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Abstract— Robust transfer efficiency against the various 

operating conditions in a wireless power transfer system remains 

a fundamentally important challenge. This challenge becomes 

even more critical when transferring power to groups of 

inductively coupled receivers. We propose a method for efficient 

wireless power transfer to multiple receivers exploiting the 

concept of exceptional points of degeneracy (EPD). In previous 

studies based on PT symmetry, a receiver’s operation has been 

divided into two strong and weak coupling regimes, and the power 

transfer efficiency is constant in the strong coupling regime when 

varying the coupling factor. Here the concept of strong and weak 

coupling and constant power efficiency is extended to a system of 

multiple receivers that do not follow PT symmetry. We show that 

the important feature to have a roughly constant power efficiency, 

independently of the positions of the receivers, is the existence of 

an EPD that separates the weak and strong regimes. Our proposed 

method demonstrates a system with less sensitivity to the coupling 

change than a conventional system without EPD when the 

receivers and their couplings to the transmitter are not necessarily 

identical.  

 

Keywords—Wireless Power Transfer; Exceptional Points of 

Degeneracy; Inductive Coupling. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Wireless power transfer (WPT) has paved the way for 

recent advances in portable electronic devices in a host of 

applications, from eliminating the dominance of the battery on 

biomedical devices to wirelessly powered laptops needless of 

charging wires [1]. Methods can be categorized into two main 

classes: radiative and non-radiative WPT. Like far-field or RF 

broadcast techniques, radiative WPT is based on propagating 

electromagnetic waves carrying energy. Although they are 

suitable for transferring data, there are certain disadvantages for 

transmitting power, e.g., in far-field approaches, the efficiency 

depends on the transmitter's directivity. Although in RF 

broadcasting methods, this is solved by omnidirectional 

propagation, the transferred power drops rapidly by increasing 

distance due to the 1/𝑟2 dependency. Therefore, non-radiative 

methods like inductive coupling based on resonant LC tanks are 

becoming more widespread [2]. Nowadays, inductive WPT can 

be found in a variety of devices, such as biomedical implants 

[3], electric automobiles [4], household appliances [5], and 

laboratory research[6].  

Previous studies proved the potential of WPT using a 

magnetic inductive link [7][8][9]. Two magnetically coupled 

resonators, one on the source side and one on the reception side, 

make up a primary near-field wireless power transmission 

system. The rates at which energy is injected into and taken out 

of each resonator and the frequency of the source resonator are 

all carefully adjusted to ensure efficient power transfer. 

However, since the change in distance and the relative 
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Fig. 1. Wireless power transfer from one transmitter (Tx) to N 

receivers (Rx) inductively coupled. The system exhibits an 

exceptional point of degeneracy. 
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positioning of the transmitter and receiver affect the coupling 

factor, the efficiency is out of control in practical scenarios. 

Therefore, reaching robust WPT without the need for active 

tuning to get the optimal efficiency is a challenge in designing 

systems that require dynamic charging. One of the effective 

methods to solve this problem is using parity-time (PT) 

symmetric circuits with a nonlinear gain in one resonator, 

which could balance the loss on the other one [10], [11]. 

Assawaworrarit et al. [12] have demonstrated that in WPT links 

with one receiver possessing PT-symmetry conditions with 

nonlinear saturation, the system could self-select the operation 

frequency with optimal efficiency. The PT-symmetry condition 

can be achieved through a composite gain/loss system which is 

invariant under the parity (P) and time-reversal (T) operators. 

The PT-symmetric system made of two resonators has two 

phases: i) the 'unbroken phase' in which the frequency spectrum 

is real, and the energy is stored equally between gain and loss 

regions; and ii) the 'broken phase' in which the eigenfrequencies 

are complex; therefore, while one mode is growing 

exponentially, the other one decreases [13]–[18]. In some 

systems, these two regions are defined based on exceptional 

points of degeneracy (EPD) [19]. An EPD is a special point in 

a system parameter space at which two or more eigenmodes 

coalesce in both their eigenvalues and eigenvectors into a single 

degenerate eigenmode by varying frequency or other 

parameters of the system [20]–[24]. The main feature of an 

exceptional point is the strong full degeneracy of the relevant 

eigenmodes, justifying the presence of "D" in EPD, which 

stands for "degeneracy" [25]. In order to have the EPD, the 

power generation rate in the transmitter and the power 

dissipation rate in the receivers should reach a balance. 

In this paper, first, we summarize the concept of exceptional 

points of degeneracy (EPD) in multiple resonator systems using 

coupled-mode theory. Fig. 1 shows the general concept of using 

inductive coupling to transfer power to multiple receivers. We 

use the EPD characteristics to reach an approximately constant 

efficiency region in a non-PT-symmetric system for power 

transfer to more than one receiver, assuming that the resonators 

and their couplings to the main transmitter are not necessarily 

identical. This method shows that no PT-symmetry condition is 

required; the WPT system needs to have an EPD, separating the 

strong and weak coupling regions. Finally, we theoretically and 

experimentally demonstrate the method for a WPT system 

made of one transmitter and two receivers, but the theory 

presented here is also valid for N-receiver systems.  

