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Abstract: Wireless sensor networks (WSNs) have broad application prospects due to having the
characteristics of low power, low cost, wide distribution and self-organization. At present, most the
WSNs are battery powered, but batteries must be changed frequently in this method. If the changes
are not on time, the energy of sensors will be insufficient, leading to node faults or even networks
interruptions. In order to solve the problem of poor power supply reliability in WSNs, a novel power
supply method, the single-wire power transfer method, is utilized in this paper. This method uses
only one wire to connect source and load. According to the characteristics of WSNs, a single-wire
power transfer system for WSNs was designed. The characteristics of directivity and multi-loads were
analyzed by simulations and experiments to verify the feasibility of this method. The results show
that the total efficiency of the multi-load system can reach more than 70% and there is no directivity.
Additionally, the efficiencies are higher than wireless power transfer (WPT) systems under the same
conductions. The single-wire power transfer method could satisfy the characteristics of WSNs and
effectively solve the problem of poor power supply reliability.
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1. Introduction

Wireless sensor networks (WSNs) are special networks consisting of many micro-nodes with
the ability of perception, calculation, storage and wireless communication, and perform long-range,
long-term overall perception and accurate control for monitoring areas [1–4]. WSNs have broad
application prospects in many areas, such as national security, environmental monitoring and industrial
production due to the characteristics of low power, low cost, wide distribution and self-organization [5–7].

At present, most of the WSNs are battery powered, but batteries must be changed frequently
in this method. If the changes are not on time, the energy of sensors will be insufficient, which will
lead to node faults or even network interruptions [8]. To solve the abovementioned problems, some
researchers tried to use natural energies such as radio frequency energy, photovoltaic energy, wind
energy, water droplet impact energy and fuel cell to power WSNs [9–13]. However, these solutions
all harvest energy from nature and they are easily affected by environmental and weather factors.
In addition, the size and cost of installations cannot satisfy the actual demands.

Additionally, wireless power transfer (WPT) technology is also an effective method. In [14],
Peng et al. employed a mobile robot carrying a wireless charger to charge a sensor network based
on wireless power transfer via electromagnetic radiation. The results showed that electromagnetic
radiation could prolong the network lifetime. However, the low efficiency was a bottleneck. In [15],
Xie et al. considered the scenario of a mobile wireless charging vehicle periodically traveling inside
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WSNs and charging each sensor node through magnetic resonant coupling wireless power transfer.
However, this method was limited to charging one node at a time and was not scalable as node density
increased. Compared with other wireless power supply devices, WSNs have special features such
as low power, wide distribution and a great number of sensors. Other WPT technologies, such as
inductive coupling, microwave, laser and ultrasonic, cannot also satisfy the features of WSNs because
of short transmission distance, low transmission efficiency, poor directivity and low safety [16–19].

Mobile vehicles are used to carry chargers to charge sensors in the abovementioned solutions.
However, mobile vehicles are limited to certain terrains and cannot work normally in some complex
environments. Compared with mobile vehicles, unmanned aerial vehicles can work in any environment
and they are good carriers of chargers. However, oversized coils will increase the load of unmanned
aerial vehicles, which causes low efficiency and affects working time [20,21]. Despite these intensive
efforts, the energy of WSNs remains a performance bottleneck and is perhaps the key factor that
hinders wide-scale developments.

In order to solve the abovementioned problems, a novel power supply method for WSNs, the
single-wire power transfer method, is utilized. It only uses one wire to connect source and load.
In terms of power transfer, the electromagnetic field generated by the source is guided and bound by
the single wire to the load. The single-wire power transfer system will not be affected easily by the
environment compared with the wireless power transfer system. When the single wire is replaced by
an existing medium, a generalized WPT can be realized. In terms of system applications, single-wire
power transfer can power WSNs reliably without reducing the flexibility of nodes and be applied to
various complex environments, which contributes to the further development of WSNs. Besides, it can
supply power for some other areas where it is difficult to erect wires, such as isolated islands and
remote mountain areas. Additionally, it can complement other power transfer methods to make power
application scenarios abundant and improve the use efficiency of power.

