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Abstract — In this paper, we discuss antennas and
propagation aspects in current passive UHF RFID systems. We
consider a “reader-tag-reader” link and concentrate on each
part of it: reader antennas, propagation channel, and tags. We
include channel modeling equations and support our discussion
with experimental measurements of tag performance in various
conditions. We also provide a comprehensive literature review.
I.

INTRODUCTION

R

ADIO frequency identification (RFID) is an automatic
wireless data collection technology with long history
roots [1, 2]. In a passive RFID system, the reader transmits a
modulated RF signal to the tag consisting of an antenna and
an IC chip powered only by RF energy. The chip responds
to the reader by varying its input impedance and thus
modulating the backscattered signal. First functional passive
RFID systems with a range of several meters appeared in
early 1970’s [3]. Since then, RFID has significantly
advanced and experienced a tremendous growth [4, 5].
Multiple articles and several books dedicated to RF and
other aspects of passive UHF RFID systems have been
published in the recent years [6-9].
Performance of any wireless system depends on several
antenna characteristics and propagation channel properties
which include [10-12]:
• Antennas:
o Operating frequency band;
o Gain characteristics (maximum gain,
radiation pattern, beamwidth, etc.);
o Matching (VSWR or return loss);
o Polarization (axial ratio);
o Sensitivity to nearby objects with different
properties.
• Propagation channel:
o Path loss;
o Spatial and temporal fading statistics
(Ricean/ Rayleigh parameters, delay spread,
coherence bandwidth, etc.).
Depending on wireless communication system, some of
these characteristics may be more important than others (e.g.
delay spread is an important bandwidth limiting factor in
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high data rate wireless communication systems). All antenna
characteristics and channel properties described above are
also important for RFID systems [13, 14]. However, passive
UHF RFID systems based on modulated backscatter differ
from traditional wireless systems which involve active
transceivers on either side of the link (802.11, Bluetooth,
etc.).
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Figure 1. “Reader-tag-reader” link in passive UHF RFID
system.
Tags (transponders) are powered only by RF energy, and
RFID readers (transceivers) must transmit and receive
simultaneously in order to be able to communicate with tags.
This puts a different emphasis on some of the antennas and
propagation aspects in “reader-tag-reader” link (shown in
Figure 1) which we discuss in this paper, such as Tx/Rx
isolation of RFID reader antenna system. We limit our
discussion to far field region only. Near field UHF RFID is a
separate subject which has been previously discussed in
literature [15, 16] and which currently receives a lot of
attention as a possible alternative to HF RFID for item level
tagging and NFC applications [17].
II. RFID READER ANTENNAS
A. General Considerations
UHF RFID readers are transceivers which transmit and
receive at the same time at the same frequency [18-20]. To
maximize read range, readers typically transmit with
maximum allowable EIRP using directional antennas with
high gain. Good isolation between transmit and receive
channels is very important for proper detection and decoding
of weak tag signals. Sensitivity of current RFID readers is
primarily defined by the leakage of transmitted signal into
the receiver channel [9]. A number of different RFID
readers, both portable and fixed, are commercially available.
Detailed comparative performance evaluations of the most
popular models can be found in [21].

Reader antenna is an important component of RFID
system. General considerations for choosing RFID reader
antennas, many varieties of which are available
commercially, are well known [22-26]. An antenna choice is
often limited by regional regulations for maximum
allowable radiated power and antenna beamwidth in UHF
RFID bands [27]. Depending on application, RFID systems
can use advanced antennas such as switched beam antennas
[28], polarization and space diversity antennas [29], smart
antenna arrays [30], etc.
A very important design choice which defines the
isolation between transmitting and receiving channels in
RFID readers is RF front end antenna configuration [9, 1820, 31, 32]. Two main choices are bistatic and monostatic
configurations described below. A reader can also switch
between these two configurations [19]. In both bistatic and
monostatic cases, the presence of other objects near the
antennas can generate reflections and significantly degrade
antenna return loss and isolation between transmit and
receive channels.
B. Bistatic Antenna Configuration
Bistatic configuration shown in Figure 2 uses separate
transmit and receive antennas, separated in space and/or
decoupled via polarization.
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Figure 3. Monostatic antenna configuration.
In handheld RFID readers, monostatic configuration is
often the only choice due to antenna size constraints. There,
realizing a compact high gain wideband antenna with
desired beamwidth and polarization, often poses a technical
challenge [22, 23].
When used in RFID reader front ends, directional
couplers introduce additional receive path attenuation loss
compared to circulators. This requires better radio sensitivity
from the receiver. However, the SNR of the received tag
signal is limited not by the thermal noise but by the
transmitted signal leakage [9]. In monostatic configurations,
Tx/Rx isolation is often defined by the return loss of the
antenna itself. As a result, tag signal SNR is approximately
the same both for directional couplers and circulators as
illustrated in the example in Table 1, where some typical
values are used.
Table 1: Tag signal SNR for front end antenna
configurations shown in Figures 2 and 3 and for two RF
isolators: directional coupler and circulator (Pr is the tag
signal power at the receiver, Pt is transmitter output power).
Bistatic

Figure 2. Bistatic antenna configuration.
Bistatic systems often use circularly polarized antennas,
with opposite sense of polarization (RHCP and LHCP) for
transmission and reception, which allows one to reduce
antenna coupling and mitigate the effect of single multipath
reflections. Bistatic systems find many uses in such
applications as RFID portals and dock doors where more
space is available for mounting several antennas [33].
C. Monostatic Antenna Configuration
Monostatic configuration shown in Figure 3 uses some
type of RF isolator [34-35] and a single antenna to transmit
and receive as shown in Figure 3. Two most common
choices of isolators in RFID readers are circulators [36] and
directional couplers [37-40]. In general, monostatic
configurations have poorer isolation between transmit and
receive channels compared to bistatic configurations.
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RFID readers can also have transmit and receive outputs
and inputs switched between multiple ports in order to
accommodate applications such as portals or forklift readers
where multiple antennas are required to guarantee reliable
tag reading. Each monostatic reader port requires one
antenna; each bistatic reader port requires two antennas [20].

