therefore, the proposed review
paper is not only helpful in WSN but also for 10T applications which require efficient power management of wireless nodes.

1.2. Paper outline

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section Il presents and classifies CH rotation approaches. Section 11 describes the challenges of CH-rotation
policies. Finally, section VI concludes the findings.

2. Rotation of Cluster Heads
2.1. Classification based on Rotation Mechanism

The cluster-head rotation can be defined as centralized and decentralized CH rotation. If the base station coordinates cluster-head rotation, then the cluster-
head rotation is centralized otherwise it is decentralized. The cost of the centralized cluster-head rotation is higher than the decentralized cluster-head
rotation. LEACH is the first clustering protocol proposed for WSN [1], [29], [30]. In LEACH, after every communication round the network is re-clustered
by randomly selecting the new cluster-head nodes. In LEACH-C and LEACH-F, the base station selects the new cluster-head nodes after every
communication round. The nodes with highest residual energy are selected as new cluster-heads [1], [30]..

2.2. Classification based on Decision Parameter(s)

The base station/cluster-head rotates the job of cluster-heads among other network nodes primarily based on pre-defined criteria(s). These pre-defined
criteria(s) place a condition on some network parameter(s). For example, if the remaining energy of cluster-head goes under a pre-set threshold. If at any
time the parameter completes the specified condition, then the base station / cluster-head rotates cluster-head job. Based on the decision parameter(s), the
cluster-head rotation technique(s) can be categorized as EDCR, TDCR, and HETDCR.

Energy-driven CH-rotation (EDCR) (see [31], [32]): In EDCR, the cluster-head rotation decision is made on the basis of an energy parameter
condition. If the residual energy of current cluster-head goes under a preset threshold or if the average cluster member energy goes under a preset threshold
or if the residual energy of cluster-head goes under the average cluster member energy, then the base station/cluster-head rotates the job of CHs. EDCR can
be centralized or decentralized. In case of centralized cluster-head rotation, if the cluster-head’s remaining energy goes below the threshold (or any preset
condition on energy parameter gets satisfied), then it triggers the cluster-head rotation event by informing the base station. The current cluster-head informs
the base station that it is not able to perform its responsibilities as a cluster-head any longer. Later on, the base station informs this to all other cluster-heads
of the network and starts the cluster-head rotation. In DCR, if any condition on energy parameter gets satisfied, the CH itself takes the decision of CH-
rotation.

For cluster-head rotation, the energy-driven CH rotation uses or dynamic threshold. The cluster-head rotation based on static threshold increases the
premature death of cluster-head nodes due to fact that it does not update itself according to the current load of cluster-head. On the other hand, dynamic
threshold is responsive to the current load of the cluster-head and update itself according to the current load of CH. In addition, rotation in EDCR becomes
increasingly frequent as the average residual energy of nodes reduces. In [33], the author(s) have shown via simulation that the energy efficiency of energy
driven CH rotation is very high when the remaining energy of nodes is abundant and it decreases as the remaining energy of nodes decreases
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Fig. 1 - Taxonomy of approaches used for rotating the cluster heads position.

Time-driven CH-rotation (TDCR) (see [1], [29], [30]): In time-driven CH rotation, the cluster-head rotation is periodic. The cluster-head rotation
decision is based on time parameter i.e. number of communication rounds. The CH-rotation can occur after every communication round or after multiple
communication rounds. If a cluster-head divides its residual energy by energy needed to successfully complete one round, then it can estimate the number
of rounds that it can successfully completed before it dies. If we rotate cluster-head just after the projected number of rounds, then the cluster-head will die
before rotation occurs. Therefore, the job of CHs can be rotated by subtracting one or several rounds from the estimated number of rounds.

The time-driven rotation balances the energy consumption of nodes by rotating the load of CH evenly among other nodes of the network. Unlike
EDCR, TDCR has low energy efficiency when the residual energy of nodes is high because it does not consider the residual energy of CH in rotation
decision. The TDCR is not suitable for a heterogeneous network, where the initial energy of all nodes is not identical. In [33], author(s) have shown via
simulation that TDCR maintains the constant energy-efficiency regardless of network lifetime.

