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Abstract—In the future commercial and military communi-
cation systems, anti-jamming remains a critical issue. Existing
homogeneous or heterogeneous arrays with a limited degrees of
freedom (DoF) and high consumption are unable to meet the
requirements of communication in rapidly changing and intense
jamming environments. To address these challenges, we propose
a reconfigurable heterogeneous array (RHA) architecture based
on dynamic metasurface antenna (DMA), which will increase the
DoF and further improve anti-jamming capabilities. We propose
a two-step anti-jamming scheme based on RHA, where the
multipaths are estimated by an atomic norm minimization (ANM)
based scheme, and then the received signal-to-interference-plus-
noise ratio (SINR) is maximized by jointly designing the phase
shift of each DMA element and the weights of the array
elements. To solve the challenging non-convex discrete fractional
problem along with the estimation error in the direction of
arrival (DoA) and channel state information (CSI), we propose
a robust alternative algorithm based on the S-procedure to
solve the lower-bound SINR maximization problem. Simulation
results demonstrate that the proposed RHA architecture and
corresponding schemes have superior performance in terms of
jamming immunity and robustness.

Index Terms—Heterogeneous Array, Dynamic Metasurface
Antenna, Radiation Pattern, Strong Jamming, Robust beamform-
ing.

I. INTRODUCTION

NTI-JAMMING technology is a crucial aspect of modern
communication systems that aims to prevent or mitigate
intentional or unintentional interference with signal trans-
mission and reception. Due to the openness of the wireless
environment, the receivers are susceptible to jamming by
signals from other communication systems. Especially that the
emergence of 5th Generation (5G) networks which promise
to deliver ultra-fast, low-latency, and high-reliability services
for various applications, the jamming attacks have introduced
new threats and vulnerabilities to the entire system. Therefore,
anti-jamming technology plays a vital role in enhancing the
security and robustness of wireless communication networks.
Traditional anti-jamming techniques focused on the time
and frequency domains, and then developed a series of
schemes by exploiting the signal characteristics in the time and
frequency domains, such as frequency hopping (FH) and direct
sequence spread spectrum (DSSS) [1]. With the development
of multi-antenna and digital signal processing technology,
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spatial anti-jamming has emerged as a new approach. Spatial
anti-jamming adjusts the complex gain of each array element
in the antenna array to steer a main lobe towards the desired
signal source and nulls towards the undesired sources [2],
[3]. In general, spatial anti-jamming schemes predominantly
use homogeneous arrays, which have advantages such as
ease of processing and the ability to obtain comprehensive
information. However, the number of array elements must
continuously increase to effectively improve anti-jamming
capability [4], leading to high system complexity and hardware
costs. It is also a challenge for large-scale deployment due
to the antenna array density constraints imposed by the back-
end RF link. Moreover, homogeneous arrays are susceptible to
the homo-morphic issue. Since the signals are superimposed
in the same way for all directions, the deep fading caused
by the inverse multipath, and signal blocking problem(the
signal is lower than the analog to digital converter’s (ADC)
Least Significant Bit (LSB) [5]) can spread to all arrays and
significantly affect array performance. In summary, there are
limitations to the current homogeneous arrays in terms of
adaptive anti-jamming.

Therefore, there has been a growing interest in heteroge-
neous antennas to improve array resolution and resist jamming.
Heterogeneous antennas consist of an antenna system that can
vary antenna radiation patterns on demand. The heterogeneous
antennas can be classified into physical-change and electronic-
change schemes. However, physical-change schemes are lim-
ited by the change speed and the controllability, while the
cost and power consumption of electronic-change schemes will
increase significantly. Metamaterials bring new opportunities
for enhancing anti-jamming capabilities, which has become a
potential technology for future 6th generation (6G) systems.
The special electromagnetic characteristics and the simple
structure allow them to be densely deployed at A/5 to A\/10
spacings [6], further enabling sub-wavelength level control of
electromagnetic waves with lower power and cost consump-
tion. What’s more, metamaterials are capable of adjusting the
state of the element within the nanosecond through FPGA [7].

As a result, metamaterials are rapidly promoted in variety of
applications. On the one hand, metamaterials are deployed in
the transmission propagation and serve as intelligent reflecting
surfaces (IRS) to provide auxiliary functions for multi-user
communication and anti-jamming [8]-[11]. On the other hand,
dynamic meta-surface antennas (DMA) use metamaterials as
the basic elements of the antenna [12]. Compared to traditional
phased or digital arrays, DMA-based architectures require less
energy and cost consumption while transmitting and receiving
signals with simplified hardware and dynamic configuration.
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Through dense deployment, DMA can provide almost arbitrary
aperture fields and outperform in terms of degrees of freedom
(DoF), estimation accuracy and control speed [13]. In this
paper, we focus on enhancing the anti-jamming capability of
the receiver using DMA with their dense deployment and fast
switching ability.

A. Related works and Motivation

Numerous heterogeneous antennas-based schemes have
been proposed for anti-jamming. One way to implement
heterogeneous antennas is through physically reconfigurable
antenna technology. For instance, the authors in [14] used
an parasitic element to generate adjustable radiation patterns.
Without changing the antenna itself, Wang et al. formed
patterns with different features by connecting a pixel antenna
array differently [15]. Another approach is beam switching,
which selects different beams at different times to generate
the time-division heterogeneous antenna [16]. While physical
heterogeneous antennas can increase DoF and enhance anti-
jamming capabilities in specific directions, it is challenging
to model their radiation patterns directly. Deploying different
antennas will sacrifice the flexible processing capability of ho-
mogeneous arrays. Additionally, the mechanical or switching
operations is hard to catch up with the signal sampling.

As for the electronic-change schemes, researchers have
explored heterogeneous arrays with multiple subarrays to
improve the DoF of the system. In radar systems, Passive
Electronically Scanned Arrays (PESA) with multiple phased
array units exploit the interference effect of received signals.
Specifically, the authors in [17] proposed an algorithm to
find the optimal subarray configuration in large-scale phased
arrays, and used adaptive beamforming based on partitioned
subarrays to resist jamming. To improve the anti-jamming
capability, the authors in [18] designed the subarray structure
and the beamforming vector of the transmitter to improve
the anti-jamming ability of the phased-MIMO. For wireless
communications, the hybrid beamforming (HBF) technique
combines passive antennas with a few digital RF channels,
which take advantage of digital processing with analog phase
shifts. The authors in [19] proposed an HBF architecture to
reduce hardware and power consumption. Hybrid beamform-
ing vectors are jointly optimized by a heuristic algorithm and
achieve full RF link performance with few RF links. Wen et
al. [20] further considered the finite resolution phase shifters
and designed the digital and analog beamforming vectors to
improve communication rates in multi-user systems. However,
perfect channel state information (CSI) is difficult to obtain,
especially in a complex jamming environment. The authors in
[21] designed a robust HBF scheme in the multi-user multi-
cell mmWave system. Although schemes such as HBF have
reduced the number of RF links, they are still challenging to
deploy densely due to the large number of physical compo-
nents such as high-frequency and high precision phase shifters.