D. Polarization
Polarization is another important consideration for RFID
reader antennas. For maximizing tag range, antenna
polarization of the tag must be matched to that of the reader
antenna. In most general case, both reader and tag antennas
are elliptically polarized with mutually tilted axis of the
polarization. The mutual polarization efficiency can be
expressed as [41]:
1 + e12 e 22 + 2e1 e 2 cos(ϑ1 − ϑ 2 ) ,
(1)
p=
1 + e12 1 + e 22
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and e2 e
are the complex polarization
where e1e
ratios of the reader antenna and the tag antenna. The
absolute value e of the antenna polarization ratio is related
to the antenna axial ratio A as [42]:
e +1 .
(2)
A [dB ] = 20 log
e −1
For example, when the reader antenna is circularly
polarized with the axial ratio 0 dB and the tag antenna is
linearly polarized, the best achievable polarization efficiency
is 0.5 which translates into 70% of maximum possible tag
range (see equation 16).
Most RFID tags available on the market are linearly
polarized. At the same time, many RFID reader systems use
circular polarized antennas to ensure that tags can be read in
any orientation. These antennas are often specified by their
circular gain and axial ratio. Because tag range strongly
depends on antenna gain, it is important to understand the
relationship between the linear gain of an antenna and its
circular gain. Linear gain is referenced to a linear isotropic
source and measured in dBil, while circular gain is
referenced to a circularly polarized isotropic source and
measured in dBic. The two gains are related as [42-44]:
⎛ 1 + 10 − A / 20 ⎞
⎟ . (3)
G [dBic] = G [dBil ] + 3 + 20 log⎜
⎜
⎟
2
⎝
⎠
The common notion that the difference between the two
gains is 3 dB is true only for perfect circular polarization,
which is almost never the case in practice. Depending on
axial ratio, circular gain of the antenna can be higher or
lower than its linear gain [44].
III. PROPAGATION CHANNEL

In a multipath environment with the line-of-sight and
several single reflections, the path loss between the reader
and the tag antennas can be written as [50]:

reflection coefficient of the n-th reflecting object (including
ground), d n is the length of the n-th reflected ray path, and
N is the total number of reflections. Depending on the
environment, the path loss can behave as d
loss exponent n may vary between 1 and 6.

−n

, where path

As an example, consider an RFID system where both the
reader and the tag antennas are positioned at the height h
above the ground as shown in Figure 4.

Figure 4. Path loss example: 2-ray ground reflection case.
This is a classical 2-ray ground reflection case [55]. The
amplitude and phase of the ground reflection depend on
wave polarization, angle of incidence, and ground
properties. For simplicity, assume isotropic antenna patterns
and ideal reflection from the ground (reflection coefficient is
equal to -1). The path loss in this case is given by the
following 2-ray ground reflection model:
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where d is the line-of-sight distance to the tag, and
2
d1 = d 2 + (2h ) is the reflected ray path length. At long

distances ( d >>= 4π h 2 / λ ), the path loss given by (5)
becomes proportional to d

−4

.

The signal strength at the tag location can be obtained
from the path loss as:

Ptag = Pt Gt L path

A. Path Loss

where
Path loss between the two communicating antennas
strongly depends on the propagation environment and has
been extensively studied in wireless communications [9-12].
In the recent years, there appeared several articles with
studies and analysis of propagation environment specifically
in application to UHF RFID systems [45-54].
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where d is the length of the direct ray path, Γn is the

Pt

,

(6)

is the output power of the RFID reader

transmitter and Gt is the gain of the reader antenna
( Pt Gt is the transmitted EIRP). The signal strength at the
tag location can be interpreted as the power absorbed by the
RFID chip connected to a perfectly matched 0 dBi tag
antenna.

B. Forward and Reverse Channels
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Figure 5. Path loss (dB) vs. distance (ft) in ground reflection
example at 915 MHz for two different antenna heights.
The path loss given by (5) is plotted in Figure 5 at 915
MHz for two different antenna heights above the ground.
One can see that the transmitted signal will experience
significant variations with distance due to multipath.
Assume that the reader transmits 4 W EIRP (36 dBm).
Assume also that a tag has an RFID chip with -12 dBm
threshold power sensitivity and 2 dBi perfectly matched
antenna. These numbers are typical for many current flexible
Gen2 inlays which use dipole-like antennas and Impinj
Monza 2 RFID IC [20], well matched together. Such tag
would need incident signal strength of -14 dBm in order to
power up. Thus, the maximum read distance for such tag
would be limited by a path loss of -50 dB. From Figure 5,
the path loss of -50 dB corresponds to maximum tag range
of 27 ft in free space. The presence of ground reflection can
extend this distance to 37 ft (if h=5 ft) or 48 ft (if h=6 ft) but
will also create dead zones within that range which
correspond to locations where the path loss is below -50 dB.
In reality, the situation may be far more complex due to
multiple reflections from different objects, diffraction,
shadowing, etc. Because of the relatively low data rate of
UHF RFID systems (<640 kbps for Gen2 protocol [27]), the
typical indoor RMS delay spread of less than 300 ns [56] is
usually not an issue, and the communication link between
the reader and the tag is primarily affected by the received
signal power. Some low loss propagation environments can
have path loss significantly lower than free space, and, as a
result, much longer tag read distance. An example is
waveguide-like environment where waves propagate only
along dominant directions (pipes, ducts, tunnels, etc.) [57,
58].
Note that any real propagation environment, no matter
how complex, is always symmetrical – the path losses of the
forward and reverse channels between the two
communicating antennas are equal. Any measured
asymmetry is usually due to RF hardware calibration.

Forward channel is the “reader-tag” link. The path loss of
the forward channel defines maximum tag range in the tag
power limited case – when the reader sensitivity is high so
that it can detect the tag as soon as it gets powered up and
starts backscattering. Reverse (backscatter) channel is the
“tag-reader” link. The path loss of the reverse channel
defines the maximum tag range in RFID system in the reader
sensitivity limited case – when the tag sensitivity is so high
that it remains powered up even at distances where the
reader can no longer detect it. Both channels have been
extensively discussed in RFID literature [45-53, 59-61].
Passive UHF tag essentially receives incident RF power
and converts it to modulated backscattered power. It can be
viewed as an RF source emitting a modulated signal with the
following differential EIRP:
(7)
ΔEIRP = S Δσ = Ptag G 2 K ,
where G is the gain of the tag antenna, Δσ is the tag
differential RCS, K is the modulation loss (both are
discussed in details in the next section), and S is the power
density of an electromagnetic wave with the electric field E
incident on the RFID tag, given in free space by:

S=

PG
E2
= t t2 ,
120π 4π d

(8)

where d is the distance to the tag. The power of the tag
signal received by the monostatic reader antenna in an
arbitrary propagation environment can be written as:
(9)
Pr = Gt L path ΔEIRP .
In free space, equation (9) can be rewritten in the form of a
classical radar equation [62]:
4
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λ 2 Δσ
⎟⎟ G K .
Pr = Pt G
= Pt G t2 ⎜⎜
3 4
(4π ) d
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2
t

(10)

Equation (10) is useful for reader link budget calculations in
RFID systems [9, 20].
IV. RFID TAGS
A. General Considerations
Particular RFID applications often define tag form factors
and require specific tag performance (such as range,
directionality, sensitivity to materials, etc.). This, as well as
operating frequency band, often restricts tag antenna choice
and puts limits on maximum attainable tag antenna gain.
However the best possible impedance match between the
antenna and the RFID chip is always important for the best
tag performance. Since RFID chip impedance depends on
both frequency and absorbed power, matching for maximum
tag range is usually done at the chip threshold power level.

