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Differential RCS of Multi-Port Tag Antenna With
Synchronous Modulated Backscatter

Nicolas Barbot™, Member, IEEE, Ionela Prodan

Abstract—This paper introduces a new method, called multi-
port load modulation, allowing one to improve the delta RCS of
any passive transponder. By switching simultaneously the loads
connected to a multi-port antenna, we show that the associated
delta RCS can be higher than the one predicted by the equations
of R. Green in 1963. We demonstrate analytically that the delta
RCS of the multi-port tag can be improved by 6 dB compared
to a single port antenna. This improvement corresponds to
an increase of the round-trip read range of 41%. This result
can still be improved if the modulation of the structural mode
adds constructively with the modulation of the antenna mode.
Simulation and measurement of a fully compliant dual-port tag
validate the model and achieve a large part of the predicted
improvement.

Index Terms—Differential radar cross-section (RCS), EPC
Gen2, multi-port antenna, multi-port load modulation, radio
frequency identification (RFID).

I. INTRODUCTION

ACKSCATTER communications allows a transponder to
B transfer information at a fraction of the complexity and
cost of classical transponders that use active components.
Moreover, if the power can be harvested from the electromag-
netic wave sent by the reader, fully passive transponders can
be designed. RFID technology is the most famous example
which is used world wild since more than 20 years now.

In the past, read ranges of RFID systems were limited
by the tag sensitivities, thus most of the research effort was
oriented to reduce the tag sensitivity. Over the last 20 years,
tag sensitivity has been improved by 1 dB per year on average.
Today, sensitive chips can be activated with a power as low as
—23 dBm. As a result, RFID system performance is no longer
solely limited by the tag sensitivity but also by the reader
sensitivity [1].

Optimization of the performance when the read range is
limited by the reader sensitivity is a recent research topic that
will take more importance in the future. The main idea is to
maximize the modulated power backscattered by the tag. This
power is linked to the backscattered field of loaded antennas
which has been understood since 1963 by Green [2]. In his
thesis, Green successfully decomposed the scattered field of a
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loaded antenna into two different contributions, which are the
structural mode and the antenna mode. The first contribution
is the part of the scattered field which is independent of the
load connected to the antenna port. The latter contribution is
proportional to the reflection coefficient between the antenna
and the load and has the same properties as the transmitting
antenna. However, unlike other decompositions based on
short circuit response [3], [4, eq. (20)], and on open circuit
response [5, eq. (10)], Green’s decomposition is based on
complex conjugate response [2, eq. (14)] and can easily be
used to predict and bound all possible scattered field values
as a function of the load. These concepts have been used and
applied in the RFID technology to estimate the scattered field
and the efficiency of the transponders. More specifically, the
differential RCS of RFID tags (also known as delta RCS)
which has been introduced in [6] and extended in [7], has been
derived directly from Green’s work.

The delta RCS associated with a UHF RFID tag which can
switch between two states with complex reflection coefficients
I'1 and I'; is equal to [2, eq. (32)], [6, eq. (6)], [7, eq. (22)]:
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where A is the wavelength, G is the gain of the antenna and

I'; is the complex power wave reflection coefficient between
the antenna and the load in the considered state:
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As remarked in [6], note that (1) is valid for any antenna and
any load. This quantity is also a bound on the modulated power
which can be backscattered towards the reader. From (1), we
can see that the distance between I'; and I'; can not be higher
than 2 since |I';| is always lower than 1 for any passive loads.
Moreover, for passive tags, this bound is even lowered since
the default state has to be matched, i.e., ') = 0, thus maximum
distance can not be higher than 1.

Based on (1) and with the previous assumptions, a classical
half-wavelength dipole at 915 MHz has a maximal delta
RCS for passive (modulating between match and short) and
semi-passive (modulating between open and short) UHF tags
of —22.4 dBsm (57.5 cm?) and —16.4 dBsm (230 cm?)
respectively. This delta RCS value directly limits the round-
trip read range of any UHF tags.

