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1. Abstract

Dynamic Wireless Power Transfer (DWPT) technology enables the process of
charging the on-board battery of an Electric Vehicle (EV) while on the move and
along its travel path, eliminating the need to stop for charging. Inductive coupling
between the receiver and transmitter systems is used to transmit energy from
transmitting coils embedded in the road to receiving coils attached to the EV chassis.
The dynamic nature of the energy transfer allows the on-board battery to be
minimized in dimensions, capacity and weight. This reduced EV battery leads to
dramatic energy savings due to the reduced vehicle weight, as well as to significant
environmental advantages, caused by minimizing C 0O, emissions during production,

and to reduced hazardous waste and contaminants during disposal.

This research focuses on the energy transfer process between the transmitting and
receiving coils aiming at improving the efficiency of this energy transfer and
advancing DWPT technology to a level which supports large scale implementation in
the near future of smart transportation. To achieve this goal, we have studied the
electromagnetic coupling between the transmitter and receiver arrays as we explore
various layout configurations. Variations to the coil dimensions were made as well as
changes to other geometry parameters and use of magnetic materials. This study
first explores cases where the DWPT configuration is stationary namely, the
electromagnetic interaction is explored while all geometry and distance parameters
are fixed. We then switch to the dynamic scenario namely, when the system is in
motion and the distance between the coils changes and/or when misalighments

occur, mimicking realistic scenarios.

The study has been performed using Finite Element Method electromagnetic
simulations tool. By optimizing the DWPT design we managed to improve the energy
transfer to the EV. We demonstrated that by understanding and controlling the
spatial magnetic field distribution generated the transmitter coils, it is possible to
design a receiver coil array which picks-up maximal magnetic flux. Such maximum is
obtained for each receiver coil dimension at the point in space where the

perpendicular magnetic field component generated by the transmitter reverses its



direction. We have shown that in a stationary scenario, under such conditions, it is
possible to achieve energy transfer efficiency higher than 92%! This is to be
compared with the less than 80% efficiency of the coils layout prior to our
optimization. A similar improvement is expected for EV in motion. We have also
revealed a new phenomenon for EV in motion, namely that the coupling coefficient
varies with the relative movement between the coils and, as a result, the self-
resonance frequency of the system splits to two separated frequencies. This split,
observed here for the first time, depends on the coupling strength, increasing with
its increase. It is expected that this split will affect the design of DWPT systems and

therefore must be taken into consideration in any future designs.

In addition, we have investigated the non-ionizing radiation levels in a typical DWPT
layout. Simulations of scenarios which include ferromagnetic screening allowed us to
improve the design and reduce the radiation from the transmitting coils and the
conducting cables. We managed to reduce the radiation to levels significantly lower

than worldwide recommendations.

The study described here offers new ways for optimization of DWPT systems with
improved energy transfer efficiency. Such optimization translates into direct energy
savings and smaller batteries, thereby to economic savings and reduced 0>

emissions.

We are convinced that the findings of this work may be used to improve current
DWPT designs, and, in turn, create safer, greener, and more efficient use of the

technology.



2. Introduction

The introduction is organized as follows: Sub-section 2.1 gives a broad background of
the world of EVs, WPT, and DWPT. In the following two sub-sections, (2.2 and 2.3),
we explain the mechanisms governing inductive power transfer and resonance
power transfer. Subsection 2.4 gives a brief explanation to how DWPT operates.
Finally, in subsections 2.5 and 2.6, we describe some types of commonly used

receiver and transmitter coils configurations in DWPT system:s.
2.1.Background

The world of electric vehicles (EVs) is a vast and fascinating one. These vehicles have
the potential to revolutionize the way we view and use transportation today. They
promise a cleaner, greener alternative to the classic, outdated, environmentally
hazardous combustion engine used in most vehicles since the dawn of the last
century. Instead of using polluting “power plant” inside of every vehicle, EVs can use
the electric power that is generated elsewhere (including using greener methods
such as solar panels and wind turbines), drastically reducing the pollution
concentration in urban places and busy roads. EVs are also more efficient, as the
power is generated in an efficient power plant instead of an inefficient combustion
engine. They are also far more quiet than normal vehicles, as they run on batteries,
which can potentially reduce drastically the noise pollution in busy urban areas.
Finally, the inclusion of a battery as the power source indicates a fully electronics-
based vehicle, which is easy to integrate into a data collection system, making data
collection far more efficient. Overall, EVs offer a clear upgrade to everyone’s quality

of life.

While EVs are considered the vehicle of the future, the solution offered by
‘traditional’ EVs, driven by batteries which are charged frequently in fixed location, is
still facing many challenges that need be addressed. EVs still provide a challenge to
the environment and to the energy eco-system. In particular, batteries are large and

heavy to allow for long-distance travels and are, because of their size, a serious



environmental hazard. In addition, the large battery size results in large CO;
emissions during the production process of the batteries, using non-renewable
materials like lithium, and result in a vast amount of toxic waste once the battery
inevitably depletes [1,2]. Batteries are not only hazardous, but they also dramatically
increase the mass of the EV; in some cases, batteries can weigh up to half of the EV’s
total weight. Such heavy load being carried along with the EV greatly impacts the
energy efficiency of the vehicle, while also being a big cause for expensive and
potentially dangerous recalls, as was done by numerous big vehicle companies in
recent years [3]. Another pressing issue with current electric vehicles is that its
charging process is slow and cumbersome compared to the combustion engine
alternative. Nobody is willing to wait for refueling/charging more than a few minutes
and fast battery charging has yet a long way to advance to reach this milestone.
Furthermore, the current infrastructure of charging stations is severely lagging
behind the gas alternative [4], making it almost impossible to take an EV into a long
journeys. Finally, as EV charging is typically done in certain times of the day (night-
time for example) and requires a large amount of electricity [5,6], the electrical grids
of heavily populated urban areas may not be able to support such heavy load,

making EV charging practically impossible when their number increases.

Wireless power transfer (WPT) technology introduced a new way of charging EVsin a
more convenient manner. While WPT indeed makes the charging of EVs easier and
more comfortable for the user (for example, while parking on a designated spot), it

does not address most of the fundamental issues mentioned above.

A breakthrough solution is provided by the Dynamic Wireless Power Transfer (DWPT)
technology that enables the charging of the EV ‘on the go’, thus significantly
reducing the on-board battery size and weight. In principle, dynamic charging will
enable unlimited driving range and the on-board battery is required just to allow
short off-course deviations for recharging. This results in an increased energy
efficiency for the EV, both in terms of energy usage and production. Since batteries
are far smaller in DWPT, CO, emissions and hazardous waste are greatly reduced
during production and on battery’s end of life [7]. Charging station infrastructure is

simply unnecessary for DWPT, as the vehicle is charged during drive, meaning that



the load of the electric grid is spread throughout the day, making it far easier to
implement in urban environments. The small battery allows for some deviations
from the charging route, meaning the EV is not bound to a track, while also having a
potentially unlimited range. Since all EVs that use DWPT are using these roads
together, energy sharing between vehicles can also be implemented for further
efficiency increases. Finally, such a system will be even easier to integrate into big
data collections, as the roads themselves can be used to record data of traffic,
battery life, battery usage etc., which can be used for Artificial Intelligence studies

and central planning and control.