Based on the low cost and massive-elements characteristics,
DMA can effectively improve the antenna’s DoF and improve
the aperture efficiency, which is quickly applied in sensing
[22] and communications [23]—[28]. Specifically, in order to

improve the accuracy of direction of arrival (DoA) estimation,
the authors in [22] proposed a spatial smoothing scheme
that can provide higher resolution compared to homogeneous
arrays. Shlezinger et al. in [23] first applied DMA as a large-
scale transmit-receive array for future 6G, and analyzed the
differences between DMA and traditional HBF methods. In
[28], the authors deployed DMA at the transmitter and receiver
simultaneously in MU-MIMO networks, and an alternating
optimization algorithm was proposed to improve the uplink
and downlink rates. In MIMO-OFDM systems [27], DMA is
used to reduce the cost and power consumption. By establish-
ing the relationship between frequency and DMA response, a
spectrally flexible hybrid structure is constructed. In addition,
the paper considered operating with bit-constrained ADCs to
facilitate recovering transmitted OFDM signals using low-
resolution ADCs. The works in [25] and [26] further im-
proved the communication performance of large-scale MIMO
networks by combining the advantages of DMA and IRS.

Although the DoA estimation and the beamforming design
of DMA for MISO, MIMO and near-field communication
have been investigated, few studies have been conducted
to construct heterogeneous antenna with multiple DMA and
improve the estimation accuracy and anti-jamming capability.
Since the weights of each element in DMA are constrained by
the electromagnetic structure, traditional schemes are hardly
applied to DMA. Moreover, the actual estimation results con-
tain a certain amount of error, which has a large impact on the
anti-jamming performance. The estimation uncertainty and the
phase shift constraints will further challenge the anti-jamming
design which have not been considered in the above mentioned
heterogeneous antenna-based anti-jamming schemes. There-
fore, it is crucial to study the channel estimation and further
robust anti-jamming scheme design with the heterogeneous
arrays.

B. Contributions and Organization

In light of the significant advantages of DMA, we ex-
ploit DMA to construct a reconfigurable heterogeneous array
(RHA). In order to eliminate strong jamming, we first estimate
the DoA and CSI of signals and jamming through the fast
switching ability of RHA. With the help of RHA, we try to
superimpose the signal multipaths in-phase, while the jamming
multipaths are mutually weakening. Furthermore, considering
the estimation error, a robust anti-jamming scheme is formu-
lated for maximizing the lower bound of the received SINR.
To the best of the author’s knowledge, this is the first work
that uses RHA to improve the anti-jamming ability.

In summary, the contributions of this paper are as follows:

1) We present the model of the finite scattering environment,
and compare the generalized receiving model for the
homogeneous arrays and heterogeneous array. Since the
ideal heterogeneous antenna does not exist, we propose
a novel RHA based on the ultra-dense deployment and
pattern-changing ability of the DMA, and give the signal
model of the DMA-based RHA.

2) We propose a two-step anti-jamming scheme based on
the RHA model. Firstly, the multi-path DoA and CSI are



estimated by an off-grid atomic norm minimization-based
(ANM) scheme. Secondly, to deal with the uncertainty
of the DoA and CSI estimation errors, the bounded
estimation errors are considered, and the robust anti-
jamming scheme is finally transformed into a minimum
SINR maximization problem.

3) The optimization problem is challenging due to non-
convex fractional problems and the infinity constraints
caused by the estimation uncertainty. Thence, an alter-
nating optimization algorithm based on the S-procedure
and discrete approximation method are proposed to solve
the problem of maximizing SINR lower bound.

4) Simulation results show that the DMA-based RHA has
advantages in resisting strong multipath jamming and
improving energy efficiency under the finite scattering
environment. What’s more , the results verify the effec-
tiveness of the proposed anti-jamming scheme in terms
of robustness compared to other schemes under various
jamming powers.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
the model of the ideal heterogeneous array and the realistic
model of DMA-based RHA are given. In Section III, an anti-
jamming scheme is proposed which consists of the ANM-
based estimation algorithm and the robust scheme for RHA
with estimation errors. Simulation results are given in Section
IV. Finally, the paper is concluded in Section V.

Notations: Boldface lowercase and uppercase letters denote
vectors and matrices, respectively. v = [v,],n = 1,--- | N
represents the vector v consists of values represented by
different subscripts as [v1,- -+ ,vn]. The transpose, conjugate
transpose, rank, and trace of the matrix A are denoted as AT,
AH Rank(A), and Tr(A), respectively. A>0 means A is
a positive-semidefinite (PSD) matrix. ||-|| denotes the vector
Euclidean norm. A ® B and A ® B represent the Kronecker
and Hadamard product of matrices A and B, respectively.
CN (11, 0?) denotes a complex circularly symmetric Gaussian
distribution with a mean value y and variance 0. E(x), D(x)
represent the expectation and variance of the random variables,
respectively. I is the identity matrix.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a finite scattering environment in the presence
of a jammer, which is illustrated in Fig.1. The legitimate
transmitter (denoted as Alice) sends information to the receiver
through an omni-directional antenna, while the corresponding
receiver Bob tries to receive Alice’s information through an
antenna array and avoids jammer’s influence.

The Salen-Valenzula model is used to model multipaths. We
assume that the numbers of incoming multipaths of Jammer
(denoted as L;) and Alice (denoted as L) are finite. The DoA
of the jamming signals are denoted as 8; = [0;1,---,0;,]
where L; is the number of the multipaths, and the DoA of the
desired signals are denoted as 8, = [04,1, -+ ,04,1,] Where
L, is the number of the multipaths. Each multipath channel
obeys a Circle Complex Gaussian distribution in a coherence
time, which is denoted by

8. = G015+ Gap,r.] € CH7L, (1
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Fig. 1. The illustration of the system model under finite multipath scattering
environment

where g5 = 1 and ug) and Tz(l) are the path loss
and delay of the [-th multipath, respectively. For simplicity,
we denote z = a or j to indicate that the parameter belongs
to Alice or Jammer, which is not repeated below.

