
15054 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS, VOL. 23, NO. 10, OCTOBER 2024

System-Level Security Solution for Hybrid D2D
Communication in Heterogeneous
D2D-Underlaid Cellular Network

Shaohan Feng , Member, IEEE, Xiao Lu , Member, IEEE, Dusit Niyato , Fellow, IEEE,
Yuan Wu , Senior Member, IEEE, Xuemin Shen , Fellow, IEEE,

and Wenbo Wang , Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract— To alleviate the spectrum scarcity problem, exploit-
ing the vast available spectrum provided by the Millimeter-Wave
(mmWave) frequency band and underlaying cellular network
by Device-to-Device (D2D) communication are two promising
solutions. In this paper, we focus on D2D-underlaid cellular
network, where the D2D communication is performed on a hybrid
manner (i.e., operating over either mmWave or microwave fre-
quency band). To secure the hybrid D2D communication against
vigilant adversary, we apply covert communication to hide its
presence. In particular, the D2D transmitters perform power
control and communication mode switch as well as leveraging the
cellular signal to avoid the transmission detection by the adver-
saries. We model the conflict between the D2D transmitters and

Manuscript received 3 October 2023; revised 11 April 2024; accepted 2 July
2024. Date of publication 15 July 2024; date of current version 11 October
2024. This work was supported in part by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (NSFC) under Grant 62302446 and in part by the
Provincial Universities Basic Research Project (Science and Technology)
under Grant QRK23011. The work of Dusit Niyato was supported in part
by the National Research Foundation, Singapore; in part by the Infocomm
Media Development Authority under its Future Communications Research
and Development Programme, Defence Science Organisation (DSO) National
Laboratories through the AI Singapore Programme (AISG) under Award
AISG2-RP-2020-019 and Award FCP-ASTAR-TG-2022-003; and in part
by Singapore Ministry of Education (MOE) Tier 1 under Grant RG87/22.
The work of Wenbo Wang was supported in part by NSFC under Grant
62362046; in part by NSFC through Yunnan Major Scientific and Techno-
logical Projects under Grant 202202AG050002; in part by the National Key
Research and Development Program of China under Grant 2023YFB3308401;
and in part by ChingMu Tech. Ltd., Research Project “WiTracker” under
Grant KKF0202301252. The associate editor coordinating the review of this
article and approving it for publication was J. Liu. (Corresponding author:
Wenbo Wang.)

Shaohan Feng is with the School of Information and Electronic Engineering
(Sussex Artificial Intelligence Institute), Zhejiang Gongshang University,
Hangzhou 314423, China (e-mail: feng_shaohan@mail.zjgsu.edu.cn).

Xiao Lu is with Ericsson Canada Inc., Kanata, ON K2K 2V6, Canada
(e-mail: xiao.lu@ericsson.com).

Dusit Niyato is with the College of Computing and Data Science, Nanyang
Technological University, Singapore 639798 (e-mail: DNIYATO@ntu.edu.sg).

Yuan Wu is with the State Key Laboratory of Internet of Things for Smart
City and the Department of Computer and Information Science, University of
Macau, Taipa, Macau (e-mail: yuanwu@um.edu.mo).

Xuemin Shen is with the Department of Electrical and Computer Engi-
neering, University of Waterloo, Waterloo, ON N2L 3G1, Canada (e-mail:
sshen@uwaterloo.ca).

Wenbo Wang is with the Faculty of Mechanical and Electrical Engineering,
and Yunnan Key Laboratory of Intelligent Control and Application, Kunming
University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650500, China (e-mail:
wenbo_wang@kust.edu.cn).

Color versions of one or more figures in this article are available at
https://doi.org/10.1109/TWC.2024.3423351.

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/TWC.2024.3423351

adversaries in the framework of a two-stage Stackelberg game.
The D2D transmitters are the leaders to maximize their utility
subject to the constraints on communication covertness at the
upper stage. The adversaries are the followers to minimize their
detection errors at the lower stage. We apply stochastic geometry
to mathematically characterize the network spatial configuration
and consider a large-scale D2D-underlaid network, enabling the
study from system-level perspective. We analyze the game equi-
librium and obtain it by adopting a bi-level algorithm. Numerical
results are provided and insightful conclusions are drawn.
Compared with the conventional D2D communication, hybrid
D2D communication shows a significant advantage regarding
throughput under the same security requirement while weak
resistance to the more stringent security requirement.

Index Terms— Wireless security, covert communication,
device-to-device communication, hybrid communication, stochas-
tic geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

TO ALLEVIATE the congestion in wireless traffic incurred
by the contradiction between the scarce spectral resource

and exponentially growing wireless data especially caused by
multimedia traffic, implementing Millimeter-Wave (mmWave)
communication is becoming a trend. The mmWave commu-
nication operates at the frequency band with wavelength less
than 10 mm (i.e., mmWave frequency band) and hence is able
to exploit huge amount of available bandwidth, making it a
promising solution for addressing the spectrum scarcity prob-
lem [1]. However, compared with the conventional microwave
communication, the radio link over the mmWave frequency
band suffers high path loss, severe blockage, and fast variation,
which inhibit seamless connectivity (reliability) to network
nodes. In this case, performing the communication on a
hybrid manner (i.e., communicating over either microwave
or mmWave frequency band so as to leverage each other’s
advantages to offset their own disadvantages [2]) is able to
address the aforementioned challenges. For example, we can
transmit over the mmWave frequency band in the Line-of-
Sight (LoS) scenario and exchange control information over
the microwave frequency band in the Non-LoS (NLoS) sce-
nario to aid the beam alignment of the communication over
the mmWave frequency band [1].

Another promising solution to alleviate the congestion in
wireless traffic is Device-to-Device (D2D) communication [3].
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The D2D communication enables direct communication
among proximal users in the absence of network facility [4].
By such, the D2D communication can be deployed to underlay
cellular network and reuse the cellular spectrum while causing
tiny interference to the Cellular Users (CUs). This can reduce
the traffic load at the Base Stations (BSs), enhance the
coverage for cell-edge users and, more importantly, improve
the spectral efficiency [5].

A. Hybrid D2D Communication

Motivated by the advantages of hybrid and D2D com-
munications, in this work, we consider a hybrid D2D
communication, which enables direct communication among
proximal users over either mmWave frequency band to achieve
high throughput or microwave frequency band in case of
blockage. However, the security issue of the hybrid D2D
communication is a major concern and challenging to be
addressed due to the following reasons:
• Due to the limit on-device capacity including battery

and computing power, it is impractical to deploy the
energy-consuming methods such as encryption to secure
the hybrid D2D communication. Moreover, the encryp-
tion incurs extra signaling and communication overheads
(e.g., key management), which induces a high probability
of exposure.