While this all sounds well and good, many new questions and issues arise when
moving from cable charging to WPT, and even more complex problems arise when
moving from WPT to DWPT. Arguably, one of the most important questions is safety
— can we be sure that the non-ionizing radiation that this system emits is safe? What
are the non-ionizing radiation levels that reach the passengers? Another important
guestion is the question of the energy transfer itself. Mid-field power transfer is
much harder to implement than wired power transfer, as the energy transferred is
heavily reduced with distance. In the case of WPT this can be fixed by a retractable
receiver coil that is lowered while parking, however this is impossible to implement
during drive due to regulations which dictate the allowed clearance between the
road and the vehicle chassis. Furthermore, in the case of DWPT, the coupling
between the transmitting road embedded system (transmitter coils), and the energy
receiving system (receiver coils) that is attached to the chassis of the EV is subject to
extreme changes during the drive and must be addressed. Other open questions that
need be explored are how expensive is this system to implement? Can the electric
grid support dynamic charge on a large scale? Is it possible to implement such a

drastic infrastructure and behavioral change on a global scale?

This work aims to answer the first two questions presented above: The question of
radiation, and the question of mid-field energy transfer and efficiency. Both
guestions are analyzed and answered utilizing electromagnetic simulations which
shed light on the processes governing DWPT mechanisms and allow us to propose

improved designs for reaching better energy transfer and safer operation



2.2.Inductive Power Transfer

The term “inductive power transfer” refers to the process of transferring energy
between inductors with no physical contact between them (wirelessly). It is the main
method in use today for short range wireless power transfer (WPT) [8].According to

Ampere's law, current in a coil produces a magnetic field B in space described by:
VX B = o/

This equation implies that a current flowing in a conductor creates a magnetic flux
field, and vise-versa. With this in mind, one can transfer energy from one system to
another using coils: an AC current flows through a transmitter coil, which creates an
oscillating magnetic field. This field passes in part through a receiving coil, which in
turn induces an alternating voltage in accordance with Faraday's law of inductance:

VXE=——
ot

This induced voltage may then be used to drive a load.

N oo

0—/;

Vs._ ?/ N

Power Oscillator L1 L2 Rectifier Load
Source

Figure 1: Inductive Power Transfer. The transmitter coil L, is connected to an oscillator. Some of the magnetic flux
is then picked up by the receiver coil L,, which is connected to the load [9].

Figure 1 displays schematically a typical 2-coils scenario. The coil L1, fed by an
oscillating voltage source, is the transmitting coil. The receiving coil L2 is mounted
apart at some distance and is connected to the load through a rectifying circuit
element. Marked by the green arrows, are the magnetic field lines generated in L1
and partially crossing through L2. As seen clearly, some field lines would close in

space without interacting with L2, hence the coupling between the coils is not
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perfect. The amount of coupled magnetic flux between the coils is described by the

mutual inductance of the transmitter and receiver coils, defined as:

dl;
L, = VZ/E
where [; is the current flowing in the transmitter coils, and V, is the induced voltage
across the receiver. The mutual inductance of the coils can be used to define the
electromagnetic coupling coefficient, k, between the transmitters and receivers. k,
then, represents the fraction of transmitter induced flux that is ‘absorbed’ by the

receiver:

L1,2
L,L

k =

N

where L4, L, are the self-inductances of the transmitter and receiver coils

respectively. The voltage in each circuit is, therefore:
Vi =iwli; +iwl, 71,
Vz = ile,le + i(l)LzIz

Classic inductance coupling is effective in near-field applications, as the energy
transfer is completely dependent on the distance between the two coils, and
therefore is severely reduced with distance. Therefore, it can only be used for
applications such as transformers, small appliance chargers etc., where k is roughly
close to 1. However, it is extremely inefficient for far-field applications. Specifically,
for Electric Vehicle (EV) charging, due to the relatively large air gap between the
chassis of the vehicle and the road (about 30 cm), it is necessary to enhance the
inductive coupling. This mid-range distance is especially problematic, as the mutual
inductance is rather weak, and k is of the order of 10%. It is impossible to effectively
charge an EV with such poor transfer rates. In order to achieve sufficient power

transfer at these ranges, one must use magnetic resonance coupling.
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2.3.Magnetic Resonance Coupling

To overcome the unique challenges of low k, mid-range, wireless power transfer,
Magnetic Resonance Coupling [10] becomes a must, in particular for EV charging.
This technique takes full advantage of resonance theory. One can look at the swing
analog to get an idea of the principle of operation of the magnetic resonance
coupling. If one was to gently push a swing at exactly the right frequency, i.e., the
self-resonance of the swing, even though the kinetic energy of the swing was
acquired in very small increments, it will quickly grow in magnitude. The same goes
for the case of magnetic resonance coupling — instead of transferring the energy with
‘brute force’, we transfer small “packets” of energy at the resonant frequency of a
tunable electric circuit connected to the receivers, which allows for orders of
magnitude higher energies to be transferred wirelessly. Implementing resonance
coupling to WPT, power is still transferred inductively, however both transmitter and
receiver coils are separately connected to a respective resonator circuit. If both
resonators share the same resonance frequency, power can be transferred far more
efficiently and through larger air gaps. The impedance of a simple RLC series circuit is

given by:

Z(iw) = R + i(X, — X¢)

XL:(UL
¥ = 1
LAY

It is easy to see that at X; = X, we get a minimal impedance, resulting in minimal AC
resistance. Operating at this resonance frequency, the reactive energy oscillates
between the coil and the capacitor and is built up with each cycle of the source. As
part of the energy is still lost in the circuit resistance, one must also consider the
quality factor, Q, of both transmitter and receiver circuits. Q is defined to be the
energy stored in the circuit over the energy dissipated by the impedance of the

circuit. For the above discussed series resonator:

woL 1

0= R = RaC
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Using these parameters, we can represent the impedance of a series resonator as

7 L ( (w a)o) 4 1)
= —_— l —_— J—
C Wy W Q
Using these definitions, we can deduce that for a series resonator, operating at its

self-resonance frequency, the induced voltage as function of the source voltage is:

With Q typically in the range of a few hundred for WPT applications, this implies that
with resonance coupling, the induced voltage on the receiver system is orders of
magnitude higher than in inductive power transfer (IPT) if not under resonance

operating conditions.