Table 1 - Comparison of Cluster-head Rotation approaches.

Comparison Type of CH-rotation (CR)

CCR DCR EDCR TDCR LCR GCR

CH-rotation BS coordinates the CH coordinates An energy-driven The CH-rotation is The role of CH is The role of CH is

Process CH-rotation the CH-rotation threshold is set on periodic and it is rotated locally rotated locally

the residual energy performed after the among the associate among the all the
of CH or average predetermined number CMs. nodes of the
cluster member of communication network.

energy. round(s).

Pros BS ensures high Rotation overhead The more the Constant energy Rotation cost is very | Energy
synchronization is low. residual energy of efficiency can be low as less number consumption is a
among clusters. the CH has, the maintained regardless of nodes participates | balance among all

higher the energy of network lifetime. in the rotation. the nodes of the

efficiency can be network.

obtained. Clusters are
dynamic

Cons Rotation overhead Difficult to keep 1. Low energy Low energy efficiency 1. Clusters are static | Rotation cost is
is high because synchronization efficiency if the when the residual 2. Energy very low as all the
overhead to reach among clusters. residual energy of energy of CH is high consumption of nodes of the
BS gets added and CHs is inadequate. because it does not cluster members is network
it may become 2. Static threshold consider the residual not balanced participates in the
very high because lead to premature energy of CH in rotation.
as the distance to death of CHs. rotation decision.

BS increases.

Hybrid Energy-Time-driven CH-rotation (HETDCR) (see [33]) : Depending on the preset condition, hybrid energy-time-driven CH-rotation
switches the rotation strategy from energy-driven to time-driven or vice-versa. It combines the benefits of both energy-driven and time-driven cluster-head



rotation. In [33], the author(s) have shown that the EDCR’s energy efficiency is low than that of TDCR when the remaining energy of nodes is very low
and it is very high compared to TDCR when the nodes have abundant remaining energy. They have analytically set an energy limit on the average remaining
energy of nodes. EDCR outperforms TDCR when the average remaining energy of nodes exceeds the threshold and TDCR outperforms EDCR when it goes
under the threshold. Based on this threshold, they have proposed a HETDCR technique, which switches the rotation technique from EDCR to TDCR as the
remaining energy of nodes goes under the threshold.

2.3. Classification based on the number of participating nodes

Based on the number of participating nodes the CH-rotation approaches can be classified as LCR also called local clustering, GCR also called re-
clustering and HLGCR.

Global CH-rotation or re-clustering (GCR) [1], [30]: In re-clustering, all nodes of the network participate in creating new clusters using a preset
cluster-head selection and cluster membership criteria. As soon as the cluster-heads are selected using the preset cluster-head selection criteria, they broadcast
their cluster-head status across their communication range. The non-cluster-head nodes join one of the cluster head nodes based on the received signal
strength. After every non cluster head node joins an optimal cluster head for communicating its sensed data, the cluster-head node creates and broadcast a
TDMA schedule into its cluster for data communication. Each member transmits its data to its associated cluster-head according to the intended slot specified
by the TDMA schedule.

The cluster-head selection, the cluster setup, and the formation and propagation of TDMA schedule are an overhead over the real data communication.
And since all nodes of the network participate in re-clustering, the number of message exchanges is higher in the setup phase and hence the cost of re-
clustering and performing clustering in each communication round only increases this overhead. Re-clustering can be centralized or decentralized or energy-
driven or time driven.

Local CH-rotation (LCR) or local clustering (see (LC) [29], [31], [32]): local CH-rotation reduces the cost of re-clustering. In local CH-rotation,
only the cluster members of particular cluster take part in selection of new cluster head for the next round. Usually, if the remaining energy of current cluster
head goes under the preset threshold, it triggers cluster-head rotation. In cluster-head rotation, usually, the current cluster-head selects the new cluster head
for next communication round depending on some preset cluster-head selection criteria such as remaining energy of cluster-head, inter-cluster distance,
node-degree etc. After the selection of new cluster-head, the current cluster-heads becomes a normal member of the cluster.

