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Upstream Allocation of Bidirectional Load Demand
by Power Packetization

Shiu Mochiyama, Kento Hiwatashi, and Takashi Hikihara

Abstract—The power packet dispatching system has been
studied for power management with strict tie to an accompanying
information system through power packetization. In the system,
integrated units of transfer of power and information, called
power packets, are delivered through a network of apparatuses
called power packet routers. This paper proposes upstream allo-
cation of a bidirectional load demand represented by a sequence
of power packets to power sources. We first develop a scheme of
power packet routing for upstream allocation of load demand
with full integration of power and information transfer. The
routing scheme is then proved to enable packetized management
of bidirectional load demand, which is of practical importance for
applicability to, e.g., electric drives in motoring and regenerating
operations. We present a way of packetizing the bidirectional load
demand and realizing the power and information flow under
the upstream allocation scheme. The viability of the proposed
methods is demonstrated through experiments.

Index Terms—Power packet, Routing, Upstream allocation,
Bidirectional load

I. INTRODUCTION

As a means of energy management in a system disconnected
from a large-scale power source (hereafter, we denote an
isolated system), there is a proposal of the power packet
dispatching system [1]–[3]. In the system, the power is pack-
etized by dividing the energy flow into power pulses with
information tags attached physically (Fig. 1 (a)). Packetized
power is routed from a source to a load through a network
of apparatuses called power packet routers according to the
tag (Fig. 1 (b)). The authors’ group has developed a physical
realization of a power-packet router and verified its operation
in networked routers through experiments [1], [2], [4], [5].

The key enablers of the concept are the division of power
in the time domain and the attachment of the physical tag
that indicates the origin and destination of each power pulse.
The simultaneity between physical and cyber quantities is the
most essential aspect in such a cyber-physical system [6]–
[8]. For example, in a typical situation in isolated systems
with increased harvesting sources, deployment of batteries of
enormous capacity is not realistic due to the limited cost,
space, and weight. It is not easy to balance instantaneous
supply and demand, both of which have unpredictable and
varying profiles, without a large buffer. Physical packetiza-
tion gives complete traceability to power transfer, enabling
the routing network to allocate supply and demand between
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sources and loads with arbitrary proportion counted by the
packetized units. This realizes best-effort matching of source
capacity and load demand in a decentralized way, like the
Internet.

From the viewpoint of the loads, the power packet dispatch-
ing system delivers power as a collection of discrete units.
Thus, the load control at the edge of the network employs a
discretized power processing method. This is quite different
from the standard way in power electronics, namely pulse
width modulation [9]. Previous studies [10], [11] proposed
a method to derive an optimal packet sequence to satisfy a
load demand. The derived sequence is then shared with the
routing network as a demand signal, and for each packet in
the sequence, a source that meets the requirement generates a
power packet to supply the load. In this sense, the method per-
forms an upstream allocation of the discretized load demand
to sources in the routing network [12], [13].

However, a remaining issue of the previous studies was that
the transfer of power and information was not completely
closed in the physical layer. That is, the allocation of load
demand was calculated at the edge of the routing network and
then delivered to the source-side router not in packetized form
but via another channel. Obviously, this brings about a flaw in
the concept of integration of power and information transfer.

This paper discusses an upstream allocation of load demand
that fully integrates the transfer of both power and information
as a power packet. The contribution of this paper is three-
fold. First, we propose a routing method of power packets
(Section II-B) where the load demand information is allocated
by an information tag to the demanded power source in the
upstream direction. The pivotal factor of the proposal is the
elimination of an implicit assumption of the previous studies
that the direction of power and information delivery coincides
for a particular power packet. The proposed method allows
a request from a load (information) and a response from a
source (power) to coexist as a single power packet. Second,
we present that the proposed routing method also offers a
practical advantage in control of loads with bidirectional power
flow, such as powering and regenerating operations of electric
drives. The previous methods [10], [11] only apply to the
allocation of the unidirectional load demand. We propose
a method for the upstream allocation of bidirectional load
demand (Section II-C), which realizes a seamless handling of
a bidirectional power packet flow with completely integrated
power and information transfer. Lastly, we demonstrate the
viability of the proposed method in terms of the two aspects
mentioned above through experiments (Section III).

ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

02
35

2v
2 

 [
ee

ss
.S

Y
] 

 1
0 

Se
p 

20
24



2

Power Sources Router Network Loads

Router

DC Power Packet

Router
Router

Router

Header(a) (b)

10101011.....10000

Payload

Time

Vo
lta
ge

Po
w
er

Time

Footer

Fig. 1. Power packet dispatching system [1], [2]. (a) Example configuration of a power packet. The 1 and 0 above the voltage waveform represent high and
low logic states, respectively. (b) Example of a power packet dispatching system with a network of power packet routers.

