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Abstract—In this paper, we investigate multi-dimensional
chaotic signals with respect to wireless power transfer (WPT).
Specifically, we analyze a multi-dimensional Lorenz-based chaotic
signal under a WPT framework. By taking into account the
nonlinearities of the energy harvesting process, closed-form ana-
lytical expressions for the average harvested energy are derived.
Moreover, the practical limitations of the high power amplifier
(HPA) at the transmitter are also taken into consideration.
We interestingly observe that for these types of signals, high
peak-to-average-power-ratio (PAPR) is not the only criterion for
obtaining enhanced WPT. We demonstrate that while the HPA
imperfections do not significantly affect the signal PAPR, it no-
tably degrades the energy transfer performance. As the proposed
framework is general, we also demonstrate its application with
respect to a Hénon signal based WPT. Finally we compare Lorenz
and Hénon signals with the conventional multisine waveforms in
terms of WPT performance.

Index Terms—Wireless power transfer, multi-dimensional
chaotic signal, Lorenz system, energy harvesting.

I. INTRODUCTION

E
MERGING technologies such as the Internet of Things and

machine type communications are expected to support a

massive number of wireless devices. This becomes a critical is-

sue given their limitations in terms of energy resources. In this

context, wireless power transfer (WPT) is nowadays attracting

more and more attention [1], which refers to the transmission

of dedicated radio-frequency (RF) signals to wirelessly charge

devices, located at a certain distance from the transmitter. WPT

is essentially based on the efficient conversion of the received

RF signals to direct current (DC). This RF-to-DC conversion

is typically done by a rectifying antenna (rectenna) circuit

at the receiver. The rectenna harvests electromagnetic energy

from the RF signal, followed by rectification and filtering by

means of a rectifier and a low pass filter (LPF), respectively

[2]. For obtaining an enhanced WPT performance, the choice

and design of the transmitted signal is equally important as

the transmission power. Even though multitone waveforms

result in better energy transfer performance with increasing

number of tones [2], the authors in [3] claim that these signals

can improve the WPT performance only if the frequency-

spacing between the neighbouring tones is properly selected.
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In this context, several other signal designs have also been

investigated.

The authors in [4], demonstrate that the nonlinearity at the

rectenna causes waveforms with high peak-to-average-power-

ratio (PAPR) to provide a higher DC output. The works in

[5] and [6], propose the use of chaotic signals to improve

the RF-to-DC conversion efficiency, where it is experimen-

tally observed that chaotic signals are beneficial for WPT.

The authors in [7], propose a differential chaos shift keying

(DCSK)-based WPT architecture and an associated DCSK-

based waveform, solely for WPT. Moreover, these works also

illustrate that channel fading further enhances WPT capability

of chaotic signal-based waveforms. The above studies focus on

the WPT performance of DCSK, which is an one dimensional

chaotic signal. Even though experimental results demonstrate

that multi-dimensional chaotic signals are beneficial for WPT

[5], [6], no analytical framework exists, to support this claim.

The specific gains in energy harvesting (EH) from multi-

dimensional chaotic signals have not been properly explored.

Motivated by this, in this letter, we investigate multi-

dimensional chaotic signal-based waveform designs for WPT.

In particular, we study a point-to-point WPT system, where a

Lorenz signal generator is used at the transmitter. We charac-

terize the harvested energy in terms of the parameters of the

transmitted waveform. Our study also takes into account an EH

model based on the nonlinearities of the rectification process.