The objective of this paper is to design a new kind of
tags with improved delta RCS and round-trip read range.
This design relies on the concept of multi-port tag and
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Fig. 1. Example of multi-port antenna composed of two ports: (a) single
structure, (b) two separated structures.

multi-port antenna. Multi-port tags are not new in the RFID
literature [8], [9], [10]. Usually, these architectures are used
to provide diversity in the forward link, which means that if
one port experiences a strong attenuation, the other port can
still be used to maintain a given performance. However, in
the reverse link, all of these works consider that a single port
is backscattering at a given time. This condition avoids any
collision between different tags and remains a foundation of
the RFID protocol.

The proposed multi-port load modulation technique
presented in this paper contrasts previous work in that the
different ports of the system have to switch at the same time.
This can also be seen as a “controlled collision” between
different ports which can improve both delta RCS and round-
trip read range. This technique is particularly useful for
semi-passive tags which are limited by the reader sensitivity.
Additionally, this concept has been observed and/or measured
experimentally on independent tags in [11], [12], [13], [14].
Compared to these works, this paper provides the analytic
model allowing one to predict the delta RCS as a function of
the parameters of the multi-port tag.

This article is an extension of [15]. Compared to the
conference paper, this extension includes a generalization of
the concepts to N ports (instead of 2) and the addition of a
theoretical model based on antenna array theory. Compared
to the general model, this simple model neglects the coupling
but allows one to easily predict the delta RCS of multi-port
antennas composed of several (identical) elements. Moreover,
this extension presents for the first time, a tag based on a
multi-port antenna with improved delta RCS which is fully
compatible with the EPC Gen2 protocol.

II. GENERAL MODEL FOR A MULTI-PORT ANTENNA

In the following, we consider a multi-port antenna which
includes N distinct ports. In emission, this antenna can produce
an electric field when a voltage (and/or a current) is applied on
any of its ports. In reception, this same antenna can generate
a voltage (and/or a current) on any of its ports when a wave is
impinging the structure. Each port can be loaded by a (passive)
complex impedance value. Without any loss of generality, a
multi-port antenna can be composed of a single structure or
multiple structures, and ports can be placed anywhere on the
structure(s) as presented in Fig. 1. The model presented in
this section is general and can be applied to any multi-port
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Fig. 2. Decomposition of the field backscattered by a multi-port antenna
composed of two ports.

antenna. Note that the demonstration for a dual-port antenna
case is presented in [15].

A. RCS of a Loaded Multi-Port Antenna

The backscattering of fields by a loaded antenna has been
known since [2] where Green succeeded to decompose the
backscattered field into a structural mode and an antenna
mode. This decomposition became famous since that all
possible amplitude and phase of the backscattered signal can
be easily predicted from the load connected to the antenna due
to I' being a bounded quantity. Note that this derivation also
assumes a single port antenna. Consequently, the delta RCS of
a single-port antenna can, by definition, not be higher than (1).

On the other hand, if we consider the delta RCS of an antenna
with more than one port, then this quantity is, by design, not
bounded by (1) if loads on all ports can be switched at the
same time. The rest of this section generalizes the procedure
discovered by Green in the case of a multi-port antenna.

By using the compensation theorem and then the superpo-
sition theorem, the field backscattered by a multi-port antenna
can be decomposed into the field backscattered by the antenna
with a short circuit on all ports plus the field generated by
each port loaded by a voltage generator while the other ports
are short circuited (see Fig. 2):

N
Zeil
j : cilsci Ll g (3)
Zei + Zai

i=1

Ey(Zcy, ..., 2

oN) = Es(0,0, ..

By using (3) with a conjugate matching on all ports, we can
express Es(0,0,...,) as:

7%
Ey(0,0,...) = E(Zy, - Zay) + D b (4)
. at

Also, short-circuit current on port i, I;; can be expressed as
a function of the conjugate currents:

i = 11(Z5) 2 5)
Zai
Thus, E(0,0, ...,) can be expressed only with the conjugate
currents:
N 7
Es0,0,...,) = E{(Z},.... Z} +Z “’1 (Z:)Eni (6)
i=1

Finally, (6) can be substituted into (4) to obtain:

E(ZCly--- CN)_ (Zal""’ZZN)
* 2RalZCl (7% )
* Z |: az + Zci ]l (Zai)E”:| (7)
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Fig. 3.  Graphical representation of the scattering of a multi-port antenna
composed of two ports. The figure is composed of two Smith charts
corresponding to the two antenna modes. Square root of the RCS of the dual-
port antenna is proportional to the length of the black plain line.

which can more simply be expressed as:

Es(Ze1, ..., 2Zen) = ES(Z;kly cees ;N)
N
— Y Tili(Z;)Ex ®)
i=1
where I'; is the reflection coefficient at the considered port i:
= Z“;ZZI )
Zei + Zai

The RCS of the multi-port antenna can finally be extracted:

SE(Z2). Z5,) — Yo Tl (Z) Enl?
|E;|?

o=4nr (10)

This RCS can also be expressed as a function of antenna
“gains” Gyy;.