II. PROPOSED METHOD

A. Description of Target System

Fig. 2 depicts the power packet dispatching system we
consider in this paper. We focus on a part of a whole
routing network that includes two power sources that supply
a particular load. Note that the power sources in this paper
include ones with sink operation, such as batteries, to consider
the bidirectional management of the packetized power supply.
In fact, we assume that one source is a pure source and the
other a rechargeable battery in the experimental setups in
Section III. The two-source setup is minimal but generic for
discussing bidirectional and upstream allocation. The general-
ity and scalability of this configuration will be discussed later
in Section IV.

We introduce a power packet configuration protocol that
is shared by the whole network. Fig. 1 (a) presents the bit
assignment of a power packet. In this paper, we fix the time
duration of one bit and the bit length of the information tag
and payload. We set a fixed sequence for the three bits from
the beginning of the information tag, namely 101, to declare
the start of a power packet. The remaining three-bit signal
expresses the index of the demanded source. Of course, the bit
length and their assignment are arbitrary and can be modified
according to the system requirements.

The transfer of a power packet is assumed to be synchro-
nized throughout the routing network. Based on the assump-
tion, we define an index of time slot k (k = 1, 2, 3, . . . ) as a
representation of the (continuous) time interval

t ∈ [(k − 1)Tpacket, kTpacket), (1)

where Tpacket coincides with the time duration of a power
packet. Thus, one power packet is transferred in one time slot.

B. Routing Method for Upstream Allocation

With the above setups, we develop a method to allocate load
demand by upstream dispatching of power packets. Here, we
focus on the way of power and information transfer as a power
packet and ignore how the source of origin is selected for each
power packet. The source selection algorithm will be discussed
in Section II-C.

For the k-th time slot, the router connected to the load
and the routers connected to the power sources exchange

power and information in a packetized form. Fig. 3 presents
the overview of router operation throughout a power packet
transfer. The details will be explained step by step below.

First, the header tag is sent from the load-side router to
the source-side router. The sender-receiver relationship is fixed
regardless of the direction of the power supply in the bidirec-
tional load case. The direction of tag transfer is determined by
hardware setups; the load-side router is equipped with a signal
generation module, and the source-side routers are equipped
with a signal reading module. The signal generation module
is made up of a voltage source dedicated to signal generation
and two switches controlled in a complementary manner [4].
That is, (Shigh,Slow) = (ON,OFF) generates a voltage for
high logic and (Shigh,Slow) = (OFF,ON) pulls down the
potential to zero for low logic. The source-side routers observe
the potential on the transmission line at every bit through the
signal reading module comprising a potential divider and a
galvanic-isolation comparator [1]. The module converts the
potential signal to a logic sequence and passes it to the router
controller.

Second, power transfer is controlled according to the tag
information. After the load-side router finishes sending the
header, it turns on the switch for power transfer, SR1. At the
same time, one of the switches of the source-side router, SR2

or SR3, specified in the tag, also turns on its switch for power
transfer. The conduction path between the specified power
source and the load is formed in this way.

Third, the footer follows the payload transfer to indicate the
end of one power packet. After a predetermined duration of
payload passes, the switches of both the load-side and source-
side routers are turned off.

C. Algorithm for Packetization of Bidirectional Load Demand

In this subsection, we explain how we determine the power
source of origin for each time slot. We apply a technique
for signal quantization [14] to our discrete power processing,
based on previous studies [10], [11]. Fig. 4 shows the overview
of the load control we consider. Below, we give descriptions
for each signal and block depicted in the figure.

The plant P is composed of two elements: Pcirc, the electric
circuit depicted in Fig. 2, and Pcomm, the communication
between the routers through the information tag. The circuit
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Fig. 2. Circuit configuration of the power packet dispatching system.
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Fig. 4. Overview of the proposed load control method.

includes transistors, and the input of Pcirc is a vector of
their switching states. Since the load control algorithm only
concerns the selection of the source, the input is defined as
s(k) := [SR2,SR3]

T. Then, for the circuit depicted in Fig. 2,
applying an appropriate discretization to the circuit equation
with a time interval equal to the packet duration Tpacket yields
the following discrete-time system

Pcirc :

{
x(k + 1) = Ax(k) +BV Ts(k)

y(k) = Cx(k)
, (2)

where x ∈ R and y ∈ R are the state and output, respectively,
A ∈ R, B ∈ R, and C ∈ R are the constant coefficients
including the circuit parameters, and V is a vector of possible
voltage levels, namely

V := [E1, E2]
T. (3)

For the setup of Fig. 2, the state and the output are both the
voltage of the load, and thus C = 1. The product V Ts(k)
represents the voltage of the source that is connected to
the load at the time interval k. The switching state s(k) is
determined at the source-side router by reading the information
tag. This operation maps the selection of the voltage level
v ∈ {E1, E2} to s(k), namely

Pcomm : s(k) =

{
[1, 0]T if v = E1

[0, 1]T if v = E2

. (4)

The series conncetion Pcomm and Pcirc is called P , the plant
in the broad sense.