\

B
e |.--: R |
VS . i \Resonant/ * %
Circuits
Power Oscillator Rectifier Load

Source

Figure 2: Resonant inductive power transfer. Both transmitter and receiver coils are connected to a resonator,
meaning the power transferred between them is vastly increased [9,11].

Consider the loosely coupled resonators seen in figure 2, with the same resonance

frequency wy, the voltage equations of such a system are (assuming zero load):
Vi =(Ry+i(X, — X))y + iwLy 1,
0 = iwLy .l + (Ry + i(X, — X)) Iz

In the separated coils scenario of Figure 2, the coupling between the two circuits is
relatively weak because of the distance between the coils. We can thus assume that

the mutual inductance L, , is small, and that the back-effect of the secondary circuit
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on the primary is small in comparison with its primary current. Therefore, we may

neglect the iwL, ,I, term in the first equation. At resonance, we obtain that:

Vi
L=—+

Therefore, we can solve for the second equation and obtain the induced current:

i(l)Ll 2V1
12 = -
RiR,

The power dissipated on R, and R, is therefore given by:

VZ

p =+
2R,

_ VIZRZ(’UZL%,Z

P, =
* 2(R4Ry)?
Finally, we can calculate the power transfer between loosely coupled resonators
using magnetic resonance coupling:

P, w’Li, w?k’L,L,

— — — k2
P~ RiR» . RiR, ©Q:

This means that the power transfer between two circuits at mid-field is strongly tied
to the coupling coefficient k2, as in WPT without resonance. However, when
implementing resonance operating conditions, the power transferred is also
multiplied by the Q-factors of both circuits. Therefore, one’s target is to increase
both k and Q4, Q, to significantly improve the energy transfer efficiency of the
system. In this work we explore also the resonance conditions for various coils
scenarios but mainly focus on ways to significantly improve the coupling between

the primary and secondary circuits.
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2.4.Dynamic Wireless Power Transfer

In the world of transportation, the holy grail is reaching a state where vehicles are
not required to stop for fueling/charging. This would support unlimited travel time
and range, and a non-stop service in public transportation. As fictional as this idea
sounds, one technology may assist to realize and materialize this concept. This is the
Dynamic Wireless Power Transfer technology, which has been rising in popularity in
the past decade [10,12-20]. Applying the same energy transfer methods on a
moving system, one can, in theory, achieve operational dynamic charge for EVs to
support the coveted unlimited travel range/time. Many factors are to be considered
when designing a functional DWPT configuration as there is a vast number of
changing variables and challenges that need to be addressed during the simplest of
drive segments. The present research work tackles some of these issues, in particular
changes in the coupling coefficient during motion, track and EV misalignments, and
position-dependent resonance frequency, all affecting the energy transfer efficiency
of the DWPT system. With that in mind, various configurations have been tested
over the years. To demonstrate the various approaches, we focus here on the two
largest projects currently in development in the world: the South Korean online
electric vehicle (OLEV) project [21], and the demonstration projects run by the Israeli
company Electreon in Sweden and Israel [22]. Both projects have demonstrated time
and again how effective and realistic DWPT can be. The South Korean OLEV project
was the first large project in the world to utilize the concepts of DWPT and created
the first dynamically charged bus. An example of a bus that is charged wirelessly can
be seen in figure 3. Transmitter coils are embedded in the road, and receiver coils
are placed at the chassis of the bus. The successful Electreon Swedish road
prototype has garnered vast interest and promise for the future of DWPT, as they
managed to fully electrify about 1.5 km of road and successfully charged an electric
truck [23]. The project showed the viability of DWPT systems and their rather simple
implementation, while also integrating a state-of-the-art communication system
which provides real-time communication with each vehicle that utilizes their system.

That being said, much work is still needed to fully utilize this technology and make it

14



as energy efficient as possible. The following section will go over major configuration

topologies for both transmitting and receiving systems.

Figure 3: OLEV track, South Korea [24]. The OLEV bus drives on a power track that transmits electric flux during
the drive. The cyan lines represent the optimal travel route that promises optimal energy transfer and charge. The
receiver coils are mounted below the chassis of the bus, which receives the transmitted energy from the road and

transfers it to the on-board battery.

2.5.Transmitter Configurations

A typical layout for a dynamic wireless power transfer setup consists of the following
major components: power supply, transmitter circuit, receiver circuit, load, and, of
course, the space surrounding the array which includes materials that may influence

the process. We begin our study by focusing on the transmitter coils configuration.

Various transmitter configurations have been tested in the past, mostly as part of
the Korean OLEV project [12,14,24] mentioned above (figure 3), who were the first
to revolutionize WPT and produced a working prototype of a functional DWPT
system, by implementing recharging road segments into Korean roads. It was first
launched during March 2010 and was developed and operated by The Korea

Advanced Institute of Science and Technology (KAIST).
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Figure 4: |-type transmitter configuration. The transmitter coil is wrapped around an I-shaped magnetic core,
which helps to increase flux transfer by directing it upwards [25].
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Figure 5: S-type transmitter configuration. The transmitter coil is wrapped around a S-shaped magnetic core

instead, increasing the effective range of power transfer [26]. This configuration is superior due to the core’s
shape being more central, which in turn directs the flux lines more effectively into the receiver coils.

The first OLEV project utilized an "I-type" module (figure 4) [25] used to direct the
flux lines from the transmitter into the receiver coils. This, however, offered a good
spatial magnetic flux coverage at a somewhat limited range. They later changed the
I-type module into an S-type one (figure 5), which included an S-shaped power
supply rail for better transmitter range [26]. This improved upon its predecessor by
effectively doubling the distance that the receiver coils and the transmitter coils can

be placed while also reducing EMF well below non-ionizing radiation guidelines [27].
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Figure 6: An example of the flux lines of a unipolar configuration, simulated by us. Each transmitter coil has a

counterclockwise current applied to it. This results in spatial gaps in the flux field.
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Figure 7: An example of the flux lines of a bipolar configuration, simulated by us. Each transmitter pair is applied a

clockwise and counterclockwise current in a ‘figure of eight’ manner, resulting in an alternating positive-negative

field. This method is preferred since it has less flux gaps in-between the coils.

Unipolar and bipolar coils were also tested during the Korean OLEV project [8,28,29].

We have simulated examples of unipolar and bipolar coils and the spatial magnetic
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field distribution is presented in figures 6 and 7 respectively. Unipolar coils operate
under the principle that all coils have currents flowing in the same direction,
resulting in a more direction-oriented flux field. While the unipolar coils are much
easier to implement, as they require simple geometries, they are outperformed by
their bipolar counterparts, since a bipolar configuration confines the flux lines into a
more specific region under the receiver coils. The magnetic flux distribution over the
bipolar transmission coils becomes more uniform in general, as the flux no longer
cancels with itself at the seams. As apparent in figure 6 (the unipolar case), this
configuration results in a drop in the magnetic flux intensity around the middle,
between the coils which means that the field is less uniform in nature. This in turn
means that some areas do not receive any flux in them at all, namely, that the EV is
not receiving energy during the pass over this space segment. This can be mitigated
in a static case by placing the receiver coils in the optimal location, however in a
dynamic case this can result in poorer energy transfer efficiency. In figure 7 we show
our simulation results for the bipolar case. Apparently, in this case, the flux
distribution is much more uniform. The bipolar configuration also increases the
coupling coefficient and reduces residual EM radiation. Our results will be further

described later in this dissertation.
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2.6.Receiver Configurations

Turning next to the receiver coils configuration, variations of coil layouts, number of
coils and coil geometry have been explored in the past, with varying levels of

efficiency.

