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Research on network implicit node monitoring method based
on hybrid Monte Carlo algorithm

LI Yiyou
( Minxi Vocational & Technical College s Longyan 364021, China )

Abstract: In order to improve the node forwarding ability of dynamic clustering sensor network, a hybrid
implicit node monitoring method based on hybrid Monte Carlo algorithm is proposed. Firstly, the distributed
equalization control method is used to optimize the network nodes, and the output channel model of the
dynamic clustering sensor network is constructed. Secondly, the adaptive link forwarding protocol is used to
design the route detection of the network. The implicit node routing equalization control model of the dynamic
clustering sensor network is constructed, and the associated feature quantity of the implicit node output infor-
mation is extracted. Finally, the hybrid Monte Carlo algorithm is used for feature detection and information
extraction, and the network implicit node information is monitored according to the characteristic regular dis-
tribution of the network implicit nodes. The simulation results show that the highest packet loss rate of the
implicit node monitoring in this method is only 0.05, which is significantly lower than the ant colony algorithm
(0.29) and PEAS algorithm (0.48), so it indicates that the proposed method has better monitoring effect of
network implicit nodes.
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