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Abstract For the security of wireless communications, cooperative jamming can be used to intentionally

degrade the signal-to-noise ratios received by eavesdroppers. Unfortunately, this jamming may also propagate

to the legal receiver and then becomes a harmful self-interference (SI), which should be cancelled for reliable

detection of the desired signal. In this paper, by comprehensively considering nonideal time-frequency align-

ment and channel equalization, SI-cancellation capability is investigated for the additive white Gaussian noise

channel. Theoretical and simulation results demonstrated that the impact of the frequency alignment error

is more serious than that of the time alignment and channel equalization errors. Moreover, it is illustrated

that weaker SI power can tolerate a larger range of those nonidealities.

Keywords cooperative jamming, self-interference, time-frequency alignment, channel equalization, non-

idealities.
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1 Introduction

Wireless communication becomes more and more popular because of its open nature, making it easily
accessible. Unfortunately, this convenience of accessibility can also make it easy to be overheard [1].
Therefore, preventing users’ communication information from illegal eavesdroppers to ensure informa-
tion privacy is the most basic requirement of wireless communication systems. With the development of
quantum computers, traditional upper layer methods based on cryptographic encryption and decryption
may no longer be secured, making physical layer security recently receiving extensive attention [2]. For
instance, Riihonen et al. [3] exploited full-duplex (FD) radios for military jamming, where FD transceivers
received the desired signals while transmitting the jamming signals simultaneously, for both defensive and
offensive applications. Another promising technique that enhances wireless secrecy via cooperation is co-
operative jamming, which can be used for intentionally degrading the signal-to-noise ratios received by
eavesdroppers [4]. Moreover, cooperative jamming may also have some potential applications in the com-
ing era of the Internet of Things, where communication networks present a high degree of heterogeneity [5]
and wireless devices can cooperate in the jamming to improve network security [6]. For example, with the
development of wireless power transfer technologies, energy-harvesting-enabled cooperative jamming is
proposed to stimulate low-power idle devices to cooperate in jamming to help ensure the communication
secrecy of other actively communicating devices, without increasing the complexity of networks [7].

Although the jamming can confuse the eavesdroppers, it would also be received by the legal receiver
and then becomes a harmful self-interference (SI). Fortunately, the legal receiver already knows the
original jamming data, making it possible to suppress the SI through SI-cancellation techniques [8]. In
recent years, many studies always assume that SI can be removed totally with efficient SI-cancellation

*Corresponding author (email: lyn@uestc.edu.cn, ssh@uestc.edu.cn)

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1007/s11432-020-2970-y&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2021-10-13
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11432-020-2970-y
info.scichina.com
link.springer.com
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11432-020-2970-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11432-020-2970-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11432-020-2970-y


Guo W B, et al. Sci China Inf Sci November 2021 Vol. 64 212302:2

Transmitter Eavesdropper

Cooerative jammer

Legal receiver

Reference

jamming

Time-frequency

alignment

Channel

equalization

Parameters

configuration

RF DAC

ADCRF

x(t)

y(t)

c(n)

y(n)

c(t) c(t) c(n)

y
r
(n)

y
c
(n)

y(t)

~

~

~

Figure 1 Block diagram of a cooperative jamming system, consisting of a transmitter, a cooperative jammer, a legal receiver,

and an eavesdropper.

and thus focus on the optimization of outage probability and secrecy capacity via some power-allocation
strategies [9–13]. In fact, because of the propagation channel and the hardware restrictions, the SI
may suffer time delay, frequency offset, and unknown channel gain. Generally, perfect time-frequency
alignment [14] and channel equalization [15] are always difficult to achieve in practice, making it hard
to cancel the SI completely. Furthermore, if the SI is much stronger than the desired signal, a slight
time-frequency alignment or channel equalization error may cause a residual SI, degrading the security
performance.

For this reason, the impact of channel error on SI-cancellation capability was investigated by He et
al. [16], by assuming that the remaining parameters were perfectly estimated and compensated. Similarly,
under the assumption of perfect time alignment and channel equalization, the impact of frequency offset
on SI-cancellation capability was studied by Guo et al. [17]. Unfortunately, as far as we know, the
combined impacts of nonideal time-frequency alignment and channel equalization on SI-cancellation have
not been addressed. Motivated by this problem, we derived a closed-form expression of the residual
SI power for the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel, by comprehensively considering the
nonideal time-frequency alignment and channel equalization.