In this paper, the single-wire power transfer method is used as a solution to the problem of
power supply for WSNs. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The system structure of
single-wire power transfer for WSNs is demonstrated in Section 2. The characteristics of directivity
and multi-loads of single-wire power transfer systems are demonstrated to verify the feasibility of this
method from simulations and experiments in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. Finally, conclusions are
drawn in Section 5.

2. Structures of Single-Wire Power Transfer Systems

Figure 1a shows the structure of a single-wire power transfer system evolved from Tesla’s WPT
system [22]. The system contains a source, transmitter, receiver and load. The transmitter includes
a step-up transfer and metal conductor Q1. The receiver comprises a step-down transfer and metal
conductor Q2. The source supplies power for the whole system. When the transmitter obtains the
power from the source, there will be time-varying electromagnetic field at Q1. The power is transferred
from the transmitter to the receiver through coupling the electric field between Q1 and Q2, which is the
first path of this system. The receiver provides power for the load. The single wire is the second path.
The first and second path form a closed loop for power transfer [23,24].

The coupled electric field strength decreases as distance increases between transmitter and receiver.
As a result, power cannot be transferred effectively through Q1 and Q2. The numbers of turns of
transfers are very large and there are two metal conductors causing a large volume of the transmitter
and receiver. Besides, the voltage obviously increases at the metal conductors because of the large
numbers of turns. On the one hand, such a high voltage breaks peripheral air down, leading to the
discharge phenomenon and, on the other hand, the high-frequency time-varying electromagnetic field
generated by the high voltage affects the normal operation of the surrounding equipment.
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Figure 1. Structures of single-wire power transfer systems (a) evolved from Tesla’s wireless power 
transfer (WPT) system and (b) improved in this paper. 
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receiving coil are connected to the single wire. The other ends of the transmitting coil and receiving 
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Figure 2 is the equivalent circuit of the single-wire power transfer system, which is a transmission 
line terminated in an open circuit. Seq is the equivalent source including the source and transmitter 
in Figure 1b. ZL is the equivalent load including the load and receiver in Figure 1b. ∆z is 
per-unit-length quantities. R and L are series resistance and inductance per unit length of the single 

Figure 1. Structures of single-wire power transfer systems (a) evolved from Tesla’s wireless power
transfer (WPT) system and (b) improved in this paper.

The power supply requirements for WSNs cannot be satisfied by the system shown in Figure 1a
because of the large volume and high voltage. Therefore, the single-wire power transfer system for
WSNs is improved on the basis of Figure 1a and is shown in Figure 1b. The metal conductors are
removed and the coils are spiral planes, which can realize miniaturization. The source coil and load
coil are connected to source and load, respectively. One end of the transmitting coil and receiving coil
are connected to the single wire. The other ends of the transmitting coil and receiving coil are open
ended. The parameters of the transmitter and receiver are completely identical, including the number
of turns, inside radii, pitches, wire diameters and radians of coils.

The path generated by metal conductors does not exit when the metal conductors are removed.
Figure 2 is the equivalent circuit of the single-wire power transfer system, which is a transmission
line terminated in an open circuit. Seq is the equivalent source including the source and transmitter in
Figure 1b. ZL is the equivalent load including the load and receiver in Figure 1b. ∆z is per-unit-length
quantities. R and L are series resistance and inductance per unit length of the single wire. G and C are
shunt conductance and capacitance per unit length generated by the single wire and the surrounding
environment. According to the transmission line theory, the voltage and current on the line are:

V(z) = 2V0 cos(βz) (1)

I(z) =
−2jV0

Z0
cos(βz) (2)
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where β = ω(LC)1/2. The voltage reflection coefficient, Γ, is:

Γ =
ZL −Z0

ZL + Z0
(3)

where Z0 is the characteristic impedance. There is only one wire in the single-wire power transfer
system. So, the single-wire power transfer system is a transmission line terminated in an open circuit
and ZL =∞ because of the open circuit at terminal. Dividing the numerator and denominator of (3) by
ZL and allowing ZL→∞ show that the voltage reflection coefficient for this case is Γ = 1. The single-wire
power transfer system in Figure 1b uses the standing wave principles to transfer power. The coils
are used to increase voltage which can decrease the losses of the single wire. The frequency of the
system is determined by the equation f = 1/(2π(L1C1)1/2), where L1 is the total inductance including the
series inductance of single wire S and the inductance of coils, C1, is the total capacitance including
shunt capacitance of single wire C, the distributed capacitance between the coils and single wire and
between each turn of the coils. Frequency and impedance are determined by L1 and C1. This is the
circuit analysis of the single-wire power transfer system. From the perspective of electromagnetic
field propagation, the electromagnetic field generated by the transmitter propagates to the receiver
by the single wire. It is an oriented power transfer and the single wire plays an important role in
guiding and binding the electromagnetic field. The electromagnetic field propagates in all directions
and covers a large far-field range if there is no single wire, which leads to the low efficiency of the
receivers. This is the reason why the efficiency of WPT via the coupled electromagnetic field decreases
as the transmission distance increases.
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Figure 2. Equivalent circuit of the single-wire power transfer system.

3. Simulation Analysis

The feasibility of the single-wire power transfer method for WSNs is verified by simulations in
this section. Figure 3 shows the simulation model of the single-wire power transfer system, where
there is a transmitter on the left and a receiver on the right and they are connected to the single wire.
The number of turns of the source coil and load coil is one and the transmitting coil and receiving coil
have 10 turns. The inside radii, pitches of the coils and the wire diameters are 60 mm, 10 mm and
1.06 mm, respectively. The radians of the source and load coil and transmitting and receiving coil are
the same size. The feasibility is verified through simulating directivity and multi-loads based on the
characteristics of WSNs.



Energies 2020, 13, 5182 5 of 15

Energies 2020, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 15 

 

 
Figure 3. Simulation model of the single-wire power transfer system. 

3.1. Directivity Simulations 

The transmission distance and frequency of the directivity simulation model are 5 m and 10.55 
MHz, respectively. The structure of the single-wire power transfer system is similar to the wireless 
power transfer system. The only difference is the single wire. So, the frequency of the single-wire 
power transfer system is close to wireless power transfer system. The rotating directions of the 
receivers in the single-wire power transfer system are shown in Figure 4. The rotating centers are 
the centers of the coils and the rotating axes are the axes of the three-dimensional coordinate system. 
The transmitting power, receiving power and efficiency before rotating are 94.83 W, 87.40 W and 
92.16%, respectively. The rotating step and angle are 10° and 360°. The simulation results are shown 
in Figure 5. 

   
(a) (b) (c) 

Figure 4. Rotating axes of receivers for (a) x-axis, (b) y-axis and (c) z-axis. 

When the rotating axis is the x-axis, as shown in Figure 5a, the difference in values between 
maximum and minimum transmitting power, receiving power and efficiency are 3.49 W, 4.67 W 
and 4.02%, respectively. The difference in values of the transmitting power, receiving power and 
efficiency are 11.27 W, 11.88 W and 4.48% when the rotating axis is the y-axis, shown in Figure 5b. 
When the rotating axis is the z-axis, the difference in values of the transmitting power, receiving 
power and efficiency in Figure 5c are 15.30 W, 11.29 W and 5.3%. 
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3.1. Directivity Simulations