• Worsely, compared with the conventional microwave
communication, the hybrid D2D communication requests
high transmission power to ensure the link reliability over
the mmWave frequency band. This, however, significantly
increases the probability of exposure.

• Furthermore, merely preventing the confidential message
from interception is insufficient from the privacy pre-
serving perspective. For example, the exposure of com-
munication behavior may reveals some secrets (e.g., the
communication frequencies of the network nodes can
reveal their importance).

B. Covert Communication

To secure the hybrid D2D communication, we resort to
covert communication,1 also referred to undetectable commu-
nication, which is one of remarkable physical layer security
approaches [4]. Covert communication has the ability to
conceal legitimate communication by leveraging the inherent
characteristics of the wireless medium (e.g., interference,
noise, and fading), while maintaining a certain rate at the
intended user. The covert communication provisions the
following advantages. The covert communication does not
consume additional energy and hence is applicable in secur-
ing the network with limit resource. Moreover, the covert
communication does not incur extra signaling or communi-
cation overhead, which induces a low probability of exposure.
Furthermore, by enabling undetectable communication while
maintaining certain rate at the intended user, not only the
confidential message is immune to interception but also the
communication behavior can be hidden and, more importantly,
the communication reliability can be guaranteed.

1The operation mechanism of covert communication and the conventional
covertness techniques can be found in [6].

Fig. 1. Hybrid D2D communication underlaying heterogeneous downlink
cellular networks threatened by adversaries.

C. Our Contributions

In this paper, we study a large-scale D2D-underlaid cellular
network, containing massive BSs, CUs, D2D transmitters and
receivers, and adversaries as shown in Fig. 1. Therein, the BSs
communicate with CUs. The D2D transmitters and receivers
perform hybrid D2D communication (i.e., communicating over
either microwave or mmWave frequency band depending on
the desired signal power received at D2D receivers). On the
other hand, the adversaries aim to detect the D2D transmis-
sion. We secure the hybrid D2D communication against the
adversaries with covert communication and by leveraging the
cellular signal (i.e., signal transmitted by the cellular network).
The cellular signal can cause interference dynamics in the
received signal power at the adversaries and thereby distort
their observation and further mislead their decision-making.
By such, the cellular signal can be leveraged to hide the
presence of D2D transmission. We model the conflict between
the D2D transmitters and adversaries in the framework of
a two-stage Stackelberg game, where the D2D transmitters
are the leaders at the upper stage and the adversaries are
the followers at the lower stage. At the lower stage, the
adversaries aim at minimizing their detection errors so as to
accurately detect the D2D transmission. At the upper stage,
the D2D transmitters aim to maximize their utilities subject
to the constraints on communication covertness. The key
contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:
• We employ covert communication techniques to enhance

the security of D2D communication in a D2D-underlaid
cellular network. This approach addresses security chal-
lenges arising from limitations on device capacity.

• We apply the stochastic geometry and statistical chan-
nel model embedded mean-field approach to model the
D2D-underlaid cellular network [7], where the network
geographical configuration is characterized by using
stochastic geometry. We derive the network performance
metrics accordingly, aiming to conduct a system-level
study.

• To model the competitive interaction between D2D users
and adversaries, we formulate a two-stage Stackelberg
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TABLE I
NOTATIONS AND THEIR TYPICAL VALUES

game. In this framework, the adversaries act as followers,
aiming to minimize their detection errors at the lower
stage. The D2D users, on the other hand, act as leaders,
aiming to maximize their utility while ensuring commu-
nication covertness at the upper stage.

• We analyze the equilibrium of the formulated Stackelberg
game and obtain it by using a bi-level algorithm. We also
verify the optimality of the obtained equilibrium. Addi-
tionally, we present numerical results to provide practical
insights into the performance of the system.

D. Notation and Organization

The paper provides a summary of notations and their typical
values in Table I. The subsequent sections are structured
as follows: Section II offers a comprehensive review of the
current state-of-the-art works. Section III details the system
model, followed by the problem formulation and algorithm
design in Section IV. The numerical results are presented in
Section V, and Section VI concludes the paper by summariz-
ing the findings.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Hybrid D2D Communication

As discussed in Section I, there are two ways to meet the
unprecedented demand of high-rate wireless communication
(i.e., network desification such as D2D-underlaied cellular

network [4] and deploying high frequency bands such as
mmWave frequency band [2]). The D2D-underlaid cellular
network enables the reuse of cellular spectrum for D2D com-
munication, improving spectral efficiency and further overall
network capacity, and, moreover, the direct communication
between proximal user devices via D2D communication,
reducing reliance on the traditional network infrastructure [4].
The mmWave frequency band offers a means to exploit the
vast available bandwidth to achieve higher data rates [2].

The integration of D2D communication into cellular net-
works as an underlay has garnered significant attention for its
potential to improve spectral efficiency from a spatial perspec-
tive. This approach allows for the reuse of cellular spectrum
and has been extensively studied in the literature. For instance,
the concept of a cognitive cellular network is explored in [12],
where it serves as the primary network. Secondary users in
this network have the option to transmit via either BS (BS
mode) or D2D communication (D2D mode). An evolutionary
game approach is employed to analyze the mode selection
strategy of the secondary users, with performance metrics
such as achieved data rate, power consumption, and bandwidth
allocation being discussed. To enhance the communication
reliability of cellular network, an energy mobile User Equip-
ment Relay (UER) is introduced in [13] to relay information
among CUs using D2D communication. As the UER needs
to assist in data transmission for other CUs using its own
power, an Energy Harvest (EH)-enabled UER is proposed,
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ensuring that only harvested energy is consumed for relaying
information. In another study [14], a D2D-underlaid cellular
network is investigated, where D2D communication shares
the spectrum of the uplink cellular network instead of the
downlink, avoiding interference with the transmission of vital
control information. A cooperative mode selection mechanism
with power control and resource sharing is proposed in this
context, aiming to maximize system capacity while maintain-
ing the constraint on cellular Quality of Service (QoS).

The mmWave band, with its vast available bandwidth, holds
promise as a carrier frequency for next-generation wireless
networks and has found application in various commercial
wireless systems [9]. These systems include IEEE 802.15.3c
for personal area networking, IEEE 802.11ad for local area
networking, and IEEE 802.16.1 for fixed-point access links.
The coverage and data rate of mmWave cellular networks have
been extensively studied in the literature [9]. One key aspect
analyzed is the LoS probability, which is critical due to the
nature of mmWave signals being sensitive to obstruction by
physical objects. A distance-dependent LoS probability func-
tion is proposed to probabilistically depict the LoS and NLoS
effects in mmWave communication scenarios. Comparative
analysis between mmWave and Ultra High Frequency (UHF)
cellular networks has demonstrated analytically the advantages
of mmWave networks in terms of network coverage and data
rate. In addition to cellular networks, mmWave technology has
also been investigated for D2D communication networks [8].
Unlike previous works that assume all devices have exactly
the same number of antennas, this study considers a practical
scenario where the concurrent transmission beams may vary
in width due to heterogeneous antenna arrays. The impact of
such heterogeneous arrays on link performance is analyzed
by deriving asymptotics, bounds, and approximations of SINR
and rate distributions, providing insights into the performance
of mmWave D2D networks.