In CH-rotation, the cluster boundaries are static and CMs play the role of CH, one by one. The overhead cost of CH-rotation is less than the re-
clustering overhead but it creates the static clusters. Therefore, it is not practical for any type of dynamic system because it does not allow new nodes to be
added to the system and does not adjust its behavior for dead nodes. LEACH-F is the first local-CH rotation based clustering protocol for sensor networks
but the cluster-head rotation is centralized [29].

Hybrid local-global CH-rotation (HLGCR) (see [32]): The local CH-rotation reduces the rotation overhead by rotating the cluster-head jobs locally
among the associated cluster-members and the re-clustering redefines the cluster boundaries by creating the new clusters periodically. The Hybrid local-
global CH-rotation combines the benefits of both local CH-rotation & global CH-rotation. The hybrid technique uses preset criteria for rotating the job of
cluster-head. If the remaining energy of current cluster-heads goes under the preset rotation threshold, then the current cluster head triggers the rotation of
cluster-head and selects one of the members of cluster as a new cluster-head for the next round. If the current cluster node does not find any suitable member
node that can take the responsibility of cluster-head, then it calls for re-clustering. In [32], the author(s) rotates the role of cluster-head among associated
CMs until the average cluster-member energy does not fall below a preset threshold. If the ACME falls below the threshold, the re-clustering is triggered.

Table 1. compares the CH-rotation approaches and lists the pros and cons of each rotation approach. Table 2 shows the comparison of prominent
clustering protocols proposed for WSN since 2000 with respect to the type of CH-rotation approach used. LEACH is proposed in the year 2000, the first
clustering protocol for WSN. The main aim of Table 2 is to classify, the rotation approaches used in literature since 2000, as CCR, DCR, EDCR, TDCR,
HETCR, LCR, GCR, HLGCR according to the taxonomy shown in figure 1.

3. Challenges with CH rotation approaches

In this section, we discuss the problems of existing CH-rotation protocols.

The problem of static clusters: The clusters remain constant in LCR throughout the lifespan of the network. It is
therefore not suitable for a dynamic system based on newly added and dead nodes that changes its behavior. Consequently,
GCR must be used to rotate CHs.

High energy dissipation of CMs: LCR can suffer from high-energy non-CH node (CM) dissipation. If a new CH is
chosen solely on the basis of the residual energy parameters and the range within the cluster is not considered for selection,
the newly picked CH may be far from other CMs.

The problem of the static threshold for CH-rotation: In LCR, the cluster boundaries are static and CMs play the role
of CH, one by one. Usually, when the residual energy of CH falls below a threshold, it triggers CH-rotation. The energy
threshold for rotating CH can be static or dynamic. The static threshold does not consider the current energy load of CH.
Thus, it increases the premature death of the CH nodes. Let consider a cluster of m nodes with one of the nodes acting as CH

and (m-1) nodes acting as CM. Er_cch is the residual energy of CCH, Em_cr is the static energy threshold for CH-rotation.



ELir is the total amount of energy load required by CCH to successfully complete one communication round. The equation
(1) represents the CH-rotation operation.
CCH—CH if Ep, cr<Er ccH >ELir()
f(ER_ccH ' ETh R Eug) =] CCH—CH it Erm_crR<ER_ccH <ELtr(D) 1)
CCH—CH-rotation if Ep ooy <Erp cr(lll)

In (1) case of (1), CCH's residual energy is more than the CH-rotation static energy threshold and thus the CCH can
continue its CH job for the next round of communication. Additionally, CCH's remaining energy is more than the energy
needed by CCH to complete one interaction round successfully. Therefore, if the CCH completes the work in CH for the next
round of contact, it will not die prematurely. In (11) case of (4), CCH's residual energy is more than the CH-rotation fixed
energy limit but less than the energy needed to complete one interaction round successfully. Therefore, if the CCH continues
its job as CH for the next communication round, it will die prematurely. This is mostly because the CH-rotation limit is
constant. If it were fluid, it would vary depending on the actual CH load, so CH's death is not premature.

