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UAV-IRS Assisted Covert Communication:
Introducing Uncertainty via Phase Shifting

Xinying Chen, Zheng Chang, Senior Member, IEEE, Mingqian Liu, Member, IEEE, Nan Zhao, Senior
Member, IEEE, Timo Hämäläinen, Senior Member, IEEE, and Duist Niyato, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—The line-of-sight (LoS) channels introduced by un-
manned aerial vehicle (UAV) may lead to the threat of being
detected, and thus fail the covert communication. This can
be solved by intelligent reflection surface (IRS) to introduce
additional randomness. In this letter, we propose a novel scheme
via a UAV carrying an IRS to establish air-ground links to
assist the covert transmission, where the phase shifts of IRS
are randomized to preserve the covertness. In addition, the
legitimate receiver can act as a jammer in the full-duplex mode to
defuse the detection of a warden. An optimal detection threshold
and the corresponding error detection probability are derived.
Under this worst situation, the optimal transmit-to-jamming
ratio is obtained to maximize the achievable transmission rate.
Simulation results are presented to show the effectiveness of the
proposed UAV-IRS assisted covert communication scheme.

Index Terms—Covert communication, intelligent reflecting sur-
face, random phase shifting, unmanned aerial vehicle.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless links can result in the leakage of information.
Different from physical layer security and encryption prevent-
ing decoding of malicious users, covert communication can
provide another direction to realize the secure transmission
[1]. In covert communications, the transmitter adopts different
strategies to guarantee that the received signal varies randomly
at the warden, and the covertness can be achieved. The very
fundamental research in [2] has brought the blooming of covert
communication related research, in which Bash et al. derived
the square root limits. After this, a lot of research has been
conducted regarding the practical scenarios [3], [4]. In [3],
Chen et al. investigated the covert communication with the
uncertain location of warden. In [4], Zheng et al. proposed
to realize covert communication with the help of dynamically
selected friendly jammers. Nevertheless, the channel may be
blocked when the users are on the ground.

Unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) has emerged as a potential
multifunctional platform, owing to its characteristics of high
mobility [5], easy configuration [6], and low cost [7], through
which covert communication can overcome the terrestrial

X. Chen and N. Zhao are with the School of Information and Communi-
cation Engineering, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian 116024, China
(e-mail: cxy@mail.dlut.edu.cn; zhaonan@dlut.edu.cn).
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blockage and provide better transmission [6], [8], [9]. Yan
et al. utilized the UAV as a transmitter in [8] to conduct the
covert communication, where the location and transmit power
were jointly optimized to guarantee the covertness. Chen et al.
applied a UAV relay in [6] to assist the covert transmission,
where the covertness performance was investigated with Ri-
cian channel fading. In [9], Jiang et al. utilized the mobility of
UAV to introduce randomness to Willie to achieve the covert
transmission with terrestrial users.

However, the air-ground line-of-sight (LoS) links can not
only benefit the legitimate transmission but also be lever-
aged by malicious wardens, leading to the deterioration or
even failure of covert communications. Intelligent reflection
surface (IRS) can tune the channel gains by adjusting the
phase shifting matrix [10], [11]. It can be deployed near the
transmitter to achieve a higher channel gain via adjusting
its phase reflection coefficients without extra active relaying
power required [12]–[14]. Therefore, the IRS carried by UAV
can help to overcome the channel blockage and improve
received signal power at each receiver in covert communi-
cations [5], [15], [16]. Lu et al. discussed different functions
of IRS in covert communications in [5]. In [15], Wang et
al. employed a UAV-IRS in a covert communication network
to overcome the channel blockage between Alice and Bob,
where the location uncertainty of Willie was investigated.
In [16], Tatar Mamaghani and Hong studied the IRS-aided
covert communication in a Terahertz UAV network, where
the transmit and jamming power was randomized to introduce
uncertainty to avoid detection.

