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Abstract The key generation technology using channel state information (CSI) has been developed for many years, and
the common method is to use all the subcarrier information in CSI as the data source of the primary key, in such methods,
although the CSI information obtained by the legal communication parties has a high degree of similarity, but the key gen-
eration rate is relatively low. Or the channel change has a similar effect on all subcarriers, and the overall trend remains
unchanged, making the key repetition rate generated in different rounds too high and the key update rate low. Therefore,
this paper proposes a key generation method based on the dual-carrier quotient model for the first time, which makes full
use of multi-carrier information and significantly improves the key generation rate on the basis of ensuring the data recip-
rocity of both parties to the legal communication. Aiming at the problem of excessive key duplication caused by the corre-
lation between subcarriers adjacent to the serial number, a set division method and extracting representative sequences in
the set are proposed to eliminate the key repeat segments. Finally, an experimental system is built to prove that the
dual-carrier quotient model can effectively improve the key generation rate. The subcarrier correlation elimination method
based on ensemble division can eliminate a large number of duplicate segments and improve the key update rate. The key
generation method based on the dual-carrier quotient model and subcarrier correlation elimination can make the generated
key have better performance and security under the condition that the inconsistency rate between the two parties is less
than the legal threshold. The experimental results show that the dual-carrier quotient model proposed in this paper in-
creases the key generation rate by 3~9 times under the condition of 1.5m between the communication parties in static and

dynamic scenes, and increases the key update rate by 2~3 times for the subcarrier ensemble division method that elimi-
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nates the key repeat segment, because the number of subcarriers is only 52, which can ignore the additional computational

overhead.

Key words physical layer security; key distribution; channel status information; dual carrier quotient model; key genera-

tion rate

1 35|

11 &=

TCEIAE R GE ) 22 B 32 202 WAL GE A 2k
A5 Zablt P TR, EREE . M2z L
J2 VLSO T v A B (1) 22 4 By SOR AR UE A5 B 1) 2
ALY o ARG R 2% 2 A LA T Jin 3 25 BH R 5
FEHUB PER G 0 A AR 55 . Wi-Fi V5 IT4F K fpe &
DI R&IB G AR —, HEC#) Z v H T2
WA FRETHIAE KR . PRI 1 K&
JEVEZ B AT Wi-Fi DI RE R e 28 oK Fyim B, XLt
WA (A0 B TP A A2 B, TAR K 22 4
RN T PRI Pk . — T IH, B S T REARAS B
BN UE R B], 53— 71, JCZ A 1R ) 35 1 A
25 (W P A A5 5 R B AR A IR BE R, WK ) % 3]
DU eE RO 11 P WL s rual M SN : o W5 1 =gt 1] =3
PR OB 22 4 ) 8, —— i N IS0 FH P 5 3 1R B
CRBEAR R R R ML D m RN TR AT RE
By ik 3EE P U e A OO, 52 H 2 Bive G
AW 2 g Bt .

Wy B B A BB ARATE kg ) BIAT X Bk n a
BORR A 78, A FH o 4 A T8 10 [ A7 BE DL ke e it
B HR —FRAG AR R T2
1 N\ 2 %1 i (Multiple-Input Multiple-Output, MIMO)
A A FOULI 5T, A4 2% RS T R s TR R A T
FIR R B REA SR T 3 1) R T T A [ A
vk, BUE Sk 23 1a) ARG RIS [ AR Ak, P BA
FHP AN AL 511 CST AR B 2 B A2 = BEAH G

i

ANPRFEAZ o SRTTT, AEAFTEAR T I TR B A S A,

{53 [ AR VR BT AT BEANE 78 43, AT 3 BV (1) 2%
A %

Bt IR L, Xiao S 25 A, Qin D 2 N H T
B 2 E WA, USSR CSIFEA, (H
gk REM S HsA, PRGBGSR
%Ak, Zhang S 25 A\ Aldaghri N 25 A\ PH AT LLH
TR RGP I AN TRENLPE(LLan: BENLE )
KOS R . Jin L & AN5 i, iR R R
il T B T o DRI, el MR R AS R =
HAE R R A — N R R ) ]
1.2 Ha