Even though the analytical results provided are specifically

for the Lorenz system, the framework is general. For the sake

of completeness, we have also demonstrated briefly how the

system model can be extended to a Hénon system, which is

another class of multi-dimensional chaotic systems. Extensive

Monte Carlo simulations validate the analysis. Finally, we

compare the WPT performance of the Lorenz and Hénon

signal with the conventional N -tone multisine waveforms. To

the best of our knowledge, this is the first work that presents a

complete analytical framework for multi-dimensional chaotic

signal-based WPT.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a point-to-point WPT set-up, where the transmitter

is a Lorenz signal generator and the receiver consists of an EH

circuit that employs a rectifier to convert the received signal to

DC. A conventional Lorenz system at the transmitter is defined

as a three-dimensional nonlinear dynamical system [8]

ẋ(t) = σ(y(t)− x(t)), (1a)

ẏ(t) = x(t)(r − z(t))− y(t), (1b)

ż(t) = x(t)y(t)− βz(t), (1c)
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where x(t), y(t), z(t) are state variables, σ, r, β > 0 are

control parameters, and ẋ(t), ẏ(t), and ż(t) denote
dx(t)
dt

, dy(t)
dt

,

and
dz(t)
dt

, respectively. When a Lorenz-based transmitter is

designed, the values of various circuit components (i.e. the

resistors and capacitors) at the transmitter are controlled by

σ, r, and β, respectively.

At the receiver side, the received noisy signal is

x̃(t) =
√

Ptd−αx(t) + n, (2)

where Pt is the transmission power, d is the transmitter-

receiver distance, α is the pathloss exponent, and n is the

additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)1. It is worth noting

that one of the main aspects of the Lorenz signal, when used

for the purpose of information transfer, is the synchronization

issue at the receiver [9]. However, when used for purely energy

transfer, we do not need any synchronization block at the

receiver.

By considering a circuit-based nonlinear model of the

harvester circuit, the output DC current is approximated in

terms of the received signal x̃(t) as [2]

ηMC = k2RantE{|x̃(t)|2}+ k4R
2
antE{|x̃(t)|4}, (3)

where the subscript MC refers to the multi-dimensional chaotic

transmission. ηMC is a monotonically increasing function of

the DC component of the current at the harvester output and

the parameters k2, k4, and Rant are determined by the circuit

characteristics. Any RF energy harvesting from the AWGN is

considered to be negligible and thus it is ignored [2].

III. LORENZ SIGNAL-BASED WPT

We investigate the effect of the Lorenz circuit-based chaotic

signal on WPT. The general approach to gain insights on the

WPT performance of any multi-dimensional chaotic system,

is to obtain its equilibrium points and investigate the system

behavior around them [10]. As we deal with the Lorenz

system, we first obtain its corresponding equilibrium points2.

Accordingly, we evaluate the harvested DC ηMC in terms of

the received signal x̃(t) and its associated control parameters,

i.e. σ, r, and β.

It should be noted that the practical implementation of (1)

by means of an electronic circuit is a complicated process due

to the wide dynamic range of the state variables x(t), y(t), and

z(t) [9]. This bottleneck arises due to the limited transmission

capability of a practical high power amplifier (HPA) at the

transmitter, which is resolved by introducing a technique of

scaling, i.e. we scale the state variables (1) as

xsc(t) =
x(t)

ǫx
, ysc(t) =

y(t)

ǫy
, and zsc(t) =

z(t)

ǫz
,

(4)

where ǫx, ǫy, ǫz ∈ [1,∞) are scaling parameters.

A. Steady state analysis

By replacing (4) in (1), we obtain the scaled Lorenz system

1In this work, we focus on the aspect of waveform design. The consideration
of fading is straightforward as we would only need its moments [7].

2Although the proposed framework is specifically for the Lorenz system,
it can be extended to any multi-dimensional chaotic circuit, namely Colpitts
oscillator, Rössler system, or Hénon system [11] (see Section III-C).

ẋsc(t) = σ

(

ǫy
ǫx

ysc(t)− xsc(t)

)

, (5a)

ẏsc(t) =
ǫx
ǫy

xsc(t) (r − ǫzzsc(t))− ysc(t), (5b)

żsc(t) =
ǫxǫy
ǫz

xsc(t)ysc(t)− βzsc(t). (5c)

To gain insights on the properties of this modified Lorenz

system, we need to locate the equilibrium points, which is

computed by setting ẋsc(t) = ẏsc(t) = żsc(t) = 0 [10].