Except for the advantages mentioned above, IRS can also
be utilized to introduce randomness to the warden via ran-
domizing its phase shifting matrix. This can help to overcome
the risk brought by the LoS channels. In this letter, a UAV-
IRS assisted covert communication scheme with a full-duplex
receiver as the jammer is proposed, in which the random
phase shifting matrix is randomly generated to introduce
uncertainty. First, we analyze the error detection probability at
the warden under the random phase shifts. Then, we derive the
optimal detection threshold and the corresponding minimum
error detection probability. Finally, we obtained the optimal
transmit-to-jamming power ratio to maximize the achievable
rate while meeting the covertness constraint.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider that an IRS carried by a UAV is utilized to assist
the covert communication from Alice to Bob to overcome
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Fig. 1. UAV-IRS assisted covert communication.

the channel blockage, as shown in Fig. 1, where the direct
channels from Alice to Bob and Willie are both blocked.
Meanwhile, the IRS can leverage its phase shifts to introduce
uncertainty to Willie. Assume that Alice a transmits to Bob
b with the help of IRS r while avoiding the detection of
Willie w, where the IRS is equipped on a UAV hovering
at its lowest height H without blocks from other receivers.
Owing to the multiplication of double path losses, i.e., from
Alice to IRS and from IRS to Bob, the received signal will
experience severe attenuation. A smaller composite path loss
can be achieved when the IRS is closer to either Alice or Bob.
Thus, we deploy the IRS just above Alice. Alice, Bob, Willie
and IRS are located at La = (xa, ya, za), Lb = (xb, yb, 0),
Lw = (xw, yw, 0), and Lr = (xa, ya, H), respectively.

Assume that Alice is equipped with a single transmit
antenna and Willie has a single receiving antenna. Bob is
equipped with two antennas, one for receiving and the other
for jamming. He works in the full-duplex mode as a jammer to
prevent Alice from being detected by Willie. Bob is jamming
with the power of Pb, which also results in ϕPb interference at
himself. 0 < ϕ ≤ 1 represents the portion of self-interference
that cannot be eliminated. On the other hand, the IRS has
N reflection elements, and its reflection matrix is denoted as
Θ = diag(ejθ1 , . . . , ejθN), where θi is the phase shift of the ith
element. To guarantee the covertness of Alice’s transmission,
the IRS is designed to change its phase shifting matrix
randomly, and we have Θii ∼ CN (0, 1), i = {1, . . . , N}.

Assume that all of the air-ground channels follow LoS as

hij =

√
ρ0
dαij

gij , ij ∈ {ar, rw, rb}, (1)

where ρ0 is the reference power gain at the distance of 1 m,
dij denotes the distance between i and j, α is the air-ground
path-loss exponent, and gij represents the link vector between
i and j, i.e., grw ∈ C1×N , grb ∈ C1×N and gar ∈ CN×1.
In addition, we have |gijk | = 1, k = {1, . . . , N}. The channel
coefficient between Bob and Willie follows the large-scale path
loss and quasi-static small-scale block Rayleigh fading, which
can be described as

hbw =

√
ρ0

d
αg

bw

gbw, (2)

where gbw follows a complex Gaussian distribution with zero
mean and unit variance. hbb denotes the self-interference
channel gain at Bob with |hbb| = 1. Owing to the LoS
channels, we assume that hrw, hrb and har are known at each
node.

Alice transmits the signal x[n] to Bob during each time slot
with the transmit power Pa on the probability of π1, and Bob
constantly emits the jamming signal xb[n] with the power Pb,
where E(|x[n]|) = 1 and E(|xb[n]|) = 1. Thus, the received
signal at Bob can be described as

yb[n] =
√
PahrbΘharx[n] +

√
ϕPbhbbxb[n] + nb[n], (3)

where nb[n] ∼ CN (0, σ2
b ) is the additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN) received at Bob and follows.
Accordingly, the received signal-to-interference-plus-noise

ratio (SINR) at Bob can be expressed as

γb =
Pa|hrbΘhar|2

ϕPb|hbb|2 + σ2
b

, (4)

and the achievable transmission rate Rb from Alice to Bob
can be denoted as

Rb = log (1 + γb). (5)

On the other hand, the received signal at Willie is under
two conditions, which are H1 when Alice is transmitting and
H0 when Alice is being silent. Thus, it can be described as

yw[n]=

{√
PahrwΘharx[n]+

√
Pbhbwxb[n]+nw[n], H1,√

Pbhbwxb[n]+nw[n], H0,
(6)

where nw[n] is the AWGN at Bob following nw[n] ∼
CN (0, σ2

w). Without loss of generality, we assume that σ2
b =

σ2
w = σ2.