B. Covert Communication

Secrecy becomes a more significant concern in mmWave
communication compared with the conventional microwave
communication due to the following factors inherent to
the mmWave spectrum. First, the shorter wavelengths of
mmWave signals make them more prone to being intercepted
by adversaries using sophisticated equipment, especially in
LoS scenarios where signals are less likely to be attenuated
by obstacles. Second, the higher bandwidths available in
mmWave bands enable higher data rates, making the trans-
mitted information more valuable and hence more attractive
to potential eavesdroppers. Third, the deployment of mmWave
communication in emerging applications such as 5G and
beyond introduces new security vulnerabilities and challenges
that need to be addressed to ensure secure and reliable commu-
nication. In this case, various approaches have been proposed
to enhance the secrecy of mmWave communication, includ-
ing information-theoretical secrecy approach and encryption
techniques [15], [16]. However, as discussed in Section I,
merely preventing the interception of confidential messages
is insufficient. To address this, covert communication, which

enables the transmission of invisible communication signals,
has emerged as a promising technique [17]. Covert com-
munication offers several advantages. First, it provides a
higher level of security compared to information-theoretical
secrecy approach by concealing the communication signal
from adversaries, thereby protecting the confidential mes-
sage from interception. Second, unlike encryption, covert
communication is independent of the information processing
capability of the adversary. Third, covert communication can
serve as an alternative or complementary solution to other
security measures [18]. As a result, covert communication
and its enhancement methods have been extensively studied.
For example, the directional nature of mmWave communica-
tion has been leveraged in [19] to improve communication
covertness. A beam training approach is designed to estab-
lish directional links, maximizing effective covert throughput.
In another study [20], a full-duplex communication mode is
considered to mask the presence of the legitimate transmitter.
The jamming signal emitted by the transmitter varies over time
to maintain a certain level of communication covertness over
an extended period.

Motivated by the advantages of hybrid D2D communication,
this paper investigates its application within a D2D-underlaid
cellular network. In addition, recognizing the security threats
inherent in hybrid D2D communication and the benefits of
covert communication, we propose the use of covert commu-
nication techniques to enhance the security of the hybrid D2D
communication.

III. SYSTEM MODEL

We aim to secure D2D communication in a large-scale D2D-
underlaid downlink cellular network against the adversaries
from transmission detection2 as shown in Fig. 1. The cel-
lular network contains two tiers. The first tier operating at
microwave frequency band, namely microwave tier, is denoted
by M. The second tier operating at mmWave frequency band,
namely mmWave tier, is denoted by m. The BSs of the
microwave (mmWave) tier, namely microwave (mmWave)
BSs, are equipped with omni-directional antennas (antenna
arrays) and follow a Homogeneous Poisson Point Process
(HPPP) ΦBM (ΦBm ) with density λBM (λBm ), where BM

(Bm) is the set of microwave (mmWave) BSs [1]. Nearest-BS
association policy is adopted for the cellular communica-
tion and the CUs at microwave (mmWave) tier, namely
microwave (mmWave) CUs, follow an independent HPPP
ΦUM (ΦUm ) with density λUM ≫ λBM (λUm ≫ λBm ) such
that each microwave (mmWave) BS has at least one microwave
(mmWave) CU in its Voronoi cell [21]. The microwave
(mmWave) CUs are equipped with omni-directional antenna
(antenna arrays). The D2D transmitters follow a HPPP ΦDTx

with density λDTx , where DTx is the set of D2D transmitters.
Each D2D transmitter serves a dedicated D2D receiver located

2One real-world application of the techniques investigated in this paper
could be in military scenarios. Therein, the military units communicate
directly with each other without relying on potentially insecure or compro-
mised infrastructure to maintain the operation stealth. On the other hand,
the adversaries attempt to detect the military transmission aiming to gather
valuable information.
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at r0 in an arbitrary orientation. The D2D transmitters and
their serving D2D receivers form D2D users (pairs). The D2D
communication is performed on a hybrid manner. Namely, the
D2D users work over either microwave or mmWave frequency
band (i.e., operating at either microwave or mmWave com-
munication mode denoted by MM and Mm, respectively).
The D2D users are equipped with both the omni-directional
antennas and antenna arrays for microwave and mmWave
communication modes, respectively. ALOHA channel access
scheme is adopted for both the cellular and D2D commu-
nications such that each microwave BS, each mmWave BS,
and each D2D transmitter independently become active with
the probabilities of PCM

1 , PCm
1 , and PD1 , respectively3 [21].

Correspondingly, each microwave BS, each mmWave BS, and
each D2D transmitter independently remain mute with the
probabilities of PCM

0 ≜ 1 − PCM
1 , PCm

0 ≜ 1 − PCm
1 , and

PD0 ≜ 1 − PD1 , respectively. There exist adversaries at both
the microwave and mmWave tiers, namely microwave and
mmWave adversaries, respectively, aiming to detect the D2D
transmission. Considering the randomness and unpredictabil-
ity in the adversaries’ behaviors, the spatial configuration
of microwave (mmWave) adversaries follows an indepen-
dent HPPP ΦAM (ΦAm ) with density λAM (λAm ) for the
sake of practicality. The microwave (mmWave) adversaries
are equipped with omni-directional antenna (antenna arrays).
To analyze the network performance, we condition on that the
D2D receiver geographically nearest to the origin is the typical
D2D receiver and thereby denoted by D2D receiver dRx

0 with
spatial coordinate xdRx

0
. Accordingly, the D2D transmitter

associated by D2D receiver dRx
0 is the typical D2D transmitter

and denoted by D2D transmitter dTx
0 with spatial coordinate

xdTx
0

. We consider that D2D transmitter dTx
0 defends against

the adversary that is geographically nearest (i.e., most threaten)
to it. In this case, the microwave (mmWave) adversary that is
geographically nearest to D2D transmitter dTx

0 is regarded as
the typical microwave (mmWave) adversary and denoted by
microwave (mmWave) adversary aM

0 (am
0 ) with spatial coor-

dinate xaM
0

(xam
0

). In return, microwave (mmWave) adversary
aM
0 (am

0 ) aims to detect the transmission of D2D transmitter
dTx
0 .