Proposition 1. The equilibrium points psc = (xeq, yeq, zeq)
for a scaled Lorenz system are

psc =































(0, 0, 0), (6a)
(

√

β(r − 1)

ǫx
,

√

β(r − 1)

ǫy
,
r − 1

ǫz

)

, (6b)

(

−
√

β(r − 1)

ǫx
,−
√

β(r − 1)

ǫy
,
r − 1

ǫz

)

. (6c)

Proof. See Appendix A.

To further obtain insights into an n-dimensional nonlinear

system, we fix any (n − 1) parameters and observe the

system behaviour with respect to the remaining parameter [12].

Accordingly, in this case, we fix σ, β and vary r.

We observe from (6b) and (6c), that these equilibrium points

do not exist for r < 1, as they must be real [10]. Furthermore,

to have a stable system, r can not attain any arbitrary value

greater than unity. Hence, we state the following proposition

that refers to the range of r that ensures system stability.

Proposition 2. Equilibrium points (6b) and (6c) are stable, if

and only if,

r ∈
(

1,
σ(σ + β + 3)

σ − β − 1

)

. (7)

Proof. See Appendix B.

It is worth noting that ǫx, ǫy, ǫz do not have any effect on

the domain of r as stated in Proposition 2. In general, Lorenz

chaotic systems are very sensitive to the initial conditions

pin = (x0, y0, z0). This implies that two trajectories starting

very close together rapidly diverge after a very short span

of time [12]. However, Proposition 1 and 2 state that when

r ∈
(

1, σ(σ+β+3)
σ−β−1

)

, the system asymptotically attains (6b) or

(6c) in finite time, irrespective of pin.

As illustrated in Fig. 1, we can not accurately say to which

equilibrium point, i.e. (6b) or (6c), will pin reach at time

t → ∞; however, we can state that pin reaches one of

them. The figure demonstrates an unscaled Lorenz system,

i.e. ǫx = ǫy = ǫz = 1, for the sake of presentation. Fig. 1(a)

depicts the effect of varying r on x(t), for pin = (1,−5, 20).
We observe that even for identical pin, x(t) converges to

different values for different r; the convergence rate follows a

decreasing trend with increasing r. Specifically, while x(t)
corresponding to r = 12 converges at t < 10, x(t) cor-

responding to r = 18 converges at t ≈ 20 for the same

pin. Furthermore, it is interesting to observe from Fig. 1(b)

that different pin results in identical steady state values at

t → ∞ for identical r. Note that both pin = (10,−5, 20) and
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(a) Effect of r. (b) Effect of initial point.

Fig. 1. Effects of system parameters; σ=10, β=8/3, and ǫx=ǫy=ǫz=1.

pin = (0.1, 8, 0), with r = 12, attain identical lim
t→∞

x(t). This

corroborates the previous claim, i.e. when the system is stable,

we have lim
t→∞

x(t) ∈
{

−
√

β(r−1)

ǫx
,

√
β(r−1)

ǫx

}

irrespective of

pin, which is a constant quantity. However, this uncertainty

does not affect the characterization of the harvested DC, as

discussed in the next section.

B. Harvested energy

From (2) and (3), we observe that ηMC is a function of the

x-component of the equilibrium points (6b) and (6c). Hence,

we state the following proposition.

Proposition 3. The steady state harvested energy for a scaled

Lorenz system is

ηSL =
ρ1β(r − 1)

ǫ2x
+

ρ2β
2(r − 1)2

ǫ4x
, (8)

where ρ1 = d−αk2RantPt and ρ2 = d−2αk4R
2
antP

2
t .

Proof. See Appendix C.

We have not considered any specific bandwidth for this

work. However the authors in [13] demonstrate that the Lorenz

signal is essentially narrowband in nature. Hence, the effect

of fading can be taken into account by multiplying the first

and second terms of ηSL in (8) with the second and fourth

(raw) moments of the channel fading gain [7], respectively.

