
91 
 

                                      ELECTRONICS AND ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING 
      ISSN 1392 – 1215                                                                                                2012. No. 3(119) 
                                             ELEKTRONIKA IR ELEKTROTECHNIKA  

 
 

SYSTEM  ENGINEERING,  COMPUTER  TECHNOLOGY 
    T 120 

SISTEMŲ INŽINERIJA, KOMPIUTERINĖS TECHNOLOGIJOS 
 

 

Cargo Container Monitoring Data Reliability Evaluation in WSN Nodes 
 

S. Jakovlev, A. Andziulis, V. Bulbenkiene 
Klaipeda University, Department of Informatics Engineering, 
Bijunu str. 17-206, LT-91225, Klaipeda, Lithuania, phone: +37064690756, e-mail: s.jakovlev.86@gmail.com 

R. Didziokas, M. Bogdevicius 
Klaipeda University, Mechatronics Science Institute, 
Bijunu str. 17, LT-91225, Klaipeda, Lithuania, phone: +37046398693, e-mail: rimantas.didziokas@ku.lt 

R. Plestys, R. Zakarevicius 
Kaunas University of Technology, Department of Computer Networks,  
Studentu str. 50-416, LT-51368, Kaunas, Lithuania, phone: +37037300368, e-mail: rokas.zakarevicius@ktu.lt 
 

  http://dx.doi.org/10.5755/j01.eee.119.3.1371 
 
 
Introduction to the problem area 

 
Application of Wireless Sensor Network (WSN) 

technology for cargo container condition monitoring plays 
an important role in raising the efficiency of cargo 
transport operations [1]. In general, the container 
monitoring WSN consists of sensors inside the containers. 
Sensors constantly report on the transport conditions and 
transmit the information to the integrated network 
database. Such application has a lot in common with 
robotic movements’ control [2] and other industry 
production processes [3] and therefore, may have the same 
stochastic process control methods applied to them to 
measure acquired data reliability. As an example: external 
climatic conditions have a decisive impact upon the 
climatic conditions inside containers (temperature 
fluctuations). External climatic conditions are in particular 
determined by the transport route, season, the time of day 
and the current weather.  

The possibilities of container sensor errors, 
mechanical container and sensor system damage, and 
external non typical changes in the environment, that fall 
outside the cargo technological limitations, are considered 
not probable and are not taken into account in this paper. 
Thus, any sensor system error should be clearly visible 
during the primary node data analysis. Each individual 
WSN node can be defined by multiple sensor criteria 
depending on the area of application. It is obvious that 
constant analysis of all these criteria is not efficient in 
terms of computational time and system resources. In 
addition, the use of different sensors (further implied as 
parameters) in the system hardens the data analysis, as it 
includes application of different technologies. External non 
typical changes in the environment depend on the transport 

route, transport means and weather conditions, and 
therefore, are predictable. Mechanical container and sensor 
system damage is relatively random and should be of the 
primary concern. Sensor node hardware and containers 
receive additional physical damage during long transport 
operations. Failure to comply with standards and other 
external impacts can also cause undesirable measurement 
errors. Such additional impacts can cause nodes to 
malfunction and receive false or discard real data errors.  

Nowadays, all general data reliability assurance 
mechanisms used within the networks require a lot of 
resources – increased data processing and transmission 
time. Therefore, other data analysis mechanisms are 
needed to be used, that enable data reliability evaluation of 
the WSN nodes and predicting false data occurrence. The 
assumption is made, that true data is evaluated as true 
container damage data and false data is evaluated as sensor 
system errors. Such functionality could be achieved by 
using intelligent middleware agents [4]. It would allow 
integrating the software and hardware (sensors) with the 
wide variety of security and reliability based applications 
that are currently available. It would also provide real-time 
event management through the use of intelligent 
programmed nodes for real-time processing of sensor 
signals. These signals could be converted into effective 
business information that would be used in cargo 
transportation enterprise environment. 
 