The problem of an overloaded cluster: Each member of LCR assumes CH's responsibility. Each participant completes
k rounds as a CH before CH-rotation just for simplicity's sake. Therefore, due to the low-energy level, no cluster member
will be able to take responsibility for CH after km m rounds. These clusters are called clusters that are crowded or bloated.
If we choose the largest residual energy member or any member as CH in an overloaded cluster, it will die prematurely.

Re-clustering frequency and overhead: GCR allows to redefine the boundaries of the cluster using re-clustering and
enables to choose the new CHs for each cluster. But it suffers from two major problems: (1) performing clustering in each
communication round increases the setup overhead. (2) In re-clustering, all nodes of the network participate in forming new
clusters and selecting new CHs for the network. This increases the number of control packets exchanged in the network. In
addition, if the clustering approach is centralized then the overhead of re-clustering increases more (worst, when the BS
located far away from the sensing field). The overhead of centralized clustering is higher than distributed clustering as the
additional overhead to reach BS gets added to the total overhead of clustering.

4. Discussions

Can a local clustering policy be designed that completely eliminates the need for re-clustering but retains all the benefits of re-clustering? In addition, the
issue of high energy dissipation of CMs, fixed threshold and crowded cluster should also be discussed. Authors also proposed a load-adaptive solution to
CH rotation in[ 63]. Every CH calculates the number of contact rounds in this method that it can successfully complete before dying based on the existing
CH job load. A local cluster adjustment policy has been proposed in[ 64] by authors that eliminates the need for re-clustering. It also takes care of high-
energy CMs dissipation, static threshold and cluster overload. The rule of cluster modification makes a CM after CH-rotation to join another cluster. If the
dissipation of energy to enter the cluster's CH is less than the dissipation of energy to hit the current cluster's CH. It allows cluster borders to be redefined
and prevents re-clustering. In[ 65], the authors proposed a local cluster splitting policy dividing a cluster into two sub-clusters if no CH member can assume
CH's responsibility. It also redefines cluster boundaries by dividing the clusters into two and thus eliminates re-clustering.

5. Conclusions

In a cluster-based sensor network, CH rotation achieves balanced node energy consumption. In this paper, we reviewed and classified the various existing
approaches to rotating CH's load as centralized, decentralized, energy-driven, time-driven, hybrid, time-driven, local, global, and hybrid local-global CH-
rotation policies. In various clustering protocols proposed for WSNs, we have summarized and classified techniques used to rotate CH's role. In developing
an effective CH-rotation policy, we have outlined the most important problems and addressed some recent approaches for it. An active CH-rotation policy
would reduce the overhead set-up to rotate CH's position. It should also address the issue of high-energy dissipation of CMs, fixed thresholds and overloaded
clusters.

REFERENCES

1. W. B.Heinzelman,“Application-specific protocol architectures for wireless networks”, Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. of Elect. Engg. and Comp. Sci., Massachusetts
Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA, USA, 2000.

2. R. Pachlor and D. Shrimankar, “VCH-ECCR: A Centralized Routing Protocol for Wireless Sensor Networks,” Journal of Sensors, vol. 2017, 10 pages, 2017.
doi:10.1155/2017/8946576

3. N. Zaman, L. Tang Jung and M. Yasin, "Enhancing Energy Efficiency of Wireless Sensor Network through the Design of Energy Efficient Routing Protocol”,
Journal of Sensors, vol. 2016, pp. 1-16, 2016.

4. T.Rault, A. Bouabdallah and Y. Challal, "Energy efficiency in wireless sensor networks: A top-down survey", Computer Networks, vol. 67, pp. 104-122, 2014.