Proposition 3 provides a generalized closed-form expression

for the harvested energy in terms of the scaling parameters3.

The harvested DC ηSL corresponding to an ideal scenario, i.e.

ǫx=ǫy=ǫz → 1, can also be obtained as a special case, given

in the following corollary.

Corollary 1. In an ideal scenario, ηSL is given by

ηL = ρ1β(r − 1) + ρ2β
2(r − 1)2. (9)

The above corollary follows directly from Proposition 3, by

considering ǫx → 1. Techniques such as predistortion [14]

enable to overcome the HPA imperfections, which further

enhances the WPT performance.

Note that, we obtain closed-form expressions of the har-

vested DC for the stable operation region of the scaled Lorenz

attractor circuit. However, for r /∈
(

1, σ(σ+β+3)
σ−β−1

)

, i.e. in case

of an unstable Lorenz system, (5) does not converge to any

3The energy transfer model considered in this work is based on the
assumption that the harvester operates in the nonlinear region [2]. If the power
of the harvester input signal becomes too large, the diode inside the harvester
is forced into the saturation region of operation, making the derived analytical
results inapplicable.

Fig. 2. Effect of scaling parameter on WPT performance; lines correspond
to analysis and markers correspond to simulation results.

specific point. As a result, it is not possible to analytically

characterize the harvested energy for this region of operation.

Even though the above analytical results are based on the

Lorenz system, the provided framework is general. Irrespective

of the system, what is required is the set of equilibrium

points and the corresponding stability region. To show this, we

provide in the next section, how the approach can be extended

to the Hénon system [11].

C. Extension to other multi-dimensional chaotic waveforms

The approach already presented to analytically characterize

the harvested energy is general and can be applied to any

chaotic system. For the sake of completeness, we consider

another chaotic system, i.e. the Hénon map. A conventional

Hénon map is defined by the following first-order difference

equations [11]

xn+1 = yn + 1− γx2
n, (10a)

yn+1 = δxn, (10b)

where x, y are state variables and γ, δ are control parameters.

Note that, unlike the Lorenz system, a typical Hénon map

is governed by two state variables. Following an identical

approach as before, we obtain the corresponding stable equi-

librium points as

phenon =

((

δ − 1 +
√

(1 − δ)2 + 4γ

2γ

)

,

δ

(

δ − 1 +
√

(1− δ)2 + 4γ

2γ

))

, (11)

with 0 < δ < 1, γ 6= 0, and γ ∈
(

−1

4
(1− δ)2,

3

4
(1 − δ)2

)

.

As a result, the harvested DC in this case is obtained as

ηH = ρ1Φ
2 + ρ2Φ

4, (12)

where Φ =
δ−1+

√
(1−δ)2+4γ

2γ . Moreover, if we consider a

scaled Hénon system to accommodate the HPA imperfections,

a transformation of variables as described in (4) is required,

and the equilibrium point and the stability region changes

accordingly. As was in the case of a Lorenz system, it is not

possible to analytically characterize the harvested energy for

an unstable Hénon system. Finally, we observe from (9) and

(12), it is possible to obtain ηL > ηH, only when
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(a) Effect on PAPR. (b) Effect on harvested energy.

Fig. 3. WPT performance for unstable system with pin = (0.1, 10, 0.1).

√

β(r − 1) >
δ − 1 +

√

(1− δ)2 + 4γ

2γ
. (13)

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We consider a transmission power Pt = 30 dBm,

transmitter-receiver distance d = 20 m, pathloss exponent

α = 4, and system parameters σ = 10 and β = 8/3.

This implies that the system is stable as long as 1 < r <
σ(σ+β+3)
σ−β−1 = 24.74. Note that we can also consider any other

value of σ and β, which accordingly gets reflected in the

range of r, as stated in Proposition 2, to have a stable system.