The main characteristics of data reliability evaluation 

 
The cargo container monitoring system includes two 

interconnected parts: the container itself and its built-in 
sensors. Container status data is generated by sensors that 
are the nodes of the WSN. The reliability of each WSN 
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node data is examined by evaluating the reliability of 
information it receives and transfers. Each cargo container 
can be in normal or defected state. The WSN network 
sensors can also be in normal state and provide correct 
information, or a in defected state thus providing false 
information. Data is considered to be reliable when they 
describe the actual state of a cargo container. Here the 
following probability statements are introduced: w – the 

probability to generate false data by a node; ww  1  - 
the probability to generate true data by a node; q – the 
probability that data is evaluated as false; qp  1  – the 

probability, that data is evaluated as true.  
Here the probability statements for cargo container 

state and sensor data transfer reliability evaluations are 
introduced: BBq  – the probability that the cargo is not 

damaged and the sensors indications are incorrect (false 
data is evaluated as false); GBq  – the probability that the 

node might have been damaged during the operational 
period and that the information is evaluated as false (true 
data is evaluated as false); GGp  – the probability that the 

cargo is truly damaged and the sensors indications are 
correct (true data is evaluated as true);  

BGp  – the probability that the node is a malicious 

node and the information is evaluated as true (false data is 
evaluated as true). 

The following statements are true:  

BGGG ppp  ,  1,0p ,             (1) 

GBBB qqq  ,  1,0q ,               (2) 

wqp GBGG  1 ,                      (3) 

wqp BBBG  ,  1,0w ,            (4) 

1 GBBBBGGG qqpp .            (5) 

The coefficients that define the relations among 
different data error probability cases are introduced in (6, 
7, 8 and 9). 

The relation of probability of true data being 
evaluated as false with the probability to generate true data 
is 
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The relation of probability of false data being 
evaluated as true with the probability to generate false data 
is  
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The relation of probability of true data being 
evaluated as true with the probability to generate true data 
is 
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The relation of probability of false data being 
evaluated as false with the probability to generate false 
data is 
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Additionally, the sum of all data error defining 
coefficients is 

1  .                      (10) 

Evaluation of data defect levels 

As mentioned previously, depending on many factors, 
data reliability evaluation is required. The reliability of 
data evaluation mechanism can be formulated as 

   1 ,  1,0 .                      (11) 

The defect levels for WSN node k and the nearest 
WSN node k+1 are introduced below: QINk – is the defect 
level of the incoming data in node k (any node in the 
network),  1,0INkQ ; QOUTk – is the defect level of 

data after the evaluation in node k,  1,0OUTkQ ; 

1INkQ – is the defect level of the incoming data from node 

k which is transferred to the neighbouring node for 
potential evaluation,  1,01 INkQ ; 1OUTkQ – is the 

modified defect level of data after the secondary evaluation 
in node k+1 (nearest node in the network), 

 1,01OUTkQ . 

The defect level of the incoming data QIN is 
dependent on the technological aspects of the used 
hardware. The probability that data is evaluated as false in 
node k is  

  INkINk QQq   1 .       (12) 

The probability that data is evaluated as false in node 
k+1 is 

  11 1   INkINk QQq  .    (13) 

The defect levels of data after the evaluation at node k 
and k+1 can be expressed: 

  INk

INkBG

INk
OUTk

Q

Q

w

p

p

Q
Q










1
,     (14)

 

  OUTk

OUTkBG

OUTkINk
OUTk

Q

Q

w

p

p

Q

p

Q
Q




 






1

1
1

. (15)

 

In all cases, the defect level QOUTk is defined as 
QINk+1 for the nearest node in the network during the data 
update process. This is done in order to check if the  
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acquired data is true or false.  
 
Problem area definition and messaging technique 

 
When node k receives the highly deviated sensor data 

it computes the problem area Ap and initiates the request 
and reply procedure. The nearest node k+1 is defined by its 
coordinates x, y, z in the problem area Ap. When node k 
sends the request message mRt through the WSN to the 
integrated network database, the nearest node k+1 receives 
that message and replies to node k by sending the reply 
message mRy (Fig. 1). The Integrated network database is 
used to store the request messages and main network 
messages mS.   

 

Rtm Rym Lm

,Sm Rtm

 
Fig. 1. Cargo container monitoring system diagram  

 
The initial request message mRt, sent from node k, and 

reply message mRy, sent from node k+1 at time t, are 
described as: 

  CAptkScRtmRt ,,,,: ,               (16) 

  CzyxtkScRymRy ,,,,,1,:  ,          (17) 

here Ap – problem area defined by the node k; Rt – set of 
messages sent from node k; Ry – set of messages sent from 
node k+1; Sc – security mechanism; C – message content. 

When the node k+1 is found, the local data update 
process is initiated. It is defined by the appropriate network 
infrastructure and is used by the set of network nodes K in 
data reliability evaluation. The data update message, sent 
from node k to node k+1, is described as  

   CzyxtTrMQQkScLm OUTkINkL ,,,,,,,,,,: , (18) 

here L – set of messages sent from node k; k – the initial 
node identification number; M – node k parameter 
deviation; Tr – time of data reliability evaluation. 

