
IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON VEHICULAR TECHNOLOGY, VOL. 68, NO. 1, JANUARY 2019 245

A New Coil Structure to Reduce Eddy Current Loss
of WPT Systems for Underwater Vehicles
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Abstract—Wireless power transfer systems in seawater in-
evitably suffer some energy loss as a consequence of eddy current
loss. Here, we present a coil structure utilizing two transmitter
coils placed symmetrically adjacent to each side of the receiver
coil. This coil arrangement, termed a 1 × 1 × 1 structure, yields
improved power transfer efficiency. The eddy current loss caused
by the transmitter coils in a 1 × 1 × 1 system can be reduced
to roughly half of that in a 1 × 1 system, with one transmitter
coil and one receiver coil. The experimental results show that the
power transfer efficiency from the transmitter to the receiver is im-
proved by nearly 10%. After the introduction of equivalent eddy
current loss impedance into the circuit, two arrangements of the
1 × 1 × 1 circuit topology are investigated. They consist of a shared
or separately compensated capacitance topology. It is found that
the shared-compensated capacitance topology is more robust to
the change of mutual inductance than the separately compensated
capacitance topology. This kind of structure is very useful in un-
derwater vehicle applications.

Index Terms—Underwater wireless power transfer, two trans-
mitter coils, eddy current loss, robust circuit topology.

I. INTRODUCTION

MANY researchers have studied different approaches in
order to achieve higher transfer efficiencies in wireless

power transfer (WPT) systems. By utilizing a pair of resonant
coils with 10-cm diameter, the series-shunt mixed-resonant cir-
cuit was used to achieve a high efficiency of 85% at a rel-
ative distance of 10 cm [1]. Besides, the LCC compensation
network topology was verified to realize robust reaction in dy-
namic wireless charging application [2]. Q. Zhu et al. focused on
the optimization of the compensation capacitors and proposed
a novel frequency tuning method based on equivalent circuit
model analysis, ultimately achieving a transfer efficiency of
92% over 21-cm distance [3]. Coplanar printed spiral coils and
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Fig. 1. Schematic of N×W WPT system.

a printed loop were proposed to be applied in manufacturing
transmitter and receiver coils. A stable transfer efficiency up to
81.68% was achieved at a distance of 10 cm due to the decreased
resistance and the increased quality factor of the printed spiral
coil resonators [4]. G. Sakemi et al. adopted a method of chang-
ing the resonant frequency and derived the trade-off resonant
frequency at various transmission distances by numerical sim-
ulations to improve the transfer efficiency [5]. The efficiency
can be increased by improving the performance of the inverter.
G. Scarciotti et al. studied the steady-state response of power
inverters with non-ideal switches [6]. The Z-source converter
was introduced to correct the power factor in WPT applications
in [7]. Apart from that the novel near-field capacitively cou-
pled resonators was utilized to get a high efficiency [8]. The
combined inductive and capacitive coupling WPT system was
proposed, which achieved 2.84-kW output power with 94.5%
efficiency at 1 MHz switching frequency [9].

In the field of different coil structures, the three-coil and
four-coil structures have better performance on the transmis-
sion power and efficiency [10], [11]. Fig. 1 is the schematic of
the stacked coils proposed in [12]–[14], which differ from the
1 × 1 structure and consist of multiple transmitter coils (CoilP1 ,
CoilP2 · · ·CoilPN) connected in parallel with the transmitter side
circuit and multiple receiver coils (CoilS1 , CoilS2 · · ·CoilSW)
connected in parallel to the receiver side circuit (N × W struc-
ture). Sukjin Jim et al. investigated the transfer efficiency for
three cases: a single coil to a single coil, a single coil to a multi-
stacked coil, and a multi-stacked coil to a multi-stacked coil.
The simulation results showed that the transfer efficiency of the
multi-stacked coil to multi-stacked coil ranked first while that
of the single coil to single coil ranked last [12]. Shi Pu and Hon
Tat Hui designed a 3 × 3 structured WPT system with a transfer
efficiency of 84% over a mid-range distance of 0.5 m. They also
compared the robustness of the 3 × 3 and 1 × 1 coil structures
over a range of power transfer distances [13]. These results led
to the design guidelines proposed by J.P.K. Sampath et al.: first,
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Fig. 2. Wireless power transfer in seawater with 1 × 1 × 1 structure.

choose a substantial value of separation between turns to reduce
proximity effect losses; second, maximize possible number of
turns within the footprint area; finally, optimize the number of
layers in the coil structure with selective design parameters [14].