In order to improve the anti-jamming ability of the receiver,
Bob uses an antenna array with M elements to receive the
signals coming from multipaths. Based on the generalized
signal reception model, the electromagnetic (EM) wave is
mapped by the antenna into a mixed signal. The received
signal at the i-th antenna can be expressed as

Y; = Z (¢:(0.) © ai(ez))HgabSa + 1y, 2)

2=5,]

where ¢;(0.) = [a(6;)e?P)]T [ =1--. L, denotes the com-
plex gain of the antenna for different angles, which includes
the amplitude response a(f;) and phase response e/%(), In
the traditional uniform line array (ULA), the receiving antenna
pattern is generally isomorphic and omni-directional. a;(0,) =
[e=7ko(i=1)dsin(62)) ¢ CL=x1 denotes the phase deflection of
the ¢-th antenna to the first antenna, kg = 27/ is the wave
number, and d is the spacing between two antennas. 8, and s,
denote the DoA and symbols, respectively. n; ~ CN(0,02)
is the complex additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN).

The signal is first amplified by a low-noise amplifier (LNA).
The receiver then converts the analog signal to a digital signal
through a uniform quantization ADC and performs subsequent
digital signal processing. Taking 1Q sampling as an example,
the mixed signal after the ADC is further transformed into

?)z‘ = Q(Aiyi)a (3)

where A; is the gain of the LNA, Q(e) indicates the sampling
and quantization operations performed by the ADC. The LSB
of a K-bits ADC can be defined as LSB = V; /25 | where V¢
is the full-scale range (FSR). When the jamming environment
is extremely severe, it will push the amplifier to the nonlinear
region, which leads to saturation distortion of the signals.
What’s more, when the signal-to-jamming ratio is too small,
the ADC blocking occurs. For instance, if there are two signals
denoted as a, +ja; and b+ jb; enter the ADC, if b, /(a,+b;)
or b;/(a; +b;) is smaller than LSB, the information of b will
be modified or even missing. Without loss of generality, we
assume that the LNA always operates in the linear region with

1) ir®
(D) gt



A; = 1 and path gain is below the full scale range of the ADC.
The effect of ) can be neglected if ADC blocking does not
occur. The SINR of the receiver is

M H
P, ;WiQ(Ai(¢i(0a) ©a;(0,))" gab)|?
M — H ’
Py ;Wz'Q(Ai(@(@j) ©a;(0;)) " gp)|? + 02
- €))

where w = [w;],i = 1--- M is the weights of each antenna.

SINR =

A. Receiving model for Homogeneous Array

Considering homogeneous arrays which is illustrated in
Fig.2, the gain in different angle are ¢;(0,) = [1,---,1].
The channel after the antenna sampling can be simplified as
hi b = al-(OZ)ngb. In such cases, the homogeneous arrays
can estimate the DoA of jamming and signal, and obtain the
optimal beamforming [29].

But the homogeneous arrays have certain limitations. On
the one hand, the adjustment of the phase in the homogeneous
array can only be performed after the antenna. The multi-path
signals have been superimposed during the antenna reception,
and the equivalent channel of one antenna exhibits small-
scale fading. Therefore, the communication quality can only
be improved by the array gain with a large number of antennas.

However, if a;(0,)7g.,, = 0, such as §; = —f, =
arcsin(A/4d) and g1 = go, the signals will be inverse-
superimposed thus producing severe fading no matter how the
weights on each antenna are adjusted. On the other hand, the
jamming signals are mixed arbitrarily on the omni-directional
antenna, resulting in a high probability of ADC blocking. It is
no longer possible to separate the legitimate signal from the
mixed signal at the back-end, and the digital signal processing
schemes will fail. What’s more, the coherent multipaths will
make the subspace of the signal and jamming not full-rank.
The spatial resolution of the homogeneous array is limited,
which reduces the accuracy of estimation and anti-jamming
performance.

B. DMA-based Reconfigurable Heterogeneous Arrays

To address these issues, we propose an ideal heterogeneous
array. In brief, if we can combine multi-path signals as
desired during the antenna reception instead of disorderly
superposition, it can match the multipath signals reduce the
aforementioned problems. Unlike the homogeneous array’s
element, each antenna in the heterogeneous array can control
its complex gain in different incoming directions arbitrarily
[30]. According to (1), we can design a radiation pattern for
i-th antenna which satisfies

L, Lo
®:1(0)"8ab =Y 6i(0a)gari = Y |6i(0a0)l|ganil; S0
=1 =1

|9i(8;) gju|* = 0.
where (5a) makes the signal multipaths in-phase and makes
the gain as large as possible in every direction. (5b) ensures
that the pattern is orthogonal to the jamming channel without
constraint on the gain. It should be noted that although we do
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Fig. 2. The illustration of receiving model of the homogeneous array with
omni-directional antenna and RHA. The RF link consists of an LNA and an
ADC, then the signal is handled by digital processing. For RHA, each DMA’s
phase shifts are controlled by a controller to perform various radiation patterns.

not set the gain in each direction, the maximum gain is still
limited by the size of the antenna.

Although the above ideal heterogeneous array brings us
a significant advantage, it is inaccessible in reality. In order
to approximate the capability of the heterogeneous array, we
propose a DMA-based RHA array. According to the existing
meta-surface structures [6], the spacing between elements
(noted as d.) can be generally lower than \/2. Thanks to the
low cost and simple structure of meta-surface elements, we
can deploy a large amount elements in a limited area, which
provides a good basis for the implementation of heterogeneous
antennas, as shown in Fig.2. It is assumed that there exists a
heterogeneous array of M heterogeneous antennas in the hor-
izontal direction with spacing d. Each heterogeneous antenna
is constructed by the DMA and contains N meta-material
elements which are located on a waveguide with spacing d..
The elements are able to adjust the phase of the EM wave
through the internal components (such as variable capacitors
of pin-diodes). The radiation pattern of the m-th DMA is

where w,, = [wmi, wnn|? € CN*! represents

the phase shifts of the m-th DMA elements. T,, =
diag([tm.1, s tm.n]) € CV*N is a diagonal matrix rep-
resented the transmission attenuation on the waveguide with
tn = e’rn(afﬂﬁf), where a; and 3, are the attenuation and
propagation factors. r,, = (n— 1)d, is the location of the n-th
element. The DMA manifold vector §(0.) is defined as

e*jkof’o Sinez’l e*jkof’o Sinez,Lz

6(02) = : :
e~ JkorN-18in0;1 e—JkorN—1sin0z 1,

)

Although the elements in the existing DMA can only per-

form several states, an approximation to RHA can be achieved

by large-scale and dense deployment of meta-elements. We

consider a commonly used pin-diode based meta-materials,

and define the set of the available phase shifts as ¥ =



{27b/2B} b =0,---,28 — 1, where B is the control bits.
The received signal of the RHA in matrix form is

y = WH<I>(0a) ® A(Oa)gabsa—i—wH‘I)(Hj) © A(0))gjps;+n.