T B2l 5 U7 sk CSI A% BB A = FE IR AH

Ik, KZEINAFET CSI A B PN #AK
T HEETEE . H i TR SR A R, F BRI A
e, B AR R RIS B E AR
TP AL, A3 % P e sy,
R B AR A

H T RPIX IS L, ASCRE TR T R
WBR 2 A R AR RO Ve TR A AR S A
PR R A

EEAR AN [R] - 8005 ) A O AR A A R TR 25 5
EEEA AT R A, B M E
PR AR . Rk, RS e AR B S,
AN ) 3 R R W DA R 3 I s 5 e 7 AT
P St 22, vk amAE XU REAS 1 45 e Lk B AR
T EHm FEARBA CSI Rk

WA ERZ B NBAMO B B, 8
T B AL DA A2 25 I AR a2 .k TSI
J TIN5 RIS (R A R 5 [ B i
SEFE IR 2% BOAR DL S A o B B A R R K

A A R e 7853 R 22 3800 P TR el S L
BB, TRIRFR IR A IR A R AR A L, 48
FHEH A SRR, $8 P B T AR S
2, NP R R, RS A
1.3 FZEmk

IS RIRIR 5 3 N A T 2 A 1 % 1 R M R
P LSBT (R B S BE AL b, RN HBER ST T 8 Wk
P BT 7S A A B B T B R TR AT AT, A FCAH
EFARGE CST 5 50 i (W 2 AR s R, SR T
R IR, DA SRR, HET T ST
(1) e 3 3 A0 A S T

AT E TR T

B0 B A B ARG ) IR A, 4R R TR
AR I FH B 22 2k (R 1 IO, FF CST Hhvili 52 FHAH A7
5 B R, i s, MBRlma A T4
JSCE R o AEARUEA V20 s A B 5 ki it B, R
Al REHR T 2 B AE BRI 2, NI $2 T35 4 A2 1
R,

B 0 XA I i A 2R ) A A - A DG 3 B
WHEE B 2 WS, ST R R AR
Jiik, SEMEG N HAMREMETH), EIRUEEETHE
BHAE ORI A b, RS AT RE VY B A I AH OG
NI T3 B BB %



Ly A BT RU R B A e AR T VAR

FIH P EE ESP32-S3 JF A M AI— & #4 Ubuntu
20.04 RGEMEWASIL T — BT 00 i A 2L A
TR RE W BRI A B H A R S, S5k B,
AR T4 9 7 92 AT DLAE SR E U 3 8 — BOR (1 3
fih b, A g m CSIAR BAIH 26 B0 4R iidi 2 7
TP