WPT technology is mainly applied in open air, such as in
electric vehicles, medical applications, cellphones and so on
[15]. However, the future of undersea WPT is also bright. The
traditional way of recharging autonomous underwater vehicles
(AUVs) is time-consuming, while the WPT technology is re-
garded as a potential solution to recharge them more quickly
[16]. Once an AUV runs out of power, it docks at an energy
station, as shown in Fig. 2. While the energy station supplies
power to the AUV, data gathered by the AUV are transferred
to the energy station. The exchange of power and data is ac-
complished without manual intervention, which is safe and
convenient.

One of the most remarkable differences between WPT sys-
tems in seawater and air is that the electric field passing through
the seawater causes the eddy current loss. The eddy current loss
inevitably impairs the transfer efficiency of the systems [17],
[18]. Additionally, coils are usually placed in a box with a thick
board against high pressure seawater, increasing the distance
from the transmitter to the receiver. The distance may be 100 mm
or even longer. The coil diameter is also restricted by the shape
and volume of the AUV, usually ranging from 50 to 150 mm.
As a result, the mutual inductance is small. For example, the
largest mutual inductance in our experiment is 5.6 μH, with a
load resistance of 31.5 Ω. Therefore, the reflected resistance is
less than 2 Ω, while the resonant frequency is 200 kHz. One
way to improve the reflected resistance is to increase the fre-
quency. However, the increase of frequency leads to the higher
eddy current loss in seawater WPT systems. Therefore, in these
systems, it is vital to reduce eddy current loss at high frequency
to improve their transfer efficiencies.

In this paper, we take the simple case of two transmitter coils,
Coil1 and Coil2 , which are connected in parallel with the en-
ergy station and arranged symmetrically adjacently to a single
receiver coil, Coil3 . This arrangement is adopted to improve the
transfer efficiency and herein is referred to as a 1 × 1 × 1 struc-
ture, as shown in Fig. 2. Section II discusses that a 1 × 1 × 1
structure can reduce the eddy current loss generated by the two
transmitter coils compared with 1 × 1 structure with one trans-
mitter coil and one receiver coil. Introducing the equivalent eddy
current loss impedance into the circuit, Section III analyzes the
circuit model of a 1 × 1 × 1 structure. Section IV describes a
shared-compensated capacitance topology to improve the sta-
bility of the 1 × 1 × 1 structure with regard to the change of
mutual inductance either between Coil1 and Coil3 or between

Fig. 3. Electric field distribution in seawater.

Coil2 and Coil3 . Section V demonstrates the experimental plat-
form and presents the results of the study.

II. EDDY CURRENT LOSS ANALYSIS OF

UNDERWATER WPT SYSTEMS

In this section, the electric fields of a 1× 1 system, as depicted
in Fig. 3(a), and a 1 × 1 × 1 system, as depicted in Fig. 3(b),
are analyzed, and the eddy current losses in the two systems are
compared. In Fig. 3(a), the center coordinates of the transmitter
coil, Coil1 , and the receiver coil, Coil3, are (0, 0, d) and (0, 0,
0), respectively. In the 1 × 1 × 1 configuration, there is another
transmitter coil, Coil2 , shown in Fig. 3(b), centered at (0, 0,− d).
In Fig. 3(a), M13 is the mutual inductances between Coil1 and
Coil3 . Is1 and Is3 represent the current of the Coil1 and Coil3
respectively. Esi−j represents the electric field excited by Coili
in Zone j. In Fig. 3(b), M13 and M23 are the mutual induc-
tances between Coil1 and Coil3 and between Coil2 and Coil3 ,
respectively. Im1 , Im2 and Im3 represent the current of the Coil1 ,
Coil2 and Coil3 respectively. Emi−j represents the electric field
excited by Coili in Zone j.