III. HYPOTHESIS DETECTION AT WILLIE

Willie monitors the received power Pw and makes the
decision on whether Alice is transmitting or not by comparing
Pw with the preset detection threshold τ . If the received power
Pw is higher than τ , Willie confirms that Alice is transmitting
(D1). Otherwise, Willie considers that Alice is being silent
(D0). The decision rule can be expressed as

Pw = lim
K→∞

1

K

K∑
n=1

|yw[k]|2
D1

≷
D0

τ, (7)

where Pw can be derived as

Pw =

{
Pa|hrwΘhar|2 + Pb|hbw|2 + σ2, H1,

Pb|hbw|2 + σ2, H0.
(8)

Thus, besides the channel noise, the uncertainties can be
generated by both the random phase shifting of IRS and the
jamming signal from Bob.

Then, the probability distribution of Pw is analyzed in
Lemma 1 under the two cases of H0 and H1.

Lemma 1: The probability density function (PDF) of Pw−
σ2 can be derived as

f(z) =


λaλb

(
e−λbz − e−λaz

)
λa − λb

, H1,

λbe
−λbz, H0,

(9)



3

where z = Pw − σ2.

Proof. As we can see from (8), both hrw and har are fixed
while Θii follows the complex Gaussian distribution. In addi-
tion, based on the linear algebra, |hrwΘhar|2 can be changed
into

|hrwΘhar|2 = |[Θ11,Θ22, . . . ,ΘNN ] diag (hrw)har|2

= |θharw|2,
(10)

where θ = [Θ11,Θ22, . . . ,ΘNN ] and harw = diag (hrw)har.
According to the distribution of Θii, we can obtain the
distribution of Pa|hrwΘhar|2 as

Pa|hrwΘhar|2 ∼ exp

(
1

ρ0

dα
rw

ρ0

dα
ar
Paλ

)
= exp (λa) , (11)

where λ = |diag (grw) gar|2 is fixed.
Similarly, owing to hbw ∼ CN (0, 1), the distribution of

Pb|hbw|2 can be concluded as

Pb|hbw|2 ∼ exp

(
1

Pb
ρ0

d
αg
bw

)
= exp (λb) . (12)

Thus, the PDF of Pw−σ2 under the case H0 can be presented
as

f(z) = λbe
−λbz (H0). (13)

Accordingly, the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of
Pw − σ2 under the case H1 can be calculated as1

F (z) =

∫ z

0

∫ −A+z

0

f(A)f(B) dAdB

= 1− λae
−λbz − λae

−λaz

λa − λb
,

(14)

where z = A+B, A = Pa|hrwΘhar|2 and B = Pb|hbw|2.
Then, we can derive the first-order derivative of F (z) with

respect to z as

f(z) =
λaλb

(
e−λbz − e−λaz

)
λa − λb

(H1). (15)

Lemma 1 is proved.

Furthermore, Willie may make mistakes when performing
the detection, owing to the uncertainty brought by the legiti-
mate system. There are two types of detection mistakes, i.e.,
false alarm (FA) and miss detection (MD). The probability
of FA α is defined as that even though Alice is transmitting,
Willie decides that Alice is being silent D0 according to the
received power. On the other hand, the MD probability β is
that when Alice is being silent, Willie decides that there is
transmission going on D1. Thus, the error detection probability
ξ can be concluded as the probability summation of FA and
MD as

ξ = α+ β = π1P{D1|H0}+ (1− π1)P{D0|H1}, (16)

where P{c|d} represents the probability of c being true under
the condition of d.

1The probability of λa = λb is extremely small, which is not discussed
here.

According to Lemma 1 and the definition of FA, we can
calculate α as

α = P{D0|H1} = P{Pw ≥ τ |H0}

= P{Pb|hbw|2 + σ2 ≥ τ} = e−λb(τ−σ2).
(17)

On the other hand, the probability of Willie making MD
can be calculated as

P{D1|H0} = P{Pw ≤ τ |H0}
= P{Pa|hrwΘhar|2 + Pb|hbw|2 + σ2 ≤ τ}

=
λaλb

λa − λb

(
− 1

λb
e−λbx +

1

λa
e−λax

)∣∣∣∣τ−σ2

0

= 1 +
λbe

−λa(τ−σ2) − λae
−λb(τ−σ2)

λa − λb
.

(18)

Then, we analyze the error detection probability at Willie
and obtain the optimal power detection threshold in Proposi-
tion 1.

Proposition 1: The optimal detection threshold τ∗ of Willie
can be concluded as

τ∗ =
log λa − log λb

λa − λb
+ σ2, (19)

and the consequent optimal error detection probability ξ∗ can
be described as

ξ∗ = 1− t
1

1−t , (20)

where t = λb

λa
.