2 FMxXIE

VAL TR E AT AR K B B, Rl
(1IN A% 11 J5T ] REANGE 7873, AT 3 S0 B 5 %
18 A H ARG . 0 B e, A6
AT BRAH SCHIE TTREAT T AT

B R TR 5 A5 e 1 v A G S R A 7 AR 1) 5 A
BENLYERZE, da Cruz P14 NP T — RS 0E 43
TRAGEE, 8RR LA WE 55 91 B (Received Sig-
nal Strength Indicator, RSSI) " I 2§45z fE A AL 2 [17]
(1) 22 S K 14 Tnon & 25 S B AL, K2 T SR AR A A
PR % (Cumulative distribution function, CDF)[{] & {5
A 5T CDF(Lossy cumulative distribution
function, LCDF) W &AL, X H L RVEE R AW
RE S AEAN SN I FEAS, 90 T % S R BE AL .
Hashem S % APILITE AR 2 4Bt $2 WEP Pl
(R 22 A AR KS- 4 H IR, SR — b 44 <3 i
RCA+S” [ 1§ 5 535 Ok B A7 2 55 24 1) A (Wired
Equivalent Protocol, WEP)FJ % FikhrifE RC4”.
RC4+S FEKGEPIMBENLIER N 725 20%, Mifide
i TAE UG K WEP PR3 S % SCREHLE . Soni A
2 NUAR R % 30 7 11 F- 34 3 (Moving window
averaging, MWA)X| Alice F1 Bob Z [H]AZ 4t [1115 A5 1)
RSSI BEATTRALE, E BRI 45 M8 3 B A 0 1 e
W Bk . BBl E KR/ AR RSST B (1) AR
W 22 R IEFE ). I 3T Lloyd-Max [¥)&EALAR X
TRALBRJ5 1K) RSSIAEA AT 84k, DA/ M s zz,
BB BRAR T S PIA 80K, Zhang S AP H
Alice M1 Bob HAHKILFEHIE 7, —HEATHATE
EAGTE, BB RS T AE Ry = B LR 2 A
B, T3 T Bob [n Alice KIEMAUE 5 Mt FE,
DAL 5 X v BE LA 5 7925 Bl 3 ) BEAILARS 5 7 V1)
VR R E . Li GNP T —FBri A
T Bt ALPE(Artificial randomization, AR )4 Bh )8 59
WS N B H AR T K P R R B L A
PRENE TGN T, TR AR A S ETE, SCHL
G B4 AEEH P G E S Loy Wr 5 B 4f
I, 3T I AR WL s P i o 7 SLAN S 45
RRW, RO BRI, AR J7VE W DAAE T R

3

TIREL N AT RO AR ] . Zeng K 2 N0 H 52
WT —AEET 2 RE RGN L =5 YA B il
MAKE. MAKE VA&7 18 R IEREWHUE 5 N )7
B RS R S FHEA I 5oh AT T 528 . A
M2 RE&EMZ KPR, MAKE 7EVERE LAK
BT o BT TG ZARIER 9 2% (Wireless Body Area
Networks, WBANSs) % 5 %2 £ 328 97 Wr 1) 1) #, Xiao L
S NI T — T e S S T (Intelligent reflec-
tion surface, IRS)4# 5% it %* >] (Reinforcement learn-
ing, RL) 224> WBANALHT 5, 1477 ATV 4% 68
GO A AL S S 025 2 PN S D %, JEEN X 3230 5
Wr i) IRS #H#, Wit T —F Dyna 4244, B4
EEAT v T TR Ry & P e X AN S iR
P E A T ) XU S

3 WMEKEHEE

3.1 fRREb
TG B A5 U, A5 IR A A5 5 R A5 B % 1)
fFiEJEME. SRR TE SR At R ss
PRI, R5 T 1 2 R0 B (1 0 S8 9 0 ) h AR AN Je 3 I
H, W5 SO S, IS EE. R
FEAZ 443 &2 H (Orthogonal frequency-division mul-
tiplexing, OFDM) (¥ Wi-Fi RZirh, AT Hk
R —AEHM, HRER ARG )R
H(k)=a+bj 3.1
Hrr, H(k) A% kA TEBNEERSER. &
AN CST ] LA IR A A (3.2):
H (k) =l| H (k) |7 (3.2)
b, (| H(R) | RER kA TEBIIRE, 2H (k) 5
ke AT EIA AL . PG, CST & f5 T8 450 2 Wiy [
(Channel frequency response, CFR)A ] 12 L1 &5
HURFE, CSI J W IR 42: TG 2k A5 16 Bl B 8] AR 4 1R 17 200
S T I EAT 5 MRS I 30 3 i e 28 3 1) B
S fTH S A P BUR . AR AR .
TP CFR 1] LU h 42 (3.3)")

fﬂﬁﬂ=§ﬁﬁﬂfﬂ““” 3.3)

b, a, () BRI R, 7, () B
FERRITAE, [ TEPBIR, NAREKITA L.
3.2 WEHKEERAREL
321 HEES

H A5 L8 A5 A #R R H OFDM i il 7 =X,
OFDM AN [l AT sii (1) 128 KI5 S, AT RIUAS
A1 ¥ CFR. CSI 5Efr Fighad CFR 7EA A 12