22 N P
o= - X;Gmie/"”'l"i a1
=
with:
4
A= TE(Z o Ziy) (12)
47
Gmi = T|Ii(Z;i)Eri| (13)
¢ = arg(L(Z;)Eyi) (14)

Note that G,,; are not equal to the gains of the antenna at
port i but are different quantities. Fig. 3 presents the different
quantities graphically. Note that the structural mode is not
bounded and can be inside or outside any Smith charts. The
antenna mode of port i is bounded by a circle of radius G,;.
These two circles are represented by the two Smith charts and
each antenna mode can not be outside its respective circle. The
total antenna mode corresponding to the summation of each
port is bounded by a radius of Zf/: | Gmi. Finally the square
root of the RCS of the multi-port antenna is proportional to
the length between —A and the total antenna mode.
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B. Delta RCS of a Multi-Port Tag

Let’s now imagine that each port of this multi-port antenna
can be switched between two values:

Zey = (Ze11, Ze12)
Zoy = (Ze21, Ze22)
. 15)
ZeN —> (ZeN1s ZeN2)
Note that the impedance change have to takes place at the
same time on all ports. This condition is particularly important
because if a single port is switched at a given time, the delta
RCS associated to each variation is directly given by (1) and
can not be improved.
By applying (8) for both states and then doing the differ-
ence, the total field variation can be obtained by:

Zan1) = Es(Zias -+ Zia)

N N
— > Tali(Z)Erin + Y Tioli (Z3) Eria (16)

i=1 i=1

AE; = E(Z},, ...

The quantity expressed by (16) can be normalized to obtain
the delta RCS of the multi-port antenna:

oq = mrlE((Z}1, ... Zin)) — Es(Z)1s. - -

Zana)

N N
+ Y Toli(Zin)Eia — Y Tadi(Zi ) Eal*/1EN* (17)
i=1 i=1
Equation (17) can also be expressed as a function of the
“gains” Gy,:

)\2
= JA -4
0d 167 1 2
N N 2
+Y Gud®Tip =Y~ Gur®'Tyy|  (18)
i=1 i=1
with:
4
A= =B (Zije - Zig) (19)
4 "
G = ~-My(Zi ) Exi (20)
oy = arg(15(Z5)Ery 1)

Equation (18) is the general form of the delta RCS of a multi-
port antenna. The term A; — A, is a modulation due to the
variation of the structural mode between the two states. This
term was not present for single-port antenna [see (1)]. Each
following term is proportional to I';; and corresponds to the
modulation of the antenna mode produced by each port. The
direct analysis of (18) states that if we can find a dual-port
antenna having good “gains” on both ports (G;,;; ~ G), then
delta RCS of a dual-port antenna can potentially be improved
by a factor of 4 (i.e., +6 dB) each time the number of ports
is multiplied by 2 provided that last two terms in (18) have
the opposite phase. This result can still be improved if the
modulation due to the structural mode adds constructively. In
terms of read range, assuming a free space environment, each
increase of the delta RCS of 6 dB represents an improvement
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Fig. 4. Geometry of the two dipoles impinged by a plane wave.

of 41% of the round trip read range [1] which is very
significant for overall RFID system performance.

III. MODEL WITHOUT COUPLING FOR A
MULTI-PORT ANTENNA

The previous section provides a model which is valid for
any multi-port antenna. Ports can be on the same or different
structures as presented in Fig. 1(a) and (b). However, this
model remains complex to use in practice since when one
load is changed at a given port, it can affect the parameters
of any other ports. To provide a simpler model, we reduce the
multi-port antenna to N identical structures spatially separated
in space [like in Fig. 1(b)]. Moreover, we assume that these
structures are not coupled, i.e., the current induced on a
structure does not affect the current of another structure. With
these assumptions, the backscattered field of the multi-port
antenna can be obtained by adding the backscattered field
produced by each element taken separately. Note that these
antennas represent only a small subset of the multi-port anten-
nas described in Section II. The rest of this Section presents
the simple case of a dual-port antenna. The generalization to
multi-port antennas is presented at the end of the section.