The transmission distance and frequency of the directivity simulation model are 5 m and 10.55 MHz,
respectively. The structure of the single-wire power transfer system is similar to the wireless power
transfer system. The only difference is the single wire. So, the frequency of the single-wire power
transfer system is close to wireless power transfer system. The rotating directions of the receivers in
the single-wire power transfer system are shown in Figure 4. The rotating centers are the centers of the
coils and the rotating axes are the axes of the three-dimensional coordinate system. The transmitting
power, receiving power and efficiency before rotating are 94.83 W, 87.40 W and 92.16%, respectively.
The rotating step and angle are 10◦ and 360◦. The simulation results are shown in Figure 5.
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When the rotating axis is the x-axis, as shown in Figure 5a, the difference in values between
maximum and minimum transmitting power, receiving power and efficiency are 3.49 W, 4.67 W and
4.02%, respectively. The difference in values of the transmitting power, receiving power and efficiency
are 11.27 W, 11.88 W and 4.48% when the rotating axis is the y-axis, shown in Figure 5b. When the
rotating axis is the z-axis, the difference in values of the transmitting power, receiving power and
efficiency in Figure 5c are 15.30 W, 11.29 W and 5.3%.
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Figure 5. Simulation results of the single-wire power transfer system with rotating receivers when the
(a) rotating axis is the x-axis, (b) rotating axis is the y-axis and (c) rotating axis is the z-axis.

The transmitting power, receiving power and efficiency all change slightly from the original
values. Besides, the frequency of system also changes slightly. The frequency is determined by L1 and
C1 from Section 2. L1 and C1 change slightly when routing receivers lead to the changes in frequency.
Considering the errors in simulation systems, it can be assumed that there is no directivity in the
single-wire power transfer system. In addition, the power and efficiency can also satisfy WSNs. It is a
favorable condition for powering WSNs with the characteristics of distribution and self-organization.

There is no directivity in the single-wire power transfer system when receivers rotate over each axis
independently in the above simulations. Rotating over three axes is explored for further verification.
Angle of 45◦ and 135◦ are chosen as the rotating angles over each axis because the rotating combination
is too much over three axes and there are eight combinations. The simulation results are shown in
Table 1. The results show that the transmitting power, receiving power and efficiency all still change
slightly when the receivers rotate over three axes. The simulation results further verify that there is no
directivity in the single-wire power transfer system.

Table 1. Simulation results of directivity when receivers rotate over three axes.

X-Axis Y-Axis Z-Axis Transmitting
Power (W)

Receiving
Power (W) Efficiencies

45◦
45◦

45◦ 86.51 78.51 90.75%
135◦ 87.39 78.38 89.69%

135◦
45◦ 93.67 85.77 91.57%
135◦ 97.57 88.49 90.69%

135◦
45◦

45◦ 98.32 91.39 92.95%
135◦ 94.83 87.40 92.16%

135◦
45◦ 82.75 77.48 93.63%
135◦ 85.71 80.18 93.55%
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3.2. Multi-Load Simulations

The single-wire power transfer system includes a chained system and emanant system according
to the multi-load distribution forms. Identical coils are connected to the single wire in turn in chained
systems (Figure 6). The coil positions are numbered in turn in chained systems. The receiving power
of each receiver can be observed and compared by changing the positions of transmitters to analyze
power distribution. Taking a two-load chained system as an example, the coil positions are numbered
1, 2 and 3 and the transmitter can be placed in position 1 and 2 because of symmetry, as shown in
Figure 6a. Other chained systems are consistent with this.
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Figure 6 shows the electromagnetic field distribution of chained systems, where the transmitters
are in the middle. There are electromagnetic fields in the receivers and they are symmetric, as seen
from the color distribution. It can be considered preliminarily that the receivers can receive power and
the power may be symmetric. For chained systems at transmission distances of 2 m, 5 m and 10 m, the
specific values of transmitting and receiving power are shown in Figure 7. State A and B are two-load
chained systems. State C, D and E are four-load chained systems. The red boxes represent transmitting
power and other colored boxes represent receiving power. The frequencies of different chained systems
are shown in the figures. PX in the figures represents the positions of coils, such as P1 in state A of a
2 m chained system, which means the transmitter is in position 1. The total efficiencies of states A-E
in 2 m systems are 93.72%, 95.04%, 90.65%, 94.32% and 89.94%, respectively. The total efficiencies
in 5 m systems are 90.65%, 94.93%, 86.94%, 90.53% and 91.83%, respectively. The total efficiencies
in 10 m systems are 79.04%, 89.45%, 80.37%, 87.12% and 81.73%, respectively. The receiving power
of receivers is obviously different when the transmitters are placed in different positions. However,
when the transmitters are in the middle of the system, the receiving power is symmetric. This result
is consistent with the above electromagnetic field distribution. Therefore, from the perspective of
average power distribution, the transmitters should be placed in the middle as much as possible for
the chained multi-load single-wire power transfer systems for WSNs.