The coil parameters examined in this paper are as follows: the
inner radius is 50 mm, the outer radius is 110 mm, the number
of coil turns is 15.

The major eddy current loss zone is divided into four sub-
zones:

Zone 4: xmin ≤ x ≤ xmax , ymin ≤ y ≤ ymax , zmin ≤ z ≤−d;
Zone 3: xmin ≤ x ≤ xmax , ymin ≤ y ≤ ymax ,−d < z ≤ 0;
Zone 2: xmin ≤ x ≤ xmax , ymin ≤ y ≤ ymax , 0 < z ≤ d;
Zone 1: xmin ≤ x ≤ xmax , ymin ≤ y ≤ ymax , d < z ≤ zmax .

To precisely calculate the total eddy current loss, the eddy
current loss zone must be large enough to account for all rel-
evant effects in the finite element simulation. Otherwise, the
calculation results will be smaller than the experiment results.

Finite element analysis software is used to calculate the elec-
tric field intensity of the WPT systems. In the 1 × 1 system, the
electric field intensities in the YOZ plane are given in Fig. 4(a)
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Fig. 4. The electric field distribution of different coil structures (Is1 = 1.7 A,
RL = 30 Ω, Is3 = Im 3 = 0.5 A, f = 600 kHz, Im 1 = Im 2 = 0.85 A, and σ =
4 S/m. The simulation parameters in Fig. 5 is the same as those in Fig. 4).

and (b). In the 1 × 1 × 1 system, the electric field intensities
are given in Fig. 4(c) and (d). Because these coils have Z-axial
symmetry, the electric field intensity in YOZ plane also has Z-
axial symmetry and the electric field distribution in any other
planes crossing the Z-axis are the same as that in YOZ plane.
The root mean square current, Is1 , in the transmitter coil of the
1 × 1 system is 1.7A. Im1 and Im2 are both 0.85 A. Comparing
Fig. 4(a) and (c), it is evident that the electric field intensity
excited by transmitter coils in the 1 × 1 × 1 system is only half
of that excited by transmitter coil in 1 × 1 system, but the major
eddy current loss zone is twice as large. By comparing Fig. 4(b)
and (d), it is evident that the electric field intensities excited by
the receiver coils in both the 1 × 1 system and the 1 × 1 × 1
system are the same, which indicates that the power transferred
to the receiver side is the same and the eddy current loss caused
by the receiver coils is also the same.

The module of electric field intensities is given in Fig. 5. By
comparing Fig. 4(c), (d) and Fig. 5(b), it can be observed that
the electric field intensity is only determined by the current Im1
in Zone 1. At the same time, the electric field intensity in Zone
2 is determined by both Im1 and Im3 . The electric field close to
the transmitter coils in Zone 2, and Zone 3 is mainly determined
by the current in the transmitter coils, while the current in the
receiver coil has little influence on it. Similarly, the electric
field intensity at coordinates close to the receiver coil is mainly
determined by current in the receiver coil. In the overlap zones
marked in Fig. 5(b), the electric field intensity is the synthesis
of Em1−2 and Em3−2 (or Em2−3 and Em3−3).

Because the overlap zone is small, as shown in Fig. 5, the
phase difference between Em1−2 and Em3−2 (or Em2−3 and
Em3−3) is treated as 90 degrees to simplify the calculations for
eddy current loss in the following equations (1) to (6) [19].

Fig. 5. The modulus of electric field intensity.