Finally, the parameters considered for the WPT model are

k2=0.0034, k4=0.3829, and Rant=50 Ω, respectively [2]. In

addition, all the presented results are accompanied by Monte

Carlo simulations by using 106 realizations.

Fig. 2 demonstrates the effect of r and scaling parameters

ǫx = ǫy = ǫz = ǫ on the WPT performance with initial

point pin = (4,−10, 0.6). We observe that the theoretical

results (lines) match very closely with the simulation results

(markers); this verifies our proposed analytical framework.

The figure illustrates that the harvested DC increases with r,

which can not be indefinitely increased due to the stability

aspect. Furthermore, the figure also demonstrates the effect of

ǫ on the EH performance of the receiver. We observe that

ǫ strongly affects the EH performance, when all the other

system parameters remain constant. Recall that the scaling

parameter depends on the practical imperfections of the HPA

at the transmitter. This implies that if we are able to overcome

the HPA imperfections, it enhances the harvested DC under

identical scenarios.

Note that the analytical expressions derived for the har-

vested DC correspond to the stable region of operation for the

Lorenz system. However, when the Lorenz system operates in

the unstable region, i.e. r > σ(σ+β+3)
σ−β−1 = 24.74, the system

does not converge to any particular value and as a result,

analytical closed-form expressions can not be derived. We

observe from Fig. 3(a) that the PAPR of the signal at the

receiver increases with r. Moreover, similar to [4], Fig. 3(b)

illustrates that the harvested DC increases with PAPR. It is

worthy to note that while the scaling (ǫx = ǫy = ǫz = 6 in

the figure) does not significantly affect the Lorenz system

in terms of PAPR of the signal at the receiver, there is a

considerable gap in the WPT performance of the scaled and

unscaled Lorenz system. This detrimental effect of scaling on

the WPT performance justifies Proposition 3 and the insights

obtained thereafter. Moreover, the figure also illustrates that

unlike to the stable scenario, σ has an impact on both the PAPR

Fig. 4. Performance comparison.

and WPT performance of the unstable Lorenz system. This

particular observation leads to an interesting conclusion, i.e.

for multi-dimensional waveforms, high PAPR is not equivalent

to higher harvested energy and that the one-to-one PAPR-

harvested energy mapping holds only when we are dealing

with uni-dimensional signals.

By considering an ideal transmission scenario, i.e. unity

scaling factor, Fig. 4 compares the WPT performance of the

Lorenz and Hénon signal in their respective stable region of

operation, with the existing N -tone multisine waveforms [2].

We observe that the harvested energy increases with increasing

r, as stated in Proposition 3, and also with increasing number

of multitones. Moreover, we also observe from the figure

that any arbitrary multi-dimensional chaotic waveform trans-

mission does not guarantee enhanced WPT performance; for

example, the performance gap for the Hénon map at Pt = 20
dBm between γ = 0.2, δ = 0.1 and γ = 0.001, δ = 0.9.

Note that the values considered are solely for illustration. Our

results demonstrate that the selection of parameter values is

equally important as the choice of the chaotic waveform.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we focused on the effects of multi-dimensional

chaotic signals on WPT. We evaluated the performance of

energy transfer for the Lorenz waveform under both, stable

and unstable regions of operation, in terms of its parameters.

Closed-form expressions for the average harvested energy

were analytically derived and it was observed from exhaustive

simulations, that for multi-dimensional chaotic signals, high

PAPR is not the single criterion for obtaining an enhanced

energy transfer performance. As the proposed framework is

general in nature, we also illustrate its application with respect

to a Hénon chaotic system. Finally, we compare the Lorenz

and the Hénon signal with the multisine waveforms, where we

observe that the choice of parameters for the chaotic wave-

forms is crucial in terms of WPT. An immediate extension

of this work is to investigate the class of multi-dimensional

chaotic signals in a generalized frequency selective scenario.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

By setting ẋsc(t) = ẏsc(t) = 0 [10] in (5), we obtain

ysc(t) =
ǫxxsc

ǫy
and zsc(t) =

r − 1

ǫz
. (14)
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Similarly, by substituting żsc(t) = 0 in (5c) and combining

with (14), we have

xsc(t) = ±
√

β(r−1)

ǫx
, ysc(t) = ±

√

β(r−1)

ǫy
, zsc(t) =

r−1

ǫz
.

