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Fig. 1. CLJ scenario with ICA
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Table 1. Optimal modulation for jamming signal
according to enemy modulation(1)
Enemy signal Modulation of pulsed jamming
signal
BPSK BPSK
QPSK QPSK
4—PAM BPSK
16—QAM QPSK
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Fig. 2. Receiver BER according to relative enemy
signal strength
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