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( Analysis for a TSP Construction Scheme over Sensor Networks )
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In Sensor Networks, the problem of finding the optimal routing path dynamically, which passes through all terminals or
nodes once per each, may come up. Providing a generalized scheme of approximations that can be applied to the kind of
problems, and formulating the bounds of the run time and the results of the algorithm made from the scheme, one may
evaluate mathematically the routing path formed in a given network. This paper, dealing with Euclidean TSP(Euclidean
Travelling Sales Person) that represents such problems, provides the scheme for constructing the approximated Euclidean
TSP by parallel computing, and the ground for determining the difference between the approximated Euclidean TSP

produced from the scheme and the optimal Euclidean TSP.
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