Many important aspects of RFID tag antenna design have
been covered in existing literature [6-9, 63-66]. These
aspects include optimization of tag antenna gain,
polarization, directionality, impedance matching, etc. A
large number of various RFID tags, both flexible and rigid,
are commercially available from different companies [6775]. Detailed comparative performance evaluations of
various tags can be found in [76, 77]. Below, we concentrate
on three main tag performance characteristics and methods
of measuring them, specifically:
• Tag sensitivity;
• Tag range;
• Tag differential RCS.
B. Tag Sensitivity
Tag sensitivity is the minimum signal strength (field or
power) at the tag location needed to power up (read) the tag.
This fundamental tag performance characteristic is
independent of the power transmitted by the reader or
propagation environment. It is a function of the chip
threshold power sensitivity, tag antenna gain, and match
between tag antenna and high (power collecting) impedance
state of the chip.
Tag field sensitivity Etag (V/m) and power sensitivity
Ptag (W) are directly related. The power collected by a

perfectly matched antenna load (chip) can be expressed
either via incident power and tag antenna gain or via
incident power density and effective tag antenna area:
(11)
Ptag G = S Ae ,
where the effective area of an RFID tag antenna

Ae

is:

λ2 .
Ae =
G
4π

(12)

Combining (8), (11), and (12), one can obtain that

E tag =

4π

λ

30 Ptag .

(13)

Tag field sensitivity (V/m)

The relationship given by (12) is plotted in Figure 6 for
frequency 915 MHz.
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Tag power sensitivity can also be readily expressed as:
(14)
Ptag = G p τ Pth ,

where p is the polarization efficiency, τ is the impedance
matching coefficient between the tag antenna and the chip,
and Pth is the chip power threshold sensitivity. Equation
(14) shows how much minimum incident power at the tag
location is needed to make sure that the sufficient amount of
it gets absorbed in the RFID chip and activates it.
Write sensitivity differs from read sensitivity, typically by
about 3 dB, because RFID IC needs more power for
performing write operation.
C. Tag Range
Tag range is typically defined as the maximum distance at
which tag can be read. It is an easily understandable, directly
measurable, and thus commonly used tag performance
characteristic. This characteristic depends not only on tag
sensitivity but also on system parameters. It is a function of
EIRP transmitted by the reader, propagation environment
path loss, and tag sensitivity. Similar to sensitivity, write
range (maximum distance at which the tag can be written to)
is usually lower than read range (typically, 70% of it).
Assuming that the maximum read distance is limited only
by the tag sensitivity, we can calculate the tag range in an
arbitrary propagation environment by solving the following
link budget equation which equates signal strength at the tag
location to the tag power sensitivity:
Pt Gt L path (d ) = Ptag .
(15)
In special cases, when an inverse function of distance−1

dependent path loss L path ( d ) can be found in an analytical
form, equation (15) can also be analytically solved for tag
range. The most well known classical special case is again
free space, where the path loss is proportional to d
79] and the tag range can be found to be:
λ Pt Gt G p τ .
rtag =
4π
Pth

Figure 6. Tag field sensitivity (V/m) vs. tag power
sensitivity (dBm), frequency is 915 MHz.

[78,
(16)

One can see that the tag range in free space is related to the
tag field sensitivity and the tag power sensitivity as

rtag =
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Tag power sensitivity (dBm)

−2

30 Pt Gt
Etag

=

λ
4π

Pt Gt
Ptag

.

(17)

The relationship between tag range and field sensitivity
given by (17) is plotted in Figure 7. Tag range dependence
on chip threshold power sensitivity, tag antenna gain, and
impedance matching between chip and tag antenna are
plotted in Figures 8, 9, and 10. Once again, we assume that
the reader transmits 4 W EIRP in free space at 915 MHz and
imply where needed that the tag antenna has a gain of 2
dBi, the tag IC has a power sensitivity of -12 dBm, and the
impedance matching coefficient is 1. Such “reference tag”
has a range of 27 ft and is marked as a circle on all plots in
Figures 7-10.
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Figure 7. Tag range (ft) vs. tag field sensitivity (V/m). Other
parameters: free space, 4 W EIRP.
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Figure 8. Tag range (ft) vs. chip power sensitivity (dBm).
Other parameters: free space, 4 W EIRP, 915 MHz, 2 dBi
tag antenna, perfect impedance match.
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Figure 10. Tag range (ft) vs. impedance matching
coefficient (dB). Other parameters: free space, 4 W EIRP,
915 MHz, -12 dBm chip sensitivity, 2 dBi tag antenna.
Currently, the maximum range of passive RFID systems
is limited by the tag sensitivity. However, when the tag
sensitivity is very high, such as in the case of battery
assisted (semi-passive) tags, the range becomes limited by
the reader sensitivity. Note that tag range in passive UHF
RFID systems can also be severely affected by various types
of interference, such as tag-on-tag, reader-on-tag, reader-onreader, and interference from external EMI sources, etc. All
these subjects deserve separate discussions and have been
covered in literature [61, 80-88].
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Figure 9. Tag range (ft) vs. tag antenna gain (dBi). Other
parameters: free space, 4 W EIRP, 915 MHz, -12 dBm chip
sensitivity, perfect impedance match.

D. Differential RCS
Differential RCS Δσ (also known as delta RCS) of an
RFID tag is yet another tag performance characteristic. Like
tag sensitivity, this characteristic depends only on tag itself
and determines the power of the modulated signal
backscattered to the reader. It is a function of the tag antenna
gain and the matching between the tag antenna and the two
modulating states (high and low) of the chip impedance.
Classical radar theory uses scalar RCS [62]. Scalar RCS
of an RFID tag antenna connected to any particular load can
be found directly from classical theory of loaded scattering
antennas [89] and has been discussed in literature [90-91].
However, RCS is a complex quantity [92]. Citing [92],
“scalar RCS is like identifying people by their weight”. The
phase of the signal received from the tag in each state is also
important and depends on several factors such as phase of
the field reflected from the tag, propagation environment,
phase shifts of various RFID system components, etc. The
differential RCS depends on relative magnitudes and phases
of the backscattered field and is not a mere difference of two
scalar RCS values. Two chip impedance states may result in
the same scalar RCS values for the tag but produce non-zero
modulated backscattered power.