The synthetic electric field in Zone 2 of the 1 × 1 × 1 system
can be expressed as follows:

Etotal(x, y, z) = Em3−2(x, y, z) + Em1−2(x, y, z)

≈
√

2Em3−2(x, y, z)sin(ωt)

+
√

2Em1−2(x, y, z)sin
(
ωt +

π

2

)

=
√

2
√

E2
m3−2(x, y, z) + E2

m1−2(x, y, z)

× sin(ωt + φ)

=
√

2Etotal(x, y, z) sin(ωt + φ) (1)

In the overlap zone of Zone 2, the following equation is used
to calculate eddy current loss:

Etotal(x, y, z) =
√

E2
m3−2(x, y, z) + E2

m1−2(x, y, z)

The eddy current loss of 1 × 1 × 1 system in Zone 2 is:

PZone2 = σ

∫∫∫
E2

total(x, y, z)dV2

= σ

∫∫∫
(E2

m3−2(x, y, z) + E2
m1−2(x, y, z))dV2 (2)

And then the total eddy current loss of 1 × 1 × 1 system is:

Peddy m = σ

[∫∫∫
E2

m1−1(x, y, z)dV1 +
∫∫∫

(E2
m1−2(x, y, z)

+ E2
m3−2(x, y, z))dV2

+
∫∫∫

(E2
m3−3(x, y, z) + E2

m2−3(x, y, z))dV3

+
∫∫∫

E2
m2−4(x, y, z)dV4

]
(3)
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Similarly, the total eddy current loss of 1 × 1 system is:

Peddy s = σ

[∫∫∫
E2

s1−1(x, y, z)dV1 +
∫∫∫

(E2
s1−2(x, y, z)

+ E2
s3−2(x, y, z))dV2

+
∫∫∫

E2
s3−3(x, y, z)dV3

]
(4)

where V1 , V2 , V3 , and V4 are the integral volumes in Zone 1, 2,
3, 4, respectively.

To compare the eddy current losses of the 1 × 1 and the
1 × 1 × 1 systems when the power transferred to the receiver
side of each system is equal, Im3 is set to be equivalent to Is3 ,
the following expressions is obtained [19]:

Im1 = Im2 =
1
2
Is1 (5)

Peddy reduced = Peddy s − Peddy m

=
1
2
σ

[∫∫∫
E2

s1−1(x, y, z)dV1

+
∫∫∫

E2
s1−2(x, y, z)dV2

]
(6)

Equation (6) shows that the reduction of the eddy current loss
in the 1 × 1 × 1 system is equal to half of the eddy current loss
of the transmitting coil in the 1 × 1 system.

III. THE CIRCUIT MODEL OF THE UNDERWATER WPT SYSTEM

As a designer, we care more about the influence of the circuit
parameters on changing the transfer efficiency of the system
and ultimately the transferred power to the load. Therefore, it is
necessary to find an equivalent circuit model of the 1 × 1 × 1
WPT system.

Since Emi−j is proportional to Imi , the total eddy current loss
in (3) can be expressed as follows:

Peddy m = Reddy1I
2
m1 + Reddy2I

2
m2 + Reddy3I

2
m3 (7)

where Reddy1 , Reddy2 , and Reddy3 are the equivalent eddy cur-
rent loss impedance (EECLI). EECLI can be obtained through
the following equations:
⎧
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

σ[
∫∫∫

E2
m1−1(x, y, z)dV1 +

∫∫∫
E2

m1−2(x, y, z)dV2]
= Reddy1I

2
m1

σ[
∫∫∫

E2
m2−3(x, y, z))dV3 +

∫∫∫
E2

m2−4(x, y, z)dV4]
= Reddy2I

2
m2

σ[
∫∫∫

E2
m3−2(x, y, z)dV2 +

∫∫∫
E2

m3−3(x, y, z)dV3]
= Reddy3I

2
m3

(8)

According to (8), it can be known that the influence of eddy
current loss on WPT systems can be represented by a resistance.
Therefore, the equivalent circuit model of an underwater WPT
system can be expressed as shown in Fig. 6, where RCoil1 , RCoil2
and RCoil3 are the coil impedances. The introduction of EECLI
greatly simplifies the analysis of the transfer efficiency under
different mutual inductances.