A. RCS of a Loaded Multi-Port Antenna

To illustrate the approach, let us consider that the multi-port
antenna is composed of two dipole antennas separated by a
distance d. Fig. 4 presents the configuration and the notation
used in the following. In the farfield zone of the multi-port
antenna, the total backscattered field can be approximated by:

E; (Zc] s ZC2)

~ Eg(Ze1)e R0 4 E(Zp)e 40 (22)

where Es)(Z.) is the scattered field of a single dipole located
at the origin. From Green’s thesis, we know that the field
scattered by a single-port antenna is equal to [2]:

Ex(Z:) = Ex(Z}) — T1o(Z})En (23)
Substituting (23) into (22) leads to:
E(Z:,Z0) = Ey (Z;)Z cos[kd cos 0]
_IO(Z:;)ErOI:FIeJrjdeOSQ + erfjkdcose:l 24)
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Note that this formula is a simplified form of [15, eq. (11)] [see
also (8)]. Moreover when I'y = I'p, (24) takes the following
simple form:

Es (ch s ZCZ)
= [Ex(Z}) — T11o(Z})Er] x 2coslkd cos 6] (25)

where we can recognize the field scattered by a single dipole
at the origin multiplied by a factor which depends on the
geometry of the multi-port antenna. Equations (24) and (25)
are actually similar to the antenna array theory [16, p. 249]. A
special attention has to be paid that, in the general case, i.e.,
when 'y # I'p, the array factor for the structural mode and
for the antenna mode are different. These two quantities are
equal only when I'j = I's.

From (24), the RCS of the dual-port antenna can be
estimated by:

)\262 . .

o=""T |A— T — T, (26)
4
with:
Ex(Z*
= MZ cos[kd cos 6] 27
0(Z)Ex

¢; = tkdcos6 (28)

and G the gain of the single element located at the origin.
Note that this formula is a simplified form [15, eq. (14)] [see
also (11)].

B. Delta RCS of a Loaded Multi-Port Antenna

If we now assume that each port can switch (simultane-
ously) between two impedance values, the total field variation
can be obtained by:

AE; = —1y(Z})Ero
X[(F]] _ Flz)e—jkdcow + Ty — Fzz)e-i-jkdcosé](zg)

Note that this formula is a simplified form [15, eq. (19)] [see
also (16)]. Finally, the associated delta RCS can finally be
obtained by:

A2G?

167

. 4 2
(D11 = Ta)e*de0sd 4 (o) — Ipp)etikdeost| ™ (30)

Og =

Note that this formula is a simplified form of [15, eq. (21)] [see
also (18)] which can easily be used to predict the delta RCS
of an array of loaded antennas. Moreover, compared to (18),
the structural mode modulation can not be predicted by this
simple model since the coupling is not taken into account.
Finally, in the case where this multi-port tag is loaded by loads
satisfying "1y — '12 = ['y1 — 'y, e.g., using identical chips
at both ports, oz can be written as:

A2G?
167

where we can easily see that the delta RCS can be improved
by 6 dB compared to the single-port antenna composed with
a single element. Remember that this equation does not

-|T11 — 12?4 cos®[kd cos 6]

Oq =

€19
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consider the structural mode modulation due to the coupling
between the two elements. Finally, the approach can easily
be generalized to N ports antenna composed of N (identical)
elements by recognizing the delta RCS of a single element
multiplied by the magnitude squared of the array factor:

(32)

where oyo is the delta RCS of a single element and AF is
the array factor of the structure. Note that (32) is only valid
when I'1; — ' = I'y1 — M2 e.g., using identical chips at both
port. If this condition on the reflection coefficient can not be
satisfied, a generalization of (30) for the considered array has
to be used instead.