Differential RCS of a tag can be defined as shown in [93]:

λ
(18)
G2 K ,
4π
where K is the modulation loss which depends both on chip
and antenna parameters and can be written as:
2
(19)
K = α ρ1 − ρ 2 .
Δσ = Ae K G =

2

The coefficient α depends on the specific modulation details
and ρ 1 and ρ 2 are the reflection coefficients between tag
antenna impedance Z a and chip impedance Z 1, 2 in
modulating states 1 and 2:

ρ 1, 2 =

Z 1, 2 − Z a*
Z 1, 2 + Z a

.

analysis of design considerations and tradeoffs for
backscatter modulation schemes can be found in [8, 9].
Differential RCS and modulation loss K can be calculated
from the received power of tag signal given by (10).
Table 2: Modulation loss K for different chip impedance
state pairs (50% duty cycle and zero DC offset are assumed).
Matched
Matched
Short
Z1
Z2

Short

Open

Open

ρ1

0
-1
-6 dB

0
1
-6 dB

-1
1
0 dB

ρ2

K

(20)

In reality, since in most cases the tag antenna is well
matched to the chip, with impedance approximating
complex conjugate of the chip high impedance state, the
modulation loss is primarily defined by the RFID chip
characteristics. However, the tag antenna is also important
since the product G 2 K defines how much of the incident RF
power the tag is able to convert to the modulated
backscattered power.
The definition of delta RCS given in [93] uses coefficient

α = 1 , which corresponds to the maximum observable
magnitude of vector difference between the two complex
RCS values of RFID tag in two states. This agrees with the
classical antenna theory which implies that the maximum
observable RCS of the minimum scattering antenna
switching between open and matched loads is equal to the
scalar RCS of the same antenna connected to the matched
load (in such loaded antenna the scattered power and the
power dissipated in the matched load are equal). However,
this definition does not take into account modulation details
needed to calculate time average signal power. It also uses
one of the modulating states as a reference which introduces
an additional DC offset into the signal (when the tag signal
is processed by RFID reader, the DC offset is normally
removed and does not contribute to the signal power).
Assume that the modulated tag signal has 50% duty cycle
(Gen2 FM0 signaling scheme [27]) and the reference level
of the received voltage is the mid-point between modulating
states (DC offset is zero). Then one can easily calculate that
the coefficient α in this case is 1/4. Table 2 gives
modulation loss factor for different chip impedance state
pair combinations. One can see that the maximum
modulation efficiency is obtained when the impedance is
switched between short and open states (180 degrees phase
modulation). This choice of modulating states does not
allow for any RF signal power to be collected by antenna
load (RFID chip) but is a good choice for semi-passive tags.
In tags, typical choice of modulating states is matched and
short, which results in -6 dB modulation loss. Excellent

V. MEASUREMENTS
A. Systems and Methods
Accurate measurements of tag performance are crucial for
quality tag design implementation and verification [64, 76,
77, 94, 95]. RFID tag testing systems and methods have
significantly advanced in the recent years. Both specialized
wideband systems as well as band-specific reader-based
systems are now being used for tag performance
measurements. Many RFID testing labs and companies start
using flexible reconfigurable wideband systems, such as
based on National Instruments PXI RF hardware controlled
by LabVIEW or other custom hardware [95-99].
Two main methods of measuring tag performance are
described below. First method uses fixed transmitted power
and variable distance to the tag. This method does not
require special equipment and is often used in RFID
practice. The reader transmits with constant power while the
tag is being moved away until it cannot be read. This allows
one to realistically measure tag range in various propagation
environments. In reflection-free environment, the tag
sensitivity can be calculated from the tag range using (17).
Second method uses variable power and fixed distance to
the tag. The transmitted power is varied to find the minimum
value at which the tag becomes detectable. This allows one
to
perform
scientifically
repeatable
benchmark
measurements even in compact anechoic chamber. From our
experience, the results of this test method correlate very well
with real outdoor range measurements.
Tag power sensitivity and maximum tag range for any
given EIRP can be calculated from the measured minimum
power using the following equations:

⎛ λ
Ptag = Pmin G t ⎜⎜
⎝ 4π d
rtag = d

2

⎞
⎟⎟ ,
⎠

(21)

EIRP .
Pmin Gt

(22)

Tag sensitivity measurements can also be performed in
other controlled environments, such as TEM cell.

B. Experimental Setup
To illustrate some of the points discussed in this paper, we
conducted several experiments. Specifically, we performed
three sets of measurements described further in this section:
Tag sensitivity, range, delta RCS, and modulation loss;
Multipath effect on signal strength at tag location;
Interference effect on tag sensitivity.
Fig. 12.RFID reader antenna used in measurements (Sinclair
SRL441U).

Figure 13. Tag used in measurements (Avery Dennison AD-431).

C. Tag Range, Sensitivity, and Differential RCS
In this experiment, we measured the minimum transmitter
power Pmin needed to turn on the tag and calculated tag
power sensitivity and range from equations (21) and (22).
The results are shown in Figure 14. One can see that the best
tag sensitivity values correspond to the best tag range and
vice versa.
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Figure 11. Experimental setup.

-15
800

1.5 ft

Tag power sensitivity (dBm)

We used experimental setup shown in Figure 11 where the
tag was placed at fixed distance (d=3 ft) from the reader
antenna. The measurement equipment was National
Instruments LabVIEW-controlled PXI RF system [99]
which functioned as an RFID reader with variable frequency
and output power, operating in 800-1000 MHz frequency
band. It allowed us to measure both the minimum power
needed for tag to respond and the tag backscatter signal
strength. We used a standard UHF RFID reader antenna
made by Sinclair Technologies (model number SRL441U)
[100] and shown in Figure 12. The antenna was linearly
polarized, with approximately 6 dBi gain. The anechoic
chamber size was 4 x 4 x 6 ft. The tag was standard
commercially available EPC Gen2 inlay made by Avery
Dennison (model number AD-431) [68] and shown in
Figure 13. The tag was oriented to match the reader antenna
polarization. Correction factors such as transmitting antenna
gain variations with frequency, connector and cable losses,
etc. were also measured and taken into account in our
measurements. The AD-431 tag antenna was simulated
using Ansoft Designer and the gain was found to be close to
2 dBi.
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Figure 14. Tag power sensitivity (dBm) and range (ft) vs.
frequency. Other parameters: free space, 4 W EIRP.