®)
where ®(0.) = [¢1(6:)7,---, dar(6:)"]T € CMxE s
the pattern matrix , and A(6,) = [a,(0.),--- ,ax(6.)]" €
CMxL: ig the array steering matrix. The received SINR of

RHA is further simplified by

P lwH®(0,)® A6
P [whH®(6;) & A0

a)gab|2

SINR = .
i)gbl? + o2

C))

III. ANTI-JAMMING SCHEME BASED ON RHA

In this section, a two-stage anti-jamming scheme based on
RHA are proposed to improve the SINR. In the first estimation
process, the DoA and CSI of the signal and jamming are esti-
mated. In the subsequent anti-jamming process, the maximum
anti-jamming performance is achieved by jointly designing the
weights of antennas and the phase shifts of DMA elements.

A. DoA and CSI Estimation based on RHA

It is crucial to obtain the DoA and CSI of the jamming
and the signal for the subsequent design. Therefore, we
propose a RHA-based high-precision DoA and CSI estimation
method to estimate the DoA by an off-grid method based on
ANM and then obtain the CSI of each multipath accordingly.
Without loss of generality, the pilot symbols are denoted as
X, = [2,1, -+ ,7.7)T. To achieve high accuracy estimation
of DoA while mitigating the impact of ADC blocking, we
propose a spatial-temporal DoA estimation through the rapid
pattern-changing ability and the array structure of RHA.

We sample K, times with different radiation patterns, and
the sample points all fall in the period where the symbols have
not changed. The k-th pattern matrix of the DMA is defined
as @4 (0.). The received signal is expressed as

Yit = Pu(0.)OA(00)8abTa,t+Pi(6;)OA(0)gj075,¢ +1k.

(10)

For dealing with the form of the Hadamard product, we
introduce the following lemma:

Lemma 1: The Hadamard product of two matrices A =

[a;, - ,ay]|’ and B = [by,---,by]T € CM*YN times a
vector w € CN*1 we have
z=A0Bw
= [bydiag(ay), - - ,bNdiag(aM)]TW (11)
= [aydiag(by), - - ,aNdiag(bM)]TW,

Proof: According to the Hadamard product, we can rewrite
A®B = [a;Oby, - ,ay ®by|T. Thence, z; is derived by
(a; ® b;)w. Consider the Hadamard product of two vectors,
it can be rewritten as a vector times a diagonal matrix as
a; ® b; = a;diag(b;) or b;diag(a;). Q.E.D.

Along with the Lemma 2, ®4(0.) © A(0,) =
[21(8.)diag(@1.4(6.), - ,an (8. )diag(dar1(6.)]7.  We
choose the same pattern for all DMA in one time slot as
¢i.1(0:) = ¢;1x(0:)V,1,7, which can be extracted from the

matrix. By substituting (6) into (10), the received signal is
further transformed into

Yo = ZA

z= ll,]

)diag(w§'y T6(6.))gzp2- 0 + ng,  (12)

where wy i, is the phase shifts of the DMA in k-th sampling.
For K, observations, we can obtain a higher spatial resolution
by reconstructing the signal space with different mapping (i.e.,
the radiation pattern). As long as the sampling of different
patterns is sufficient for the angular space, all the information
on the angular spectrum can be recovered. Specifically, if
K, = N and N-dimension Hadamard matrix exists, we can
use it to construct a simple orthogonal matrix. For example,
we set wg ; = Hy (k) where Hy (k) is the k-th column of the
Hadamard matrix, which can be easily implemented by DMA
with 1bit control.

After obtaining K. observations, we use w! = HZ (i) for
weighted combination of the signals and ﬁnally generate the
K, virtual antennas, and the ¢-th set of signals Y;yt is

2w 3

z=a,j
K

= Z A(oz)diag(zwi(k
= (13)

z=a,j
where €, is the mixed noise. According to the proper-
K,
ties of Hadamard matrix, there is . w;(k)wfTod(6,) =

k=1
w,HT(d(0,) = K,p;Tod(0,) = Krto_’ie_jko” sinf:  where
all elements of the selection vector p; are 0 except that the i-th
element is 1. Thence, we finally get K, = M virtual antenna,
and the signal of the ¢-th set of virtual antennas is

zt_ZA

z=a,j

2)diag(wp, kTo5(0z))gzb$z,t + €k

)wé{kTOJ(ez))gszz,t + €.

VK to idiag(e” Jkori sin 6 )BTyt + Ek-

(14)

The resolution of the system is improved by combining

multiple sampling results to generate multiple equivalent vir-

tual antennas. Next, we give an estimate of the DoA by

means of the ANM method. The atomic set is defined as the
heterogeneous antenna manifold for all directions

EE”
272107

where A'(0) = A(#) ® §(0). Therefore, the atomic norm for
these signals are

A= {A/(H) € CK-Nx1 . g ¢ [— (15)

L
™ T

= ZA(G;)hl,Gl S [—5, 5} } R

=1

(16)

where h; should be K,t9 ;g.p,1%, . The minimum number of
£y norm means the minimum number of atoms that make up
the whole signal space. The minimum atomic norm problem
can be transformed into the following SDP problem [31]

r%nlrll Tr(Z)+ Tr(T(u))

Z sH,
s.t. [ S. T(u) } = 0,

1814 = jnf {c S,

a7



which can be solved by the convex optimization methods such
as the CVX toolbox. T(u) is a Toplitz matrix which admits
the following Vandermonde decomposition with T(u) =
A(0)HAH (). The DoA of all signals can be calculated
by traditional DoA estimation algorithms, such as Multiple
Signal Classification (MUSIC) scheme, which is not repeated
here. Previously, we did not distinguish between legitimate
signals and jamming signals. Thus the estimated angle contains
both jamming’s and signal’s multipath. Generally, we can
distinguish the jamming from the legitimate signal by its own
characteristics, such as the difference in the pilot sequence or
signal power, etc.

In the CSI estimation process, we denote the estimated
legitimate signals’ DoA as 6, and jamming signals’ DoA as
6;. Then bring them into the (12) and we can obtain K, x T
observations of the CSI of the multipath channel. When the
pilot sequences are known, the CSI of each path is the only
unknown parameter, and it can be solved by the least squares
method based on the LS algorithm. It is worth noting that the
CSI estimation accuracy is not only related to the SNR but
also the DoA estimation results. The DoA can further enhance
the estimation accuracy for CSI by forming the corresponding
pattern. If the pilot sequences are unknown, the CSI can also
be estimated by blind estimation methods [32].