20
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Figure 8: Simulated ‘DD’ configuration of the receiver coils placed under the chassis of the EV.

One of the most effective receiver bipolar configurations is the “double-D” (DD)
shape configuration, where two rectangular coils are laid side by side to form a
“double-window”-like shape, described schematically in figure 8. The two ‘D’ coils
are connected in opposite directions to pick the net sum of two opposing signs
magnetic field lines. Still, the DD configuration is very susceptible to position
variations. Clearly, when the EV travels along the transmitter coils track, large
variations in the picked-up flux occur, including a point of minimal signal, where the
DD layout is positioned above one of the transmitter coils. An example of a
simulation of the energy transfer in a ‘DD’ configuration is displayed in figure 9. It
describes the changes to the coupling coefficient to an EV along a travel path. The
red circle represents the fully aligned case where the EV is directly above the

transmitters, and the green rectangle represents a misaligned case where the EV
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continued past the transmitters. Since k is the more fundamental parameter which
affects transfer efficiency, as it represents the strength of the coupling between the
transmitter and receiver coils, it will be regarded as the parameter of choice in our
simulations. The coupling coefficient sharply declines at two locations during
movement, effectively creating two ‘dead’ zones were the flux picked up by the
receiver coils practically zeroes. It is therefore easy to see that such configuration
can work for static purposes only, as the maximal flux collection occurs exactly when

the centers of the receiver and transmitter coils overlap.

A step forward is the double-D quadrature (DDQ) configuration [16], which includes
an additional single coil mounted at the center and on top of the DD layout (figure
10). It provides a good solution to DWPT, since it can pick up increased amounts of
magnetic flux lines relative to its similar in size, DD configuration. It is also far less
susceptible to misalignments, as the square Q-shaped coil covers the ‘dead’ zones of
the DD coils, effectively increasing the flux pickup. This can be seen in figure 11,
which describes the changes to the coupling coefficient k as a function of
transmitter-receiver relative shift along the travel path. Each line represents k for

one of the three coils in the DDQ configuration.
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Figure 9: ‘DD’ configuration shift effects. A: Changes to k as a function of misalignments along the travel path.
The red circle represents the configuration shown in B, and the green rectangle represents the configuration
shown in C. In both cases, the receivers
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31 cm

Figure 10: Simulated 'DDQ' Configuration of the receiver coils placed under the chassis of the EV.

Figure 11: ‘DDQ’ configuration coupling coefficient as a function of travel path misalignment. Each coil effectively
‘covers’ for the ‘dead zones’ of the other coils, creating a sort of diode-bridge type of configuration.

The focal point of this work is the exploration of improvements to the energy

transfer system by varying the receiver and transmitter coils. In addition, non-

ionizing radiation, and the screening of said radiation was explored. The study of the

position dependent electromagnetic energy transfer has also produced interesting
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results that show a splitting of the resonance frequency of the system as a function
of the coupling coefficient k. The results, to be described below in detail are

extremely important for designing improved, highly efficient DWPT systems.

The rest of the work is organized as follows: After describing the research goals
(chapter 3), we discuss the physics behind the COMSOL Multiphysics simulation tool,
our main analysis tool (chapter 4). We then move to a detailed description of our
results, starting with results for a stationary vehicle (chapter 5.1 and 5.2) and then to
a moving vehicle (5.3). In chapter 5.4 we introduce, for the first time, a phenomenon
of double resonance in a moving car. Summary of our main findings and our

conclusions are presented in chapter 6.
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3. Research Goals

DWPT technology is still in its infancy and requires further research and
optimizations to be operational. This work tackles some of the issues currently in the
front of DWPT research and development. As we explore better and improved
configurations and layouts, we aim at gaining better understandings about the
physics that governs energy transfer in DWPT systems. As we acquire more insight
into the electromagnetic field distribution and interactions, we expect to be able to
provide answers to the main question in this field: how can WPT and DWPT
technologies be significantly improved to make them feasible for real life use? What
are the limits for energy transfer in such wireless charging technologies? Will they be
capable of competing with state-of-the art traditional charging methods? These
guestions are more complex than one might think on first glance, as there are many
variables that must be taken into consideration. In this work, we have isolated the
effect of such parameters by utilizing simulation tools. Varying one parameter at a
time while keeping the other fixed allowed us to reach a better understanding. For
example, after varying the longitudinal aspect of the “DD” receiver coil dimension,
we have identified the location where the direction of magnetic field generated by
the transmitter coils reverses directions and starts to contribute negatively to the
picked-up flux. In a similar manner, we’ve separated the contributions of the
transmitter coil dimensions, misalignments, coupling coefficient and resonance
frequency to the energy transfer. We will describe these results right after the

Methods chapter.
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4. Methods

The main tool used in our study is numerical simulation. This is to replace a real-life
measurement system since every small change to the configuration is extremely
expensive and slow to produce, which will make the whole work impossible.
Specifically, all simulations presented in this work were simulated using COMSOL
Multiphysics simulation tool [30]. It uses finite element method (FEM) to numerically
solve physics-based systems of partial differential equations (PDEs) [31]. It is one of
the most common and efficient modern methods used in both physics and
engineering and is extremely effective in solving linear and non-linear physical

systems.

Figure 12: Mesh example for the simulated DWPT system. The outer block describes the ‘world’ in which the
system lives in. It is simulated to be air. Inside this block, the receiver and transmitter coils are simulated, as well
as the ferrite plate (flat rectangle inside the block). This link system is then converted into an adjacency matrix.

The main idea of FEM is to discretize space using a network of elements called
“mesh” (Figure 12), which divides the space into a collection of subdomains. The
outer box defines the ‘world’ for which the system is defined. Inside the box, the
coils and a ferrite plate are simulated. Each element is assigned certain properties
(for example — material properties such as electric conductance, permeability etc.)

and is solved locally using the assigned set of PDEs. Finally, COMSOL recombines the
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elements using a matrix representation of the mesh to indicate each element and its
nearest neighbors and solves for it using known solution techniques called 'solvers'.
This tool is very powerful and gives accurate results for complex, real-life systems
that are impossible to account for using analytic tools. All simulations were solved
using the AC/DC module for COMSOL, specifically using the magnetic field (mf)

formulation, which solves the following set of equations in the frequency domain:
VXH=]
B=VXxA
J =0E +iwD + ],
E =—iwA

These equations solve for the magnetic vector potential A. The frequency domain
was chosen over the time domain since the time which takes for the vehicle to pass
over the coils is negligible compared to the frequency of the magnetic field
generated by the transmitter coils. Working in the frequency domain drastically
improves solving time in this case. The electric circuit (ec) formulation was also used

for some of the simulations, to couple the geometry to a system of electric circuits.