5. B. Panigrahi, S. De, B. Panda and J. Luk, "Energy-Efficient Greedy Forwarding Protocol for Wireless Sensor Networks", In Proceedings of the 71st IEEE
Vehicular Technology Conference, VTC Spring 2010, Taipei, Taiwan



6.

7.

10.

11

12.

13.
14.

15.

16.
17.

18.

19.
20.

21.
22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

3L

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.
40.

41.

H. Jawad, R. Nordin, S. Gharghan, A. Jawad and M. Ismail, "Energy-Efficient Wireless Sensor Networks for Precision Agriculture: A Review", Sensors, vol.
17, no. 8, p. 1781, 2017.

L. Krishnamachari, D. Estrin and S. Wicker, "The impact of data aggregation in wireless sensor networks," in Proceedings 22nd International Conference on
Distributed Computing Systems Workshops, 2002, pp. 575-578.

T. Abirami and S. Anandamurugan, "Data Aggregation in Wireless Sensor Network Using Shuffled Frog Algorithm", Wireless Personal Communications, vol.
90, no. 2, pp. 537-549, 2015.

K. Sundaran, S. Murugaanandam and V. Ganapathy, "Energy Efficient Techniques in Wireless Sensor Networks: Recent Survey", Sensor Letters, vol. 14, no. 7,
pp. 643-655, 2016.

Q. Gao, K. Blow, D. Holding, 1. Marshall and X. Peng, "Radio range adjustment for energy efficient wireless sensor networks", Ad Hoc Networks, vol. 4, no. 1,
pp. 75-82, 2006.

Muhammad, N. Javaid, S. Hussain, T. Hafeez, H. Magsood and S. Zarar, "EEHR: Energy Efficient Hybrid Routing Protocol for Underwater WSNs", in
Proceedings 10th International Conference on Broadband and Wireless Computing, Communication and Applications (BWCCA), Krakow, Poland, 2015, pp.
20-26.

A. Harris, M. Stojanovic and M. Zorzi, "ldle-time energy savings through wake-up modes in underwater acoustic networks", Ad Hoc Networks, vol. 7, no. 4, pp.
770-777, 2009.

Q. Mamun, "A Qualitative Comparison of Different Logical Topologies for Wireless Sensor Networks", Sensors, vol. 12, no. 11, pp. 14887-14913, 2012.
Z.Zhang, F.Yu, “Performance Analysis of Cluster-Based and Tree-Based Routing Protocols for WirelessSensorNetworks”, In Proceedings of the International
Conferenceon Communicationsand Mobile Computing (CMC), 418-422.

N. Nasser and L. Arboleda, "Clustering in Wireless Sensor Networks: A Graph Theory Perspective”, in Algorithms and Protocols for Wireless Sensor Networks,
Wiley-1EEE, 2008, pp. 161-193.

B.Mamalis, D.Gavalas, C. Konstantopoulos and G. Pantziou,“Clustering in Wireless Sensor Networks”, in RFID and Sensor Networks, 2009, pp. 323-352.

J. Singh, R. kumar and A. K. Mishra, "Clustering algorithms for wireless sensor networks: A review," 2015 2nd International Conference on Computing for
Sustainable Global Development (INDIACom), New Delhi, 2015, pp. 637-642.

A. Zeb, A. Islam, M. Zareei, I. Al Mamoon, N. Mansoor, S. Baharun, Y. Katayama and S. Komaki, "Clustering Analysis in Wireless Sensor Networks: The
Ambit of Performance Metrics and Schemes Taxonomy", International Journal of Distributed Sensor Networks, vol. 12, no. 7, p. 4979142, 2016.

X. Liu, "A Survey on Clustering Routing Protocols in Wireless Sensor Networks", Sensors, vol. 12, no. 8, pp. 11113-11153, 2012.

S. Bhagat and K. Kaur, "A Comparative Study of Hierarchical Clustering based Routing Protocols in WSN: A Survey", International Journal of Computer
Applications, vol. 168, no. 7, pp. 19-26, 2017.