2
04 = 040 + |AF|

IV. SIMULATION

In this section, we still consider the two dipoles impinged by
a plane wave (see Fig. 4). Simulations have been realized with
NEC2, which is based on the Method of Moments numerical
simulation method. Each dipole has a length of 15 cm which is
approximately equal to A/2 at 915 MHz and has been modeled
by 11 segments using the thin wire approximation. Moreover,
each dipole can be loaded at its center by a complex load.
Default state has been chosen at Z.1; = Z.1 = 10 + 100i Q.
A plane wave impinges the structure with an angle (6, ¢) and
scattered field is collected using a farfield probe in the same
direction at a distance of 1 m.

The first study compares the two models proposed
previously and the simulation using NEC2. The first model
takes into account the coupling whereas the second one is
simpler and assumes no coupling. Determination is based
on (8) and (25) for first and second model respectively.
Moreover, for the first model, independent simulations have
been performed to determine the values of each parameter
(i.e.,, Zy, T, E, Il(Z:l.j). The scattered field is extracted
for (0 = m/2,¢ = 0) as a function of the distance d
between the dipoles. Results are presented in Fig. 5 where
we can see that the simulation and the general model of
the scattered field [see (8)] are in a very good agreement
(slight difference appears at the second digit after the comma).
Note that for this two dipoles arrangement, the coupling can
be expressed analytically [16, p. 412]. However, analytical
model for coupled elements is not known for general structure
(i.e., other than dipoles). The simple model without coupling
produces a less accurate results especially when the distance
between the two dipoles is small due to the strong coupling
between the two dipoles. For longer distances (typically more
than few wavelengths), the simple model can easily replace
the general model to predict the scattered field.

In the second study, both ports are switched simultaneously
(from Z.11 = Z»p1 = 10+ 100i Q to Ze1p = Zepp = 10 —
100i €2). Delta RCS is extracted by using two independent sim-
ulations (one in each state) and compared to both models (with
and without coupling), with the results presented in Fig. 6.
Here again, we can see that the general model perfectly fits
the simulation. Simple model provides a good approximation
only when the distance between the two dipoles is higher that
few wavelength. Below this distance, simple model cannot be
used accurately.
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Fig. 5. (a) Magnitude and (b) phase of the scattered field (in the first state)

as a function of the distance between the two dipoles.
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Fig. 6. Delta RCS as a function of the distance between the two dipoles

when the two ports are switched simultaneously.

Finally, delta RCS is plotted, for a fixed distance of d =
20 cm between the two dipoles, for 8 = m/2 and for all
¢ values. Results are presented in Fig. 7. Here again, the
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Fig. 7. Delta RCS as a function of the angle ¢ when the two ports are

switched simultaneously.

general model is in perfect agreement with the simulation. The
simple model without coupling is able to predict the delta RCS
with an accuracy of 2 dB (for this specific d value). Higher
accuracy can be obtained for lager distances. Moreover, Fig. 7
also presents, in dashed line, the delta RCS of a single port
antenna composed of a single dipole and switching with the
same impedance values (from Z.; = 10 + 100i Q to Z, =
10—100i €2). In this specific case the delta RCS is independent
of ¢ and equal to —17.96 dBsm. Thus we can see that the delta
RCS of a multi-port antenna can be improved compared to a
single-port antenna composed with the same element. From
Fig. 7, for ¢ = 7 /2 the maximum delta RCS predicted by the
simple model is —11.96 dBsm, which is exactly 6 dB higher
than the single port antenna. More interestingly, the maximum
predicted by the general model (and by the simulation) is
equal to —9.98 dBsm (see also [15, Table II]). This represents
an improvement of 8 dB compared to the single-port antenna
where 6 dB are due to the increased gain and 2 dB are due
to the structural mode modulation (i.e., the coupling between
the two elements). This result is significant for future design
of new RFID tags with improved delta RCS.

V. OPTIMIZATION OF THE IMPEDANCE VALUES

For a given N-port antenna, an interesting question arises
of how to optimize the 2N impedance values to maximize
the delta RCS. This optimization can be done based on the
two previously presented models leading to two different
approaches. In the following, we consider the previously
studied multi-port antenna composed of two dipoles separated
by a distance of 20 cm. The reader is assumed to be placed
facing to the dipoles (i.e., 8 = w/2, ¢ = m/2). Different
multi-port antennas and configuration can be addressed using
the same approach.