II. EPD CONDITION FOR WIRELESS POWER TRANSFER TO 

MULTIPLE RECEIVERS 

The system in Fig. 1 with N receivers is described using 

coupled-mode theory [4] as 

�̇�𝑚(𝑡) = (𝑖𝜔𝑚 − 𝛾𝑚 + 𝑔𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛𝛿𝑚0)𝑎𝑚(𝑡)

+ ∑ 𝑖𝐾𝑚𝑛𝑎𝑛(𝑡) + 𝑠𝑚(𝑡)

𝑛≠𝑚

. (1) 

𝑎𝑚  is the complex mode amplitude in the m-th resonator, 

defined such that |𝑎𝑚|
2  represents the energy stored in such 

resonator, with 𝑚 = 0, 1, 2, . . . , 𝑁 . In Eq. (1),  𝛿𝑚0  is the 

Kronecker delta, which is equal to 1 if 𝑚 = 0  and zero 

otherwise. We assume every quantity has a time evolution 

𝑎𝑚 ∝ 𝑒𝑖𝜔𝑡  where 𝜔 is the considered angular frequency. The 

term 𝑠𝑚 is the possible source in each resonator which, though 

in our case, we assume that there are no sources since we look 

at the eigenfrequencies of the system and the self-oscillatory 

regime induced by the presence of gain. The angular 

eigenfrequency of the uncoupled (i.e., isolated) m-th resonator 

is 𝜔𝑚 = 1 √𝐿𝑚𝐶𝑚⁄ , and  𝛾𝑚 = 𝐺𝑚𝜔𝑚√𝐿𝑚 𝐶𝑚⁄   is the loss 

factor. The factor 𝐾𝑚𝑛 = 𝜔𝑚𝑘𝑚𝑛, with 𝑘𝑚𝑛 = 𝑀𝑚𝑛 √𝐿𝑚𝐿𝑛⁄ , 

is the coupling coefficient between the m-th and the n-th 

resonators, and 𝑀𝑚𝑛 is their mutual inductance. The transmitter 

is denoted by 𝑚 = 0, whereas the N receivers are denoted by 

𝑚 = 1, 2, 3, … , 𝑁.  

To simplify the notation and the experimental 

demonstration, in the rest of the paper, we will focus on the 

WPT case with one transmitter and two receivers, with 

inductive magnetic couplings as in Fig. 2. The coupling factor 

between the transmitter and two receivers is 𝑘01 and 𝑘02; for 

the sake of brevity, we will instead use 𝑘1 and 𝑘2, respectively. 

We consider the effective gain  −𝑔 = −𝑔𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛 + 𝛾0  in the 

transmitter, where 𝑔𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛 = 𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛𝜔0√𝐿 𝐶⁄ , and 𝜔0 = 1 √𝐿𝐶⁄  

is the uncoupled (i.e., isolated) transmitter resonant angular 

frequency and 𝛾0is the intrinsic loss rate in the transmitter. The 

negative conductance −𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛 is easily realized using electronic 

components. Based on the coupled-mode theory for the 

schematic in Fig. 2, the system equations assuming matched 

resonance before coupling (i.e., 𝜔1 = 𝜔2 = 𝜔0) are  

𝑑

𝑑𝑡
[

𝑎
𝑎1
𝑎2
] = [

𝑖𝜔0 + 𝑔 𝑖𝐾1 𝑖𝐾2
𝑖𝐾1 𝑖𝜔0 − 𝛾1 𝑖𝐾12
𝑖𝐾2 𝑖𝐾12 𝑖𝜔0 − 𝛾2

] [

𝑎
𝑎1
𝑎2
] . (2) 

For ease of the demonstration, we choose the receivers' loss 

rates as  𝛾1 = 𝛾2 = 𝛾𝑟. We further neglect the effect of mutual 

coupling between the two receivers (𝑘12 = 0) since they have 

very small inductors and are not necessarily close to each other 

in practical scenarios. The system has three eigenfrequencies 

 
Fig. 2. WPT scheme with three coupled resonators. Power in the 

transmitter is provide by nonlinear gain −𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛, with the shown 

𝑖 − 𝑣  curve. The two receiver resonators are terminated with 

linear conductance 𝐺1 and 𝐺2, respectively.  
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that are found by solving the eigenvalue problem associated 

with the matrix of Eq. (2), leading to  

𝜔𝑖 =

{
 
 

 
 

𝜔0 + 𝑖𝛾𝑟

𝜔0 −
𝑖𝛾𝑟

2
+
𝑖𝑔

2
−
1

2
√−𝑔2 − 2𝑔𝛾𝑟 + 4𝐾1

2 + 4𝐾2
2 − 𝛾𝑟

2

𝜔0 −
𝑖𝛾𝑟

2
+
𝑖𝑔

2
+
1

2
√−𝑔2 − 2𝑔𝛾𝑟 + 4𝐾1

2 + 4𝐾2
2 − 𝛾𝑟

2

}
 
 

 
 

. (3) 

 

If we choose the gain conductance as 𝑔 = 𝛾𝑟  to have the 

balance between the gain and loss, two of the three 

eigenfrequencies will be real and equal to each other when   

𝛾𝑟 = √𝐾2
2 + 𝐾1

2. (4) 

Equation (4) is the condition for the system to exhibit an 

EPD of order two that occurs at 𝜔𝑒 = 𝜔0. The coalescence of 

the eigenvalues and eigenvectors is a necessary condition for an 

EPD to exist. Without resorting to the demonstration that two 

eigenvectors coalesce, we instead show that the two perturbed 

eigenvalues exhibit the typical square root-like (second-order 

EPD) behavior when they bifurcate at the EPD. Indeed, when 

varying the loss factor in the receivers, Fig. 3 shows a second-

order EPD in the system. This EPD represents a separation 

between the strong and weak coupling regimes. Therefore, if 

the values of R, L, and C values in each receiver meet the 

condition of equal loss rate 𝛾1 = 𝛾2 = 𝛾𝑟 , even though each 

resonator has different inductance and capacitance, the EPD 

still exists. For coupling values of 𝐾1  and 𝐾2  such that 

√𝐾2
2 + 𝐾1

2 > 𝛾𝑟 ,  the system is in a strong coupling regime. 