Fig. 6 depicts the circuit topology that is referred to as the
separately compensated topology of the 1 × 1 × 1 system in
seawater. C1 and C2 are respectively added to Branch 1 and

Fig. 6. The separately compensated capacitance topology.

Fig. 7. The equivalent circuit of primary side.

Branch 2 to ensure that İm1 , İm2 and U̇ are in phase at the
angular frequency, ω. Compared with M13 and M23 , M12 is tiny
and does not have a significant influence on the system. R1 , R2
and R3 are the sum of the coil impedance and the EECLI. RL is
the load resistance. The RMS value of the inductive voltage in
Coil3 excited by İm1 and İm2 is expressed as:

U3 = ωM13Im1 + ωM23Im2 (9)

The resonance current in the receiver, Im3 is expressed as:

Im3 =
U3

RL1
=

ω(M13Im1 + M23Im2)
RL + R3

(10)

The power transferred to the receiver coil is:

PL =
U 2

3

RL1
=

(ωM13Im1 + ωM23Im2)
2

RL + R3

= ωM13Im1Im3 + ωM23Im2Im3 (11)

The power ωM13Im1Im3 is provided by Coil1 , and
ωM23Im2Im3 is provided by Coil2 . Therefore, the equivalent
reflected resistances in each branch are:

Rref1 =
ωM13Im1Im3

I2
m1

=
ω2M13(M13Im1 + M23Im2)

Im1RL1
(12)

Rref2 =
ωM23Im2Im3

I2
m2

=
ω2M23(M13Im1 + M23Im2)

Im2RL1
(13)

Fig. 7 is the primary circuit model, while both Branch 1
and Branch 2 are in the resonance state. According to Kirch-
hoff’s law, the RMS value of the power source voltage can be
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expressed as:

U = (Rref1 + R1)Im1

=
ω2M13(M13Im1 + M23Im2)

RL1
+ R1Im1 (14)

U = (Rref2 + R2)Im2

=
ω2M23(M13Im1 + M23Im2)

RL1
+ R2Im2 (15)

Let:
⎧
⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩

Rref = (ωM 13)
2

RL 1

α = M 13
M 23

k = Im 2
Im 1

Then, the total resistances in Branch 1 and Branch 2 are ex-
pressed as:

{
R1 real = Rref + R r e f k

α + R1

R2 real = R r e f
α2 + R r e f

αk + R2

(16)

By substituting (16) into the following expression:

k =
Im2

Im1
=

U/R2 real

U/R1 real
=

R1 real

R2 real
(17)

k is obtained:

k =
α2R1+Rrefα(α − 1)
Rref (1 − α) + α2R2

(18)

From (18), it can be seen that k is constant as long as the
system parameters such as M12 , M23 , R1 and R2 are fixed. Once
k is obtained, the transfer efficiency from the primary side to the
secondary side ηP−S and the total resistance can be obtained:

ηP S =
(Rref + R r e f k

α )R2
2 real + (R r e f

α2 + R r e f
αk )R2

1 real

R1 realR2 real(R1 real + R2 real)
(19)

Reql =
R1 realR2 real

R1 real + R2 real
(20)

The change of ηP S at different values of M23 is given in
Fig. 8(a). The mutual inductance M13 is constant at 5.56 μH,
and the resonance frequency is 600 kHz. From these figures, it is
evident that ηP−S is falling with the decrease of M23 . When M23
is larger than the critical points, marked by pentagons, ηP−S of
the 1 × 1 × 1 system is larger than that of the 1 × 1 system.