B. Robust Anti-jamming scheme for SINR Maximization

After obtaining the estimations, each heterogeneous an-
tenna is designed for superimposing each signal multipath in
phase and mutually weakening the jamming signal multipaths.
According to the model of the RHA, the weights of the
antennas and the phase shifts of the DMA elements are jointly
designed to maximize the lower bound of receiver’s SINR
under imperfect DoA and CSI.

In the estimation process, the estimation results of DoA
and CSI always contain estimation errors. According to the
SNR of the signal, there exists a bounded angle uncertainty
for each estimated angle, noted as 0. = 6. + AG. where
0, is the actual DoA, 0. is the estimated DoA, and A8, is
the DoA estimation error with ||AB,]| < pp .. Similarly, the
CSI uncertainty is modeled as g., = g.5 + Ag.p, Where g.p
is the actual CSI, g,; is the estimated CSI and Ag,; is the
estimation error of the CSI with ||Ag.s|| < pg,.. Although
the DoA angular estimation has a cumulative error effect on
the CSI error’s variance, the error distribution of the DoA is
independent of the distribution of the CSI error.

Thence, we aim to maximize the lower bound of the
received SINR by designing the phase shifts of the DMA
elements and antenna weights. The problem for maximization
of the SINR under uncertainty is formulated as

Puw'®(8,) © A(8
P11 :max min
ww Ag.,A0. PilwH®(0,) © A0,
st |lwm|=1,m=1---M,
[Ag:sll < pg,z, |26 < po,z,
|wim " T8(8;)8;0|* < &|wm ™ TE(8) ab|,m =1+ M,
wmyn:{ew7¢eq/}vnzl...N’mzl...M.

)gab|
i)8jbl? + 0%

(18a)

where the third inequality constrains every antenna’s jamming-
to-signal ratio in order to retain the legitimate signals, and &
is a system parameter related to the LSB and quantization bits
of the ADC. It is evident that P; is a non-convex problem due
to the quadratic fractional form coupled with the Hadamard
product, and is further complicated by the infinite constraints
caused by the estimation errors.

To tackle the difficulty and complexity of dealing with the
discrete phase shift, we propose the closest optimal scheme
by approximating the continuous phase shift. From now on,
the received power of the signal and jamming in the objective
function can be transformed into

IWH‘I>(0 ) © A(8:)ga|

_|Z wiTs(0

where (a) is derived from the second equation of Lemma 1
and merging the weighted values of the array elements into
the DMA phase shifts.

19)

dZCLg( ( ))(gzb+Agzb)|

Next, we transform the estimation errors into more manage-
able forms. For the pattern error, it can be simplified as

8(6. + A8.,)

— [e—jkorl Sin(éz"'Aéz)’ ... o—Jkorn sin(éz—i—Aéz)]T

e (20)

3

(i) 5(0 ) [ —jkorlAéz’ 7e—jk0rNAéz]T’

where (a) is approximated with sin(@ + Af) =
sin(f) cos(Af) + cos()sin(Af) =~ sin(d) + Af when
A6 is small. Similarly, we can rewrite the array steering
errors as

am(éz + Aéz) ~ am(éz) ® [e—jkodmAéz]T_ (1)

By unifying the errors, the coupling part in (19) can be
transformed into

5(0_z)diag(amH(0_ZZ) i
= (En(A0,) O J(OZ))dmg(amH(ez)),

[efjko(f’lerm)Aéz
)

(22)

where 5,,(A8,) = 7e*j2ko(TN+dm)A0~z]T'

Apparently, the multiplicative error matrix caused by the DoA
estimation error is difficult to optimize. Here we approximate
the error with Taylor expansions as

eijkO(T"erm)Agz =14+ jkO(Tn + dm)Aez + €5, (23)

i 1 n
where 5 = > (—.7ko(rn:<|im)aoz)

n=2
order quantities gradually converge to 0 and can be omitted.
The combined error matrix is transformed into

=(A0.)
=En«r + [j27T(T‘1 + dm)/)\Aez,jQF(TN + dm)/)\ABZ]
=Enuxr + [127(r1 + dm) /N, 527 (N + dm) /AT AB.,

. The subsequent high

where E . is the full 1 matrix. By substituting (24) into
(22), we have

E,.(A0,) ©8(0.) = 8(0.) + Ad,.(6.).

(25)



P,vAT(D(6,) + AD(04))A(04)(Gap + AGap)|2

¥= min — = 28)
A0:AG Pi[vET(D(0;) + AD(6;))A(0;)(Gj» + AGj)| + 07
b= Al D P;[vAT(D(8;) + AD(6;))A(0;)(Gjp + AG )] (29)
max -y
st. min P, [vIT(D(6,)+AD(0,))A(0,)(Gap+AGa)> > b
A0, AG,p
max  Pj[v?T(D(8;) + AD(8,))A(6;)(G»+AGy)[* < b—0o2,
A@j,AGjb
AdEE VP, T(D(6;) + AD(6;))A(8;)(Gjp + AGy))|
< i EVvIP,,T(D(0,) + AD(6,)A(0,)(Gap + AGap)|,m=1---M

vl =1,n=1---

NM,

”AszH <VMpy,, ”AHZH < P5,z-

Note that the length of each heterogeneous antenna will
not be greater than the spacing between the arrays, so r; <

- < ry < dy. By relaxing the estimation error of the DMA
elements, the equivalent pattern error is defined as

A8, (6.) = 8(0.)R. mdiag(AG.), (26)

with R, = jkodm+i1Ir.xr,. For convenience, we
straighten the phase shift vectors into one vector, i.e. v =
(Wi, wy P e CVM*L Similarly, we use the char-

acteristicAof the block matrix and rewrite the maAtrices in
(19) as T = blockdiag(T,---,T) € CNMXNM_A(9,) =

M
diag([al(@,),--- ,all(0,)]) € CML:xML: and G, =
g ... gl ¢ CMEL-x1 The RHA steering matrix is

M
D(OZ) = blogkdzag(6(02)7 76(0z)) c CN]WXMLZ and
—

M
steering error matrix AD(6,) € CNM*ML= jg defined by

AD(HZ) = diag(A(sl (Gz)a e

M

L A83(6.)) = D(6.)R.AD,

(27)
where R, = blockdiag(R. 1,---R. ) and AB, = Ij1,q @
diag(AB.). And the CSI error matrix is extended as AG,, =
[Agfbv T 7Aggy]H € CME=x1,

M
By introducing two variables with in (28) and (29), P; is
transformed into (30).
Then, we relax the angle estimation error in constraint (30b).
There is

min [v? T(D(6,) + AD(84))A(84) (Gap + AGip) [
= min VITD(0,)A(6,)(Gap + AGap) (31)

+vITD(60,)RaAB,A(60,)(Gap + AGay)|>.