Under this regime, the system supports two modes with real 

frequencies 𝜔0 ± √𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 − 𝛾𝑟
2 , and one complex 

eigenfrequency 𝜔0 + 𝑖𝛾𝑟 . Due to the imaginary part, the 𝜔0 +
𝑖𝛾𝑟 mode is decaying over time. Due to the nonlinear gain in the 

transmitter, the mode that requires the least gain will grow to 

attain its steady state and saturate out the gain, preventing other 

modes from gaining access to the gain required for steady-state 

oscillation. 

III. THEORETICAL WIRELESS POWER TRANSFER EFFICIENCY 

To analyze the total power transferred to both receivers' 

loads, the total power efficiency 𝜂𝑡 is calculated for different 

ranges of coupling using coupled-mode theory [26] as 

𝜂𝑡 =
𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2

𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2
=

{
 
 

 
 𝛾𝑟
𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0

                   ,                      𝛾𝑟 ≤  √𝐾2
2 + 𝐾1

2

𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2

 𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 + 𝛾𝑟𝛾0
    ,                    𝛾𝑟 >  √𝐾2

2 + 𝐾1
2

}
 
 

 
 

. (5)

 

 

In the strong coupling regime, the total efficiency is 

independent of the coupling factors, and when the intrinsic loss 

rates are negligible, it approaches unity. Since we have two 

possibly varying coupling factors, there is a two dimensional 

(2-D) strong coupling region as shown in Fig. 4 (outside the 

white-dashed circle of radius  𝛾𝑟/𝜔0, leading to high efficiency. 

In the weak coupling regime, the coupling factor variation 

 

 
Fig. 3.  (a) Real and (b) imaginary parts of the angular 

eigenfrequencies of the system in Fig. 2 versus the loss rate in the 

receivers 𝛾𝑟  , assuming 𝑔 = 𝛾𝑟 . The EPD of order two (the 

bifurcation point) happens at  𝛾𝑟/𝜔0 = 0.17 , while 𝐾1/𝜔0 =
𝐾2/𝜔0 = 0.124, where the eigenvalues of the system coalesce. (c) 

Real and (b) imaginary parts of angular eigenfrequencies versus 

coupling rate to receiver #1 with constant 𝐾2/𝜔0 = 0.08  and 

𝛾𝑟/𝜔0 = 0.17. The EPD occurs at 𝐾1,𝑒/𝜔0 = 0.15. 
 

 
 

 
Fig. 4. Total efficiency and strong (inner) and weak (outer) 

coupling regions separated by the dashed-white circle. The 

dashed-white circle represents the EPD condition 𝐾2
2 + 𝐾1

2 =
𝛾𝑟
2 which defines the boundary between the two coupling regimes 

with the values of  𝛾𝑟/𝜔0 = 0.17 and  𝛾0/𝜔0 = 0.001.  
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changes the total power efficiency of both receivers. The details 

of the efficiency calculation are explained in Appendix A.   

      To analyze the power transferred to each resonator 

individually, the other resonator is assumed to be fixed. For 

example, assuming 𝐾2 constant and such that  𝐾2 < 𝛾𝑟 , we 

define 𝐾1,𝑒 =  √𝛾𝑟
2 − 𝐾2

2  as the EPD condition for different 

coupling regions in receiver #1 based on Eq. (4); the strong 

coupling regime 𝐾1 > 𝐾1,𝑒   is now explicitly defined for 

receiver #1, but the same calculation process is also valid for 

the second receiver. Still assuming 𝐾2 constant, the efficiency 

for receiver #1 is written as 

𝜂1 =
𝛾1|𝑎1|

2

𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2
=

{
 
 

 
 𝛾𝑟
𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0

𝐾1
2

 𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2      ,                        𝐾1 ≥  𝐾1,𝑒       

𝐾1
2

 𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 + 𝛾𝑟𝛾0
       ,                    𝐾1 <  𝐾1,𝑒    

}
 
 

 
 

. (6)

         

 

Assuming 𝐾2 < 𝛾𝑟  , in the strong coupling regime 𝐾1 >
𝐾1,𝑒 the power delivered to receiver #1 does not vary drastically 

with the change in 𝐾1  and remains roughly constant despite 

changes in its coupling factor with the transmitter for a range 

such that 𝐾1 ≫ 𝐾2. In the weak coupling for the first receiver, 

when 𝐾1 < 𝐾1,𝑒, the effect of coupling change on receiver #1 

efficiency is more significant.  

In the case that  𝐾2 > 𝛾𝑟 ,  the operating points for both 

receivers are outside the white dashed circle in Fig. 4. Since 

both receivers are in the strong coupling regime, both 𝐾1 and 

𝐾2  have a considerable impact on the individual efficiency. 

Indeed, when varying 𝐾1 the system does not experience any 

EPD point, and the efficiency for receiver #1 does not level to 

a constant value. The same analysis is valid for receiver #2 

when fixed 𝐾1 is chosen such that  𝐾1 > 𝛾𝑟. 

      Also, considering the operating point position in Fig. 4, 

summation of the two individual efficiencies,  𝜂𝑡 = 𝜂1 + 𝜂2 

yields Eq. (5). 