A. Model Without Coupling

For the model based on an antenna array (see Section III),
the procedure is trivial. Assuming I'1; = I'21 and I'1; = T2y,
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maximization of (30) can be achieved by choosing any I'j;
and I'jp values such that:

ITii =Tl =2 (33)

which means that the two points have to be placed on a
diameter of the modified Smith chart. Note that if the multi-
port tag has to harvest the power from the reader, the default
states on each ports have to be matched i.e., at the center of the
modified Smith chart. Note that the procedure is equivalent to
the optimization of the loads of a single-port tag. The achieved
delta RCS of the multi-port antenna is, in this case, 6 dB
higher than the delta RCS of a single element. Thus, based
on the simple model, the maximum achievable delta RCS for
the multi-port antenna considered in Section IV is equal to
—164+6 = —10.4 dBsm.

B. General Model

This model is more complex but also more accurate than
the simple model based on an antenna array since it takes into
account the coupling between the elements.

In this case, the objective of the optimization procedure is
to align each antenna mode terms to the structural mode in
order to obtain a (constructive) summation. Assuming that the
antenna parameters (i.e., A1, A2 and ¢;;) are known, I';; values
have to chosen such that:

arg(A; — Az) = ¢ + arg(l"ij)

Moreover, choosing |I';j| = 1 to maximize the distance
variation leads to:

(34)

Ty = /(A1—A2=4i) (35)

Finally, knowing I';;, the associated impedance values can be

extracted with:

Zaiflij + 235 36)
—Fij +1

It is interesting to notice that the determination of Ay, Az, ¢;;
and Z,;; requires the knowledge of the impedance values. Thus,
in order to apply (35), an initial impedance set values, called
Zr?ii’ is first chosen to estimate the antenna parameters. Then
I';j and Z.; are computed based on the antenna parameters.
Note that, if the coupling is important, (35) can be applied
iteratively (by carefully re-computing the antenna parameters).
Results of this procedure are presented in Table I and shows
that maximum delta RCS can reach —7.1 dBsm. This result
has been obtained using a single iteration of the algorithm.
Direct comparison with the antenna array theory indicates
that the coupling plays an important role and allows the tag
designer to obtain an improvement of 10.4 — 7.1 = 3.3 dB
compared to the antenna array theory.

Zeij =

VI. FULLY COMPLIANT UHF MULTI-PORT TAG
A. Dual-Port Tag
Dual-port tags can be realized using at least two backscatter
modulators. Designs can be obtained from [17] for example by

adding a second backscatter modulator. Moreover, in [15], a
proof of concept was proposed based on two independent tags.
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TABLE I
OPTIMIZATION OF THE STATES OF DUAL-PORT TAG AT 915 MHz

Time slot 1 Time slot 2
Z0%; () 20 + 0i 30 — 1004
Z0%; () 50 + 100i 100 + 07
Za1 () 61.69 — 25.79i 64.04 — 27.62i
Zaz () 63.16 — 30.80¢ 66.82 — 28.31¢
$1; (rad) —1.910 —1.830
¢2; (rad) —1.7713 —1.7570

arg(A1 — Az) (rad) —1.942

Iy —0.9923 — 0.1239¢  0.9932 — 0.11654¢
oy —0.9875 + 0.1576¢  0.9831 — 0.1833¢
Ze15 () 0+ 26.76¢ 0—1114¢
Ze2j () 0+ 36.19¢ 0 —692.91

oq (dBsm) —7.153

Ew

| (es) [
| \ |

‘ Dipole | ‘ bipole |

CPS

Fig. 8. Photograph of the tags used in the study. Left: single-port tag. Right:
multi-port tag. The original H47 tag based on the Monza 4D chip is presented
for reference.

While this approach was able to validate the improvement of
the delta RCS, the EPCID value of the multi-port tag has not
been read due to the random nature of the RFID protocol. This
paper proposes, for the first time, a fully compliant multi-port
RFID tag based on

« a commercial UHF chip available off the shelf.

o a homemade aluminum dual-port antenna

Most of the RFID chips only have two pads which are
connected to the arms of a dipole-like antenna (usually through
a matching structure such as T-matching). However some
chips have four pads. For example the Impinj Monza 4 chip
has four pads called RF1+, RF1-, RF2+ and RF2-. These
four pads work by pairs which means that (RF1+, RF1-) and
(RF2+,RF2-) are fully isolated from each other. This design
was introduced to achieve an orientation insensitivity of the
tag under linear polarization of the reader. By connecting two
dipoles oriented at 90° to the two pairs of port, a tag can
be activated irrespectively of its orientation. An example of
UHF tag designed using this approach, Impinj reference design
H47, is presented in the left corner of Fig. 8. Today, these
designs are not common since most of the reader antennas use
a circular or dual-linear polarization [18].
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Fig. 9. Photograph of the proposed bench based on the Voyantic Tagformance
reader in real environment.