Proof. Willie needs to adjust the detection threshold τ prop-
erly to minimize his error detection probability ξ. To derive
the optimal τ , we analyze the monotonicity of ξ. With the
definitions in (16), (17) and (18), we have the first-order
derivative of ξ with respect to τ as

ξ′(τ) =
λaλb

λa − λb

(
e−λb(τ−σ2) − e−λa(τ−σ2)

)
− λbe

−λb(τ−σ2).

(21)

According to the definitions of λa and λb in (11) and (12),
respectively, when ξ′(τ) ≥ 0, we have

τ ≥ log λa − log λb

λa − λb
+ σ2. (22)

Therefore, we can know that ξ decreases when τ ≤ τ∗, while
increasing when τ ≥ τ∗. Then, we can conclude that when
τ = τ∗ as shown in (19), the minimum ξ can be derived as
(20).

According to Proposition 1, Willie can change his detection
threshold, which does not have to be the optimal value listed
in (19). However, the optimal one in (19) can lead to the
minimum error detection probability, which is the worst case
for the legitimate system.

IV. COVERT COMMUNICATION STRATEGY

In this section, we analyze the maximum achievable trans-
mission rate of Alice with respect to the transmit-to-jamming
power ratio under the constraint of error detection probability
larger than 1− ϵ.
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A. Problem Formulation

We aim to maximize the achievable transmission rate via
jointly adjusting the transmit power of Alice and the jamming
power of Bob to guarantee the error detection probability at
Willie larger than 1− ϵ. Therefore, the optimization problem
can be formulated as

P 1: max
Pa,Pb

Rb (23a)

s.t. Pa ≤ Pamax , (23b)
Pb ≤ Pbmax , (23c)
ξ∗ ≥ 1− ϵ, (23d)

where Pamax
and Pbmax

are the maximum transmit and
jamming power, respectively. 1 − ϵ represents the minimum
allowed error detection threshold.

From the definition of Rb and ξ∗, we can see that both Rb

and ξ are related to Pa and Pb, leading to the coupling in the
optimization. Therefore, we first analyze the monotonicity of
Rb and ξ with respect to Pa and Pb, respectively.

The worst situation is when Willie can achieve his minimum
error detection probability as shown in (20). First, to guarantee
(23d), the minimum ξ needs to be larger than 1−ϵ. Therefore,
P 1 can be changed into

P 1.1: max
Pa,Pb

log

(
1 +

Pa|hrbΘhar|2

ϕPb|hbb|2 + σ2
b

)
(24a)

s.t. Pa ≤ Pamax , (24b)
Pb ≤ Pbmax , (24c)

1− t
1

1−t ≥ 1− ϵ. (24d)

The first-order derivative of Rb with respect to Pa can be
derived as

∂Rb

∂Pa
= − 1

1 + γb

|hrbΘhar|2

ϕPb|hbb|2 + σ2
b

, (25)

from which we can easily conclude that ∂Rb

Pa
≥ 0. This

indicates that Rb monotonically increases with Pa. To achieve
a higher Rb, a larger Pa is required.

Then, the first-order derivative of Rb with respect to Pb can
be derived as

∂Rb

∂Pb
=

1

1 + γb

Pa|hrbΘhar|2ϕ|hbb|2

(ϕPb|hbb|2 + σ2
b )

2 , (26)

where we can conclude that ∂Rb

Pb
≤ 0. This indicates that a

smaller Pb can lead to a higher Rb.
In conclusion, the achievable transmission rate Rb can be

increased by either increasing Pa or decreasing Pb.
On the other hand, we can analyze the monotonicity of ξ∗

with respect to Pa and Pb to evaluate their influence on ξ∗,
respectively. The first-order derivative of ξ∗ with respect to Pa

can be derived as

∂ξ∗

∂Pa
=

t
t

1−t (t− t ln t− 1)

(1− t)
2

ρ0λd
αg

bw

Pbdαrwd
α
ar

, (27)

where t
t

1−t (t−t ln t−1)

(1−t)2
≤ 0. Thus, we can conclude ∂ξ∗

∂Pa
≤ 0,

which indicates that ξ∗ monotonically decreases with Pa.
Then, the first-order derivative of ξ∗ with respect to Pb can

be expressed as

∂ξ∗

∂Pb
= − t

t
1−t (t− t ln t− 1)

(1− t)
2

Paρ0λd
αg

bw

P 2
b d

α
rwd

α
ar

. (28)

Similarly, we can conclude ∂ξ∗

∂Pb
≥ 0, which indicates that

ξ∗ increases with Pb. Therefore, to increase ξ∗, we need to
increase Pb or to decrease Pa.