In emanant systems, the transmitters are in the center and the receivers surround the transmitters
(Figure 8). The receivers are numbered counter-clockwise. Taking a five-load emanant system as an
example, the structure of the system and the numbers of coils are shown in Figure 8a. The receiving
power of each receiver can be observed and compared by changing the numbers of receivers and
transmission distances to analyze power distribution. The electromagnetic field distributions of
emanant systems are shown in Figure 8. There are electromagnetic field in the receivers and they are
almost identical, as seen from the color distribution. The electromagnetic field strength of transmitters
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is obviously higher than that of receivers. It can be considered preliminarily that the receivers can
receive power and the receiving power may be identical.Energies 2020, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 8 of 15 
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The specific values of transmitting and receiving power with different numbers of receivers and
different transmission distances are shown in Figure 9. State A, B, C, D and E are four-, five-, six-, seven-
and eight-load emanant systems, respectively. The red boxes represent transmitting power and other
colored boxes represent receiving power. The frequencies of different emanant systems are shown
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in the figures. The total efficiencies of state A-E in 2 m systems are 92.54%, 94.95%, 93.78%, 89.00%
and 87.75%, respectively. The total efficiencies in 5 m systems are 91.77%, 82.22%, 73.53%, 66.14%
and 56.21%, respectively. The total efficiencies in 10 m systems are 81.83%, 61.81%, 53.57%, 34.66%
and 26.03%, respectively. The receiving power of receivers is almost identical when the transmission
distances are fixed. The receiving power of receivers is average and this result is consistent with the
abovementioned electric field distribution. When the transmission distances are set as variables, the
receiving power of receivers decreases as the transmission distances increase. Comprehensively, the
chained systems and emanant systems can be used in WSNs, but the emanant systems are better
than chained systems from the perspective of average power distribution. The node distributions are
complex in practical WSNs. The combination forms of chained systems and emanant systems can be
used to make complex WSNs which can give full play to their characteristics and make the single-wire
power transfer method more suitable for powering WSNs.
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4. Experiment Results

The characteristics of single-wire power transfer were analyzed from the perspective of simulations
in Section 3. In this section, we describe an experimental platform that was built to verify the feasibility
of the single-wire power transfer method for powering WSNs. The experimental platform is shown in
Figure 10. The signal generator was connected to the RF amplifier to provide high-frequency power
for the single-wire power transfer system. The coils in the experiments were connected to adjustable
capacitors for tuning. The transmitting and receiving powers were measured by the RF power meters.
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4.1. Comparative Experiments

In order to verify that single-wire power transfer systems are more suitable for powering WSNs
compared with WPT systems, comparative experiments were first conducted. In the comparative
experiments, the coils were the same as in the simulations. The number of turns of the source coil and
load coil was one and the transmitting coil and receiving coil had 10 turns. The inside radii, pitches
of the coils and the wire diameters were 60 mm, 10 mm and 1.06 mm, respectively. The transmitting
power was fixed and the transmission distances were set from 5 cm to 50 cm. The transmission
efficiencies for different transmission distances are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Results of comparative experiments.

Transmission
Distances (cm)

Efficiencies of Single-Wire
Power Transfer System

Efficiencies of WPT
System

5 84.65% 78.05%
10 83.16% 74.16%
15 84.47% 69.40%
20 80.54% 41.58%
25 82.23% 30.63%
30 83.79% 18.28%
35 84.87% 10.25%
40 85.01% 6.17%
45 84.36% 3.53%
50 83.79% 1.86%

As the transmission distance increased, the efficiencies of the single-wire power transfer system
were maintained above 80%. The transmission efficiencies of the WPT system gradually decreased
as the transmission distance increased. When the transmission distance was more than 20 cm, the
transmission efficiencies decreased to below 50%. Single-wire power transfer systems can maintain
high and stable transmission efficiency within a certain distance. Meanwhile the transmission distance
has great influence on the transmission efficiency in WPT systems. So, single-wire power transfer
systems are more suitable for powering WSNs.