The main network message mS is formed in node k+1 
and transferred via the pre-defined route. It is stored in the 
real-time communication integrated network database (Fig. 
1). The message is described as 
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Here S – a set of main messages mS sent from the problem 
area Ap. 
 
Simulation results 
 

The simulations have been performed for evaluating 
the functionality of data reliability evaluation mechanism. 
The initial simulation parameters have been chosen, that 
would be closely related to real technological parameters 
(Table 1). The initial parameters of network nodes are 
determined as identical for both experimental nodes with 
the same  ,  , p and w values, where QINk = 0.06. 

Table 1. Parameter values for WSN nodes k and k+1 

No.     p w 

1 0.0206 0.8500 0.9800 0.0300 
2 0.0207 0.7800 0.9750 0.0350 
3 0.0208 0.7000 0.9700 0.0400 
4 0.0209 0.6667 0.9650 0.0450 
5 0.0211 0.6000 0.9600 0.0500 
6 0.0212 0.5455 0.9550 0.0550 
7 0.0218 0.5000 0.9500 0.0600 
 
The dependencies of defect levels on their 

probabilities detect false are presented in Fig. 2. The 
results indicate that when probability BBq  (the cargo is not 

damaged and sensor indications are incorrect) is reaching 
the zero value, both defect levels increase in correlation 
with each other. 

 

 
Fig. 2. Comparison of defect levels at nearby nodes 

 
Therefore, the higher the possibilities to detect the 

false data in node k during the initial evaluation, the lower 
are defect levels on the outcome of both k and k+1 nodes. 
An assumption is made that such sensor indication is done 
in node k. Corrupt data is considered questionable by the 
middleware agent and therefore data reliability (data defect 
levels) are calculated. In the example, the nearest node k+1 
compare the received information with its own sensor 
indication values. If the temperature sensor indications 
match, then the secondary positive evaluation is done and 
the main message mS is formed. It is considered that 
weather conditions may have changed rapidly and are 
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affecting the cargo of containers with WSN nodes k and 
k+1 in the problem area Ap. Simulation results indicate 
that the cargo container is really damaged and the defect 
level of data from node k is decreased dynamically. The 
increment or decrement threshold of such defect level 
should be defined individually for each separate case.  

The problem area is described as data reliability 
evaluation area. The same computations can be made to 
any node in the WSN, if it is situated closely or in the same 
area as the node k, which defect level 1INkQ  is used in 

the evaluations.  
 
Conclusions 
 

The presented work describes the possible application 
of process quality control method for data reliability 
evaluation of WSN nodes. The novel statistically based 
data reliability evaluation concept has been created. It 
could be used in intellectual agent development for the 
evaluation of data that is being transferred throughout the 
Wireless Sensor Network (WSN). Such network enables 
instant collection of data from sensors located in cargo 
containers. The proposed data reliability evaluation 
mechanism enables real-time detection of data defects, 
thus helping during decision making processes in cargo 
transportation enterprise environment. The use of such data 

quality evaluation in WSN is directly linked to reliability 
assurance and useful in predictive maintenance of maritime 
cargo transportation systems. 
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taikyti tik įvertinus perduodamų duomenų patikimumą. Duomenų patikimumas priklauso nuo to, kaip tiksliai sensoriai įvertina 
konteinerių būklę, taip pat ir nuo jų pačių sensorių patikimumo. Naudojamos keturios tikimybės, įvertinančios pažeisto ir nepažeisto 
konteinerio būsenas, taip pat teisingų ir klaidingų duomenų generavimą. Aprašyti pranešimų, siunčiamų į integruotą tinklo duomenų 
bazę, formatai. Įvedama defekto lygio sąvoka, kuria apibūdinama mazgo, sudaryto iš konteinerio ir sensoriaus, bendra būsena. Gautos 
defekto lygio priklausomybės nuo klaidingų duomenų atpažinimo tikimybės probleminėje srityje. Tai leidžia aptikti duomenų klaidas 
realaus laiko sąlygomis ir greičiau priimti sprendimus krovinių transportavimo įmonėse. Il. 2, bibl. 4, lent. 1 (anglų kalba; santraukos 
anglų ir lietuvių k.). Il. 2, bibl. 4, lent. 1 (anglų kalba; santraukos anglų ir lietuvių k.). 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