After the above monotonicity analysis, we can derive the
optimal solution to P 1.1, as given in Proposition 2.

Proposition 2: The optimal Pa-to-Pb ratio for P 1.1 can be
expressed as (

Pa

Pb

)∗

=
dαrwd

α
ar

ρ0λd
αg

bw

ξ∗−1 (1− ϵ) , (29)

where ξ∗−1 (1− ϵ) denotes the reverse function of ξ∗ (t) =
1− ϵ.

Proof. We can observe that ξ∗ decreases with Pa

Pb
while Rb

increases with Pa

Pb
. To achieve a larger Rb, we need to increase

Pa

Pb
, but it also leads to a smaller ξ∗, which results in the failure

of covert communication.
Therefore, we derive the upper limit of Pa

Pb
with the con-

straint (24d) satisfied, as shown in (29). This will achieve the
largest achievable Rb with the covertness requirement (24d)
satisfied. Proposition 2 is proved.

Remark: Proposition 2 demonstrates the optimal ratio of
Pa and Pb. The maximum achievable Rb can be still improved
via properly increasing Pb. With the optimal

(
Pa

Pb

)∗
, γb can

be described as

γb =

(
Pa

Pb

)∗
|hrbΘhar|2

ϕ|hbb|2 + σ2

Pb

. (30)

From (30), we can see that with
(

Pa

Pb

)∗
fixed, a larger Rb can

be still achieved by increasing Pa and Pb together under the
constraints of (23c) and (23d).

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical results to evaluate the
effectiveness of the proposed UAV-IRS assisted covert com-
munication scheme. Simulation parameters are set as follows
unless otherwise stated. The locations of Alice, Bob, Willie,
and IRS are assumed to be La = (0, 0, 50), Lb = (200, 0, 0),
Lw = (200, 100, 0) and Lr = (0, 0, 120) in meters. The max-
imum allowed transmit power of Alice is set to Pamax = 0.5
W and the maximum allowed jamming power at Bob is set to
Pbmax

= 0.5 W. The variance of noise power at both Bob and
Willie is σ2 = −130 dBm. The reference channel gain at the
distance of 1 m is ρ0 = −20 dB. The air-ground path-loss and
the ground-to-ground path-loss exponent are set to α = 2 and
αg = 5, respectively. The self-interference cancellation factor
at Bob is set to ϕ = −90 dB.
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In Fig. 2, the impact of different power detection thresholds
τ on the error detection probability ξ is investigated. The
simulated and theoretical curves of ξ are also compared. From
the results, we can see that the theoretical values can well
match the simulated ones. In addition, the error detection
probability ξ first decreases and then increases as τ gets
larger. Furthermore, different cases of Pa and Pb also influence
the results of ξ. The derived theoretically optimal detection
threshold of each case matches the simulation results and lead
to the minimum error detection probability accordingly.

The impact of ϵ on the maximum achievable transmission
rate Rb is shown in Fig. 3, with different numbers of IRS
elements. The optimal Pa

Pb
ratio is adopted in the simulation,

where Pa = 0.1 W and Pb is set according to (29). From the
results, we can see that the maximum achievable transmission
rate Rb increases with ϵ. This is because bigger ϵ leads to less
strict covertness constraint 1 − ϵ, and thus we can achieve
higher Rb. In addition, a higher transmission rate can be
achieved by increasing the number of reflection elements with
the same covertness constraint ϵ. Finally, we compare with a
benchmark to verify the effectiveness of our proposed scheme,

in which Alice adopts random power transmission and the
UAV forwards its received signals without IRS. The results
show that our proposed scheme can achieve a much higher
transmission rate at Bob compared with the benchmark.

VI. CONCLUSION

This letter has proposed a UAV-IRS assisted covert commu-
nication scheme, where the random phase shifting is adopted
at the IRS to introduce uncertainty and Bob performs full-
duplex jamming to avoid detection. We first analyze the error
detection probability, and then derive the closed-form detection
threshold and the corresponding minimum error detection
probability for Willie. Then, the transmit power and jamming
power are jointly optimized under the worst situation with the
optimal detection threshold of Willie. Simulation results are
presented to evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed covert
communication scheme.
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