IV.  POWER TRANSFER EFFICIENCY 

The negative conductance feeds power to the transmitter 

resonator, which is coupled through a magnetic link to the 

receivers with loads denoted by 𝐺1  and 𝐺2  in Fig. 2. The 

transient behavior of the system is obtained by using the time- 

domain (TD) circuit simulator Keysight ADS with the initial 

condition at the transmitter 𝑣(𝑡 = 0) =  1 mV. The parameters 

in the Tx part are 𝐶 = 330 pF, 𝐿 = 84.45 μH, 𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛 =

0.345 mS, 𝐺0 = 0.002 mS , and the Rx parameters are 𝐶1 =
𝐶2 = 3.30 nF, 𝐿1 = 𝐿2 = 8.445 μH, 𝐺1 = 𝐺2 = 3.45 mS. The 

other intrinsic losses in the resonators in receivers are 

negligible. These circuit parameters lead to the values of  

𝛾𝑟/𝜔0 = 0.17  and 𝛾0/𝜔0 = 0.001 ; hence satisfy the EPD 

condition discussed in the previous section. 

The gain element is realized using a cubic model with an 

𝑖 − 𝑣 curve described as 𝑖 = −𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑣 + 𝛼𝑣
3; where −𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛  is 

the negative slope of 𝑖 − 𝑣  curve in the negative admittance 

region, and 𝛼  is the third-order non-linearity constant that 

models the saturation characteristic of the device [27]. The 

value of the saturation characteristic 𝛼 determines the steady-

state saturation amplitude, and we set it as 𝛼 = 𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛/3.  

Fig. 5(a) shows the TD circuit simulation of the capacitor 

voltage 𝑣(𝑡)  in the transmitter when 𝑘1 = 𝑘2 = 0.124 , i.e., 

when the system is supposed to operate at the EPD. The 

frequency spectrum of the transmitter voltage, after reaching 

saturation, shows a fundamental operating frequency of 

oscillation 𝑓𝑜𝑠𝑐 = 0.963 MHz , very close to 𝑓𝑒 = 0.959 MHz 
(linear regime). The small difference comes from using 

nonlinear gain used in the TD simulation. The frequency 

spectrum of the TD voltage signal 𝑣(𝑡)  at the transmitter’s 

capacitor, after reaching saturation, is obtained by applying the 

fast Fourier transform (FFT) of the TD signal. The FFT is 

calculated using 106 samples in the time window from 5 ms to 

10 ms. Fig. 5(b) demonstrates the transmitter’s TD signal in 

simulation, away from EPD, with  𝑘1 = 0.2  and 𝑘2 = 0.08, 
i.e., in the strong coupling regime. After reaching saturation, 

the self-oscillating frequency for this case is 𝑓 = 0.912 MHz, 
based on the FFT of the TD signal. Note that there are two real 

 
Fig. 5. Time-domain signal v(t) in transmitter after reaching 

saturation due to the nonlinear effects of the active element 

showing a single frequency of oscillation, and frequency 

spectrum. (a) System operating at the EPD, with oscillation 

frequency very close to 𝑓𝑒 = 0.959 MHz. (b) System operating 

away from the EPD, in the strong coupling regime, when 𝑘1 = 0.2 

and 𝑘2 = 0.08. In this case, there is still one single oscillating 

frequency at 𝑓 = 0.912 MHz. 
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eigenfrequencies in the strongly coupled regime in the linear 

regime. However, the spectrum of the signal of the nonlinear 

simulation shows only one frequency of oscillation. This is 

because the nonlinear gain slightly perturbs the system away 

from the ideal condition, and one resonance dominates (i.e., it 

becomes unstable) over the other in the saturation process.    

The experimental verification discussed next is based on the 

setup shown in Fig. 6(a). It uses the same conductances and LC 

parameters as the circuit simulation values for the transmitter 

and receivers. 

As a preliminary step, after the three inductors had been 

fabricated, we fine-tuned the transmitter’s capacitance so that 

the transmitter’s resonance frequency matches that of the two 

uncoupled resonators, using a rack of capacitors. A resistance 

trimmer was used to adjust the value of the gain rate to the value 

of −𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛 in the transmitter, based on the calculated value of 

the required gain derived from theory for the system to have an 

EPD. The detail for tuning is explained in Appendix C. Then, 

we used an oscilloscope to measure the TD response of the 

voltage signal in the resonators. We also used a spectrum 

analyzer to examine the frequency response, and confirmed that 

the three coupled-coil system, including the active nonlinear 

component, works in the proximity of the EPD. Fig. 6(b) shows 

the operating self-oscillation frequency in the configuration 

with receiver  #1 moving while receiver #2 is fixed. As it is 

demonstrated, the operating frequency starts varying when the 

coupling to receiver #1 gets close to the EPD value (𝑘1 getting 

close to 𝑘1,𝑒 ) and it keeps changing in the strong coupling 

region (𝑘1 > 𝑘1,𝑒).  The FFT spectrum from the simulated TD 

signal is well matched to the experimental spectrum (either 

obtained from the oscilloscope waveform and the spectrum 

analyzer) for all values of coupling 𝑘1 in the range of 0-0.3. 

There is a transition of the steady-state frequency among the 

frequency branches around the EPD in the measurement. This 

transition has little effect on transfer efficiency. It can result 

from: i) minor resonator mistune, ii) the detuning due to the 

nonlinear part when we have the saturation and iii) the 

difference between the initial value for gain in measurement 

and theory.  