4.2. Directivity Experiments

The transmission distance was set to 5 m in the directivity experiments. The coils were consistent
with those of the comparative experiments and simulations. There were dial plates under the receivers,
which were used to determine rotating angles. The transmitting and receiving powers were measured
by power meters.
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The transmitting power and receiving power were first recorded when the rotating angle was 0◦.
Then the receivers were rotated and the transmitting and receiving powers of the systems were recorded.
The routing angles were from 0◦ to 360◦ and the routing step was 30◦. The transmitting power, receiving
power and efficiencies of different rotating axes of simulations and experiments are shown in Figure 11.
The dashed lines are experimental results and the solid lines are simulation results. The efficiencies of
the experiments were lower than those of the simulations and the efficiencies were constant during
rotating. The results show that the receiving power was constant during rotating. There was no
directivity over each axis in the single-wire power transfer system. To further verify directivity, rotating
experiments over three axes were conducted. The experimental results and simulation efficiencies are
shown in Table 3. The efficiencies of the experiments were also lower than those of the simulations.
The efficiencies were still constant and there was no directivity. The experimental results are consistent
with those of the simulations.
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Table 3. Experimental results of directivity when receivers rotate over three axes.

X-Axis Y-Axis Z-Axis
Transmitting

Power in
Experiments (W)

Receiving Power
in Experiments

(W)

Efficiencies in
Experiments

Efficiencies in
Simulations

45◦
45◦

45◦ 90.12 64.58 71.66% 90.75%
135◦ 87.98 62.53 71.07% 89.69%

135◦
45◦ 90.45 64.26 71.04% 91.57%
135◦ 89.26 63.78 71.45% 90.69%

135◦
45◦

45◦ 92.56 66.68 72.04% 92.95%
135◦ 86.29 61.29 71.03% 92.16%

135◦
45◦ 90.17 63.17 70.06% 93.63%
135◦ 90.56 65.28 72.08% 93.55%

4.3. Multi-Load Experiments

Two-load and four-load chained systems and four-load, five-load, six-load, seven-load and
eight-load emanant systems were built based on the simulations in Section 3. The coils were consistent
with those of the comparative experiments and simulations. The transmission distance was 5 m. In
this section, the influence on the system caused by the positions of transmitters and receivers, the
numbers of the loads and the power distribution among loads were explored.

The experimental results of multi-load chained systems are shown in Figure 12a. The positions
of transmitters and the numbers of receivers were changed synchronously in the multi-load chained
experiments. When the transmitters were in the center positions of the chained systems, the receiving
power was basically identical. For example, the receiving power was 31.66 W and 35.33 W when the
transmitter was in position 2 of the two-load chained system and the receiving power was 15.32 W,
16.19 W, 14.77 W and 15.91 W when the transmitter was in position 3 of the four-load chained system.
As a result, the receiving power can be distributed evenly in chained systems when the transmitters
are in the center positions. When the transmitters are not in the center positions of chained systems,
the total receiving power on the left side of the transmitters is equal to that on the right side. Taking
the four-load chained system as an example, the receiving power on the left was 32.03 W when the
transmitter was in position 2, the receiving power on the right was 11.56 W, 10.67 W and 8.9 W and the
total receiving power was 31.13 W.
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Besides, the positions of each coil (including transmitters and receivers) were moved freely.
The coils were not in a straight line in this case. The transmitting power, receiving power and
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efficiencies all changed slightly from the original values. The receiving power decreases after a few
nodes because the transmission distance increases after a few nodes, leading to an increase in system
losses. Generally, the power distribution laws of the chained systems in the experiments were consistent
with the simulations.