P. Kuila and P. Jana, "Energy Efficient Load-Balanced Clustering Algorithm for Wireless Sensor Networks", Procedia Technology, vol. 6, pp. 771-777, 2012.
C. Gherbi, Z. Aliouat and M. Benmohammed, "A survey on clustering routing protocols in wireless sensor networks", Sensor Review, vol. 37, no. 1, pp. 12-25,
2017.

A. Rostami, M. Badkoobe, F. Mohanna, H. keshavarz, A. Hosseinabadi and A. Sangaiah, "Survey on clustering in heterogeneous and homogeneous wireless
sensor networks", The Journal of Supercomputing, vol. 74, no. 1, pp. 277-323, 2017.

V. Kumar, S. B Dhok, R. Tripathi and S. Tiwari, "A Review Study on Analytical Estimation of Optimal Number of Clusters in Wireless Sensor Networks",
Transactions on Networks and Communications, vol. 2, no. 5, 2014.

S. Rani, R. Talwar, J. Malhotra, S. Ahmed, M. Sarkar and H. Song, "A Novel Scheme for an Energy Efficient Internet of Things Based on Wireless Sensor
Networks", Sensors, vol. 15, no. 11, pp. 28603-28626, 2015.

M. Praveen Kumar Reddy and M. Rajasekhara Babu, "Energy Efficient Cluster-head Selection for Internet of Things", New Review of Information Networking,
vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 54-70, 2017.

A. Bagula, A. Abidoye and G. Zodi, "Service-Aware Clustering: An Energy-Efficient Model for the Internet-of-Things", Sensors, vol. 16, no. 1, p. 9, 2015.

D. Camara and N. Nikaein, Wireless public safety networks. London, UK: ISTE Press Ltd., 2015.

W. R. Heinzelman, A. Chandrakasan and H. Balakrishnan, "Energy-efficient communication protocol for wireless microsensor networks," Proceedings of the
33rd Annual Hawaii International Conference on System Sciences, 2000, pp. 10 pp. vol.2-. doi: 10.1109/HICSS.2000.926982

W. B. Heinzelman, A. P. Chandrakasan and H. Balakrishnan, "An application-specific protocol architecture for wireless microsensor networks," in IEEE
Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 1, no. 4, pp. 660-670, Oct 2002.

A. Mehmood, J. Lloret, M. Noman and H. Song, “Improvement of the Wireless Sensor Network Lifetime using LEACH with Vice-Cluster-head,” Adhoc &
Sensor Wireless Networks, vol. 1, no. 28, pp. 1-17, 2015.

R. Pachlor and D. Shrimankar, “EEHCCP: An Energy-Efficient Hybrid Clustering Communication Protocol for Wireless Sensor Network,” in Zhou Y., Kunz T.
(eds) Ad Hoc Networks. Lecture Notes of the Institute for Computer Sciences, Social Informatics and Telecommunications Engineering, vol 223. Springer,
Cham

G. Maand Z. Tao, "A Hybrid Energy- and Time-Driven Cluster-head Rotation Strategy for Distributed Wireless Sensor Networks", International Journal of
Distributed Sensor Networks, vol. 9, no. 1, p. 109307, 2013.

A. Manjeshwar and D. P. Agrawal, "TEEN: a routing protocol for enhanced efficiency in wireless sensor networks," Proceedings 15th International Parallel and
Distributed Processing Symposium. IPDPS 2001, San Francisco, CA, USA, 2001, pp. 2009-2015. doi: 10.1109/IPDPS.2001.925197

A. Manjeshwar and D. P. Agrawal, "APTEEN: a hybrid protocol for efficient routing and comprehensive information retrieval in wireless," Proceedings 16th
International Parallel and Distributed Processing Symposium, Ft. Lauderdale, FL, 2002, pp. 8 pp-. doi: 10.1109/IPDPS.2002.1016600