26



5. Results

5.1.Static (stationary) Results

5.1.1. |Initial Configuration

.50 cm

cm

-100

z
Yok

Figure 13: Initial layout of the simulated coil array. 1A, 1B: transmitter coils. 2A, 2B: DD receiver coils. 2C: Q
shaped receiver coil on top of the DD receiver coils. 3A: Ferromagnetic ferrite plate.

We begin our study with the DDQ configuration depicted in figure 13. The specific
starting point layout and its parameters were given to us as a courtesy from
"Electreon", which uses a similar configuration in its pilot projects. Each transmitter
coil consists of 11 turns, while the receiver coils have 3.5 turns each. The transmitter
coils also form a DD configuration and are placed 25 cm apart. The transmitter ‘DD’
coils are connected in series in a “figure of eight” manner, such that the current in
one coil flows clockwise, while the current in the second coil flows counterclockwise.

As previously described, the receiver coils are connected in a similar manner, so that
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flux in opposite directions crossing each ‘D’ coil is integrated and contribute to the

induced voltage.

Figure 14: Flux lines generated in the bipolar transmitter coils. The lines are picked up by the ‘DDQ’ receivers.

The transmitter coils, therefore, create a bipolar flux spatial distribution as seen in
figure 14, where the flux which enters one coil exits through the other. In all
simulations for the transmitter coils, a 50 A RMS, 85 kHz sinewave current was
generated, using frequency domain simulation. On top of the receiver coil array, not
shown in the figure, a ferrite plate has been placed. This ferrite plate serves to divert
flux lines into the receiver coils, as well as a magnetic shield for reducing
electromagnetic non-ionizing radiation level at passengers’ level to well below the
allowed standards [27]. All non-ionizing radiation concerns will be explored in a later

chapter.
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5.1.2. Coil Dimension Changes

1600 . . .
—o0.3m
1400 | o4m
0.5m
—o0.6m
1200 0.7m - T
1000 F .
.//
2 500
=
600 1
400
//—;'_
0 1 1 L 1
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 14 1.6

Receiver Dimension [m]

Figure 15: Voltage across receiver as a function of the change in DD coil dimensions. Different curves represent
different transmitter coil dimensions from 0.3 to 0.8 m.

Variations to the receiver and transmitter coil dimensions have been made,
specifically stretching the “radius” of the DD coils to cover more of the EV’s length
and/or width, yielding more effective rectangular shapes. These changes were made
with the goal of collecting more flux lines at the receiving coils and were proven to
be very successful. In each simulation step, both length and width of the receiver
coils were either stretched or compressed by the same value, yielding a Q-shaped
geometry in each step. These simulations were repeated multiple times, each time
with a different transmitter coils diameter, the results of which can be seen in figure
15. The figure exhibits the voltage induced in the receiver coils as it increases with
the increase in transmitter coil size. Also, for each transmitter size, the curve is non-
monotonic and there is a corresponding receiver size that receives maximal voltage.

Further increase in receiver coil size results in a decrease in the induced voltage.
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Figure 16: Length dependent receiver voltage. Different curves represent different transmitter coil dimensions
from0.3to 0.8 m

In practice, the vehicle width has a tighter dimension restriction than its length.
Hence, in the second set of simulations, coil width was fixed at the applicable value
of 0.5 m and only the length of the receiver coils was varied. The results are seen in
figure 16. In this case, the effect is slightly less dramatic than for the 2-directions
change case; however, it is still strong. The voltage curves reach a maximum at
around the same points as in the previous case and decrease in a weaker way

thereafter.
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Figure 17: Coupling coefficient as a function receiver coil length. Different curves represent different transmitter
coil dimension from 0.3 (lowest curve) to 0.8 m.

Figure 17 displays the coupling coefficient, k, as a function of dimension changes.
The self and mutual inductances of equations 1, 2 were calculated from the voltage
induced in each coil by varying the current in the appropriate coil. Clearly, k
increases with the increase of the transmitter coils dimensions. For transmitting coils
of 0.3 m length, k is less than 0.1 and increases up to ~0.35 for 0.8 m long coils. The
optimal operation point is now clearer and corresponds to the peak in k. For any
selected transmitter coil size, the coupling between the coils improves with the
increase in the receiver coil length up to a maximum. Further increase in length
results in decreasing k hence, reduced energy transfer efficiency. The increase in k
with increasing transmitter coil size is straight forward. Since the coupling is
proportional to the ratio r/h, (h being the distance between coils and r its typical
dimension) [32], enlarging the transmitter coils is equivalent to reducing the distance
between the transmitter and receiver coils. Therefore, it is desirable to have as large
as possible transmitting coils and the limit is set by cost of the conductor, the road
trenching, and the need to keep the dimension smaller than the EV width to

minimize stray fields in its vicinity.
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Bz vs x-coordinate, Positive Flux
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Figure 18: Position dependent B, along the x-axis on the XY plane of the receiver. The direction of the flux
displayed in this figure represents the flux that is seen by each receiver. Maxima are observed at around x = +38

To explain the non-monotonic behavior of k for each selected transmitter size, one
must examine the magnetic field distribution in the XY plane at the receiver level,
and the XZ plane. Figure 18 describes the z component of the magnetic field (B,) in

the receiver coils XY plane, for the case of 0.5 m sized transmitters. B, reaches its

cm.

maximum/minimum at about x = 38 cm / -38 cm respectively. These points

represent the maximum amount of flux that can be "caught" by the receiver coils.

Once we venture past these points, B, starts diminishing. Upon reaching a negative

field, (at around 90 cm), the induced voltage on each receiver declines.
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fBz vs x-coordinate(cm)
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Figure 19: Integrated z component of the magnetic flux density along the x-axis.

Figure 19 represents the integral of B, integrated over x axis (direction of motion).

This figure correlates well with figures 17 and 18, as the overall flux starts plateauing

rapidly at around 0.7 m. This is the point where the flux in figure 18 decreases

rapidly and is about to flip and become negative, therefore obstructing further flux

collection. Also, in figure 17 we see that k starts decreasing rapidly after that point,

which strengthens the claim that once we go past this point, flux collection becomes

negative.
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Figure 20: A side view of the system. The green line represents every point where B, = 0, meaning the flux
direction flips in every region.