The selection of the power source in each time slot is
determined by the quantizer Q, the algorithm implemented in
the load-side router’s controller. To understand the operation
of Q, we first consider a reference system P ′, which is a
replacement of V s(k) by a continuous-valued input u(k) ∈ R
in the original plant P . u(k) can be recognized as an ideal
input, and the quantizer Q seeks to approximate it with a
discretized input in the form of power packets. The quantizer
generates a sequence {v(k)} := {v(0), v(1), v(2), . . . v(k)}
that makes the output sequence {y(k)} as close as possible to
the output sequence of the reference system P ′ under an input
sequence {u(k)}. To provide such a quantizer, we consider a
dynamic quantizer in the following form

Q :

{
ξ(k + 1) = AQξ(k) +BQ(v(k)− u(k))

v(k) = V s(k) = q(CQξ(k) + u(k))
, (5)

where ξ ∈ R is the state of the quantizer, and AQ ∈ R,
BQ ∈ R, and CQ ∈ R are the design parameters. The function
q(·) is a static quantizer that maps its argument to a set of
available voltage levels of the system. As recognized in (5),
the quantizer’s state stores the weighted sum of past errors
between the ideal input u(k) and the actual input v(k). The
output equation of Q then takes this error into account in the
argument of the static quantizer at the second equation of (5).
In this way, Q generates {v(k)} that dynamically compensates
for the quantization error. The previous study [14] provides the
analytical design of Q for optimal compensation:

AQ = A, (6)
BQ = B, (7)
CQ = −A/B. (8)
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The bidirectionality of power delivery is a result of the
selection of possible voltage levels of the power sources.
Specifically, setting both higher and lower voltage levels than
the nominal value of u(k) leads to a bidirectional current flow.
For example, when u(k) is in a decreasing trend, the lower
voltage source is selected more to draw stored energy from the
load, and when it is in an increasing trend, the higher voltage
source is selected more to supply energy to the load.

Lastly, we explain the connection between the proposed
routing method and the load demand packetization. The output
of Q can be assigned to one of the switching states of the plant
circuit. At the beginning of each power-packet generation, the
load-side router calculates v(k). The router then assigns the
index corresponding to the selected power source to the header.

III. EXPERIMENTAL VERIFICATION

A. Setups

We built the routing network depicted in Fig. 2 for exper-
iments. Fig. 5 presents an overview of circuit setups. The
algorithms presented in Section II is implemented in the
controller board. Although the algorithms for the two routers
are implemented into the same controller, they are strictly sep-
arated as programs inside the chip and no communication other
than clock synchronization is made between the two programs.
As described in Section II, the routers’ communication relies
on an information tag through the hardware, tag generating
module and tag reading module.

The voltage values of the sources are set at E1 = 12V
and E2 = 3.6V. We assume that source 1 is a pure power
source and that source 2 is a battery that accepts a bidirectional
current flow. To this end, we set a regulated dc power supply
(TAKASAGO, LTD.; KX-210L) for source 1 and a high-
speed bipolar power amplifier of four-quadrant capability (NF
Corporation; HSA4011) for source 2. The load consists of
a resistor of RL = 10Ω and a capacitor of CL = 9.9mF.
The equivalent resistors, which represent the sum of the on-
resistance across the routers other than the explicitly modeled
ones, are set at Req1 = Req2 = 3.3Ω. The time duration of
one bit of a power packet is set at 4.0µs. The bit length of a
payload is set at 240 bit, leading to the duration of 960µs. Tak-
ing into account the 6-bit header and the 4-bit footer, the total
bit length of a power packet is 250 bit, and the corresponding
time duration is 1.0ms. Based on these parameters, we derive
the optimal design of Q following the optimization procedure
in [14] as AQ = 0.9593, BQ = 0.03060, CQ = −31.34.

We set the reference input {u(k)} as a triangular waveform

u(k) = b+ a · tri(2πk/K) (9)

where a = 4.0V, b = 8.0V, K = 125, and tri(θ) is a trian-
gular wave function of period 2π that takes 0 when θ = 2nπ
(n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ) and 1 when θ = mπ/2 (m = 1, 3, 5, . . . ). We
adopt the reference waveform that incorporates both increasing
and decreasing trends, which creates bidirectional power flow
by charging and discharging stored energy of the load.

Fig. 5. Overview of the experimental setups.

B. Results

Fig. 6 shows the result of load voltage regulation. Fig. 6 (a)
depicts the load voltage with and without quantization. The
load voltage without quantization was calculated numerically
for reference with the model and parameters set above in the
load-side router’s controller and output through the controller’s
analog output port. The good agreement of the two lines
indicates that the packetized power supply achieved successful
regulation of load voltage in the sense of comparison with the
continuous counterpart for reference.