From Fig. 8(b), the ratio of the currents Im2 /Im1 is also chang-
ing with M23 . When M23 is less than 5.56 μH, the ratio Im2 /Im1
is larger than 1. Branch 1 and Branch 2 are both excited by
the voltage U. Therefore, the power consumed in Branch 2 is
larger than that in Branch 1. In terms of transfer efficiency, ac-
cording to (13), the decrease of M23 results in the decrease of
Rref2 . Therefore, the transfer efficiency of Branch 2 is smaller
than Branch 1. In summary, the decrease of M23 brings two
disadvantages to the 1 × 1 × 1 system: decreasing the transfer
efficiency of Branch 2 and the increasing the injected power
into Branch 2. The later effect aggravates the drop in the total
transfer efficiency in (19).

Fig. 8. ηP S and Im 2 /Im 1 changing with M23 while RL1 are 20, 30, 50, 70,
90 Ω. R1 and R2 are constant 3 Ω.

Fig. 9. The shared-compensated capacitance topology.

IV. THE SHARED-COMPENSATED CAPACITANCE TOPOLOGY

In some cases, the coil gap between Coil2 and Coil3 may be
larger than that between Coil1 and Coil3 , or the relative position
of underwater vehicle to the energy station is disturbed by un-
expected factors, resulting in a change to M23 . To enhance the
robustness of the 1 × 1 × 1 structure versus mutual inductance
change, the shared-compensated capacitance topology in Fig. 9
is proposed.

In Branch 1, the impedance ωL1 is usually tens of or even hun-
dreds of ohms. But in seawater systems, the coupling coefficient
of the transmitter and receiver coils is usually 0.1 or less. As a
result, the equivalent reflected resistance Rref1 is much smaller
than ωL1 . Because of that, the current Im1 is mainly determined
by ωL1 in the shared-compensated capacitance topology. The
situation is the same in Branch 2.

When ωL1 and ωL2 are equivalent, the ratio of Im1 to Im2 is
close to 1. Therefore, the transfer efficiency from the transmitter
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Fig. 10. The comparison of transfer efficiency between different topologies.

Fig. 11. The simulation waveform of Im 1 , Im 2 and Im 3 while M13 is 4.5 μH
and M23 is 2.5 μH.

side to the receiver side is:

ηP−S =
(ωM 13Im 1 +ωM 23Im 2 )2

RL 1

(ωM 13Im 1 +ωM 23Im 2 )2

RL 1
+ I2

m1R1 + I2
m2R2

(21)

When Im1 is equivalent to Im2 , equation (21) is simplified to:

ηP S =
ω2(M13 + M23)

2

ω2(M13 + M23)
2 + (R1 + R2)RL1

(22)

The comparison of transfer efficiencies ηP S in shared- or
separately-compensated capacitance topologies with different
inductances M23 is shown in Fig. 10. M13 is constant at 4.5 μH.
The inductances of the transmitter and receiver coils are all
455 μH, R1 and R2 are 3 Ω, RL1 is 40 Ω, and the resonance
frequency is 600 kHz. From Fig. 10, ηP S is much less sensi-
tive to the change of M23 by adopting the shared-compensated
capacitance topology. The simulation waveforms of Im1 , Im2
and Im3 obtained from the Simulink software package are given
in Fig. 11. It is seen that Im1 is still equivalent to Im2 for the
shared-compensated capacitance topology, while M23 is 2.5 μH,
and Im1 is reduced to only one fifth of Im2 for the separately

Fig. 12. The physical device of the 1 × 1 × 1 WPT system.

Fig. 13. (a) The measured coil resistance. (b) The EECLI at different frequen-
cies. (c) The total loss resistance Rmea.

compensated capacitance topology. Therefore, the shared-
compensated capacitance topology is more preferable in
application.

V. EXPERIMENTAL VERIFICATION

A. Comparison of Transfer Efficiencies in the 1 × 1 and
1 × 1 × 1 Systems

The magnetic cores commonly used in the coil system that
helps to increase the mutual inductance are fragile. As the coil
should be set at the surface of the underwater vehicles, the
magnetic core may be broken in high pressure circumstances.
For this reason, coils without magnetic cores are adopted.