Figure 21: A side view of the system. Yellow hues represent positive z flux, while blue hues represent negative z
flux.
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Another way to view the flux behavior is shown in figure 20, which is focused on the
XZ plane. It describes the line where the z-component of the magnetic field flips, i.e.,
the line where B, = 0. We can also see that this line becomes horizontal inside the
ferrite, since it “pulls” the flux lines into it, making the field completely horizontal.
This in turn drives the B, = 0 line away from the center. This also correlates well
with the other results presented here. Figure 21 shows a colored version of the same
phenomena. The blue hues represent the negative flux, while the yellow hues
represent the positive flux. It gives a more in-depth picture of the magnitude of the

flux in every given point in space.

By mapping the magnetic field that is created by our transmitter configuration, we
can gather insight about the most efficient geometry for the receiver coils, which will

be used in the following chapters.

5.1.3. Coil Separation
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Figure 22: Added gap between the 'DD' coils.
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As previously discussed, figures 18 and 19 describe the z-direction flux that is created
by a set of bi-polar transmitter coils. An interesting takeaway from these plots is that
there is zero flux at the center (x=0), and the contribution to the flux crossing the
receiver coils array is small near this center. Looking at said figures, an idea arises to
shift the ‘D’ frames along the x-axis so that maximal flux can be picked up. Namely,
the ‘DD’ configuration becomes now double ‘D’ frames separated by a distance, as

seen in figure 22.
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Figure 23: Comparison between different separating gaps.

It is this distance that we’ve next explored to further optimize the energy transfer as
shown in figure 23. The figure describes the changes to k in different separation
distances, ranging from 1 to 20 cm. The transmitter coils used here are the default
coils of 38 cm “radius”. Each line represents a different distance between the D-
shaped coils. For small receiver coil dimensions, we clearly see that k increases with
increasing separation. For example, for receiver coils of 0.3 m, k increases from
about 0.05 for 1 cm separation to ~0.12 for 20 cm distance, nearly a 3-fold
improvement! This is attributed to the expected increased flux collection as we
center the “D” coil around the maxima in B,. However, for large coils, we see a
reversal of this behavior and k of smaller separation distance is higher than k of

larger distances. Again, we can explain the results as the horizontal shift of the coil
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brings larger coils into the reversed flux region hence decreases k. We can,
therefore, conclude that a separation of 10-20 cm is ideal for this case of 38 cm
transmitter coils. For these separation intervals, k reaches the highest level, while
also being more cost efficient than just changing the dimensions of the coils. Putting
it all together, we can get an ideal 'DDQ' — type of configuration for our receiver coils
that are best suited for a static case. These results are carried over to the dynamic

phase of the simulations.
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5.1.4. Efficiency

The maximal efficiency of an inductively coupled resonator system is given by [10]:

k?Q1Q,
(1+y1+ k2Q1Q2)2

Where Q4, Q, are the quality factors of the transmitter and receiver circuits,

Nopt =

respectively. For our purposes, the calculated Q4, Q,, using the self-inductance and

resistance of the coils in the 50 cm case, were:
Q, = 52.34
Q, = 467.7

Note that a series resistance was added to the transmitter coils, therefore reducing
the Q-factor of Q. The resistance values used here were obtained from Electreon
Ltd. to reflect realistic values of DWPT circuits used in their projects. Assuming an

average 0.15 value for k, one can get a maximal efficiency of:

Nopt ~ 0.9183
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Figure 24: Energy transfer efficiency of the 10 cm separation case. It peaks at around 50-60cm, similarly to the
peak in k shown in the previous figures. Unlike the previous figures however, the decline afterwards is rather
small.

Figure 24 describes the changes to the efficiency as a function of the receiver coil

size. The efficiency climbs steeply from about 10% for coils of 10 cm radius to about
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90% for coils of about 60 cm size. A further increase in receiver size results in a
slowly declining efficiency. We therefore have managed to increase the efficiency of
the system from less than 80% in the completely non-optimized state (with zero coil
separation), to almost 92%! Yet, again, we understand this negative slope of the

efficiency as the outcome of reversed field lines penetrating the coil cross-section.
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Figure 25: Efficiency changes with k. The efficiency is susceptible to changes for low k values.

Clearly, the more fundamental parameter to affect the efficiency is k. Therefore,
figure 25 exhibits the k dependent efficiency. Seen here, the efficiency soars sharply
with the increase in k for small k values but now the curve is monotonic. Above
around 80% efficiency, the curve begins to saturate, and it becomes harder and
harder to achieve efficiencies higher than the 92% efficiency we have already
achieved in the stationary case. This behavior can also be seen from the equation
and is evident in the figure. The efficiency is extremely susceptible to changes in the
coupling coefficient k, especially when k is low. This means that during the
movement of a DWPT array, even though the exact same coils are present
throughout the entire time, the efficiency is going to change dynamically with
respect to the location of the EV along the travel path. At high k values however, the
efficiency does not change much, which is why it is so important to keep k at a

relatively high value during the drive. In our work, for the range of coil dimensions
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explored, the efficiency is still susceptible to changes, and must be taken into

account.

5.2.Non-lonizing Radiation

This chapter is devoted to an issue of public concern: the non-ionizing radiation of
EVs supported by DWPT technology. When people hear about EVs traveling along
the road being charged “on the fly” by energy transmitted by coils embedded in the
road, one of the first questions and reservations that pop immediately is “what
about the radiation?” Naturally, we are all concerned about environmental issues
that affect our lives so one critical demand from DWPT technology is that at no
circumstances, passengers or stand-by pedestrians are to be exposed to radiation
levels that might have any effect on their bodies, short or long-term. One aspect of
this issue is resolved immediately by switching electronics. Each EV (receiver coils
layout) carries a unique identifier (RFID or the sort), which signals the transmitter
that the receiver is above the transmitter and exactly at what position. Only then,
when the coils overlap in the x direction, energy transmission begins and stops when
the EV has finished its passage. In this way, it is guaranteed that no radiation is
present except for just below the EV. Two other radiation scenarios are left open: 1.
The radiation from power cables, which conduct the high currents to the coils, and 2.
The radiation at the passenger’s level, right above the EV chassis. In this chapter we
describe simulation studies we’ve performed for such scenarios proving beyond any
doubt that DWPT under the conditions explored in this work is perfectly safe,

exhibiting radiation levels well-below the allowed standards.

First, we've simulated and measured the residual radiation over the top of the ferrite
plate. As explained in the introduction, a ferrite plate covers the “DDQ” receiver coil

layout for two purposes:

1. Increased coupling - being a ferromagnetic material of high permeability,
this plate serves as “magnetic flux concentrator”. Less energy is required

for field lines to divert its course and be attracted to the plate. Hence,
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field lines that would otherwise escape the receiver coils are now
attracted and tilted so that the net flux through the coils increases.

2. Radiation screen —for the same reason, residual field lines above the
receiver coils are now trapped within the ferrite. The plate serves as a

screen and the radiation above its physical height level is reduced.