A. Microwave Communication Model

The radio link over the microwave frequency band is subject
to small-scale and large-scale fadings. We use the microwave
communication between the typical D2D users (i.e., D2D
transmitter dTx

0 and D2D receiver dRx
0 ) as an example and the

rest can be defined similarly. In particular, over the microwave
frequency band, the received signal power at D2D receiver dRx

0

regarding its associating D2D transmitter dTx
0 is yM

dTx
0 dRx

0
=

pDhM
dTx
0 dRx

0
ℓM
(
xdTx

0
,xdRx

0

)
, where pD is the D2D transmis-

sion power, and hM
dTx
0 dRx

0
and ℓM

(
xdTx

0
,xdRx

0

)
measure the

small-scale and large-scale fadings, respectively. Regarding
the small-scale fading over the microwave frequency band,
we adopt the Rayleigh fading channel model (i.e., independent

3The microwave and mmWave BSs follow the ALOHA channel access
scheme to be active over the considered frequency band.

and identical exponential distribution with unit mean exp (1))
for tractability reason [18]. Another reason is that due to
the long-range and ground-to-ground communication, NLoS
dominates the communication status of the radio link over the
microwave frequency band [22]. The large-scale fading for
the microwave communication between the typical D2D users

is ℓM
(
xdTx

0
,xdRx

0

)
≜
∣∣∣xdTx

0
− xdRx

0

∣∣∣−αM

= r−αM

0 , where∣∣∣xdTx
0
− xdRx

0

∣∣∣ is the Euclidian distance in meter between the
typical D2D users and αM ≥ 2 is the path-loss exponent over
the microwave frequency band.

B. MmWave Communication Model

The radio link over the mmWave frequency band is sub-
ject to blockage effect, antenna gain, and large-scale and
small-scale fadings [9]. Again, we use the mmWave com-
munication between the typical D2D users as an example
and the rest can be defined similarly. Specifically, over
the mmWave frequency band, the received signal power of
D2D receiver dRx

0 regarding its associating D2D transmit-
ter dTx

0 is ym
dTx
0 dRx

0
= pDhm

dTx
0 dRx

0
gm

dTx
0 dRx

0
ℓm
(
xdTx

0
, xdTx

0

)
,

where gm
dTx
0 dRx

0
is the antenna gain defined in Section III-B1,

and hm
dTx
0 dRx

0
and ℓm

(
xdTx

0
, xdTx

0

)
measures the small-scale

and large-scale fadings, respectively, and are defined
in Section III-B2.

1) Antenna Gain: Beamforming is adopted for directional
mmWave communication. In particular, let θDTx and θDRx

denote the beamwidth of D2D transmitters and D2D receivers,
respectively, the main-lobe and side-lobe gains of the D2D
transmitters’ antenna arrays as well as those of the D2D
receivers’ antenna arrays are GDTx , gDTx , GDRx , and gDRx ,
respectively. The antenna gain between the typical D2D users
is [10]

gm
dTx
0 dRx

0
=



GDTxGDRx w.p.
θDTx

2π

θDRx

2π
,

gDTxGDRx w.p.
(

1− θDTx

2π

)
θDRx

2π
,

GDTxgDRx w.p.
θDTx

2π

(
1− θDRx

2π

)
,

gDTxgDRx w.p.
(

1− θDTx

2π

)(
1− θDRx

2π

)
,

(1)

where “w.p.” is an abbreviation of “with probability”.
Let gGG

DTxDRx = GDTxGDRx , ggG
DTxDRx = gDTxGDRx ,

gGg
DTxDRx = GDTxgDRx , ggg

DTxDRx = gDTxgDRx ,

PgGG
DTxDRx = θDTx

2π

θDRx

2π , PggG
DTxDRx =

(
1− θDTx

2π

)
θDRx

2π ,

PgGg
DTxDRx = θDTx

2π

(
1− θDRx

2π

)
, and Pggg

DTxDRx =(
1− θDTx

2π

)(
1− θDRx

2π

)
, the antenna gain between the

typical D2D users can be simplified as gm
dTx
0 dRx

0
= gg

DTxDRx

w.p. Pgg
DTxDRx for all g ∈ G ≜ {GG, Gg, gG, gg}. Similarly,

the antenna gain between mmWave BSs and D2D receivers
is denoted by gg

BmDRx w.p. Pgg
BmDRx for all g ∈ G and
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that between D2D transmitters and mmWave adversaries is
denoted by gg

DTxAm w.p. Pgg
DTxAm for all g ∈ G.

2) Blockage Model: We adopt the blockage model in [9].
In particular, the probability that a radio link over the mmWave
frequency band is LoS (NLoS) is PLoS (r) = exp (−βr)
(PNLoS (r) ≜ 1−PLoS (r)), where r is the link length, β is a
parameter determined by the density and size of the blockages
with 1

β being called the average LoS range of the network.
The blockage effect results in different large-scale fadings
(i.e., the path-loss exponents over the mmWave frequency band
in the LoS and NLoS scenarios are αm, LoS and αm, NLoS,
respectively). By such, the large-scale fading for the mmWave
communication between the typical D2D users is that for all
s ∈ S ≜ {LoS, NLoS},

ℓm, s
(
xdTx

0
, xdRx

0

)
=
∣∣∣xdTx

0
− xdRx

0

∣∣∣−αm, s

= r−αm, s

0 w.p. P s (r0) . (2)

Moreover, independent Nakagami fading is assumed with
different fading parameters υLoS and υNLoS ∈ Z+ in LoS
and NLoS scenarios, respectively [8]. By such, the small-scale
fading between the typical D2D users over the mmWave
frequency band (i.e., hm

dTx
0 dRx

0
) follows Gamma distribution

with shape υLoS (υNLoS) and scale 1
υLoS ( 1

υNLoS ) in the LoS
(NLoS) scenario [8], which can be expressed as

hm, s

dTx
0 dRx

0
∼ Gamma

(
υs,

1
υs

)
, ∀ s ∈ S. (3)

C. Network Access Model

The D2D users can operate at either microwave or mmWave
communication mode depending on the desired signal power
at the D2D receivers [23]. For example, the typical D2D users
will switch to mmWave communication mode (i.e.,Mm) if the
desired signal power at D2D receiver dTx

0 over the mmWave
frequency band is not lower than a predetermined threshold
pM

f
(i.e., ym

dTx
0 dRx

0
≥ pM

f
) and microwave communication

mode (i.e., MM) otherwise [24]. Hence, the probabilities that
the typical D2D users are active at mmWave and microwave
communication modes are

PM
m

= P
[
ym

dTx
0 dRx

0
≥ pM

f
]

(4)

and

PM
M

= 1− PM
m
, (5)

respectively, and the former is derived in Appendix A and
numerically verified by checking the consistency between
analytical and simulation results in Fig. 2(a). Note here that we
use the Monte Carlo method and the parameter setting given
in Table I to generate the simulation results. The parameter
setting is the same in the rest of this paper.