RFID test
system

We also measured the received tag signal strength at the
RFID receiver and calculated corresponding tag differential
RCS, modulation loss, and differential EIRP using (10) as
functions of the transmitter power (which can also be
recalculated into the equivalent free-space distance from 4
W EIRP source which would result in the same signal
strength at the tag location).
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Figure 15. Tag signal power received by the reader (dBm) and tag
differential RCS (dBsqm) as functions of the output power of the
reader transmitter. Other parameters: free space, d=3 ft, frequency
is 870 MHz, reader antenna gain is 6 dBi (transmitted power of 30
dBm corresponds to 36 dBm EIRP).
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Figure 17. Minimum power (dBm) needed to read the tag in
the absence and in the presence of metal plate and signal
strength change (dB) at the tag vs. frequency (MHz).
E. Interference Effect on Tag Sensitivity
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In this experiment, we measured tag sensitivity in free
space environment in the presence of external EMI source,
an RF signal generator transmitting a CW signal in UHF
band. This auxiliary RF source had a constant power (8
dBm) and transmitted using a dipole antenna (~2 dBi gain)
placed 1 ft behind the tag as shown in Figure 11. The tag
power sensitivity was measured for different CW source
frequencies: 850, 900, and 950 MHz. The results are shown
in Figure 18. Note that in this particular experiment the
presence of another antenna (dipole antenna of RF CW
source) near the tag slightly affected the tag sensitivity,
degrading it by approximately 0.5 dB (compare the baseline
power sensitivity in Figure 18, when CW is off, with the
power sensitivity in Figure 14).
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Figure 16. Tag modulation loss (dB) and differential EIRP (dBm)
as functions of distance. Other parameters: free space, 4 W EIRP,
frequency is 870 MHz.

D. Multipath Effect on Signal Strength at Tag Location
In this experiment, we measured the effect of multipath on
the performance of RFID system. A metal plate (1 ft x 1 ft)
was added to the bottom of the anechoic chamber at the midpoint between the tag and the reader antenna as shown in
Figure 11. The tag sensitivity did not change but the

-10
Tag power sensitivity (dBm)

-42

presence of metal plate affected the signal strength at the tag
location and thus the minimum power needed to power up
the tag as shown in Figure 17. One can see that even in this
simple scenario, the reflection caused by a single relatively
small object can affect the link budget of RFID system by 1
dB or more (approximately 10% range difference). Note that
tag range in this example cannot be directly calculated from
the measurements because the environment is not free space,
and multipath effects do not scale linearly with distance.

Pmin (dBm)

-37

dRCS (dBsqm)

Received power (dBm)

Figure 15 shows the received tag signal power and the tag
delta RCS as functions of the transmitter power. Figure 16
shows the tag modulation loss and the differential EIRP as
functions of the distance from 4 W EIRP source. The
minimum transmitter power needed to activate the tag at 870
MHz in our setup was 14 dBm. One can see that as the
power incident on the tag increases, the tag increases its
modulation loss, reducing its differential RCS. This
regulates the backscattered signal level, causing differential
EIRP to remain fairly constant (it varies only by 5 dB while
the transmitter power varies by 16 dB). The maximum
measured modulation loss (approximately -11 dB) was at the
lowest power incident to the tag (equivalent to the maximum
tag range).
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Figure 18. Tag power sensitivity (dBm) in the presence of
external RF CW source transmitting in the tag vicinity.

One can see that the presence of external RF source can
have drastic effect on RFID tag sensitivity. In this particular
example, tag power sensitivity can be improved by up to 8
dB (at the frequency of 900 MHz in Figure 18) which
translates into a tag range increase factor of 2.5.
The presence of external auxiliary RF source in UHF
RFID band provides additional RF power to the passive tag,
essentially turning it into “RF assisted” tag with much
longer read range which can be used in various applications
[101]. The particular sensitivity improvement depends on
the power of auxiliary source (it must be in the certain range
in order not to overpower the reader signal) and the specifics
of RFID chip front end. It is most drastic at the frequency of
RF CW source, but can also be observed at other
frequencies. The observed sensitivity improvement in 8001000 MHz band was at least 3 dB compared to baseline.
This example shows that EMI interference is an important
factor which should be considered when RFID systems are
deployed in the presence of other wireless communication
systems, including other RFID systems. Depending on the
situation, the interference caused by external RF sources can
have positive or negative effect on tag range.
VI.

CONCLUSIONS

RFID is a very dynamic discipline. In this paper, we
presented a brief discussion of major antennas and
propagation aspects which on our opinion are important in
current passive UHF RFID systems. Some interesting recent
technology developments related to antennas and
propagation in UHF RFID systems include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Near-field UHF RFID [15-17];
Semi-passive (BAP) RFID systems [102];
Ultra-wide band RFID systems [103, 104];
Tags for operating on metal [105-107];
Tags with multiple antennas [108];
Tags with low static scattering [109-111];
Tags with sensor capabilities [112];
New RFID ICs with better RF sensitivity [113];
Full system modeling and simulation [114-117];
Techniques to determine tag location [118-121];
Multistatic reader antenna configurations [122];
Novel portal and conveyor belt solutions [123].

We believe that these and other forthcoming
developments open a plethora of new research issues and
challenges in antennas and propagation for RFID systems of
the future.
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ABBREVIATIONS

BAP – Battery Assisted Passive
CW – Continuous Wave
DC
– Direct Current
EIRP – Equivalent Isotropic Radiated Power
EPC – Electronic Product Code
EM – Electromagnetic
EMI – Electromagnetic Interference
Gen2 – Class 1 Generation 2 RFID standard
HF
– High Frequency
IC
– Integrated Circuit
LHCP – Left Hand Circular Polarization
NFC – Near Field Communication
RCS – Radar Cross Section
RF
– Radio Frequency
RFID – Radio Frequency Identification
RHCP – Right Hand Circular Polarization
RMS – Root Mean Square
Rx
– Receive
SNR – Signal to Noise Ratio
TEM – Transverse Electromagnetic
Tx
– Transmit
UHF – Ultra High Frequency
REFERENCES
[1]
[2]
[3]

[4]
[5]
[6]
[7]
[8]
[9]
[10]

[11]

[12]
[13]
[14]