To investigate the features of power efficiency of the WPT 

system with EPD, we move one of the receivers’ coils (e.g., 

receiver #1) to determine the transmitter and receivers’ power 

changes while keeping the other receiver (e.g., receiver #2) 

fixed. The distance range between the transmitter and receivers’ 

coils in the test is converted to the coupling coefficients by 

using the relation between the coupling coefficient and the 

distance between coils, as shown in Fig. 9 in appendix C. 

Efficiency is defined as the power received by the two receivers 

to the power generated in the transmitter by the nonlinear active 

element. The power received by the two receivers is obtained 

by measuring the voltage on each receiver and calculating 

power as (𝑉𝑖
2𝐺 2⁄  for 𝑖 = 1,2). The experiment was repeated 

with different distances between receiver #2 (the stationary 

one) and the transmitter to investigate the effect of the fixed 

receiver position on the moving receiver’s efficiency. The 

measurement distance for the coupling range is in the interval 

of 5-30 mm.  

Results in Fig. 6(c) are calculated as follows: the theory is 

based on Eq. (6); simulations and circuit measurements are 

based on the steady-state saturated regime caused by the 

nonlinear active gain. The simulated and measurement results 

agree with the theory from the coupled-mode theory 

calculation. The results show that the receiver’s efficiency after 

  
(a) 

 

 
(b) 

 

 
(c)  

Fig. 6 (a). Setup used in measurement of the power transfer 

efficiency for receiver #1, defined in Eq. (6). (b) Real part of 

normalized angular eigenfrequencies versus the coupling rate to 

the receiver #1, with constant 𝑘2 = 0.08. The theoretical value 

(using linear gain) shows two real frequencies in the strong 

coupling regime. The measurement shows the steady state self-

oscillation frequency, when using nonlinear gain. Only one 

frequency is observed for every coupling coefficient. (c) Power 

efficiency for receiver #1 varying the coupling factor 𝑘1 , with 

three constants 𝑘2  values: 𝑘2 = 0.01  (black), 𝑘2 = 0.05  (blue), 

𝑘2 = 0.07 (red). Solid lines represent the theory calculation with 

linear gain, dashed lines are obtained from timed domain 

simulations with nonlinear gain, and the diamond symbols are for 

measurements. 
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the EPD (i.e., in the strong coupling regime) is almost constant, 

and approximately independent of the value of the coupling 

coefficient 𝑘1 . Figure 6(c) also shows that the value of the 

second receiver’s coupling factor 𝑘2  affects the maximum 

efficiency value for receiver #1. As the second receiver gets 

closer to the transmitter, 𝑘2 increases, and the efficiency of the 

first receiver decrease since the second receiver draws more 

power from the transmitter. However, the transferred energy to 

receiver #1 is still approximately constant over the strong 

coupling range  𝐾1 > 𝐾1,𝑒 . Also, the location of receiver #2 

(i.e., the value of the coupling factor 𝑘2)  changes the EPD in 

the system and consequently redefines the strong-weak 

coupling region for receiver #1.  

In the theoretical calculations and TD circuit simulations, 

the passive circuit elements in the receiver have been 

considered lossless. The slight difference between the value of 

efficiency in simulation and measurement could be addressed 

by the presence of losses in the system, such as the intrinsic loss 

of the coils and the extra loss from the circuit elements and 

measurement pin joints. 

V. CONCLUSION 

We have proposed a new efficient wireless power transfer 

method involving one transmitter and multiple receivers 

exploiting the EPD concept in a non-PT-symmetric structure. 

This method provides a coupling-independent eigenfrequency 

region, leading to the design of a system that can transfer power 

to multiple moving receivers without requiring active tuning of 

circuit parameters. Analyses of relatively simple 

implementation geometries show promising performance 

characteristics, and substantial design tuning is predicted to 

yield even better results. 

A finely tuned EPD point enables a range of constant 

efficiency without the need for extra electronic circuits in 

receivers. Moreover, since the receivers and transmitter do not 

necessarily need to be identical in our proposed method, our 

method can be useful in a wide range of practical applications, 

including passive wireless sensing from multiple sites [6], and 

powering multiple compact implants and microrobots [3]. 

 

APPENDIX A: POWER TRANSFER EFFICIENCY  

 

In this section, we calculate the expressions for power 

transfer efficiency based on the coupled-mode theory 

equations. Using Eq. (1), for a system made of one transmitter 

and two receivers, and assuming all quantities include the 

complex time-varying factor exp(𝑖𝜔𝑡), we have: 

𝑖𝜔𝑎 = (𝑖𝜔0 + 𝑔)𝑎 + 𝑖𝐾1𝑎1 + 𝑖𝐾2𝑎2, (7) 

𝑖𝜔𝑎1 = (𝑖𝜔1 − 𝛾1)𝑎1 + 𝑖𝐾1𝑎 + 𝑖𝐾12𝑎2, (8) 

𝑖𝜔𝑎2 = (𝑖𝜔2 − 𝛾2)𝑎2 + 𝑖𝐾2𝑎 + 𝑖𝐾12𝑎1. (9) 

Assuming 𝐾12 = 0, the 𝑎1 and 𝑎2 mode amplitudes in each 

receiver resonator are calculated as 

𝑎1 =
𝑖𝐾1

𝑖(𝜔 − 𝜔1) − 𝛾1
𝑎, (10) 

𝑎2 =
𝑖𝐾2

𝑖(𝜔 − 𝜔2) − 𝛾2
𝑎. (11) 

In the following, we assume that all three resonator's natural 

frequencies (when uncoupled) are matched, i.e., 𝜔1 = 𝜔2 =
𝜔0.  