The remainder of this paper is outlined as follows: The system model of SI-cancellation with nonideal
time-frequency alignment and channel equalization for cooperative jamming systems is presented in Sec-
tion 2. The combined impacts of time-frequency alignment and channel equalization errors on residual
SI power are analyzed in Section 3. Numerical results are discussed in Section 4, and a brief conclusion
is summarized in Section 5.

2 System model

A cooperative jamming system is shown in Figure 1, where a transmitter sends the desired signal x̃ (t)
to the legal receiver in the presence of an eavesdropper. Simultaneously, a cooperative jammer sends a
jamming signal c̃ (t) to intentionally confuse the eavesdropper, and this jamming signal follows a zero-
mean Gaussian distribution [18]. Unfortunately, the cooperative jamming would also be received by the
legal receiver and becomes a harmful SI.

2.1 Signal reception

Assuming that the desired signal and the SI are independent of each other and both of them are trans-
mitted over the AWGN channel, the total ratio frequency reception at the legal receiver is given by the
following equation:

ỹ (t) = hxx̃ (t− τx) + hcc̃ (t− τc) + ñ (t) , (1)
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where hx and hc represent the complex channel attenuations of the desired signal and the SI, respectively.
Additionally, τx and τc represent the propagation delays from the transmitter to the receiver and from
the cooperative jammer to the receiver, respectively.

In addition, x̃ (t) and c̃ (t) respectively denote the desired signal and the cooperative jamming at the
transmitting antennas, and they are expressed as follows:

x̃ (t) =
√

Pxx (t) e
j(2πfxt+ϕx), (2)

c̃ (t) =
√

Pcc (t) e
j(2πfct+ϕc), (3)

where Px, fx, and ϕx denote the power, carrier frequency, and initial phase associated with x̃ (t), respec-
tively. Similarly, Pc, fc, and ϕc denote the power, carrier frequency, and initial phase associated with
c̃ (t), respectively. Furthermore, ñ (t) is the AWGN at the receiver.

Subsequently, ỹ (t) is down-converted by mixing with the local oscillator in the receiver, whose carrier
frequency and initial phase are fy and ϕy, respectively. The obtained baseband signal is given by

y (t) = ỹ (t) e−j(2πfyt+ϕy)

= |hx|
√

Pxx (t− τx) e
j(2π∆fxt+∆ϕx) + |hc|

√

Pcc (t− τc) e
j(2π∆fct+∆ϕc) + n (t) , (4)

where ∆fx = fx−fy and ∆ϕx = ϕx−ϕy−2πfxτx+∠hx denote the frequency and phase offsets between
the transmitter and the receiver, respectively. Similarly, ∆fc = fc−fy and ∆ϕc = ϕc−ϕy−2πfcτc+∠hc

denote the frequency and phase offsets between the cooperative jammer and the receiver, respectively.
In addition, |·| and ∠· respectively denote the amplitude and phase of the channel attenuation.

Next, y (t) is sampled by the analog-to-digital converter with sampling time Ts, and the obtained
digital signal is expressed as

y (n) = |hx|
√

Pxx (n−Dx) e
j(2πFxn+∆ϕx) + |hc|

√

Pcc (n−Dc) e
j(2πFcn+∆ϕc) + ω (n)

= yx (n) + yc (n) + ω (n) , (5)

where Dx = τx
Ts

and Fx = ∆fxTs denote the normalized time delay and the normalized frequency offset
between the transmitter and the receiver. Similarly, Dc = τc

Ts
and Fc = ∆fcTs denote the normalized

time delay and the normalized frequency offset between the cooperative jammer and the receiver.

2.2 SI-cancellation

For implementing effective SI-cancellation, yc(n) should be accurately estimated and reconstructed from
the reference jamming data that has been pre-stored in the legal receiver [19]. Assuming that the
estimations of the normalized time delay, the normalized frequency offset, the normalized amplitude
attenuation, and the phase shift of the SI are given by

D̂c = Dc + τ, (6)

F̂c = Fc + ε, (7)
∣

∣

∣
ĥc

∣

∣

∣
= (1 + η) |hc| , (8)

∆ϕ̂c = ∆ϕc − 2πεN
⌊ n

N

⌋

+ θ, (9)

where τ , ε, η, and θ denote the normalized time, frequency, amplitude errors, and phase error, respectively.
Furthermore, N represents the estimation period, and based on this, 2πεN

⌊

n
N

⌋

is the phase shift resulted
from the normalized frequency estimation error ε in N symbols, where ⌊·⌋ denotes the floor operation.
Now, configuring those estimations to the reference jamming, the reconstructed SI can be formulated as