Figure 26: A side view of the system. Flux lines are drawn in proximity to the ferrite plate in a logarithmic scale,
including the region above it. This means that the flux above the ferrite is orders of magnitude lower than the
incoming flux.
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Figure 27: Flux lines inside the ferrite plate that screen the incoming radiation.

Figure 26 shows the ferrite plate in action. It shows how no flux lines penetrates
through the plate to its other side (of course, given the resolution in the figure).
Figure 27 describes the “pulled” magnetic flux inside the ferrite plate which blocks
the magnetic flux from penetrating it. The inside flux is created due to the ferro-
magnetic properties of the ferrite, which is why it acts well as a screening tool for

non-ionizing radiation.
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Figure 28: Radiation intensity (mG) at ferrite plate level. The maximal flux we get from the sides of the plate are
well below the maximum allowed radiation levels. If needed, an aluminum plate can be placed to further reduce
radiation.

The numerical results are presented in figure 28. The ferrite plate is very effective at
reducing the radiation on board of the EV. The magnetic field scale depicted in this
figure ranges from 0 to 20 mG and in this scale the measured radiation above the
ferrite plate is effectively zero. A small, below guidelines amount of the radiation
does slip through the edges of the ferrite plate, however it reaches a peak of about
20 mG, which is well below the standards for non-ionizing radiation threshold — 270
mG [27] at 85kHz Also, if needed, an aluminum cover can easily be placed to further
reduce the radiation regardless, which can cancel the residual radiation. The addition
of an aluminum plate will create eddy-currents when exposed to AC magnetic flux,
which can be extremely efficient at screening the flux all-together. Another way to
reduce radiation, without the use of external aluminum plates, is to change the
geometry of the ferrite itself and increase the screening. This can be done in several
different ways, for instance, making the edges of the ferrite thicker or inclined,
which will contribute to the screening. It is worth mentioning that we save the
Aluminum plate addition only if truly required since its screening by eddy-current

generation results in losses that reduce the efficiency.
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Figure 29: Simulated model of the cross-section of the cables. Left: Double twisted cable. Right: 4C cable. The red
and blue colors represent positive and negative terminals respectively.

Second, we’ve simulated the underground cables that carry the current to the
transmitter coils. We’'ve simulated two types of cables, typically used for high-power
high-frequency applications: the double twisted, and 4C cables shown in figure 29.
Cables are made from Litz wires namely, multi filaments twisted for reduced eddy-
currents and homogenous current flow within its cross-section. To simplify the
simulations, we’ve simulated a single filament cable since at the distance of interest,
one may neglect the internal structure of the cable. The cables are embedded in
depth of about 50-60 cm below the ground, therefore it is important to make sure
that they do not emit harmful levels of non-ionizing radiation at the ground level and

above.
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Figure 30 : Flux lines at 0.5m, 1m and 1.5m away from the cable. The lack of symmetry around the cable is a
direct result of the opposite terminals of the cable, as seen in the previous figure.

Figure 30 describes the radiation around the 4C cable. The radiation symmetry close
to the cable itself is broken, as the current moves in and out of the terminals in a
guadrupole type of configuration. At 50 cm, the radiation is symmetrical and is well

below the threshold, at about 0.4 mG.
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Figure 31 : Twist angle distribution of the flux in the double twisted cable. The x-axis represents the twist angle of
the cable. The y-axis represents the residual average magnetic flux at different heights above the cable. At 0.5m
the radiation is well below the allowed radiation levels.

Figure 31 describes the radiation around the double twisted cable at various twist
angles. The radiation is the strongest at 90 degrees of twist, since the configuration
switches from a state of quadrupole to a state of a dipole, increasing emitted flux.
The radiation at 50 cm is also well below the threshold, even at 90 degrees, where

the radiation is maximal at about 0.7 mG.

In summary, the non-ionizing radiation emitted by the transmitting circuit fall well
below the allowed standards both for the coils and for the current carrying cables. If,
in the future, the standards are toughened, we see easy ways to further reduce the
radiation levels. We therefore conclude that DWPT, in the layout explored in this

work, is safe for use.
5.3.Dynamic Results

In the previous chapters we’ve described an optimization study for increasing the
coupling coefficient and the energy transfer efficiency. However, the EV and the
receiver coils array travel along its rout and the relative distance between the
transmitter and receiver coils change all the time. Variations in the relative positions
of both set of coils might occur in all 3-dimentions. Not only that the EV progresses
along its travel line thus changing the coil position along x-axis, but transverse

deviations from the charging path are inevitable. Height fluctuations are also likely to
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be present in any real-world drive due to imperfections in the road and variations in

passenger’s weight.

Therefore, we hereafter present a study of the coil layout under dynamic conditions
and explore the coupling coefficient, resonance frequency and energy transfer

efficiency when the relative position between coils is changed in all axes.

5.3.1. |Initial Configuration

Receiver Coils
Axis of advancement [x]

Magnetic (Ferrite) Plate

T

Transmitter Coils
Figure 32 : Baseline configuration for the dynamic simulations. The axis of advancement is dubbed 'x' for the rest
of this work.
A similar type of configuration that was used in the static simulations can be seen in
figure 32 and is used as a baseline for our dynamic simulations. In these simulations,
we've simulated an EV moving along a travel path, as well as possible misalignments

in the other axis.
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Figure 33: Changes to k at different x-axis misalignments. Consistently good k values are obtained throughout the
entire movement.

The changes that occur to k along the travel path of an EV can be seen in figure 33.
The 'DDQ' configuration proves to have a good flux collection coverage, however,
the fluctuations in k are very significant in these levels and can greatly affect the
transfer efficiency as seen in figure 25. The takeaway message here is that we cannot
assume that a single k value is carried throughout the entire segment of charging, as
it is simply not the case. ‘k’ changes dynamically, and we must take that into

account.

5.3.2. Improved configurations

The most obvious change to be made to the configuration, based on the previously
mentioned static cases, is to increase the spacing between the 'DD’ coils as was

demonstrated in figure 22.
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Figure 34: Changes to k at different x-axis misalignments for two spacing options — the default 1 cm case, and the
10 cm case, the latter being superior in every single way.

Figure 34 demonstrates how the 10 cm spacing case (red curve in the figure) is
superior in every way to the minimal 1 cm spacing case (blue curve), as k remains

relatively higher along the entire path.

This again sits well with figures 18 and 19 mentioned in the static section — more flux
can be collected if we place the 'DD' coils away from the center. This is since the z-
component of the magnetic field is far weaker at the center than it is about 40 cm
away from the center. Spacing the receiver coils away from each other is a logical
conclusion that can be drawn from that fact — and it was indeed proven to be

effective, increasing flux collection throughout the entire drive.
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Figure 35: x-y mapping of k as a function of the misalignment in the x and y axes.