1) D2D Communication at mmWave Communication
Mode: The received signal power at D2D receiver
dRx
0 conditioned on the active status and mmWave

communication mode of its associating D2D transmitter
dTx
0 (i.e., D1 ∩ Mm) is ym

dRx
0

= pDhm
dTx
0 dRx

0
gm

dTx
0 dRx

0
ℓm

(
xdTx

0
,xdRx

0

)
+ IC, m

dRx
0

+ ID, m

dRx
0

+ Nm
dRx
0

, where

IC, m

dRx
0

= pm
∑

bm∈{Bm|dRx
0 }

1bmhm
bmdRx

0
gm

bmdRx
0

ℓm
(
xbm ,xdRx

0

)
is the interference from mmWave BSs,
ID, m

dRx
0

= pD
∑

dTx∈{DTx\{dTx
0 }|dRx

0 }
1dTx1

Mm

dTx hm
dTxdRx

0

gm
dTxdRx

0
ℓm
(
xdTx ,xdRx

0

)
is that from other D2D transmitters

that are active at mmWave communication mode, and Nm
dRx
0

is the additive noise at D2D receiver dRx
0 over the mmWave

frequency band. Therein, pm is the transmission power of
mmWave BSs, {xbm}bm∈{Bm|dRx

0 } is one of the realizations
of the Point Process (PP) of mmWave BSs with D2D
receiver dRx

0 as the observation point (i.e., Φ{Bm|dRx
0 }) and

{xdTx}dTx∈{DTx\{dTx
0 }|dRx

0 } is that of D2D transmitters
excluding D2D transmitter dTx

0 with D2D receiver dRx
0

as the observation point (i.e., Φ{DTx\{dTx
0 }|dRx

0 }). 1bm is
the active indicator of mmWave BS bm and equal to 1 if
mmWave BS bm is active and 0 otherwise, and 1dTx can be
defined similarly. 1M

m

dTx indicates the communication mode
of D2D transmitter dTx and equals 1 (0) if D2D transmitter
dTx is active at mmWave (microwave) communication
mode. Consequently, conditioned on the active status
and mmWave communication mode of D2D transmitter
dTx
0 (i.e., D1 ∩ Mm), the SINR at D2D receiver dRx

0 is

SINRm
dRx
0

=
pDhm

dTx
0 dRx

0
gm

dTx
0 dRx

0
ℓm

(
x

dTx
0

,x
dRx
0

)
IC, m

dRx
0

+ID, m
dRx
0

+Nm
dRx
0

. The reliability

of the mmWave communication of the typical D2D users
can be measured in terms of the successful transmission
probability as follows:

P
[
SINRm

dRx
0
≥ ηm

∣∣∣D1 ∩Mm
]
, (6)

where ηm is the decoding threshold. The specific derivation
of (6) is in Appendix B and numerically verified in Fig. 2(b).
Note that there is a gap between the simulation and analytical
results due to the approximation adopted in Appendix B.
However, such a gap is tiny and hence negligible.

2) D2D Communication at Microwave Communication
Mode: Similarly, the received signal power at D2D receiver
dRx
0 conditioned on the active status and microwave com-

munication mode of its associating D2D transmitter dTx
0

(i.e., D1 ∩ MM) is yM
dRx
0

= pDhM
dTx
0 dRx

0
ℓM
(
xdTx

0
,xdRx

0

)
+

IC, M

dRx
0

+ ID, M

dRx
0

+ NM
dRx
0

, where IC, M

dRx
0

= pM
∑

bM∈{BM|dRx
0 }

1bM

hM
bMdRx

0
ℓM
(
xbM ,xdRx

0

)
is the interference from microwave

BSs, ID, M

dRx
0

= pD
∑

dTx∈{DTx\{dTx
0 }|dRx

0 }
1dTx

(
1− 1

Mm

dTx

)
hM

dTxdRx
0

ℓM
(
xdTx ,xdRx

0

)
is that from other D2D transmit-

ters that are active at microwave communication mode,
and NM

dRx
0

is the additive noise at D2D receiver dRx
0 over

the microwave frequency band. Therein, pM is the trans-
mission power of microwave BSs, {xbM}bM∈{BM|dRx

0 } is
one of the realizations of the PP of microwave BSs with
D2D receiver dRx

0 as the observation point (i.e., Φ{BM|dRx
0 })

and {xdTx}dTx∈{DTx\{dTx
0 }|dRx

0 } is that of D2D transmitters
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Fig. 2. Comparison between the simulation and analytical results on (a) the activation probability of mmWave communication mode, (b) the distribution of
D2D SINR at mmWave communication mode, and (c) the distribution of D2D SINR at microwave communication mode.

excluding D2D transmitter dTx
0 with D2D receiver dRx

0 as the
observation point (i.e., Φ{DTx\{dTx

0 }|dRx
0 }). 1bM is the active

indicator of microwave BS bM and equal to 1 if microwave
BS bM is active and 0 otherwise. Consequently, conditioned on
the active status and microwave communication mode of D2D
transmitter dTx

0 (i.e., D1 ∩MM), the SINR at D2D receiver

dRx
0 is SINRM

dRx
0

=
pDhM

dTx
0 dRx

0
ℓM

(
x

dTx
0

,x
dRx
0

)
IC, M

dRx
0

+ID, M
dRx
0

+NM
dRx
0

. To guarantee

that D2D receiver dRx
0 can successfully decode the signal

received over the microwave frequency band, its SINR has
to be no less than a threshold ηM (i.e., SINRM

dRx
0

≥ ηM).
This results in successful transmission probability for the
microwave communication between the typical D2D users as
follows:

P
[
SINRM

dRx
0
≥ ηM

∣∣∣D1 ∩MM
]
, (7)

and the derivation of which is in Appendix C and verified in
Fig. 2(c).

D. Transmission Detection Model

As stated at the beginning of Section III, both
microwave adversary aM

0 and mmWave adversary am
0

aim to detect the transmission of D2D transmitter dTx
0 .