ŷc (n) =
∣

∣

∣
ĥc

∣

∣

∣

√

Pcc
(

n− D̂c

)

ej(2πF̂cn+∆ϕ̂c) = (1 + η) yc (n− τ) ej(2πεn−2πεN⌊ n
N

⌋+θ). (10)

After subtracting the reconstructed SI ŷc (n) from the total reception y (n), the residual signal is given
as follows:

yr (n) = y (n)− ŷc (n) = yx (n) + ∆yc (n) + ω (n) , (11)

where ∆yc (n) = yc (n) − ŷc (n) represents the residual SI, which is highly dependent on the accuracies
of time-frequency alignment and channel equalization.
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3 Impacts of nonideal time-frequency alignment and channel equalization

By comprehensively considering the nonideal time-frequency alignment and channel equalization, the
SI-cancellation capability is analyzed in this section.

To begin with, we rewrite (10) as

ŷc (n) = (1 + η) yc (n− τ) ej(2πεn−2πεN⌊ n
N

⌋+θ)

(a)
= (1 + η) hτ (0) yc (n) e

j(2πεn−2πεN⌊ n
N

⌋+θ)+ŷτc (n) , (12)

where (a) holds by using [17]

yc (n− τ ) =
+∞
∑

i=−∞

yc (n− i)hτ (i), (13)

hτ (n) =
sin [π (n− τ)]

π (n− τ)
. (14)

Besides, we denote

ŷτc (n) = (1 + η) ej(2πεn−2πεN⌊ n
N ⌋+θ)

+∞
∑

i=−∞
i6=0

yc (n− i)hτ (i). (15)

After N -point discrete Fourier transform (DFT), Eq. (12) can be expressed as

Ŷc (k) =

N−1
∑

n=0

ŷc (n) e
−j 2π

N
nk

= (1 + η)hτ (0) e
jθ

N−1
∑

n=0

yc (n)e
−j 2π

N
n(k−Nε) + Ŷ τ

c (k)

= (1 + η)hτ (0) e
jθYc (k −Nε) + Ŷ τ

c (k) , (16)

where

Yc (k) =

N−1
∑

n=0

yc (n) e
−j 2π

N
nk, (17)

Ŷ τ
c (k) =

N−1
∑

n=0

ŷτc (n) e
−j 2π

N
nk (18)

denote the N -point DFT of yc (n) and ŷτc (n), respectively.
Similar to (13), we can further express (16) as

Ŷc (k) = (1 + η)hτ (0)hε (0) e
jθYc (k) + Ŷ ε

c (k) + Ŷ τ
c (k) , (19)

where

Ŷ ε
c (k) = (1 + η)hτ (0) e

jθ
+∞
∑

i=−∞
i6=0

hε (i)Yc (k − i), (20)

hε (k) =
sin [π (k −Nε)]

π (k −Nε)
. (21)

Applying N -point inverse discrete Fourier transform (IDFT) to (19), the reconstructed SI can be
reformulated as

ŷc (n) =
1

N

N−1
∑

k=0

Ŷc (k) e
j 2π
N

nk = (1 + η)hτ (0)hε (0) e
jθyc (n) + ŷεc (n) + ŷτc (n) . (22)
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Then, the residual SI can be expressed as

∆yc (n) = yc (n)− ŷc (n) =
[

1− (1 + η)hτ (0)hε (0) e
jθ
]

yc (n)− ŷεc (n)− ŷτc (n) . (23)

According to (15) and (20), it obtains that ŷτc (n) and ŷεc (n) are the linear combinations of the delayed
duplicates of yc (n), leading that ŷτc (n) and ŷεc (n) follow the Gaussian distributions and are uncorrelated
with yc (n) owing to the Gaussian characteristic of the SI. Thus, the residual SI follows the Gaussian
distribution, which confirms the correctness that the residual SI is designed as Gaussian distribution in
many literatures [20–22].

Therefore, the power of the residual SI can be calculated as

P{∆yc (n)} =
∣

∣1− (1 + η)hτ (0)hε (0) e
jθ
∣

∣

2
|hc|

2
Pc + P {ŷεc (n) + ŷτc (n)}

=
[

1− 2 (1 + η)hτ (0)hε (0) cos θ + (1 + η)
2
h2
τ (0)h

2
ε (0)

]

|hc|
2
Pc + P {ŷεc (n) + ŷτc (n)} .