In this section, a multi-port tag based on a Monza 4 chip
fully compliant with the RFID protocol is proposed. Note that,
due to the design of the Monza 4 chip, I';; = I'y; (i.e., it is
not possible to have a different load value on each port). The
multi-port tag is based on the Impinj reference design H47
(see left corner of Fig. 8) where the two dipoles have been
cut away to keep only the T-matching network and the chip.
The proposed multi-port tag is based on two dipoles of length
15 cm separated by 20 cm and is, in principle, identical to
the design simulated in Section IV. Two transmission lines
based on coplanar stripline are used to connect the dipoles
to the matching network. A picture of the proposed multi-
port tag is presented in Fig. 8. Note that the current located
on the transmission line corresponds to traveling waves and
does not radiate any power. On the other hand, the currents
on the two dipoles are not traveling wave and consequently
produce a radiated power. For comparison purposes, a single
port tag has also been realized by using a single dipole and
a single transmission line for comparison purposes. Note that
both tags have been realized by hand using metallic tape
placed over a PET substrate. This manual method suffers from
important limitations in terms of minimum separation distance
(especially with the CPS line) which affect the performance of
both tags in received and backscattered power, however, both
tag are affected in a similar way.

B. Multi-Port Tag Characterization

Since this multi-port tag is based on a fully compliant
UHF chip, tag characterization can easily be realized with
commercial testbench such as Voyantic Tagformance [19]
which can read the EPCID. A picture of the proposed setup is
presented in Fig. 9. Note that custom testbench such as [20]
could have also been used instead. In the following, the
proposed multi-port tag is characterized in terms of:

« delta RCS;

« round-trip read range.

Using the commercial testbench, the backscattered power
received by the reader is measured at the activation power of
the tag. From this backscattered power, the delta RCS of the
dual-port tag can be estimated and compared to the one of
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Fig. 10. Delta RCS as a function of the frequency for the proposed multi-port
tag and for the single-port tag.
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Fig. 11. Round-trip read range as a function of the frequency for the proposed
multi-port tag and for the single-port tag.

the single-port tag. Results are presented in Fig. 10 where we
can see that the delta RCS of the multi-port tag outperforms
the one of the single-port tag. The difference between the two
tags is a function of the frequency but is higher than 6 dB
between 860 and 890 MHz and higher than 3 dB between 845
and 950 MHz which is a significant result.

Moreover, the round-trip read range of the dual-port tag can
be estimated from the measured delta RCS values. Results are
presented in Fig. 11, assuming an equivalent radiated power of
36 dBm and a reader sensitivity of —75 dBm and an operating
frequency of 915 MHz. We can see that the round-trip read
range can be improved by more than 41% in the band 860-890
and by 19% in the 845 and 950 MHz band using a dual-port
tag. This results is in agreement with the analytical model and
the simulation results.

Finally, since the tag is based on a commercial UHF chip,
it means that the tag is fully compliant with the ECP Gen2
protocol. Thus this multi-port tag can be read by any UHF
reader and can participate in any inventory round with any
other single-port tags.
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VII. CONCLUSION

This paper shows that the delta RCS of a transponder can be
improved if we modulate simultaneously multiple ports of its
antenna. This contribution can allow tag designers to increase
the delta RCS of a transponder by a factor 4 (i.e., +6 dB)
which corresponds to a round-trip read range improvement
of 41%. The concept has been verified in simulation and
measurement. The first multi-port tag fully compliant with the
ECP Gen2 protocol is proposed. This multi-port tag allows
one to validate the delta RCS improvement but also to be read
with any UHF reader.

A natural continuation to this work will be to combine
multi-port harvester and multi-port backscatter modulator into
a single chip. This architecture could represent an interesting
candidate for the next generation of RFID chips.
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