For mmWave adversary am
0 , if D2D transmitter dTx

0 is
either mute or active at microwave communication mode
(i.e., D0 ∪

(
D1 ∩MM

)
), its received signal power is

accordingly yam
0

= IC
am
0

+ ID
am
0

+ Nam
0

. Therein, IC
am
0

=
pm

∑
bm∈{Bm|am

0 }
1bmhm

bmam
0
gm

bmam
0
ℓm
(
xbm ,xam

0

)
is the interfer-

ence from mmWave BSs, ID
am
0

= pD
∑

dTx∈{DTx\{dTx
0 }|am

0 }
1dTx1

Mm

dTx hm
dTxam

0
gm

dTxam
0
ℓm
(
xdTx ,xam

0

)
is that from D2D

transmitters that are active at mmWave communication mode,
and Nam

0
is the additive noise at mmWave adversary am

0 . Here,
{xbm}bm∈{Bm|am

0 } is one of the realizations of the PP of
mmWave BSs with mmWave adversary am

0 as the observa-
tion point (i.e., Φ{Bm|am

0 }) and {xdTx}dTx∈{DTx\{dTx
0 }|am

0 }
is that of D2D transmitters that excludes D2D transmitter
dTx
0 with mmWave adversary am

0 as the observation point

(i.e., Φ{DTx\{dTx
0 }|am

0 }). In contrast, if D2D transmitter dTx
0

is active at mmWave communication mode (i.e., D1 ∩Mm),
the received signal power of mmWave adversary am

0 will
additionally include the signal power from D2D transmitter
dTx
0 (i.e., yam

0
= pDhm

dTx
0 am

0
gm

dTx
0 am

0
ℓm
(
xdTx

0
,xam

0

)
+ IC

am
0

+
ID
am
0

+Nam
0

). In this case, mmWave adversary am
0 can detect the

transmission of D2D transmitter dTx
0 according to its received

signal power by using binary hypothesis testing [6], namely
mmWave adversary am

0 perceives event D1 ∩ Mm (D0 ∪(
D1 ∩MM

)
) when yam

0
is larger (smaller) than a predefined

threshold τm (i.e., yam
0

D0∪(D1∩MM)
≶

D1∩Mm
τm). In this framework,

mmWave adversary am
0 will make a False Alarm (FA) decision

when D0 ∪
(
D1 ∩MM

)
happens while yam

0
> τm. Moreover,

mmWave adversary am
0 will make a Miss Detection (MD)

decision when D1 ∩Mm happens while yam
0

< τm. The FA
and MD probabilities of mmWave adversary am

0 are

PFA
am
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τm

)
= P

[
yam

0
> τm

∣∣D0 ∪
(
D1 ∩MM

)]
(8)

and

PMD
am
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τm

)
= P

[
yam

0
< τm

∣∣D1 ∩Mm
]
, (9)

the derivations of which are in Appendices D and E, and
numerically verified in Figs. 3 and 4, respectively.

Similarly, the received signal power of microwave
adversary aM

0 is yaM
0

= IC
aM
0

+ ID
aM
0

+ NaM
0

if

D0 ∪ (D1 ∩Mm) while yaM
0

= pDhM
dTx
0 aM

0
ℓM
(
xdTx

0
,xaM

0

)
+

IC
aM
0

+ ID
aM
0

+ NaM
0

if D1 ∩ MM. Therein, IC
aM
0

=

pM
∑

bM∈{BM|aM
0 }

1bMhM
bMaM

0
ℓM
(
xbM ,xaM

0

)
is the interference

from microwave BSs, ID
aM
0

= pD
∑

dTx∈{DTx\{dTx
0 }|aM

0 }
1dTx(

1− 1
Mm

dTx

)
hM

dTxaM
0

ℓM
(
xdTx ,xaM

0

)
is that from D2D trans-

mitters that are active at microwave communication mode,
and NaM

0
is the additive noise at microwave adversary aM

0 .
Here, {xbM}bM∈{BM|aM

0 } is one of the realizations of the PP of
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Fig. 3. Comparison between the simulation and analytical results on FA
probability (mmWave) with (a) pM

f
= 10dBm and (b) pD = 20dBm.

microwave BSs with microwave adversary aM
0 as the observa-

tion point (i.e., Φ{BM|aM
0 }) and {xdTx}dTx∈{DTx\{dTx

0 }|aM
0 }

is that of D2D transmitters that excludes D2D transmitter
dTx
0 with microwave adversary aM

0 as the observation point
(i.e., Φ{DTx\{dTx

0 }|aM
0 }). The FA and MD probabilities of

microwave adversary aM
0 are

PFA
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
= P

[
yaM

0
> τM

∣∣∣D0 ∪ (D1 ∩Mm)
]

(10)

and

PMD
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
= P

[
yaM

0
< τM

∣∣∣D1 ∩MM
]
, (11)

the derivations of which are in Appendices F and G, and
numerically verified in Figs. 5 and 6, respectively.

IV. FORMULATION OF COMBAT GAME AND
SOLUTION DESIGN

A. Problem Formulation

In the network, the D2D users make decision on their
transmission power and communication mode first while
adversaries decide the detection threshold according to their
received signal powers later. In this case, the decision-making
of the D2D users is prior to that of the adversaries. This
can be captured by using the framework of a two-stage
Stackelberg game, where: 1) the adversaries are the followers
aiming to minimize their detection errors at the lower stage,
and their decisions on the predefined power threshold are
the best response from the lower stage; and 2) the D2D
users are the leaders at the upper stage aiming to maximize
their utilities subject to the constraints on communication
covertness and taking into account the best response from
the lower stage. Specifically, the game formulation over the
representative network nodes (i.e., microwave adversary aM

0 ,
mmWave adversary am

0 , and typical D2D users) is a single-
leader-two-followers game as follows:

1) Lower Stage: As the communication becomes covert
when either FA or MD happens, the detection error
probability of microwave adversary aM

0 can be defined
as follows:(

PD0 + PD1PM
m
)

PFA
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)

+ PD1PM
M

PMD
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
, (15)

where PFA
aM
0

(·, ·, ·) and PMD
aM
0

(·, ·, ·) are defined in (10)
and (11), respectively. However, as microwave adversary
aM
0 is unaware of the probabilities of the events that D2D

transmitter dTx
0 is active at microwave communication

mode and that is either mute or active at mmWave com-
munication mode (i.e., PD1PMM

and PD0 + PD1PMm
,

respectively), we omit these event probabilities and let
microwave adversary aM

0 minimize its detection error4

τM⋆
= arg min

τM
PFA

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
+ PMD

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
. (16)

Moreover, this is to equivalently treat FA and MD so as
to avoid any bias between them, which has been widely
adopted in signal sensing area [28]. Furthermore, the
detection error defined in (16) is an upper bound of the
detection error probability defined in (15), which can be
expressed in (12), shown at the bottom of the previous
page.
Similarly, mmWave adversary am

0 aims to minimize its
own detection error as follows:

τm⋆ = arg min
τm

PFA
am
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τm

)
+ PMD

am
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τm

)
, (17)

where PFA
am
0

(·, ·, ·) and PMD
am
0

(·, ·, ·) are defined in (8)
and (9), respectively.