(24)

Combining (22), P {ŷεc (n) + ŷτc (n)} can be calculated as

P {ŷεc (n) + ŷτc (n)} = P {ŷc (n)} −
∣

∣(1 + η)hτ (0)hε (0) e
jθ
∣

∣

2
|hc|

2
Pc

= (1 + η)
2 [

1− h2
τ (0)h

2
ε (0)

]

|hc|
2
Pc, (25)

because P {ŷc (n)} = (1 + η)
2
|hc|

2
Pc.

Substituting (25) into (24), the power of the residual SI can be calculated in dB as

∆P = 10 lg P {∆yc (n)} = P + 10 lgα, (26)

where P = 10 lg |hc|
2
Pc denotes the received SI power at the receiver, and α denotes the cancellation

factor, and can be expressed as

α = η2 + 2 (1 + η)

[

1−
sin (πNε) sin (πτ) cos θ

π2Nετ

]

. (27)

From (26) and (27), we can observe the following conclusions.
(1) With ideal time-frequency alignment and channel equalization, the residual SI power is

calculated as

∆P∞ = 10 lg 0 = −∞. (28)

(2) With ideal frequency alignment and channel equalization, the residual SI power is approximated
in two cases.

Case 1. For τ 6 1, we have

∆Pτ = 10 lg 2

[

1−
sin (πτ )

πτ

]

+ P
(bτ )
≈ 10 lg

π
2

3
τ2 + P = 20 lg τ + 10 lg

π
2

3
+ P, (29)

where (bτ ) holds by using sin (x) ≈ x− x3

6 .
Case 2. For τ > 1, we have

∆Pτ = 10 lg 2

[

1−
sin (πτ )

πτ

]

+ P ≈ P + 3. (30)

(3) With ideal time alignment and channel equalization, the residual SI power is approximated in two
cases.

Case 1. For ε 6 1
N
, we have

∆Pε = 10 lg 2

[

1−
sin (πNε)

πNε

]

+ P
(bε)
≈ 10 lg

π
2N2

3
ε2 + P = 20 lg ε+ 10 lg

π
2N2

3
+ P, (31)
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where (bε) holds by using sin (x) ≈ x− x3

6 .
Case 2. For ε > 1

N
, we have

∆Pτ = 10 lg 2

[

1−
sin (πNε)

πNε

]

+ P ≈ P + 3. (32)

(4) With ideal time-frequency alignment and phase equalization, the residual SI power is simplified as

∆Pη = 10 lg η2 + P = 20 lg η + P. (33)

(5) With ideal time-frequency alignment and amplitude equalization, for θ 6 1 rad, the residual SI
power is approximated as

∆Pθ = 10 lg 2 (1− cos θ) + P
(bθ)
≈ 10 lg θ2 + P = 20 lg θ + P, (34)

where (bθ) holds by using cos (x) ≈ 1− x2

2 .
Specifically, when θ = π rad, the residual SI power is approximated as

∆Pθ = 10 lg 2 (1− cos θ) + P ≈ P + 6. (35)

4 Simulation results

Simulation of the results was conducted to validate the theoretical analysis. In the simulations made,
the transmitter sent a quadrature phase shift keying (QPSK) signal to the receiver. Concurrently, the
cooperative jammer sent a jamming signal with zero-mean Gaussian characteristics. The carrier frequency
was set as fc = 2.4 GHz, the signal bandwidth was set as B = 10 MHz, and the analog-to-digital
converter (ADC) sampling time was set as Ts = 0.1 µs. Unless otherwise specified, it was assumed that
the parameter estimation period was N = 1024 symbols. In addition, by assuming a noise factor of 4 dB,
the noise floor was set at −100 dBm.

Figure 2 displays the impact of the normalized time alignment error on ∆P regardless of the frequency,
amplitude, and phase errors. As we can see, the simulation results match the theoretical curves obtained
from (26) and (27) for arbitrary τ ranging from 10−4 to 101. In addition, the residual SI power ∆P is
proportional to lg τ for τ 6 1, which is similar to that in (29). Besides, when τ > 1, the residual SI power
∆P converges to the received SI power P plus 3 dB, which is similar with that in (30). This indicates
that when the time error exceeds one symbol, the time alignment between the reconstructed SI and the
received SI failed to implement. Therefore, the reconstructed SI would almost be uncorrelated to the
received SI, causing the residual SI power to double.