Figure 12b shows the experimental results of multi-load emanant systems. The numbers of loads
are the main variables in the emanant systems. The numbers of loads were changed from four to eight.
The receiving power of each receiver was equal because each receiver was connected to the transmitter.
Meanwhile, the angles between receivers were changed in the experiments. For example, the angles
were 90◦ when the receivers were symmetric in the four-load emanant system, but the angles were
random in this experiment. The results show that the receiving power changed slightly from the
original values with the changes of angles between receivers. The transmission efficiencies decreased
with the increase in loads. The experimental results of the emanant systems were also consistent with
the simulation results.

Table 4 shows the comparison of the simulation and experimental efficiencies of 5 m multi-load
systems. The transmission efficiencies of the experiments were lower than those of the simulations.
The material of the coils and the single wire is the perfect conductor, as conductivity is infinite and
there is no insulating layer of the conductor for the convenience of modeling in simulations. There
are no conductor losses or dielectric losses in simulations. However, the material is copper, whose
conductivity is very large, but still finite, and there is an insulating layer of copper, making the coils and
single wire experience conductor losses and dielectric losses in experiments. Besides, the simulation
models are perfect. However, there are many metal objects, such as experimental equipment, in a
laboratory. These metal objects are easily exposed to the electromagnetic field generated by single-wire
power transfer systems, leading to eddy current losses in metal objects. As a result, the transmission
efficiencies of experiments are lower than those of the simulations.

Table 4. Comparison of simulation efficiencies and experimental efficiencies of 5 m multi-load systems.

Multi-Load
Distribution Forms

Numbers of
Loads

Simulation
Efficiencies

Experimental
Efficiencies

Chained multi-load
systems

2 (P1) 90.65% 70.00%
2 (P2) 94.93% 73.01%
4 (P1) 86.94% 65.99%
4 (P2) 90.53% 71.00%
4 (P3) 91.83% 69.01%

Emanant multi-load
systems

4 91.77% 71.06%
5 82.22% 62.37%
6 73.53% 52.59%
7 66.14% 45.33%
8 56.21% 32.50%

5. Conclusions

In this paper, the single-wire power transfer method for WSNs is studied and the feasibility of
this method is verified. The conclusions are summarized as follows:

• A novel single wire power transfer system structure is utilized because of the large volume and
high voltage of the single-wire power transfer system that evolved from Tesla’s WPT system.
Metal conductors are removed and coils are miniaturized in the novel structure. This structure
can improve system flexibility and reduce system complexity under the premise of ensuring
transmitting power and efficiency.

• The directivity of the system is studied based on the characteristics of WSNs. The transmitting
power, receiving power and efficiency all change slightly from the original values with the rotating
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of receivers. The rotating of receivers does not affect the systems. There is no directivity in
single-wire power transfer systems.

• The characteristics of multi-loads are also studied. The multi-load distribution forms can be
chained and emanant. The distribution forms are flexible. These two forms all can distribute
power evenly. This feature lays the foundation for powering WSNs.

• Harvesting energy from nature and wireless power transfer technology are the main solutions
to powering WSNs. However, these two methods have the problem of low efficiency. The load
of mobile devices carrying transmitters is limited in the wireless power transfer method. This
method is limited to charging one node at a time. However, the single-wire power transfer
method still could maintain high efficiencies in a certain range and charge multiple nodes at a
time. As a result, the single-wire power transfer method is more suitable for WSNs compared
with other solutions.

• The feasibility of the single-wire power transfer method for WSNs is proved in this paper.
The structure of the single-wire power transfer system is not genuine wireless power transfer
because of the existence of the single wire. Besides, the system performance can still be improved,
such as efficiency. Medium replacement of the single wire can make this method more suitable
for WSNs. The system performance can be improved from the perspective of system parameters
and system structure. The electromagnetic losses of the single wire can be decreased by changing
system parameters, such as the frequency and radius of the single wire. The coupling losses
between the coils and single wire can be decreased by novel structures, such as a conical horn.
Medium replacement and the improvement of system performance are the two most significant
research directions of the single-wire power transfer method in the future.
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