Seema Bandyopadhyay and E. J. Coyle, "An energy efficient hierarchical clustering algorithm for wireless sensor networks," IEEE INFOCOM 2003. Twenty-
second Annual Joint Conference of the IEEE Computer and Communications Societies (IEEE Cat. No.03CH37428), 2003, pp. 1713-1723 vol.3. doi:
0.1109/INFCOM.2003.1209194

0. Younis and S. Fahmy, "HEED: a hybrid, energy-efficient, distributed clustering approach for ad hoc sensor networks," in IEEE Transactions on Mobile
Computing, vol. 3, no. 4, pp. 366-379, Oct.-Dec. 2004. doi: 10.1109/TMC.2004.41

M. Demirbas, A. Arora, V. Mittal and V. Kulathumani, "Design and analysis of a fast local clustering service for wireless sensor networks," First International
Conference on Broadband Networks, 2004, pp. 700-709. doi: 10.1109/BROADNETS.2004.30

H. Chan and A. Perrig, "ACE: An Emergent Algorithm for Highly Uniform Cluster Formation", Lecture Notes in Computer Science, pp. 154-171, 2004.

Q. Z. Y. Wang and D. Zheng, “Energy-driven adaptive clustering data collection protocol in wireless sensor networks,” in Proceedings of the 2004 International
Conference on Intelligent Mechatronics and Automation (ICIMA2004), (UESTC, Chengdu, China), pp. 599-604, August 2004.

V. Loscri, G. Morabito and S. Marano, "A two-levels hierarchy for low-energy adaptive clustering hierarchy (TL-LEACH)," VTC-2005-Fall. 2005 IEEE 62nd
Vehicular Technology Conference, 2005., 2005, pp. 1809-1813. doi: 10.1109/VETECF.2005.1558418



42

43.

44.

45,

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.
65.

S. D. Muruganathan, D. C. F. Ma, R. . Bhasin and A. O. Fapojuwo, "A centralized energy-efficient routing protocol for wireless sensor networks," in IEEE
Communications Magazine, vol. 43, no. 3, pp. S8-13, March 2005.

Chengfa Li, Mao Ye, Guihai Chen and Jie Wu, "An energy-efficient unequal clustering mechanism for wireless sensor networks," IEEE International
Conference on Mobile Adhoc and Sensor Systems Conference, 2005., Washington, DC, 2005, pp. 8 pp.-604. doi: 10.1109/MAHSS.2005.1542849

S. Soro and W. B. Heinzelman, "Prolonging the lifetime of wireless sensor networks via unequal clustering,” 19th IEEE International Parallel and Distributed
Processing Symposium, 2005, pp. 8 pp.-. doi: 10.1109/IPDPS.2005.365

P. Ding, J. Holliday and A. Celik, "Distributed Energy-Efficient Hierarchical Clustering for Wireless Sensor Networks", Distributed Computing in Sensor
Systems, pp. 322-339, 2005.

S. Gamwarige, E. Kulasekere, "An algorithm for energy driven cluster-head rotation in a distributed wireless sensor network", Proceedings of the International
Conference on Information and Automation (ICIA2005), pp. 354-359, December 2005.

Mao Ye, Chengfa Li, Guihai Chen and J. Wu, "EECS: an energy efficient clustering scheme in wireless sensor networks," PCCC 2005. 24th IEEE International
Performance, Computing, and Communications Conference, 2005., 2005, pp. 535-540. doi: 10.1109/PCCC.2005.1460630

A. Youssef, M. Younis, M. Youssef and A. Agrawala, "WSN16-5: Distributed Formation of Overlapping Multi-hop Clusters in Wireless Sensor Networks,"
IEEE Globecom 2006, San Francisco, CA, 2006, pp. 1-6. doi: 10.1109/GLOCOM.2006.986

F. Xiangning and S. Yulin, "Improvement on LEACH Protocol of Wireless Sensor Network," 2007 International Conference on Sensor Technologies and
Applications (SENSORCOMM 2007), Valencia, 2007, pp. 260-264. doi: 10.1109/SENSORCOMM.2007.4394931

L. Buttyan and P. Schaffer, "PANEL.: Position-based Aggregator Node Election in Wireless Sensor Networks," 2007 IEEE International Conference on Mobile
Adhoc and Sensor Systems, Pisa, 2007, pp. 1-9. doi: 10.1109/MOBHOC.2007.4428643

G. Liand T. Znati, "RECA: a ring-structured energy-efficient clustering architecture for robust communication in wireless sensor networks", International
Journal of Sensor Networks, vol. 2, no. 12, p. 34, 2007.