The impact of the normalized frequency alignment error on ∆P regardless of the time, amplitude,
and phase errors is illustrated in Figure 3. It is shown that the simulation results are similar with
the theoretical curves obtained from (26) and (27) for arbitrary ε ranging from 10−7 to 10−2. When
ε 6 10−3, the residual SI power ∆P is proportional to lg ε, which is coincident with that in (31). Besides,
when ε > 10−3, the residual SI power converges to the received SI power P plus 3 dB, which is similar
with that in (32). This indicates that when the frequency error is greater than 1

N
of the bandwidth,

the reconstructed SI would almost be uncorrelated to the received SI, causing the residual SI power to
double.

The impact of the normalized amplitude equalization error on ∆P regardless of the time, frequency,
and phase errors is depicted in Figure 4. One can see that the simulation results agree with the theoretical
curves drawn from (26) and (27) for arbitrary η ranging from 10−4 to 100. It is obvious that the residual
SI power ∆P is proportional to lg η, which is similar to the analysis of (33).

Figure 5 shows the impact of phase equalization error on ∆P regardless of the time, frequency, and
amplitude error. As can be seen, the simulation results are consistent with the theoretical curves drawn
from (26) and (27) for arbitrary θ ranging from 10−4 rad to 101 rad. When θ 6 100 rad, the residual
SI power ∆P is proportional to lg θ, which is similar with that in (34). Besides, for θ > 100 rad, as the
phase error increases, the residual SI power ∆P first increases and then decreases. The maximum ∆P

is the received SI power P plus 6 dB, and its corresponding phase error is reached at π rad, indicating
that the phase of the reconstructed SI is opposite to the phase of the received SI, which agrees with the
analysis of (35).
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Figure 2 (Color online) Impact of the normalized time align-

ment error on ∆P , where the received SI power P is set as

−30 dBm, −40 dBm, −50 dBm, and −60 dBm.

Figure 3 (Color online) Impact of the normalized frequency

alignment error on ∆P , where the received SI power P is set

as −30 dBm, −40 dBm, −50 dBm, and −60 dBm.
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Figure 4 (Color online) Impact of the normalized amplitude

equalization error on ∆P , where the received SI power P is set

as −30 dBm, −40 dBm, −50 dBm, and −60 dBm.

Figure 5 (Color online) Impact of the normalized phase

equalization error on ∆P , where the received SI power P is

set as −30 dBm, −40 dBm, −50 dBm, and −60 dBm.

Table 1 Time-frequency alignment and channel equalization errors

Parameter errors τ ε η θ (rad)

Condition 1 10−4 10−3 10−2 10−1

Condition 2 10−7 10−6 10−5 10−4

Condition 3 10−4 10−3 10−2 10−1

Condition 4 10−4 10−3 10−2 10−1

From Figures 2–5, it is observed that the residual SI power is more sensitive to frequency error compared
to the time alignment and channel equalization errors. Furthermore, the residual SI power increases with
the received SI power, providing lower acceptable alignment and channel errors. For instance, when the
received SI power is P = −60 dBm, to ensure that the residual SI below the noise floor, the normalized
time error should be less than 5 × 10−3, the normalized frequency error should be less than 5 × 10−6,
the normalized amplitude error should be less than 1 × 10−2, and the phase error should be less than
1 × 10−2 rad. However, when the received SI power is P = −30 dBm, to ensure that the residual SI is
below the noise floor, the normalized time error should be less than 2 × 10−4, the normalized frequency
error should be less than 2× 10−7, the normalized amplitude error should be less than 3× 10−4, and the
phase error should be less than 3× 10−4 rad.

With different time-frequency alignment and channel estimation errors, as shown in Table 1, Figure 6
gives the relationship between the residual SI power ∆P and the received SI power P . It is observed that
the simulation results match the theoretical curves drawn from (26) and (27) for all conditions, and the
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Figure 6 (Color online) Relationship between the residual SI power and the received SI power with different time-frequency

alignment and channel equalization errors.

residual SI power is proportional to the received SI power. Furthermore, for the same received SI power,
as the time-frequency alignment and channel equalization errors increase, the residual SI power increases.

5 Conclusion

This paper investigated SI-cancellation capability in cooperative jamming communication systems, by
jointly considering nonideal time-frequency alignment and channel equalization. For the AWGN channel,
an exact closed-form expression of the residual SI power was derived. Simulation results confirmed that
system performance was more sensitive to the nonideal frequency alignment compared to the nonideal
time alignment and nonideal channel equalization. Moreover, weaker SI power can tolerate a larger
range of nonidealities. The contributions can provide guidance for designing practical SI-cancellation in
cooperative jamming communications.
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