For the 10 cm spacing case we've also mapped an x-y plane as seen in figure 35,
where each point on the grid represents k in different locations on this plane. We
can see that misalignments in y also play a big role in affecting the amount of flux
collected during the drive. For example —a 10 cm misalignment in the y-axis can
decrease k by up to 25%. Since these kinds of misalignments are bound to happen
constantly during drives, it must be taken into consideration when designing DWPT
systems, which can result in more transmitter coils per length unit to be needed or
by increasing the on-board battery. A z-axis misalignment can also greatly affect k

and has been done in previous works [32].
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Figure 36: Changes to k dynamics with different sized coils.

Next, we made the same stretching simulations presented in the previous section
but now on a dynamic system. The results are presented in figure 36. These dynamic
simulations have produced several interesting insights about the system. First, we
see that the maximal achievable coupling coefficient is not only higher at 25 cm
along the travel path, but also corresponds to a different receiver coil size than
previously predicted in the static case. This sits well with the results previously
shown in figure 18, as the peaks in k occur where the receivers fully encapsulate the
magnetic flux generated by the transmitters. Furthermore, we can see that the
larger the coil, the more flux is collected in the center of the x-axis and is less
collected at the edges of the transmitter array. The main takeaway from this figure is
that for smaller coils, the collected flux is smaller but spread-out more evenly
throughout space. For flux maximization, one must use the larger coils, at the cost of

low efficiency at the edges of the array.
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Figure 37 : Total integrated voltage for each size case. The maximum voltage was accumulated in the 90 cm case.

We have also integrated the total induced voltage in every presented case to get an
idea of the total collected flux of each curve, the results of which are presented in
figure 37. We can see that the best configuration — the one that will collect the most
flux during the drive along the track —is the 90cm case. These results are very
important for our understanding of DWPT, as previous works did not account drastic
changes to geometry dimensions in the context of dynamic charging. The results that
we have obtained give us a clear, optimal working point for the dimensions of ‘DDQ’
configurations. Not only can we maximize k, but we can also extrapolate other
important parameters out of these changes to k, such as efficiency (as seen in
previous chapters) and even the resonance frequency changes (as is presented in the

next chapter).
5.4.Resonant Splitting

In the introductory chapters, we’ve seen how the efficiency of DWPT system is
derived from the coupled electromagnetic equations assuming that the two sets of
coils operate under an identical self-resonance frequency. At present, DWPT

technology operates under the assumption that indeed, the resonance frequency is
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constant throughout the travel and is identical for both circuits. Selected capacitors
are added to both transmitter and receiver circuits precisely to match both circuits
self-resonance-frequency. However, the results presented in the previous chapter
for the dynamic properties of DWPT suggest that this assumption may be unrealistic.
As the vehicle passes above the transmitting coils, the mutual inductance between
the coils becomes position dependent. As a result, k becomes position dependent as
well hence, we are facing a case study of loosely coupled oscillators where the
coupling itself is dynamic. It is therefore the goal of this chapter to explore the
energy transfer process under the realistic conditions where k fluctuates along the
EV passage, and one cannot assume anymore a constant and fixed resonance
frequency. Since the coupled equations of chapter 2.3 are not solvable analytically,

we’ve implemented our simulation tool to solve the case numerically.
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Figure 38: Resonance split occurs if the coupling becomes strong enough. The x-axis represents the resonance
frequency of the system. The y-axis represents the coupling coefficient. The color-bar represents the effective
voltage induced in the receiver coils. Instead of a single resonance frequency, two applicable resonance
frequencies emerge. This must be considered when designing the electronics and circuitry of DWPT systems.
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During our simulations, we’ve shown that the resonant frequency of the coupled
system splits in two. We’ve tested the extent of this phenomena in a separate
simulation. The split is visible in figure 38, where we see a clear divergence from the
85kHz initial tuned resonance frequency into two separate frequencies at around

k = 0.11. This is rather unintuitive, as we always strive for high k values, which, as
seen in previous sections of this work, is directly responsible for both the general
power transfer of the system, as well as the power transfer efficiency, can ‘kick’ us
out of resonance unintentionally. As seen in the previous sections of this work, the
coupling coefficient far exceeds this value on a regular basis. The fact that the
resonance of the receiver changes when driving is an incredibly important matter
that must be compensated for, as the whole concept of DWPT rests upon the idea of
magnetic resonance power transfer. A system that is off resonance will not benefit
from the huge amplification it receives from the quality factors of the receiver and
transmitter systems. Therefore, active resonance tuning must be implemented into
the system via dynamic circuitry methods, such as active capacitance changing

feedback loop.
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For the scope of this work, we have decided to map these changes in resonance on
the driving axis of the EV. These results are presented in figure 39. This, in turn, not
only severely reduces the energy transfer, but also changes the efficiency of the

system if no action is taken.

6. Conclusions

This work focused on achieving improved energy transfer efficiency in DWPT
technology. To do so, the effects of different configurations of coils in DWPT
systems, in both the static and dynamic cases, have been studied. Specifically, we
have explored the coupling coefficient between the road embedded transmitter coils

and the chassis bound receiver coils, and the levels of non-ionizing radiation.

In the static case, we have found that an optimal size for receiver coils exists for
every selected size of the transmitter coils. The coupling coefficient increases with
increasing receiver size, peaks at this optimal size, and decreases thereafter. We
have also found that a similar optimization can be done by creating a gap between
the ‘DD’ receiver coils, resulting in better flux collection. These findings were
interpreted by analyzing the spatial magnetic field distribution, which have shown
that the net magnetic flux which crosses the receiver coils start to decrease above
the optimal dimension and gap due to magnetic field direction reversal. The

coupling coefficient in turn can be directly translated to power transfer efficiency.

Non-lonizing radiation was analyzed in all potential hazardous parts of a DWPT
systems, including the coils and high-current carrying cables used in such systems. All
non-ionizing radiation was determined to be well below the threshold, mainly thanks
to the ferromagnetic ferrite plate place below the chassis of the EV, which is used
also for radiation screening. Regardless, if needed, further screening methods can
easily be employed to further reduce non-ionizing radiation if needs be, as discussed

in chapter 5.2.
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In the dynamic case, we have shown how the proposed optimizations made in the
static case work in a drive scenario. We have shown that, during motion, the
optimized static configuration is not the optimal configuration for a dynamic
situation. We have also shown how different misalignments on the axis

perpendicular to the drive affects the coupling coefficient at all times.

Finally, we have shown that during the drive, the dynamic nature of the coupling
coefficient greatly affects not only the efficiency of the power transfer, but also the
resonance frequency of the receiver circuit, resulting in significant losses if no action

is taken to dynamically adjust the resonance of the receiver circuit.

We believe that the results presented in this work can be used to further improve
DWPT systems currently in development and shed some light on lesser addressed

problems of DWPT, such as resonance splitting.
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