When the operating frequency 𝜔  is such that 𝜔 = 𝜔0 

(which is valid in the weak coupling regime, and only as an 

approximation in the strong coupling regime), we can evaluate  

𝑎1 and 𝑎2 in very simple terms as  

𝑎1 =
𝑖𝐾1
−𝛾1

𝑎, (12) 

𝑎2 =
𝑖𝐾2
−𝛾2

𝑎. (13) 

Above, we did not consider the complex frequency solution 

in Eq. (3) because it decays exponentially. The efficiency is 

calculated based on the power delivered to the receivers to the 

total power generated, which is equal to the power dissipated 

by the receivers’ loads and the intrinsic loss in the transmitter. 

The total efficiency, assuming 𝛾1 = 𝛾2 = 𝛾𝑟 , in the weak 

coupling regime is 

𝜂𝑡 =
𝑃𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠𝑓𝑒𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑡𝑜 𝑏𝑜𝑡ℎ 𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑒𝑖𝑒𝑣𝑟𝑠 

𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑝𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟 𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑

=
𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2

𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2

=
𝛾1 |

𝐾1
𝛾1
|
2

|𝑎|2 + 𝛾2 |
𝐾2
𝛾2
|
2

|𝑎|2

𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1 |

𝐾1
𝛾1
|
2

|𝑎|2 + 𝛾2 |
𝐾2
𝛾2
|
2

|𝑎|2

=
𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2

 𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 + 𝛾𝑟𝛾0
. (14)

 

The efficiency of each individual receiver can be derived 

following an analogous procedure. For example, the efficiency 

for receiver #1 in the weak coupling regime is  

 

𝜂1 =
𝑃𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠𝑓𝑒𝑟𝑟𝑒𝑑 𝑡𝑜 𝑟𝑒𝑐𝑒𝑖𝑣𝑒𝑟 #1 

𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑝𝑜𝑤𝑒𝑟 𝑔𝑒𝑛𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑
 

=
𝛾1|𝑎1|

2

𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2
 

=
𝛾1 |

𝐾1
𝛾1
|
2

|𝑎|2

 𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1 |

𝐾1
𝛾1
|
2

|𝑎|2 + 𝛾2 |
𝐾2
𝛾2
|
2

|𝑎|2

=
𝐾1
2

 𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 + 𝛾𝑟𝛾0
. (15)

 

In the strong coupling regime, we use the precise value of 

the eigenfrequencies 𝜔 = 𝜔0 ± √𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 − 𝛾𝑟
2  and we still 

assume 𝜔1 = 𝜔2 = 𝜔0  and 𝛾1 = 𝛾2 = 𝛾𝑟 . Therefore, using 

Eqs. (10) and (11), 𝑎1 and 𝑎2 in strong coupling are 

𝑎1 =
𝑖𝐾1

∓𝑖√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 − 𝛾𝑟
2 − 𝛾𝑟

𝑎, (16) 
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𝑎2 =
𝑖𝐾2

∓𝑖√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 − 𝛾𝑟
2 − 𝛾𝑟

𝑎. (17) 

And the magnitude of 𝑎1 and 𝑎2 is  

|𝑎1| =
𝐾1

√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 
|𝑎|, (18) 

|𝑎2| =
𝐾2

√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 
|𝑎|. (19) 

Substituting Eqs. (18) and (19) in the efficiency formula, the 

total efficiency in the strong coupling is  

𝜂𝑡 =
𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2

𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2

=

𝛾1 |
𝐾1

√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 
|

2

|𝑎|2 + 𝛾2 |
𝐾2

√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2
|

2

|𝑎|2

𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1 |

𝐾1
√𝐾1

2 + 𝐾2
2
|

2

|𝑎|2 + 𝛾2 |
𝐾2

√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2
|

2

|𝑎|2

=
𝛾𝑟

𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0
. (20)

 

Therefore, the total efficiency in the strong coupling region 

is not dependent on the couplings with the transmitter.   

Analogously, for the individual receiver #1 in the strong 

coupling 𝐾1 > 𝐾1,𝑒, the efficiency is  

𝜂1 =
𝛾1|𝑎1|

2

𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1|𝑎1|

2 + 𝛾2|𝑎2|
2
 

=

𝛾1 |
𝐾1

√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2
|

2

|𝑎|2

 𝛾0|𝑎|
2 + 𝛾1 |

𝐾1
√𝐾1

2 + 𝐾2
2
|

2

|𝑎|2 + 𝛾2 |
𝐾2

√𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2
|

2

|𝑎|2

=
𝛾𝑟

𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0

𝐾1
2

 𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 . (21)

 

In the strong coupling regime, receiver  #1's efficiency 

depends on both coupling factors with the transmitter. 

However, depending on the value of 𝐾2, the efficiency can be 

approximately constant for 𝐾2 < 𝛾𝑟 . Since in the strong 

coupling regime, the value for 𝐾1 is larger than  𝐾2, there is no 

significant variation in efficiency. A similar analysis holds for 

receiver #2 as well.  

 

 

APPENDIX B: NONLINEAR GAIN AND STABILITY 

ANALYSIS 

When the gain element is nonlinear, the gain saturates as the 

relative complex mode amplitude |𝑎|  increases, and the 

coupled-mode equations can have multiple steady-state 

solutions [28]. However, with the nonlinear gain model, the 

mode requiring the lowest gain will grow to reach its steady-

state and saturate out the gain, preventing other modes from 

accessing the gain level they need to reach steady-state 

oscillation. In this section, we provide an analysis of stability 

using the Lyapunov exponent behavior and demonstrate that the 

system settles into a steady state within a few cycles. The EPD 

is designed to be at a steady state.  