Fig. 12 is the physical device of the 1 × 1 × 1 WPT system,
and experiments are conducted in saline water with the con-
ductivity of approximately 3.8S/m. The coil resistances RCoil
at changing resonance frequencies is given in Fig. 13(a) us-
ing the Wayne Kerr impedance analyzer 6500B. The finite ele-
ment analysis result of EECLI Reddy is shown in Fig. 13(b).
By comparing Fig. 13(a) and (b), it is seen that Reddy is
much higher than the coil resistance when the resonance fre-
quency is higher than 300 kHz, and the eddy current loss
is the major factor decreasing power transfer efficiency in
seawater.

The distance between the Coil1 and Coil2 is 120 mm, and the
inductance of every coil is approximately 45 μH. The calculated
total loss resistance Rcal is the sum of RCoil and Reddy . To
measure the total loss resistance Rmea , Coil1 is put in saline
water, and it is serially connected to the load and compensation
capacitance. By adjusting the frequency to ensure the receiver
circuit is in resonant state, the total resistance Rtotal listed in
Table I are measured by the Wayne Kerr impedance analyzer
6500B. While the load resistance RL is 30 Ω, the measured total
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TABLE I
MEASURED PARAMETERS WHILE RL IS 31.5 Ω

TABLE II
MEASURED PARAMETERS OF 1 × 1 × 1 STRUCTURE

TABLE III
MEASURED PARAMETERS OF 1 × 1 STRUCTURE

loss resistance Rmea is obtained:

Rmea=Rtotal − RL

It is seen in Fig. 13(c) that Rmea and Rcal are close. There-
fore, it can be assumed that the EECLI is serially connected to
the circuit. The data of Rmea are used to calculate the transfer
efficiency in the following experiments. Because the coil pa-
rameters are almost the same, the total loss resistance of Coil2
or Coil3 is considered to be equal to Rmea .

To confirm the improved transfer efficiency of the 1 × 1 × 1
structure and the 1 × 1 structure, the power source voltage
U and the current in both transmitter side I, receiver side
Im3 and Is3 are measured. The data are listed in Tables II
and III.

Fig. 14. (a) The calculated and measured powers. (b) The comparison of
efficiency from primary side to secondary side.

The total power consumed by the 1 × 1 system is calculated
as:

Pcal 1×1 = RmeaI
2 + RmeaI

2
s3 + RLI2

s3

= RmeaI
2 + RtotalI

2
s3

The total power consumed by the 1 × 1 × 1 system is calcu-
lated as:

Pcal 1×1×1 = RmeaI
2
m1 + RmeaI

2
m2 + RLI2

m3 + RmeaI
2
m3

=
1
2
RmeaI

2 + RtotalI
2
m3

For both 1×1 and 1 × 1 × 1 structure, the measured power
provided by power source in the experiment is:

Pexp = UI

The calculation transfer efficiency is:⎧
⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩

ηP S cal = I 2
s 3 (R3+RL )

Pc a l 1×1

or

ηP S cal = I 2
m 3 (R3+RL )
Pc a l 1×1×1

(23)

The experimental transfer efficiency is:
⎧
⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎩

ηP S exp = I 2
s 3 (R3+RL )
Pe x p 1×1

or

ηP S exp = I 2
m 3 (R3+RL )
Pe x p 1×1×1

(24)

Fig. 14(a) shows the calculated and measured powers.
The calculated and measured results are close, which indicates
that the circuit model proposed in Section IV can be applied
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Fig. 15. (a) The waveform of U, I and Is3 for the 1 × 1 structure. (b) The
waveform of U, I and Im 3 for the 1 × 1 × 1 structure.

Fig. 16. (a) The waveform of U, Im 1 , and Im 2 for the separately compensated
capacitance topology. (b) The waveform of U, Im 1 , and Im 2 for the shared-
compensated capacitance topology.

in the analysis of the underwater WPT system. Fig. 14(b) shows
the transfer efficiency ηP S at different frequencies. The ηP S of
the 1 × 1 × 1 system is higher than that of the 1 × 1 system by
approximately 10% at each frequency.