2) Upper Stage: The problem of the typical D2D users
is in (13), shown at the bottom of the previous page.
Therein, the objective (i.e., (13a)) is the reward achieved
by guaranteeing the link reliability of the hybrid D2D
communication (i.e., gaining uP,M if SINRm

dRx
0
≥ ηm

at the mmWave communication mode Mm and uP,m if
SINRM

dRx
0
≥ ηM at the microwave communication mode

MM) minusing the power cost (i.e., uCpD), where uC

is the unit cost. The constraints (i.e., (13b)) are to lower
bound the detection error for both the microwave and
mmWave adversaries so as to ensure a certain level of
communication covertness (i.e., 1 − ε) for the hybrid
D2D communication. pD and pD are the lower and upper
bounds of the D2D transmission power pD, respectively.

B. Solution Design

Given the D2D transmission power pD and power threshold
for switching communication mode pM

f
, we analyze the

problem of microwave adversary aM
0 (i.e., (16)) and that of

mmWave adversary am
0 (i.e., (17)) can be done similarly.

Specifically, the detection error of microwave adversary aM
0

can be rewritten in (14), shown at the bottom of the previous
page. Therein, since F

pDhM
dTx
0 aM

0
ℓM

(
x

dTx
0

,x
aM
0

) (·) ∈ [0, 1],

term (a) increases faster than term (b) With Respect To

4As pointed out in [25], [26], and [27], the D2D user can effectively ensure
the adversary’s inability to effectively carry out their detection attempts by
establishing a lower bound on the sum of the probabilities of FA and MD
with 1− ε.
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Fig. 4. Comparison between the simulation and analytical results on MD
probability (mmWave) with (a) pM

f
= 10dBm and (b) pD = 20dBm.

Fig. 5. Comparison between the simulation and analytical results on FA
probability (microwave) with (a) pM

f
= 10dBm and (b) pD = 20dBm.

(w.r.t.) τM, which can be verified in Fig. 7(b) when τM ⪅

14dBm. As such, PFA
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
+PMD

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
will decrease w.r.t. τM first. Later, when τM becomes
larger (e.g., τM = 30dBm), term (a) approaches its upper
bound (i.e., 1) and thereby its increasing speed w.r.t. τM

slows down and becomes slower than that of term (b).
In this case, PFA

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
+PMD

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
will

increase w.r.t. τM, which can be observed in Fig. 7(b)

Fig. 6. Comparison between the simulation and analytical results on MD
probability (microwave) with (a) pM

f
= 10dBm and (b) pD = 20dBm.

when τM ⪆ 14dBm. Consequently, PFA
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
+

PMD
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
is in trough shape w.r.t. τM, which

induces a global minimal detection error marked by red
pentagram in Fig. 7(b). Mathematically, finding such a global
minimum in a trough-shape objective is a one-dimension
search problem, which can be effectively and efficiently solved
by one-dimension search methods, such as golden section
search [29]. The gradient-based optimization method such as
Newton method is inapplicable here due to that it is difficult to
analyze the properties of the first and second-order derivatives
of the detection error w.r.t. τM. τM corresponding to the global
minimal detection error is the best response of the lower stage.

Taking into account the best response of the lower stage,
the problem of the D2D users defined in (13) is a constrained
bi-level optimization problem. Due to the multi-integral terms
in both the objective and constraints of (13), it is difficult
to analyze the convexity of (13) and, hence, conventional
convex optimization is inapplicable. In this case, we resort
to non-convex optimization method and adopt the bi-level
algorithm in [4], which is developed based on successive
convex approximation, to solve (13). The complexity and con-
vergence of the bi-level algorithm have been discussed in [30].

(
PD0 + PD1PM

m
)

PFA
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
+ PD1PM

M
PMD

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
≤ max

{
PD1PM

M
, PD0 + PD1PM

m
}

︸ ︷︷ ︸
≤1

[
PFA

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
+ PMD

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)]
. (12)

max
pD, pMf∈[pD, pD]

uP,MP
[
SINRM

dRx
0
≥ ηM

∣∣∣D1 ∩MM
]

PM
M

+ uP,mP
[
SINRm

dRx
0
≥ ηm

∣∣∣D1 ∩Mm
]

PM
m
− uCpD (13a)

s. t. PFA
af
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τ f⋆

)
+ PMD

af
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τ f⋆

)
≥ 1− ε, ∀f ∈ {M, m} . (13b)

PFA
aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)
+ PMD

aM
0

(
pD, pM

f
, τM

)

= 1−

τM−N
aM
0∫

0

fIC
aM
0

+ID
aM
0

(t) dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(a)

+

τM−N
aM
0∫

0

F
pDhM

dTx
0 aM

0
ℓM

(
x

dTx
0

,x
aM
0

) (τM −NaM
0
− t
)

fIC
aM
0

+ID
aM
0

(t) dt

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(b)

. (14)
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Fig. 7. Characteristics of the problem of (a) mmWave and (b) microwave adversaries with pM
f

= 10dBm and pD = 20dBm.

Fig. 8. (a) Stackelberg equilibrium and (b) hybrid D2D communication or conventional D2D communication?.

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, we present numerical results to evalu-
ate the performance of the Stackelberg game formulated in
Section IV-A. The parameter setting is in Table I together
with the corresponding physical meaning. First, we verify the
optimality of the obtained equilibrium by comparing it with
the equilibrium obtained by exhaustive search in Fig. 8(a).
Then, we demonstrate the advantages of the hybrid D2D
communication by comparing it with the conventional D2D
communication in Fig. 8(b). We demonstrate the effectiveness
of cellular signal in enhancing communication covertness for
D2D communication in Fig. 9(a). Moreover, we study the
role of D2D communication distance in avoiding transmission
detection in Fig. 9(b). Furthermore, we evaluate the impact of
decoding threshold on system performance in Fig. 9(c).

Figure 8(a) depicts the D2D utility as a function of the
D2D transmission power pD and power threshold for switching
communication mode pM

f
. In Fig. 8(a), we can observe that

the optimal strategy (i.e., optimal D2D transmission power and
power threshold for switching communication mode) can max-
imize the D2D utility within the feasible domain. Therein, the
feasible domain is determined by the constraints on communi-
cation covertness (i.e., (13b)). The optimal strategy is obtained

by the bi-level optimization algorithm developed in [4] and is
consistent with that obtained by the exhaustive search, which
validates the optimality of the obtained optimal strategy. This
together with the existence and uniqueness of the adversaries’
responses verified in Fig. 7 implies the optimality of the
Stackelberg equilibrium, where the Stackelberg equilibrium
constitutes the obtained optimal strategy of the D2D users and
the corresponding responses from the adversaries. Moreover,
as observed in Fig. 8(a), the constraint on communication
covertness over the microwave frequency band requires the
D2D transmission power pD ⪅ 5dBm while that over the
mmWave frequency band requires pD ⪅ 18dBm. The reason
is that the signal power leaked to the mmWave adversaries is
tiny as beamforming is adopted for mmWave communication.
In contrast, the signal over the microwave frequency band
propagates on a free-space manner, which implies high signal
power leaked to the microwave adversaries.