J. Landt, “The history of RFID”, IEEE Potentials, vol. 24, no. 4,
Oct.-Nov. 2005, pp. 8 – 11
W. C. Brown, “The history of power transmission by radio waves”,
IEEE Transactions on Microwave Theory and Techniques, vol. 32,
no. 9, Sep. 1984, pp. 1230 – 1242
A. R. Koelle, S. W. Depp, and R. W. Freyman, “Short-range radiotelemetry for electronic identification, using modulated RF
backscatter”, Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 63, no. 8, Aug. 1975,
pp. 1260-1261
L. Boglione, “RFID technology - are you ready for it?”, IEEE
Microwave Magazine, vol. 8, no. 6, Dec. 2007, pp. 30 – 32
D. Dobkin, T. Wandinger, “A radio-oriented introduction to RFID“,
High Frequency Electronics, pp. 46-54 (June 2005 issue), pp. 3246 (August 2005 issue)
J. C Bolomey, F. E. Gardiol, “Engineering Applications of the
Modulated Scatterer Technique”, Artech House, 2001
K. Finkenzeller, “RFID Handbook: Radio-Frequency Identification
Fundamentals and Applications”, Wiley, 2004
J. P. Curty et al., “Design and Optimization of Passive UHF RFID
Systems”, Springer, 2007
D. M. Dobkin, “The RF in RFID: Passive UHF RFID in Practice”,
Elsevier, 2007
A. Glenn, G. Liebermann, “Effect of propagation fading and
antenna fluctuations on communication systems in a jamming
environment”, IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 10, no.
1, Mar 1962, pp. 43 – 60
M. A. Jensen and J. W. Wallace, “A review of antennas and
propagation for MIMO wireless communications”, IEEE
Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 52, no. 11, Nov.
2004, pp. 2810 – 2824
T. S. Rappaport, “Characterization of UHF multipath radio
channels in factory buildings”, IEEE Transactions on Antennas and
Propagation, vol. 37, no. 8, Aug. 1989, pp. 1058 – 1069
P. R. Foster and R. A. Burberry, “Antenna problems in RFID
systems“, IEE Colloquium on RFID Technology, 1999
P. H. Cole and D. M. Hall , “Fundamental constraints on RFID
tagging
systems”,
research
paper,
available
at
http://autoidlabs.eleceng.adelaide.edu.au/researchpapers.htm

[15] L. Turner, M. H. Mickle , “Overview primer on near-field UHF
versus near-field HF RFID tags”, International Journal of RFID
Technology and Applications, vol. 1, no. 3, 2007, pp. 291-302
[16] P. V. Nikitin, K. V. S. Rao, and S. Lazar, “An overview of near
field UHF RFID”, IEEE RFID Conference, pp.167-174, 2007
[17] F. Michahelles, F. Thiesse, A. Schmidt, J. Williams, “Pervasive
RFID and near field communication technology”, IEEE Pervasive
Computing, vol. 6, no. 3, July-Sept. 2007, pp. 94 – 96
[18] S. Preradovic, N. Karmakar, “RFID readers- a review”,
International Conference on Elec. and Comp. Eng., Dec. 2006, pp.
100 – 103
[19] M. Reynolds and C. Weigand, “Design considerations for
embedded software-defined RFID readers” , Emerging Technology,
August 2005, pp. 14-15, available at www.rfdesign.com
[20] “Five Factors for Success - UHF Gen 2 RFID Readers”, Impinj
technical paper, available at www.impinj.com
[21] “The RFID handheld reader benchmark”, “Gen2 RFID reader
benchmark“, “European RFID reader benchmark”,
ODIN
Technologies reports, 2005-2007 , www.odintechnologies.com
[22] S. Weigand, A. Crook, D. Dobkin, “Antennas for handheld and
portable RFID readers”, WJ application note, www.wj.com
[23] L. Ukkonen, L. Sydänheimo, and M. Kivikoski, “Read range
performance comparison of compact reader antennas for a handheld
UHF RFID reader”, IEEE RFID Conf., pp. 63-70, 2007
[24] M. Keskilammi, L. Sydänheimo, and M. Kivikoski, “Radio
frequency technology for automated manufacturing and logistics
control. Part 1: passive RFID systems and the effects of antenna
parameters on operational Distance”, The International Journal of
Advanced Manufacturing Technology, vol. 21, no. 10-11, pp. 769774, July 2003
[25] K. Penttila, M. Keskilammi, L. Sydänheimo, and M. Kivikoski,
“Radio frequency technology for automated manufacturing and
logistics control. Part 2: RFID antenna utilization in industrial
applications”, The International Journal of Advanced
Manufacturing Technology, vol. 31, no. 1-2, pp. 116-124,
November 2006
[26] R. Drori, “RFID white paper”, MTI Wireless Edge paper, available
at www.mtiwe.com
[27] EPCglobal, www.epcglobalinc.org
[28] J. Tseng et al., “Switched beam antenna array for UHF band RFID
system”, IEEE International Workshop on Anti-counterfeiting,
Security, Identification, April 2007, pp. :92 – 95
[29] J. Kim et al., “Polarization and space diversity antenna using
inverted-F antennas for RFID reader applications”, AWP Letters,
vol. 5, no. 1, Dec. 2006., pp.265-268
[30] T. B. Hansen, M. L. Oristaglio, “Method for controlling the angular
extent of interrogation zones in RFID”, Antennas and Wireless
Propagation Letters, vol. 5, no. 1, Dec. 2006, pp.134-137
[31] K. Penttila, L. Sydanheimo, M. Kivikoski , “Implementation of
Tx/Rx isolation in an RFID reader”, International Journal of
RFID Technology and Applications, vol. 1, no.1 pp. 74-89, 2006
[32] Z. G. Fan et al., “Signal descriptions and formulations for long
range UHF RFID readers”, Proceedings of
Progress In
Electromagnetics Research Symposium, pp. 109-127, 2007
[33] Wang, L., B. A. Norman and J. Rajgopal, “Placement of multiple
RFID reader antennas to maximize portal read-accuracy ,”
International Journal of RFID Technology and Applications, vol. 1,
no.3, pp. 260 - 277, 2007
[34] H. Kinley, “The isolator: an RF traffic director”, Mobile Radio
technology
magazine,
July
2004,
available
at:
http://mrtmag.com/mag/radio_isolator_rf_traffic/
[35] J. Polivka, “Wideband UHF/microwave active isolators “, High
Frequency Electronics, December 2006, p. 70-726.
[36] S. Rhee et al., “Sensitivity improvement of the receiver module in
the passive tag based RFID reader”, Lecture Notes on Computer
Science, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 2007, pp. 13-22
[37] “Directional couplers”, Mini-Circuits application note, available at
www.minicircuits.com/pages/pdfs/coup7-2.pdf
[38] J. Jung et al., “Directional coupler for UHF mobile RFID reader”,
Microwave and Optical Technology Letters, vol. 49, no. 7, April
2007, pp. 1501-1504