The waveform of U, I and Im3 (or Is3) at the highest point
of ηP S for the 1 × 1 and 1 × 1 × 1 structures are shown in
Fig. 15. At each resonant frequency, the max current I and Im3
in the 1 × 1 × 1 structure are respectively same as those in the
1 × 1 structure. So, the power transferred to the load for each
structure is the same. However, the transfer efficiency of the
1 × 1 structure is smaller than that of the 1 × 1 × 1 structure
according to Fig. 15(b). There are some errors between calcu-
lated results and the measured results, but these are attributed to
power in the capacitors or conducting wire.

B. The Transfer Efficiencies of Different Circuit Topologies

According to the analysis in Section IV, we found that the
shared-compensated capacitance topology is more robust to the
change of mutual inductance than that of a separately compen-
sated capacitance topology. To prove this, the following experi-
ments are conducted.

First, the transfer efficiency of the 1 × 1 system is measured
under the conditions that M13 is 5.71 μH, the resonant frequency
is 523.9 kHz, and RL1 is 30 Ω. The measured current in the
receiver is 1.92 A, while the transmitter current is 3.73 A, and
the power source voltage is 50.5 V. The transfer efficiency ηP S
is 67.5%.

Next, the transfer efficiency in the 1 × 1 × 1 system with
a separately compensated capacitance topology is measured.
M13 is still 5.71 μH, but M23 is reduced to only 2.5 μH. Other
experiment parameters such as resonance frequency and RL1 are
the same as the first step. The RMS values of Im1 and Im2 in this
topology are 0.398A and 2.75 A, and the receiver side current
is 1.28 A. The ratio of Im2 to Im1 is 6.9. The waveforms of the
power source voltage U, Im1 and Im2 are shown in Fig. 16(a). The
measured transfer efficiency ηP S is 63.9%. Additionally, as M23
decreases, the transfer efficiency decreases. This implies that in
order for the separately compensated capacitance topology to
achieve a higher transfer efficiency than the 1 × 1 structure, the
change of M23 must be restricted from 2.5 μH to 5 μH.

Finally, for the 1 × 1 × 1 structure with the shared-
compensated capacitance topology, ηP S is increased from 73%
to 82%, while M23 changes from 2.25 μH to 5 μH. When M23

TABLE IV
THE MEASURED PARAMETERS UNDER THE DIFFERENT M23 VALUES

Fig. 17. The transfer efficiency at different M23 using shared-compensated
topology.

is 2.5 μH, the RMS values of Im1 and Im2 are 1.53A and 1.55 A.
The waveforms of the power source voltage U, Im1 and Im2
are shown in Fig. 16(b), with the ratio of Im1 to Im2 close to
1. The power source voltage U and the receiver side current
Im3 are listed in Table IV. The sum of Im1 and Im2 is 3.86 A.
The comparison of the experimental and calculated transfer ef-
ficiencies ηP S is given in Fig. 17. The calculation results are
obtained through (23), and the experiment results are obtained
through (24). According to the experimental results, the shared-
compensated capacitance topology is more robust to a change
in mutual inductance.

VI. CONCLUSION

A coil structure with two transmitter coils and one receiver
coil for reducing eddy current loss in seawater is proposed in
this paper. The eddy current loss caused by the transmitter coils
in the 1 × 1 × 1 system can be reduced to roughly half of
that in the 1 × 1 system. The experimental results show that the
transfer efficiency is improved approximately by 10%. Based on
the introduction of equivalent eddy current loss impedance, two
kinds of circuit topologies are compared. As the currents in the
transmitter coils are mainly determined by the self-inductance
of the coils in the shared-compensated capacitance topology, the
change of mutual inductance in a certain range has a small influ-
ence on the ratio of currents in each transmitter coil. Therefore,
the shared-compensated capacitance topology is more robust to
the change of mutual inductance. This kind of structure is very
useful in underwater vehicle applications.
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