42 B2 4 ] Z W OE = Vol. 42, No. 4
2021 47 H Journal of Telemetry, Tracking and Command Jul. 2021

Website: ycyk.brit.com.cn  Email: ycyk704@163.com

Te ek te RERR 4% R EPE T e 512 8 77 iR SRR+

1,2 > > 1 v 1.2 — 1,2 1,2 > 1,2
A e, pER, BIaY, FxAY o2 EEAD
(1 JLHRHE R 15 B2eBbe YT 212003
2 FEYLTH R BV BB 5 S50 E YT 212003 )

WE: L&A R RZM% WSNs ( Wireless Sensor Networks ) 49 W 23 & & B8 C 5| AR K K E, 4F3fiX
ANER, B E T R A TRB S TS A ARS8 R TS A, P H AT e AT, s RE R & s
MEHHATT M, REMNAREAERBRNEFHET L4054 T 09 K RBFTRZ.

KR LAERBRL,; BEEE,; &L, 44

FESES: TN92 XHEAFRIRAS: A XEHS: CN11-1780(2021)04-0012-08

DOI: 10.12347/j.ycyk.20210422001

IR purd, R MIRK, F. LEERABZRLPHET EANESE 5k E[I/OL]. #2021,
42(4): 104-111[20XX-XX-XX]. http://ycyk.brit.com.cn/ycyk/article/abstract/20210422001.

Overview of fault node detection and repair in wireless sensor networks
LU Xiaoyan'? YAN Peiyu', XIE Zhibin'?, MAO Yunlong', XU Hui'?, LIU Mindong'?
( 1. School of Electronic and Information, Jiangsu University of Science and Technology, Jiangsu 212003, China;
2. Intelligent Marine Information Sensing and Transmission Laboratory, Jiangsu 212003, China )

Abstract: The problem of network node failure in wireless sensor networks (WSNs) has attracted great attention. Aiming
at the problem, this paper divides the repair methods into connected and non-connected situations to compare and analyze, and
summarize different types detection algorithms of fault node, trying to predict the trends of fault node detection and repair in
wireless sensor networks.
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