In particular, the order can be swapped with the subsequent

diagonal matrix as

vITD(0,)R.A0,A(6,)(Gap + AGgp)
= vITD(0,)A(0.)Ra(diag(Gay) A8 + diag(AGq,)AB,)
W VHTD(0,)A (8.)Rudiag(Gay) Ab,,

(32)
where (a) comes from the fact that the terms multiplied by the
two error terms are relatively small and thus are ignored. By
substituting (32) into the second part, (31) is converted into

Iglén |VH{[\‘D(0a)A(0a)(Gab+AGab+ﬁadiag(Gab)Aéa)|2.
’ (33)

Similarly, the constraints in (30b), (30c) and (30d) are
transformed into

min P [vITD(0,)A(0,)(Gap+AGay+AG,)[?

AG.p,A0,
> b,

sdax, PvITD(0,)A(0;)(Gy + MGy +AG;)

§b—a,2”

adimx, VP, TD(6;)A(6;)(Gj» + AG;,+AG,)| <

min_ ¢VvI P, TD(04)A(00)(Gap + AGar+AG,)),

AGap,A0,
m=1---M.

where AG, = f{zdiag(sz)Aéz). Then we introduce a SDR
variable with V = vv# and the constraint (34a) is equal to

VITD(0,)A(0.)(Gap + AGau+AG,)|?

~ H
= AG"u,bHQabAc'}u,b + (Gab+AGa) QabAGab
+ AG w7 Qup(Gap+AG,) + cap,

(35)

where Qu = A(0,)7D(6,)"THVTD(0,)A(8,) and
Cap = (Gab—i—Aéa)HQab(Gab—i-Aéa). Further, we intro-
duce S-procedure for handling the norm-constraint problems.

Lemma 2: (S-procedure) There are a set of functions with
gr(z) = xTQpx+qx+x"q+c, k € 1,2, for the Hermitian
matrix Qi € C*E g € CF and ¢ € R. Then, the implication



0411 + Qab QabGab
G%Qa}) GbeabGab - Vb/(Pa)A_ a1p97a2
diag(GaHb)RQab diag(Gg)RQabGab
asl — Qyy —-Q1Gjp
G Qi b/P; — G{{QabGjp — a2pg,;
—diag(Gﬁ))Rij —diag(Gﬁ,)RijGjb
nl,mI + gQab,m gQab,mG
gGaHanb,m Cm — N2,m
0 _ij,mG]b

n2.m
(Po,joi+pg,i)*

Qabf{diag(G b)

— Bipe.a> aandezag(G b) =0. (40)
dmg(GaHb)RQadezag( p) — il
—ijRC{iag(Gjb)
— Bapo. > 7bQ7deiag(G b) =0. (41)
—diag(G ]b)RQJdewg( ib) — B21
0
G Qjb,m = 0,Ym e {1,---M}. (43)

I- ij,m

92(X) < 0 = ¢1(X) < 0holds if and only if there exists & > 0
satisfying

{ Q aq (36)

(h 1

] {Q2 a2

]to.
Q2 C2

Based on Lemma 2, by defining (35) and (30f) as g1 (AGas)
and g2(AGyp), respectively, we have

arlyxr, +I9ab Qub(Gap +AG,) -0
(Gab+AGa) Qab Cab — Vb/(Pa) - alp;a -
HABaH < Po,a-

(37)
To handle the angular error, we introduce Lemma 3 as
Lemma 3: For D = 0 and H;,j = 1,--- ,6 satisfy the
following inequality

H; H> + H3;X
H H, + X"H; = 0,
(Ho + LX) g 1 X HGX
VX :I-XADX -0,
(38)
They are equivalent to the following inequality
H, H, H; 0 0 O
HY Hy HY | -] 0 I 0 | =0. (39
HY H; Hg 0 0D

where f is an auxiliary variable, O and I are zero matrix and
identity matrix with specific dimensions.

Using Lemma 3, the constraint (37) is further transformed
into (40). Similarly, the constraint (34b) is identical to (41).

For the constraint (34c), the effect caused by array errors
on one heterogeneous antenna can be normalized. Thus, the
total equivalent error is defined as AG, , = diag(sz)Aéz +
AGp, with [|[AGy ;|| < po,-0-+ pg,- by bring the expectation
of the norm of the path gain. According to the Lemma 2, the
constraint is transformed into

nl,mI + Qab,m Qab,m(Gab)
H
(Gab)” Qab,m = M,m(P6,a0= + Pg,a)

where Q.. = A(6.)7D(0,) P PETHVTP,,D(0.)A(8.)
and e,, = ((Gjb—FAGt_’j)Hij_’m(Gjb + AGtﬂj)) —
£ GabH Qab’mGabH . The LMI inequality is further rewritten
as (43) by Lemma 3, where C,, = éGabHQab_,mGab —
Git" Qjb.mGjp — M.m(p6.00a + Pg.a)?-

=0, (42)

Using the SDR method for the constraint (30e), the optimal
problem finally becomes

PLQ .

max 7,
V,a,3,m,b

|Vnn| = l,n = 17.. . ,NM,V t O,Tank(V) = 17
sy BayNem > 0,V2z € {1,2},Vm € {1,--- M},
(40), (41), (43).

(44)

Since the problem is non-convex caused by the rank-1
constraint and coupling of target v and variable b, we propose
an alternating optimization method to handle it. Without the
rank-1 constraint, the problem P; 5 is an SDP problem that
can be solved by the interior-point method with fixed . And
the optimal SINR and the corresponding V' can be alternatively
updated by a bisection search. When the obtained V is rank-1,
the optimal continuous phase shifts can be given directly by
the eigenvalue decomposition. Otherwise, a Gaussian random-
ization method [33] with sufficient sampling can be used to
generate a set of rank-1 solutions that approximate the optimal
value.

After that, we can map the continuous phase shifts to
the discrete ones by the minimum norm distance. Since the
discrete and continuous phase shifts are modulo 1, the distance
between them can be described as the degree of offset in com-
plex coordinates. Therefore, the optimal discrete phase shift
for one element can be given by w??! = arg max |wsPt, + wp|

for w, = {e¥ 4 € ¥}. However, simple mappmg can not
give the best results. In fact, the discrete phase shifts consist of
both element’s phase shift and weighted value on the antenna.
The optimization problem is

max

W ,Wm,n

opt
Z|wp + Win@m,nl, (45)

{e-w,z/J €V}, |wn|=1.