Figure 8(b) demonstrates the advantages of hybrid
D2D communication over conventional D2D communication
(i.e., D2D communication over microwave frequency band).
As shown in Fig. 8(b), the D2D utility decreases as the
constraint of communication covertness becomes tighter and
finally becomes 0 when detection error 1 − ε ≥ 0.9945 due
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Fig. 9. Impacts of (a) density of BSs, (b) D2D communication distance, and (c) decoding threshold.

to the unsatisfied constraints on communication covertness
(i.e., (13b)). Therein, the D2D utility obtained by the hybrid
D2D communication is higher than that obtained by the
conventional D2D communication, which demonstrates the
advantage of hybrid D2D communication over the conven-
tional D2D communication regarding throughput. However,
the decreasing rate of the D2D utility obtained by the hybrid
D2D communication w.r.t. 1 − ε is faster than that obtained
by the conventional D2D communication. The reason can
be explained as follows. The high throughout of hybrid
D2D communication is mostly achieved by its mmWave
communication. With tighter constraints on communication
covertness, the D2D transmission power has to be gradually
reduced, and the blockage effect of mmwWave communication
of hybrid D2D communication becomes severe. By such,
the conventional D2D communication outperforms the hybrid
D2D communication regarding the resistance to more stringent
security requirement.

Figure 9(a) evaluates the impact of the density of the BSs
on the D2D utility. We can observe that the increase in the
density of microwave BSs can make the D2D utility nonzero
when 1−ε ≥ 0.9945. The reason can be explained as follows.
The increase in the density of microwave BSs can increase the
interference dynamics at the microwave adversaries and further
improve the communication covertness of D2D transmission
over the microwave frequency band. In this case, the constraint
on communication covertness over microwave frequency band
can be loosen (see Fig. 8(a)), and a nonzero D2D utility is
achievable when 1− ε ≥ 0.9945.

Figure 9(b) evaluates the impact of D2D communication
distance on the D2D utility. As observed, the decrease in the
density of mmWave adversaries does not affect the D2D utility
while that of microwave adversaries improves the D2D utility.
The reason has been given in the discussion of Fig. 9(a).
Additionally, the D2D utility decreases as the D2D commu-
nication distance increases. The reason can be explained as
follows. The link reliability of D2D transmission weakens
as the D2D communication distance increases. To enhance
the link reliability of D2D transmission, we have to increase
the D2D transmission power, which, however, make it easier
for the adversaries to detect D2D transmission. This implies

that by shortening D2D communication distance, both the link
reliability and communication covertness can be improved.

Figure 9(c) depicts the D2D utility as a function of the
decoding threshold over microwave frequency band ηM. The
D2D utility convexly decreases as ηM increases. This is due
to that the successful transmission probability over microwave
frequency band (i.e., (7)) gradually approaches its lower
bound, and its decreasing rate slows down, which induces a
convex decreasing trend for the D2D utility.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have implemented covert communication techniques
to enhance the security of the hybrid D2D communication
within a large-scale D2D-underlaid cellular network, aim-
ing to mitigate the risk of detection by adversaries. Our
objective is to improve link reliability while adhering to the
constraint of communication covertness. To analyze the net-
work performance from a system-level perspective, we utilize
stochastic geometry to model the geographical configuration
of the network. We employ a two-stage Stackelberg game
framework to conceptualize the strategic interaction between
D2D users and adversaries and thereby capture their conflict
of interests. Here, adversaries act as followers at the lower
stage, while D2D users take on the role of leaders at the upper
stage. For the adversary’s problem, we verify the existence
and uniqueness of their optimal strategy, deriving it as the
best response from the lower stage. Incorporating this best
response, we employ a bi-level algorithm to solve the problem
and determine the optimal strategy for D2D users. This, along
with the adversary’s strategy, forms the Stackelberg equilib-
rium. We rigorously verify the optimality of this equilibrium.
Numerical results have been presented and interesting insights
have been discussed, including
• Hybrid D2D communication shows advantages over con-

ventional D2D communication regarding the D2D utility
under the same constraint on communication covertness,
as elucidated in the discussion of Fig. 8(b).

• Decreasing the communication distance between the D2D
users can improve both the utility and communication
covertness for the D2D users, as illustrated in the discus-
sion of Fig. 9(b).
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• The increase in the co-channel interference from cellular
network can enhance the resistance of D2D users to the
adversaries (see the discussion of Fig. 9(a).

For future work, we would like to investigate the combat
between the D2D users and adversaries on a long-run manner.

APPENDIX A
PROBABILITY OF BEING ACTIVE AT MMWAVE

COMMUNICATION MODE

According to (4), the probability that the typical users are
active at mmWave communication mode is
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where Fhm
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APPENDIX B
SINR DISTRIBUTION OF D2D COMMUNICATION AT

MMWAVE COMMUNICATION MODE

Based on (6), the successful transmission probability of the
typical D2D users at the mmWave communication mode can
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be derived in (18), shown at the bottom of the previous page,
and the last of which is derived in (19), shown at the bottom
of the previous page, with (a) being a tight lower-bound and
following Lemma 1 in [31], (b) following the independence
between IC, m

dRx
0

and ID, m
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υs ηmrαm, s
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.
Therein, as we can have in (20), shown at the bottom of
page 12, we can further have in (21), shown at the bottom
of page 12, where (a) follows the probability generating
functionals of Poisson Point Process (PPP) [7]. Similarly,
we can have in (25), shown at the bottom of the previous
page.

APPENDIX C
SINR DISTRIBUTION OF D2D COMMUNICATION AT

MICROWAVE COMMUNICATION MODE

Based on (7), the successful transmission probability
of the typical D2D users at the microwave communica-
tion mode is shown in (23), shown at the bottom of
page 12, where (a) follows the independence between
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APPENDIX D
FA PROBABILITY OF MMWAVE ADVERSARY am

0

The FA probability of mmWave adversary am
0 defined in (8)

is derived in (22), shown at the bottom of page 12, where
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APPENDIX E
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APPENDIX F
FA PROBABILITY OF MICROWAVE ADVERSARY aM
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2) Inverse Laplace transform of LIC
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Bromwich inversion theorem in Chapter 2 of [34]:
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APPENDIX G
MD PROBABILITY OF MICROWAVE ADVERSARY aM
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0 than microwave adversary aM
0 [33].
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