We do not seek the general solutions of the differential 

equation of Eq. (1) for transient behaviour in the presence of 

nonlinear gain; indeed, to avoid such difficulty, we assume we 

work in a neighborhood of a saturated regime; hence we know 

the saturated mode amplitudes in the transmitter �̃�  and 

receivers �̃�1  and �̃�2 . We consider the perturbation for the 

transmitter as 𝜌 ∝ 𝑒λ𝑡 and for receivers as 𝜌1,2, ∝ 𝑒
λ𝑡 (where 𝜆 

is the Lyapunov exponent) applied around the steady-state 

response, and we want to check if it vanishes over time; hence 

we check if the system is stable in a small neighborhood of the 

saturated regime. Therefore, for the two receivers’ system in 

Fig. 2, we have 

𝑎 = �̃� + 𝜌, (22) 
𝑎1 = �̃�1 + 𝜌1, (23) 
𝑎2 = �̃�2 + 𝜌2. (24) 

We assume that the nonlinear dependency of the gain is 

𝑔(|𝑎/�̃�|) = −𝛾0 + 2(𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0)/(1 + |𝑎/�̃�|
2). With this model, 

when the value of the mode amplitude 𝑎  gets to the saturation 

value �̃�, the saturated gain will be 𝑔 = 𝛾𝑟 which is a condition 

for the system to have the EPD.  

To solve Eq. (1) under this condition, we need to linearize 

the gain around the steady-state response using the Taylor 

expansion and omitting quadratic and higher order terms of 𝜌: 

𝑔(|𝑎/�̃�|) = −𝛾0 + 2
𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0

1 + |𝑎/�̃�|2
 

= −𝛾0 +
2(𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0)

1 + (�̃� + 𝜌)(�̃� + 𝜌)∗/|�̃�|2
 

≈ −𝛾0 + (𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0) (1 −
�̃�𝜌∗ + 𝑎∗̃𝜌

|�̃�|2
) . (25) 

Now, with this linear estimation of the gain, the coupled-

mode theory for the first resonator is written as 

𝑑

𝑑𝑡
(�̃� + 𝜌) = [𝑖(𝜔0 − 𝜔) + 𝑔(|𝑎/�̃�|)](�̃� + 𝜌)

−𝑖𝐾1(�̃�1 + 𝜌1) − 𝑖𝐾2(�̃�2 + 𝜌2). (26)
 

 

which leads to  
𝑑

𝑑𝑡
�̃� +

𝑑

𝑑𝑡
𝜌 = 𝑖(𝜔0 − 𝜔)�̃� + 𝑖(𝜔0 −𝜔)𝜌

+𝑔(|𝑎/�̃�|)�̃� + 𝑔(|𝑎/�̃�|)𝜌

−𝑖𝐾1�̃�1 − 𝑖𝐾1𝜌1 − 𝑖𝐾2�̃�2 − 𝑖𝐾2𝜌2. (27)

 

 



MOHSENI, NIKZAMIR, CAO, CAPOLINO: ONE TX MUTILPLE RX WPT USING EPD                 UC IRVINE, APR 2022 

 

 

𝑑

𝑑𝑡
�̃� +

𝑑

𝑑𝑡
𝜌 = 𝑖(𝜔0 − 𝜔)�̃� + 𝑖(𝜔0 −𝜔)𝜌

+ [(𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0) (1 −
�̃�𝜌∗ + 𝑎∗̃𝜌

|�̃�|2
) − 𝛾0] (�̃�)

+ [(𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0) (1 −
�̃�𝜌∗ + 𝑎∗̃𝜌

|�̃�|2
) − 𝛾0] (𝜌)

−𝑖𝐾1�̃�1 − 𝑖𝐾1𝜌1 − 𝑖𝐾2�̃�2 − 𝑖𝐾2𝜌2. (28)

 

Recalling that 𝑎1 = �̃�1 + 𝜌1  and 𝑎2 = �̃�2 + 𝜌2  and 

omitting the quadratic terms of 𝜌, we obtain the three linearized 

differential equations for perturbation 
𝑑

𝑑𝑡
𝜌 = 𝐵1𝜌 + 𝐵2𝜌

∗ + 𝐶1𝜌1 + 𝐶2𝜌2, (29) 

𝑑

𝑑𝑡
𝜌1 = 𝐷1𝜌1 + 𝐶1𝜌, (30) 

𝑑

𝑑𝑡
𝜌2 = 𝐷2𝜌2 + 𝐶2𝜌, (31) 

where 

𝐵1 = 𝑖(𝜔0 − 𝜔) + 𝛾𝑟 − (𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0), (32) 
 

𝐵2 = −(𝛾𝑟 + 𝛾0)
�̃�2

|�̃�|2
, (33) 

𝐶1 = −𝑖𝐾1, (34) 
𝐶2 = −𝑖𝐾2, (35) 

𝐷1 = 𝑖(𝜔1 − 𝜔) − 𝛾𝑟 , (36) 
𝐷2 = 𝑖(𝜔2 − 𝜔) − 𝛾𝑟 . (37) 

Assuming that the perturbations have the time dependency 

as [28] 

𝜌 = 𝑢𝑒𝜆𝑡 + 𝑣∗𝑒𝜆
∗𝑡 , (38) 

𝜌1 = 𝑢1𝑒
𝜆𝑡 + 𝑣1

∗𝑒𝜆
∗𝑡 , (39) 