[39] H. Son et al., “Design of compact RFID reader antenna with high
transmit/receive isolation”, Microwave and Optical technology
Letters, vol. 48, no. 12, December 2006, pp 2478-2481
[40] W. Kim et al., “A passive circulator with high isolation using a
directional coupler for RFID”, IEEE Microwave Symposium Digest,
June 2006, pp. 1177 – 1180
[41] “IEEE standard test procedures for antennas”, IEEE Standard 1491979, pp. 61-70, December 1979
[42] B. Toh et al., “Understanding and measuring circular polarization”,
IEEE Trans. on Education, vol. 46, no. 3, Aug. 2003, pp. 313 –
318
[43] T. Milligan, “Polarization loss in a link budget when using
measured circular-polarization gains of antennas”, IEEE Antennas
and Propagation Magazine, vol. 38, no. 1, Feb. 1996, pp. 56 – 58
[44] “Gain correction factor to convert from dBiL to dBiC”, technical
note, available at www.cheltonmicrowave.com/
[45] D. Kim, M. A. Ingram, and W. W. Smith, “Measurements of smallscale fading and path loss for long range RF tags”, IEEE
Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 51, no. 8, Nov.
2003, pp. 1740-1749,
[46] L. W. Mayer, M. Wrulich, and S Caban, “Measurements and
channel modeling for short range indoor UHF applications”,
Proceedings of The European Conference on Antennas and
Propagation, 2006
[47] C. Piersanti, F. Fuschini, G. Falciasecca, V. Degli Esposti , “Analisi
delle problematiche propagative nei sistemi RFID passivi in banda
UHF”, XVI Riunione Nazionale di Elettromagnetismo, pp. 190-193,
Genova, 2006
[48] S. Hodges, H. Mallinson, A. Thorne, C. Floerkemeier, “Assessing
and optimizing the range of UHF RFID to enable real-world
pervasive computing applications”, Proceedings of International
Conference on Pervasive Computing, pp. 280-297, 2007
[49] S. R. Aroor and D. D. Deavours, “Evaluation of the state of passive
UHF RFID: an experimental approach”, IEEE Systems Journal,
vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 168-176, 2007
[50] P. V. Nikitin and K. V. S. Rao, “Performance limitations of passive
UHF RFID systems”, IEEE Antennas and Propagation Symposium,
pp. 1011-1014, 2006
[51] S. R. Banerjee, R. Jesme, and R. A. Sainati, “Performance analysis
of short range UHF propagation as applicable to passive RFID”,
IEEE RFID Conference, pp. 30-36, 2007
[52] R. Fletcher, U.P. Marti, and R. Redemske, “Study of UHF RFID
signal propagation through complex media”, IEEE Antennas and
Propagation Society International Symposium, pp. 747 – 750, 2005
[53] T. Chau, B. Welt, W. Eisentadt, “Analysis and characterization of
transponder antennae for RFID systems”, Packaging Technology
and Science, vol. 19, no. 1, 2006, pp. 33 – 44
[54] R. Clarke, D. Twede, J. Tazelaar, K. Boyer, “Radio frequency
identification (RFID) performance: the effect of tag orientation and
package contents”, Packaging Technology and Science, vol. 19,
no. 1, 2006, pp. 45 – 54
[55] C. H. Bianchi and K. Sivaprasad, “A channel model for multipath
interference on terrestrial line-of-sight digital radio“, IEEE
Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 46, no. 6, June
1998, pp. 891 – 901
[56] “Parameters of mobile multipath channels”, National Instruments
application note: http://zone.ni.com/devzone/cda/ph/p/id/332
[57] P. V. Nikitin, D. D. Stancil, A. G. Cepni, O. K. Tonguz, A. E.
Xhafa, and D. Brodtkorb, “Propagation model for the HVAC duct
as a communication channel”, IEEE Transactions on Antennas and
Propagation, vol. 51, no. 5, pp. 945-951, May 2003
[58] D. D. Arumugam and D. W. Engels, “Characterisation of RF
propagation in metal pipes for passive RFID systems”,
International Journal of RFID Technology and Applications, vol. 1,
no. 3, pp. 303-343, 2007
[59] F. Fuschini et al., “Analytical approach to the backscattering from
UHF RFID transponder”, IEEE Antennas and Wireless
Propagation Letters, vol. 7, 2008, pp. 33-35
[60] J. Griffin and G. Durgin, “Link envelope correlation in the
backscatter channel”, IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 11, no. 9,
September 2007, pp. 735-737

[61] D. Dobkin, S. Weigand, “UHF RFID and tag antenna scattering.
Part I: experimental results, Part II: theory”, Microwave Journal,
vol. 49, no. 5, pp. 170-190 (May 2006), pp. 86-96 (June 2006).
[62] O. White, “Radar cross-section: measurement, prediction, control”,
Electronics and Communication Engineering Journal, vol. 10, no.
4, 1998, pp. 169-180
[63] R. Glidden, et al., “Design of ultra low cost UHF RFID tags for
supply chain applications”, IEEE Communications Magazine, vol.
42, no. 8, Aug. 2004, pp. 140-151
[64] K. V. S. Rao, P. V. Nikitin and S. Lam, “Antenna design for UHF
RFID tags: a review and a practical application”, IEEE
Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol. 53, no. 12, pp.
3870-3876, Dec. 2005
[65] A. S. Andrenko et al., “Matching of a tag antenna with a chip for
UHF RFID applications”, Journal of Radio Electronics, Dec. 2007
(in Russian), available at: http://jre.cplire.ru
[66] Y. Tikhov et al., “Compact ultrahigh-frequency antenna designs for
low-cost passiveRFID transponders”, IET Microwaves, Antennas
and Propagation, vol. 1, no. 5, 2007, pp. 992-997
[67] UPM Raflatac, www.upmraflatac.com
[68] Avery Dennison, www.rfid.averydennison.com
[69] Intermec, www.intermec.com
[70] Symbol Technologies, www.symbol.com
[71] KSW Microtec, www.ksw-microtec.de
[72] Alien Technology, www.alientechnology.com
[73] SMARTCODE corporation, www.smartcodecorp.com
[74] RSI ID Technologies, www.rsiidtech.com
[75] TAGSYS, www.tagsysrfid.com
[76] “Gen2 tag benchmark”, “Global tag benchmark“, ODIN
Technologies reports, 2006 , www.odintechnologies.com
[77] K. Ramakrishnan and D. Deavours, “Performance benchmarks for
passive UHF RFID tags”, Proceedings of the 13th GI/ITG
Conference on Measurement, Modeling, and Evaluation of
Computer and Communication Systems, pp. 137-154, 2006
[78] H. T. Friis, “A Note on a simple transmission formula,”
Proceedings of IRE, May 1946, pp. 254-256
[79] D. C. Hogg, “Fun with the Friis free-space transmission formula”,
IEEE Antennas and Propagation Magazine, vol. 35, no. 4, Aug.
1993, pp. 33 – 35
[80] D. M. Dobkin, S. M. Weigand, “Environmental effects on RFID tag
antennas”, IEEE Microwave Symp., June 2005, pp. 135-138
[81] K. Leong; P. Cole, et al., , “Operational considerations in
simulation and deployment of RFID systems”, International Zurich
Symposium on EMC, March 2006, pp. 521 – 524
[82] D. Porter, R. Billo, M. Mickle, “Effect of active interference on the
performance of radio frequency identification systems” ,
International Journal of RFID Technology and Applications, vol.
1, no.1 pp. 4 – 23, 2006
[83] D. W. Engels and S. E. Sarma, “The reader collision problem”,
IEEE Int. Conference on Systems, Man and Cybernetics, 2002
[84] K. Cha, S. Jagannathan, D. Pommerenke, ”Adaptive power
control protocol with hardware implementation for wireless sensor
and RFID reader networks”, IEEE Systems Journal, vol. 1, no. 2,
Dec. 2007, pp. 145 – 159
[85] E. Coca, V. Popa, “Experimental results and EMC considerations
on RFID location systems”, RFID Eurasia Conf., 2007, pp. 1-5
[86] D. Arnaud-Cormos et al., “Electromagnetic environment of RFID
systems”, European Microwave Conf., Oct. 2007, pp. 1652 – 1655
[87] Y. Kim et al., “Effects of reader interference on RFID interrogation
range”, European Microwave Conf. Oct. 2007, pp. 728 – 731
[88] U. Muhlmann and H. Witschnig, ‘‘Hard to read tags: an application
specific experimental study in passive UHF RFID systems”
Elektrotechnik & Informationstechnik, vol. 124, no. 11, 2007, pp.
391–396.
[89] J. K. Schindler et al., “ The control of electromagnetic scattering by
impedance loading”, Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 53, no. 8,
Aug. 1965, pp. 993 - 1004
[90] K. Penttila et al., “Radar cross-section analysis for passive RFID
systems”, IEE Proceedings on Microwaves, Antennas and
Propagation, vol. 153, no. 1, 2006, pp. 103-109