S.t. Wy =

Although the solution to this problem may not be glob-
ally optimal due to the nonlinear mapping of the steer-
ing vectors, a small-scale search on this basis can be very
close to the optimal value. For (45), it is divided into two
problems. For the fixed wy,, the optimal discrete phase
shift can be solved by (44). Then the values of w,, are
searched under fixed @y, ». The objective function is equal to



N . - opt

ST (1 4 /Pt =¥il)) | where py, is the phase of the
n=1
weighted value. Therefore, the problem is transformed into

N
min
Pm

|pm + /lzmn - "/Jfrzgtn ’
‘ T P, (46)

s.t. pm € [-7/28,7/2P].

The problem is equivalent to finding the shortest sum of
distances to all points, and has a closed-form solution with

1 N
— opt __ 7 .
Pm Nn§:1 1/}m,n 1Z)m,n

The sub-optimal discrete phase shifts and weighted values
are obtained by repeating this process. It can be demonstrated
that the gap between the discrete phase shifts and the optimal
continuous phase shifts only decreases during each iteration.

(47)

C. Overall algorithm

The alternating optimization algorithm is given in Algorithm
1. During the iteration, the target SINR is updated by the
bisection search. The lower bound of the search scope is set
as 0 and the upper bound is set as

P2,

2
On

A(0a)]%]18an]?

max

48
_ P,M>N?L,? (%)

= =

In each iteration, the target SINR is set as v = (Vymin +
Ymaz)/2- In the inner layer optimization, the optimal contin-
uous phase shifts are obtained by solving problem P; ». If a
feasible solution is found, the search range is extended to the
range between the current SINR and its maximum value. The
process is then repeated to determine the maximum feasible
SINR value. In the outer layer, given the optimal continu-
ous phase shifts, the optimal weighted values of antennas
and discrete phase shifts of DMA elements are obtained by
iterative updating. For the computational complexity of the
proposed robust algorithm, the complexity mainly comes from
the SDP problems in (44). According to [34], the complexity
for solving (44) is given by O(V13'5logy%) where V| =
N2M? +2M + 4 is the number of variables to be optimized.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical results to evaluate
the advantage of the RHA in terms of the transmission
performance and robustness in the finite multipath scattering
environment.

A. Simulation Setting

Unless otherwise specified, the simulation parameters are
set as follows: The receiver receives 4 multipaths from both
the transmitter and the jammer, with their respective DoAs
randomly distributed in the range of [-90, 90] degrees relative
to the normal line of the array. The noise power is set to -
90dBm. For simplicity without loss of generality, we ignore

Algorithm 1 Proposed algorithm for solving problem P;

Initialization: Set the maximum number of iterations Lq, the
tolerance thresholds x and €,and the searching range with
Ymin = 0 and Ymqer in (48). Initialize weighted value wy,
Il =1 and E(® = 0. Obtain the estimation of DoA and CSI.

: while V00 — Ymin > & do

1
2 Yopt = ('szn + F)/max)/2

3 Substitute o, into (44);

4: if (44) is feasiable then

5: Ymin = Yopt, and store the optimal V;
6

7

8

9

else
Ymaz = 'Yopt;
end if
: end while
10: v is derived by the eigenvalue decomposition of V;
11: Substitute w(® and v into (46) and obtain w(*) and the
sum of the distance E(V);
12: while £(1) — E(h=1 > ¢ and I; < L, do
13: lh=0h1+1;
14: calculate w() with (47);
15: Substitute w('*) and v into (46) and obtain w’*) and
the sum of the distance E(ll);
16: end while
17: Output: w0 = w(1) and wPt = W),
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Fig. 3. Receiving SINR versus jamming power

the fading of individual multipaths and model them uniformly
as the multipaths’ power arriving at the receiver, i.e. the power
of the signal paths and the jamming paths are 20dB and 40dB
to the noise power, respectively. Following the settings in [35],
each heterogeneous antenna in the RHA contains 8 elements
spaced at \/4, and the array consists of 4 antennas spaced at
2.5, For the DMA elements, each element is controlled by 3
bits with 8 states, which are uniformly distributed in the phase
shift range. The waveguide parameters are set to o; = 0.1 and
B¢ = 2mngf/c with guide index n, = 2.5. The simulation
results are obtained by 5000 Monte Carlo simulations.

B. The Influence of Different System Parameters

To compare the capability in jamming immunity between
RHA and ULA, we first eliminate the effect of estimation
errors and focus on the influence of the array architecture and
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system parameters on the SINR. Fig.3 compares the SINR
of different array structure without estimation errors under
different jamming power. It can be observed that the proposed
RHA scheme consistently outperforms a 32-element ULA with
the same array aperture in the continuous case and significantly
exceeds an 8-element ULA with the same antenna gain. In the
discrete case, the SINR of the RHA with M =8 N =4 is
always higher than that of a 32-element ULA, demonstrating
the effectiveness of the proposed RHA. In particular, when
the jamming power is high, the SINR of a ULA decreases
rapidly while the proposed RHA maintains a high SINR. This
is because the RHA can process signals before the RF link to
ensure that signals are not submerged in the ADC sampling,
whereas conventional homogeneous arrays cannot. At the same
time, it can be observed that the RHA with M = 8§ N =4
has a higher SINR when the jamming power is low. However,
the RHA with M = 4, N = 8 performs better when the
jamming power is high. This also indicates that different
RHA configuration modes must be designed according to the
environmental conditions to better eliminate jamming.

We simulate the number of elements on each antenna
under a fixed aperture. In the ideal scenario, we ignore the
actual physical dimensions and mutual coupling effects of
the elements. Under these conditions, the SINR of the RHA
increases linearly with the number of elements and at a much
faster rate than the ULA. However, as the number of elements
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— # —M=4 N=8 Discrete RHA
M=4 N=4 Continuous RHA
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—A—N=32 ULA =%
35 N=8 ULA - .
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Fig. 6. Receiving SINR versus the number of multipaths

increases, the gap between discrete and continuous phase shifts
also increases. This is due to the inability of discrete phase
shifts to achieve sufficient DoF, resulting in a reduced growth
rate. In reality, it is not possible to achieve infinite performance
improvement by increasing the number of elements within
a finite range due to physical constraints such as electronic
components and mutual coupling. Therefore, we consider a
more realistic scenario and simulate the coupling between
elements. The mutual coupling effect is obtained through
CST simulation and modeled as the power of electromagnetic
waves emitted from one element to other elements, i.e. S21
parameter. The actual energy that can be radiated outward is
calculated using the input energy and the S21 parameter of
the element. Under these conditions, the SINR still increases
rapidly when the number of elements is small. However, when
the number of elements reaches 8, the rate of increase slows
significantly and eventually approaches an upper bound.