𝜌2 = 𝑢2𝑒
𝜆𝑡 + 𝑣2

∗𝑒𝜆
∗𝑡 . (40) 

 

The linear system in matrix form from the above differential 

equations is 

[
 
 
 
 
 
𝐵1 𝐵2 𝐶1
𝐵2

∗ 𝐵1
∗ 0

𝐶1 0 𝐷1

0 𝐶2 0
𝐶1
∗ 0 𝐶2

∗

0 0 0
0 𝐶1

∗ 0
𝐶2 0 0
0 𝐶2

∗ 0

𝐷1
∗ 0 0
0 𝐷2 0
0 0 𝐷1

∗]
 
 
 
 
 

[
 
 
 
 
 
𝑢
𝑣
𝑢1
𝑣1
𝑢2
𝑣2]
 
 
 
 
 

= 𝜆

[
 
 
 
 
 
𝑢
𝑣
𝑢1
𝑣1
𝑢2
𝑣2]
 
 
 
 
 

. (41) 

Calculating the six eigenvalues λ of Eq. (41) and checking 

if their real part is negative will confirm the stability behavior 

of the system. As demonstrated in Fig. 7, the calculated 

Lyapunov exponents Re(𝜆)  are all decaying types, showing 

that the steady-state solution is stable for all transfer distances 

of both receivers. The specific function for 𝑔(|𝑎/�̃�|) assumed 

here does not affect the transfer efficiency if the gain exhibits 

the above saturation behavior.  

 

APPENDIX C: POWER TRANSFER MEASUREMENT 

SETUP 

The measurement setup consists of one 68-turn Litz wire 

transmitter coil with a 30 mm diameter, quality factor of 𝑄𝑇𝑥 =
720,  and intrinsic loss of 0.55 Ω. Two 35-turn receiver coils 

were also fabricated with Litz wire with 10 mm diameter and 

quality factor 𝑄𝑅𝑥 = 680  and intrinsic loss of 0.078 Ω . The 

small values for intrinsic loss in coils confirm the initial 

assumption of negligible loss factors in the receivers in the 

theoretical calculation and circuit simulation. The value 𝐺0 =
0.002 mS , is the parallel conversion of series loss in the 

transmitter coil, at 𝜔0 and assumed constant for simplicity. 

The coupling factor change based on the distance between 

the transmitter and one receiver coil is shown in Fig. 8. The 

coupling levels between coils were calculated using the 

COMSOL Multiphysics for magnetic fields simulation of the 

measuring setup. Transmitter and receivers’' inductors coils are 

in parallel with 330 pF and 3.3 nF capacitors, respectively. In 

addition, a rack of parallel pins is installed on the transmitter 

board to add discrete capacitors to tune the resonant frequency 

of the transmitter. The transmitter part is terminated with a gain 

realized with an Op-Amp-based circuit shown in Fig. 9(a). 

 
 
Fig. 7.  Lyapunov exponents (six solutions of Eq. (41)) to confirm 

the steady-state solution, versus change of both 𝐾1 and 𝐾2. For all 

coupling cases, the real part is always negative which leads to a 

decaying perturbation always converging to the saturation point. 

In other, words, the system remains stable for any set of coupling 

coefficients considered.  The circular white dashed line represents 

the EPD condition 𝐾2
2 + 𝐾1

2 = 𝛾𝑟
2  with the values of  𝛾𝑟/𝜔0 =

0.17 and  𝛾0/𝜔0 = 0.001. 
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To realize and tune the negative gain amount, we used an 

Op-Amp (Analog Devices, model ADA4817), where the 

negative value is tuned with a trimmer 𝑅T  (Bourns, model 

3252W-1-103LF). This block provides negative admittance 

−𝐺𝑔𝑎𝑖𝑛 = −1/(𝑅1 + 𝑅T) , where 𝑅1  is the mount fixed 

resistance, The 𝑅𝑇  is a trimmer resistance to tune the total 

feedback resistance (𝑅1 + 𝑅T ) in the circuit and bring the 

negative conductance close to the EPD value based on the 

required gain for EPD in the theoretical calculation. After 

trimming the value of 𝑅T for the required gain, it has been kept 

fixed in all the experiments. Figure. 9(b) shows the printed 

circuit board (PCB) of the assembled circuit, where each block 

is shown in yellow boxes. All the ground nodes are connected 

using the bottom green ground layer. 

 

APPENDIX D: EPD CONDITION FOR N-RECEIVERS 

The concepts provided in this paper can be easily generalized 

to the "N" number of receivers while maintaining a constant 

power transfer efficiency for each receiver in their strong 

coupling region since even with N number of non-identical 

receivers, the EPD point still exists. The eigenfrequencies for a 

𝑁 + 1 resonator system with 𝑔 = 𝛾𝑟 the condition will be 

𝜔𝑖 =

{
 
 

 
 

(𝑁 − 1)(𝜔0 + 𝑖 𝛾𝑟)

𝜔0 − √𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 +⋯+ 𝐾𝑁
2 − 𝛾𝑟

2

𝜔0 + √𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 +⋯+ 𝐾𝑁
2 − 𝛾𝑟

2
}
 
 

 
 

. (42) 

with  𝛾𝑒𝑝𝑑 =  √𝐾1
2 + 𝐾2

2 +⋯+ 𝐾𝑁
2 . Although adding more 

receivers shortens the "high efficiency" region, as shown in Fig. 

10, still, in the strong coupling range, the system sensitivity to 

disturbances that change the coupling factor between 

transmitter and receivers will be reduced.  
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connection, and rack of parallel pins for capacitance adjustments. 
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