(15)

Note that while (15) holds for r > 1, the origin, i.e. (0, 0, 0)
is an equilibrium point for all values of σ, r, β. Thus, based on

(14) and (15), we obtain the equilibrium points for all possible

values of the control parameters as

psc =































(0, 0, 0), (16a)
(

√

β(r − 1)

ǫx
,

√

β(r − 1)

ǫy
,
r − 1

ǫz

)

, (16b)

(

−
√

β(r − 1)

ǫx
,−
√

β(r − 1)

ǫy
,
r − 1

ǫz

)

. (16c)

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

We obtain the Jacobian matrix corresponding to (5) as [15]

Jsc =













−σ
ǫy
ǫx

σ 0

ǫx
ǫy

(r − ǫzzsc(t)) −1 − ǫxǫz
ǫy

xsc(t)

ǫxǫy
ǫz

ysc(t)
ǫxǫy
ǫz

xsc(t) −β













.

(17)

By replacing the equilibrium points given by

P1 =

(

√

β(r − 1)

ǫx
,

√

β(r − 1)

ǫy
,
r − 1

ǫz

)

, (18)

and P2 =

(

−
√

β(r − 1)

ǫx
,−
√

β(r − 1)

ǫy
,
r − 1

ǫz

)

, (19)

in (17), we obtain

J (1)
sc =













−σ
ǫy
ǫx

σ 0

ǫx
ǫy

−1 − ǫz
ǫy

√

β(r − 1)

ǫx
ǫz

√

β(r − 1)
ǫy
ǫz

√

β(r − 1) −β













,

(20)

and

J (2)
sc =













−σ
ǫy
ǫx

σ 0

ǫx
ǫy

−1
ǫz
ǫy

√

β(r − 1)

−ǫx
ǫz

√

β(r − 1)
−ǫy
ǫz

√

β(r − 1) −β













,

(21)

respectively. It is interesting to observe that the eigenvalues of

both (20) and (21) are the roots of

λ3 + λ2(σ + β + 1) + λβ(σ + r) + 2σβ(r − 1) = 0. (22)

According to the Hurwitz stability criterion [16], the system

is stable, if and only if, all the principal diagonal minors of

H =





σ + β + 1 2σβ(r − 1) 0
1 β(σ + r) 0
0 σ + β + 1 2σβ(r − 1)



 , (23)

are positive, which gives

(σ + β + 1)β(σ + r) > 2σβ(r − 1) =⇒ r <
σ(σ + β + 3)

σ − β − 1
.

(24)

Moreover, we also observe from (1) that σ, β, r are positive

quantities, i.e. the inequality σ > β+1 must also be satisfied.

This completes the proof.

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

As stated in Section III-A, in the steady state, the system

attains P1 or P2 ( obtained in Appendix B), irrespective of the

initial point pin. Note that for both P1 and P2, we have

lim
t→∞

E{|xsc|(t)2} =
β(r − 1)

ǫ2x
,

and lim
t→∞

E{|xsc(t)|4} =
β2(r − 1)2

ǫ4x
. (25)

From Proposition 2, when the system is stable, i.e. r ∈
(

1, σ(σ+β+3)
σ−β−1

)

, irrespective of pin, the harvested DC is

ηSL = lim
t→∞

ρ1E{|xsc(t)|2}+ lim
t→∞

ρ2E{|xsc(t)|4}

=
ρ1β(r − 1)

ǫ2x
+

ρ2β
2(r − 1)2

ǫ4x
, (26)

which follows from (25).
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