[91] P. V. Nikitin and K. V. S. Rao, “Theory and measurement of
backscattering from RFID tags”, IEEE Antennas and Propagation
Magazine, vol. 48, no. 6, Dec. 2006, pp. 212-218
[92] S. Riegger and W. Wiesbeck, “Wide-band polarimetry and
complex radar cross section signatures”, Proceedings of the IEEE,
vol. 77, no. 5, May 1989, pp. 649 - 658
[93] P. V. Nikitin, K. V. S. Rao, and R. Martinez, “Differential RCS of
RFID tag”, Electronics Letters, vol. 43, no. 8, pp. 431-432, 2007
[94] J. Voutilainen, “Performance of passive UHF RFID tags: What to
measure and how?”, Voyantic white paper, available at
www.voyantic.com/assets/elements/Whitepaper_RFID_UHF_Tag_
Performance.pdf
[95] D. J. Puleston and I. J. Forster, “The test pyramid: a framework for
consistent evaluation of RFID tags from design and manufacture to
end use”, Avery Dennison white paper, available at
www.rfid.averydennison.com/us/news_pr.php?id=5
[96] V. Derbek et al., “A UHF RFID measurement and evaluation test
system”, Elektrotechnik & Informationstechnik, vol. 124, no. 11,
2007, pp. 384–390.
[97] CISC Semiconductor, www.cisc.at
[98] VISN, www.vi-china.com.cn
[99] “Using National Instruments software and hardware to develop and
test RFID tags,” National Instruments case study, December 2007,
available at http://sine.ni.com/cs/app/doc/p/id/cs-10511
[100] Sinclair Technologies, www.sinctech.com
[101] Nikitin, Rao, Lam “Method and apparatus to increase the range of
RFID systems”, US Patent application, 2006
[102] Intelleflex corporation, www.intelleflex.com
[103] “Long-range ultra-wideband radio-frequency identification”,
Lawrence Livermore National Lab paper, available at
https://www-eng.llnl.gov/pdfs/dist_sys_sensors-8.pdf
[104] Z. Zou et al., “An efficient passive RFID system for ubiquitous
identification and sensing using impulse UWB radio”,
Elektrotechnik & Informationstechnik , vol. 124, no. 11, 2007, pp.
397–403.
[105] RFID Hard Tags, Confidex, www.confidex.net
[106] RFID Patch Tag, Aerosolutions, www.patchtag.biz
[107] RFID Rigid Tags, Intermec, www.intermec.com/products/rfid
[108] J. Griffin and G. Durgin, “Gains For RF Tags Using Multiple
Antennas”, IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol.
56, no. 2, Feb. 2008, pp. 563 – 570
[109] “Semi-transparent RFID tags”, US Patent application
20060250251
[110] “RFID system including tags having low RF scattering mode”, US
Patent application 20070115098
[111] R. Harrington, J. Mautz, “Control of radar scattering by reactive
loading”, IEEE Transactions on Antennas and Propagation, vol.
20, no. 4, Jul 1972, pp. 446 – 454
[112] H. Ramamurthy et al., “Wireless industrial monitoring and control
using a smart sensor platform”, IEEE Sensors Journal, vol. 7, no.
5, May 2007, pp. 611 – 618
[113] NXP, www.nxp.com
[114] C. Angerer et al., “Flexible simulation and prototyping for RFID
Designs”, 1st International EURASIP Workshop on RFID, 2007
[115] Y. Han, Q. Li, and H. Min, “System modeling and simulation of
RFID”, Auto-ID Labs Research Workshop, 2004
[116] M. Mi, “RFID radio circuit design in CMOS “, Ansoft white paper,
available at www.ansoft.com
[117] M. Laudien, “RFID antenna and system design”., Ansoft
presentation, available at www.ansoft.com
[118] RFID Radar, www.rfid-radar.com
[119] “Angle of position object location system and method”, US Patent
7170412
[120] M. Kim et al., “Automated robot docking using direction sensing
RFID”, IEEE International Conference on Robotics and
Automation, April 2007, pp. 4588 - 4593
[121] Y. Zhang, M. Amin, and S. Kaushik, “Localization and tracking of
passive RFID tags based on direction estimation”, International
Journal of Antennas and Propagation, Article ID 17426, 2007
[122] “Multistatic antenna configuration for radio frequency
identification (RFID) systems”, US Patent 7265675
[123] METRO Group Future Store Initiative, www.future-store.org