Fig. 5 illustrates the relationship between SINR and the
number of antennas in the array. Two baselines are established:
a ULA with an equivalent number of antennas (i.e., SM
antennas) and a ULA with an equivalent aperture gain (i.e.,
M antennas with /8 amplitude gain). For all algorithms, the
SINR increases with the number of arrays. The SINR of the
M = 32 ULA is comparable to that of the discrete RHA but
lower than that of the continuous RHA. However, adding array
elements to the RHA incurs a lower cost than adding them to
a traditional ULA. In other words, a heterogeneous antenna
with one RF chain is equivalent to several antennas with RF
chains in the ULA. This implies that the energy efficiency and
hardware requirements of the RHA are significantly lower than
those of a ULA.

Fig.6 illustrates the impact of varying the number of multi-
paths on the SINR. We set the same number of signal and
jamming multipaths and change them simultaneously. The
SINR increases as the number of multipaths increases, and
the RHA exhibits a more rapid rate of increase compared
to the ULA with an equivalent number of array elements.
Furthermore, increasing the value of N can effectively enhance
the resolution capability for multipaths, thereby improving the
SINR. Notably, a discrete RHA with M = 4, N = 8 can
achieve an SINR comparable to that of a ULA comprising
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32 elements. However, as the number of multipaths further
increase, the ULA becomes susceptible to the ADC blocking
problem, resulting in a slower increase rate.

C. Transmission Performance with Estimation error

Further, we compared the performance of several algorithms
in the presence of estimation errors to verify the effectiveness
and robustness of the schemes.

For aligning the effects caused by the errors, we fix the
error coefficients as p, = 0.1 and py = 0.1. Among these
algorithms, the nRobust scheme treats the estimation results
as the perfect with no estimation error. The compared Robust
ULA scheme refers to the robust algorithm presented in [36],
which only considers CSI estimation errors.

In Fig.7(a), the proposed scheme exhibits a higher average
SINR compared to the other scheme when P; is large. As P;
increases, the SINR of nRobust rapidly declines. The Robust
ULA scheme also rapidly deteriorates due to its inability to
account for the influence of DoA estimation errors. Ultimately,
the proposed robust scheme is able to maintain a certain SINR
as the jamming power increases, and exhibits a significantly
slower downward trend compared to the other two baselines. In
Fig.7(b), we further compare the minimum SINR provided by
different schemes. The results indicate that the proposed robust
scheme consistently delivers the highest minimum SINR,
followed by the Robust ULA scheme. While the nRobust
scheme is unable to guarantee a minimum SINR under varying
jamming power conditions. Additionally, the minimum SINR
achieved by our proposed robust algorithm decreases slowly
and is capable of withstanding stronger jamming. Further, we
conduct a comparative analysis of the feasibility probability
(FP) of several schemes in Fig.7(c). FP is defined as

PF—ZP{

which refers to the probability that the solution satisfies the
blocking constraints specified in (18) under 5000 simula-
tions. The results indicate that the proposed scheme exhibits
the highest FP, thereby minimizing the occurrence of ADC
blocking issues. In contrast, the FP of the non-robust scheme
rapidly declines and falls below 50% when the jamming power
exceeds 40 dB, significantly impairing the communication
performance.

|win T8 (0a )8t
jwm TT8(0;)8|*

> &Y (49)

Fig.8(a) depicts the SINR under varying levels of estimation
error. For the DoA estimation error, values of pp = 0.02 and
po = 0.1 are equal to 1 degree and 5 degrees angle deviation,
respectively. When the DoA and CSI estimation errors are
small, several schemes exhibit good performance. However,
as the CSI estimation error increases, the SINR of the non-
robust scheme rapidly declines, while the Robust ULA scheme
and the proposed scheme maintain similar SINR levels. An
increase in the DoA estimation error results in a weakening of
the SINR for all schemes. Nonetheless, the decrease observed
in the proposed scheme is the smallest and its SINR ultimately
stabilizes at a higher level. The Robust ULA and non-robust
schemes do not account for DoA estimation errors, leading to
a more pronounced decline in SINR. In Fig.8(b), we observe
that the proposed scheme consistently guarantees a higher
minimum SINR. In contrast, other schemes exhibit a rapid
decline in minimum SINR as the estimation error increases.
With respect to feasible probability in Fig.8(c), the proposed
scheme maintains a feasible probability exceeding 96% under
different DoA and CSI estimation errors. The Robust ULA
scheme exhibits a slightly lower feasible probability compared
to the proposed scheme, while the non-robust scheme rapidly
decreases as the error increases, eventually resulting in a large
number of blocking events.

Finally, we comprehensively evaluated the performance of
the entire system in Fig.9. We incorporated the DoA and
CSI estimation results into algorithms to determine the final
weights and phase shifts. The results in Fig.9(a) indicate that
the SINR of the proposed RHA antenna consistently outper-
forms that of the conventional ULA. This can be attributed
to the higher estimation accuracy achieved by the proposed
RHA, which in turn yields a greater improvement in SINR.
When the jamming and signal powers are similar, the non-
robust scheme is capable of achieving a satisfactory SINR.
However, as the jamming power increases, the SINR achieved
by the robust algorithm remains higher for most jamming
power levels. Fig.9(b) further illustrates that the minimum
SINR of the proposed scheme is consistently the highest, while
the lower bounds of other schemes rapidly decline and are
unable to guarantee a stable SINR. The FPs of various schemes
are presented in Fig.9(c). The results indicate that the FP of
ULA rapidly decreases before the jamming power is 30 dB
and falls below 50% after 40 dB, resulting in a pessimistic
SINR. In contrast, the non-robust RHA exhibits a higher FP
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Fig. 9. System performance under different jamming power

compared to ULA when the jamming power is low. However,
it is susceptible to DoA estimation errors, which can also lead
to ADC blocking events. The robust scheme demonstrates the
highest FP and maintains a probability of over 0.8 of not being
blocked after the jamming power is greater than 30 dB.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigate a DMA-based RHA architec-
ture to improve anti-jamming capabilities in finite scattering
environments. By changing the antenna pattern, RHA provides
new gains in estimation and jamming immunity. Specifically,
we propose a DOA and CSI estimation method for signal
and jamming based on RHA. Then the phase shifts of the
DMA elements and the weights of the array elements are
jointly designed for maximizing SINR under estimation, and
an alternative algorithm is proposed to solve the non-convex
optimization problem. Simulation results demonstrate that the
proposed RHA schemes improve the received SINR in strong
jamming environments, which can be extended to MIMO and
hybrid precoding scenarios. Future work will focus on improv-
ing the anti-jamming performance of the system through joint
transceiver optimization and incorporation of RIS.
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