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(Study of Cluster Tree Routing Protocols)
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Abstrdct

A hierarchical tree structure of clusters has advantages for the network design due to its scalability and
simple routing protocol. In this paper, the cluster tree routing protocol is studied for the wireless sensor
network. From the numerical analysis results, the data aggregation in the intermediate nodes reduces the
number of communication message and saves the energy of sensor nodes, but it may result in increased data

traffic latency. And also the selection of cluster head can increase the relaying hops very high.
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