S. Selvakennedy and S. Sinnappan, "An Adaptive Data Dissemination Strategy for Wireless Sensor Networks", International Journal of Distributed Sensor
Networks, vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 23-40, 2007.

Y. Jin, L. Wang, Y. Kim, and X. Yang, "EEMC: An energy-efficient multi-level clustering algorithm for large-scale wireless sensor networks", Elsevier,
Computer Networks Journal, 52, 542-562, 2008.

L. Cheng, D. Qian and W. Wu, "An Energy Efficient Weight-Clustering Algorithm in Wireless Sensor Networks," 2008 Japan-China Joint Workshop on
Frontier of Computer Science and Technology, Nagasahi, 2008, pp. 30-35. doi: 10.1109/FCST.2008.24

M. Bani Yassein, A. Al-zou'bi, Y. Khamayseh, W. Mardini , “Improvement on LEACH Protocol of Wireless Sensor Network (VLEACH)", International Journal
of Digital Content: Technology and its Applications, vol. 3, no. 2, 2009.

G. Xu, X. Tan, S. Wei, S. Guo and B. Wang, "An Energy-Driven Adaptive Cluster-Head Rotation Algorithm for Cognitive Radio Network," 2010 First
International Conference on Pervasive Computing, Signal Processing and Applications, Harbin, 2010, pp. 138-141. doi: 10.1109/PCSPA.2010.42

A. Kumar, V. Kumar and N. Chand, "Energy Efficient Clustering and Cluster-head Rotation Scheme for Wireless Sensor Networks", International Journal of
Advanced Computer Science and Applications, vol. 3, no. 5, 2012.

H. Taheri, P. Neamatollahi, O. Younis, S. Naghibzadeh and M. Yaghmaee, "An energy-aware distributed clustering protocol in wireless sensor networks using
fuzzy logic", Ad Hoc Networks, vol. 10, no. 7, pp. 1469-1481, 2012.

R. N. Enam, S. Misbahuddin and M. Imam, "Energy efficient round rotation method for a random cluster based WSN," in International Conference on
Collaboration Technologies and Systems (CTS), Denver, CO, 2012, pp. 157-163.

S. Mahajan, J. Malhotra and S. Sharma, "An energy balanced QoS based cluster-head selection strategy for WSN", Egyptian Informatics Journal, vol. 15, no. 3,
pp. 189-199, 2014.

C. Chen, F. Rao, X. Zhang, and Y. Dong, "An asynchronous cluster-head rotation scheme for wireless sensor networks," in International Wireless
Communications and Mobile Computing Conference (IWCMC), Dubrovnik, 2015, pp. 551-556.

M. Eshaftri, A. Al-Dubai, I. Romdhani and A. Essa, "Weight Driven Cluster-head Rotation for Wireless Sensor Networks", Proceedings of the 14th International
Conference on Advances in Mobile Computing and Multi Media - MoMM '16, 2016.

R. Pachlor and D. Shrimankar and M. Paliwal, "Load-Aware Cluster-Head Rotation in Wireless Sensor Network", Proceedings of 3rd International Conference
on Internet of Things and Connected Technologies (ICIoTCT), 2018.

R. Pachlor and D. Shrimankar, “CAR-CH: A Cluster-head Rotation Approach for Sensor networks”, submitted to IEEE Sensor Journal

R. Pachlor and D. Shrimankar, “EE-OTGC: Energy-Efficient One-Time Global Clustering Protocol for Sensor Networks”, submitted to IEEE Transactions on
Industrial Informatics