Fig. 6 (b) depicts the measured current, where the direction
of inflow to the load is defined as positive. The bidirectional
power flow is confirmed by observing the current of both posi-
tive and negative values. In particular, by observing the current
waveform together with changes in load voltage, it can be
seen that the direction of power transmission is determined by
changes in the stored energy of the load. When the load voltage
increases, the higher voltage source is selected more often,
resulting in positive power transmission on average. When
the load voltage decreases, the power source of lower voltage
(battery) is selected more often, resulting in the negative (in
regenerative direction) power transmission on avarage.

Then, we observe the details of the signal transfer by in-
formation tags and the resulting power source selection. Since
the time span presentation in Fig. 6 is not suitable to observe
the details per packet, we refer to the enlarged view of the
results presented in Fig. 7. Fig. 7 (a) presents the the enlarged
view of the load current in t ∈ [119.5ms, 121.5ms], where
the header tags of two consecutive packets are depicted. The
sign of the current indicates that the power packet beginning
at around t = 120ms is supplied by source 1, and that the
power packet beginning at around t = 121ms is regenerated to
source 2. Indeed, Fig. 7 (b) and (c) indicate that the headers of
the former and latter power packets are 101001 and 101010,
respectively. These results ensure that the router selected the
designated power source according to the information tag.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we proposed the method for the upstream
allocation of the packetized bidirectional power demand of a
dynamical load. The proposed method realized the seamless
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connection in the flow of both information and power and inte-
grated them as power packets. We demonstrated the operation
through experiments, presenting the successful allocation of
load demand to both the pure source and the battery of source
and sink capability.

Although we focused on a minimal setup of two sources and
one load in this paper, the proposed scheme can be applied to
systems of more elements. First, the load demand allocation
can easily be extended to three or more sources as follows.
The software modification required is to expand the number
of possible voltage levels in (3). The hardware requires to
increase the number of ports in the source-side router. Second,

the proposed method can also be applied to multiple loads in
the network. As illustrated in Section II, the proposed scheme
operates on a load-by-load basis, so simply applying the same
algorithm to each load works. Lastly, the load can be of
any type if its numerical model is available. We considered
a capacitive load in the setup to represent the capability of
energy storing and discharging, and it can be replaced by e.g.
an inductive load such as an electric motor.

In the remainder of this section, we provide some discus-
sions on the comparison of the proposed method with related
works. The comparison highlights the standpoint and novelty
of the present paper among related works.

The concept of power packetization was first proposed
in [15] in the 1990s and has been studied by independent
groups around the world to date, e.g. [16]–[21]. Most of them
involve information and power processing in separate layers
and employ virtual tagging. However, in situations where there
are not enough adjustable power sources, the discrepancy
of the information from physics at each instance can lead
to serious accidents. This is the reason why we adopt the
packetization based on physical tagging.

For the hardware setups of this paper, we have exploited the
previously proposed method of circuit implementation. The
original (unidirectional) power packet router was introduced
in [1], and then was extended to accommodate bidirectional
power packet flow in [5]. The original router included the
signal reading module, and the signal generation module
was first introduced in [4]. The bidirectional router proposed
in [5] employed bidirectional switches, which enabled the
bidirectional current flow, although the work did not discuss
bidirectional load demand fulfillment by a packetized form
of information and power transfer. Based on these hardware
setups, the present work proposes a unified system solution
for the upstream allocation of a bidirectional load demand.

The concept of upstream load flow was introduced in a
traditional power system analysis as a means to trace the load
flow in terms of the contribution of the sources [12]. Active
allocation of upstream demand in a packetized form was first
discussed in [13]. The work was limited to a static (pure
resistive) and thus unidirectional load with power demand ex-
pressed on a time-average basis. On the other hand, this paper
proposes a method that can handle a dynamic load whose
demand is expressed as an instantaneous value. Furthermore,
the previous work [13] analyzed the system using simplified
numerical simulations and omitted the details of the routing
operation on the physical layer. The proposed method presents
how to deal with power and information processing in the
physical layer.

Regarding the load-demand representation in a packetized
form, the present study extends our previous proposal in [10],
[11]. First, as mentioned in the Introduction, the previous
works did not integrate the communication for this repre-
sentation with the power packet transfer. The present work
eliminates the limitation and realizes the full integration by
the routing method developed in Section II-B. Furthermore,
the previous works focused on a case where one source
supplies one load, and thus the load regulation therein was
recognized as a chopping operation of one power source with
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only two possible states of the circuit: whether the source is
connected to the load or not. This setup implicitly limited the
flow of current to unidirectional. The framework presented in
Section II-C overcomes the limitations above by extending the
selection of power sources to different voltage levels, one for
source operation and the other for sink operation.
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