4 Journal of Cyber Security {7 224 2#4)k, 2025 £ 7 H, 10 %, 5 4 ¥

P LB HOCRAE, T LUSUECI 7 A0 () A% 0 JEARURS
FEIN R ESRBUE R P T80 CFR B BURAE
B, AP F SR, FFRIR CFR R 8E A R %
PIKR IR . 7R OFDM 7 R, R4 74
e F K BERARAL 5 B AT LA X CFR A
HRAEHR, MR TALSE CSI MBS O K
[ I 55 169 22 A7 ¥ CFR A 3= LR, H.
L P R, 50 B 79 S e IV 14 B — 8 1) CFR
RAME . (EIE 2 b, ASCNERTE CSI
i B SR R ORI M B A, Pl T 4%
T R AL 1 A e i, FUAME RIS T
AP M) CFR £EIN ()2 b 1R B BOP iR, e 4fE
T, BANEY] T HAME EH & AT, RAkiES
U /(I
A, R TR CST RO LRI A3 4):
s CSIR) _ H(A.0)
" CSI(ky) H(fst)
v, CSI(ky)~ CSI(ky) 53 AT 50 by ke, 1
TR CSL,  f, A1 fy R PR AL PRI T B
DA LR AT AP IR IT A 3((3.5):
CSi (k)
CSI, =
" CSI(k,)

jom (
( ) a Ag fl ldeal (](1 t)
(f2 ) I amadLt) ldeal (f2 )
Hrp, Hy, WEMURSM CSL. TR I =

AR TR AR SR ABEEAT I b, BRI )i b CST iR
W FERAR L A% T LU LB AEAR R, B T g 7
A(fit) FLA( fy.) - CSUARRLARES e( f;.0) Bl e( f5.1) iE
AR, H (fi.¢) BUH (f,,t) BT SEBR Lot iR 7

(3.4)

3.5)

. . CSI (k) L
P f 25, [ AT Lk s Sk a3R(3.6):
X e 2 .%,Cﬂwﬂﬂlﬁ%ﬁAﬁGQ
%=Cﬂ%)
CSI (ky)
_ A1) rr(aaia-20050) . Higea (f151) (3.6)
A(JFZ’Z‘) Hideal (f‘Z’t)
~ Hideal (ﬁ!t)

~

Hideal (ﬁ’t)
u,x%m%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%@ﬁﬁﬁ¢,@&ﬁ
EAE S N2 EPAE S, ARG 7R

x(t) = kZ:)_;X(k)ef”’k’ (3.7)

e, ¢ T RPBHARINE, o MBI 2554
HIEgfEiE N 2R, BB A G.8)Fw:

M-1
y(t) = Z amx(t—rm) (3.8)

Hrha, « 7, 53085 m 4% R AT I (1) 2 ok AT AE 1,
(3. RAG.8)H, ﬁAﬂ@%

M-l k-
y(0)= Za ZX(k) oo

—ZﬂMZad%”) (3.9)

K=0

— zX(k)e]wk Z ame—ﬂdﬂm
K=0 m=0

A
M-l )
e )= X a,e’/™*™ (3.10)
m=0
k=1 ,
y)= 3 () X (e 3.11)
R, 7Tl (o), ERL B

(RIZERANGE I A7 G, b 5 BBINE o 47K H(3.11)
RSO, FRATT A J5 e 00 00 381 PRy A% S o 2 24 5
(3.12):
Y(t) =€ (e, ) X (k) (3.12)
B an 2 20(3.13) fion:
CSl(k)=¢ (a)k ) = Milame_j Dk (3.13)
m=1
K I E R B I N (3.14) s
CSI(0)
CSI(1)
CSI(K -1) (3.14)
e—ja’oTo .. e_j(UOTMfl o
_ aq
e_jwl(—l 7o . e*jwkfl Tym-1
Ay

b3, A5 AT I EAE, i Wi-Fi i) 5241
PN CSLe FATPEE I AE 7, DISRAF: (] BR 3E AT &
o, XA SRAEAE 2 BB S S T R, )
1M KR 3, Bz, =m(m+1)-T, o« 0 T
N fo MBS 5,
2 fy + k-2 -Af o

f8_EIRE I ZHARN(3.14)8, WA H 2105
WAREN A~ XG5,

o, =y +k-Aw, LT o =

ay CSI(0)
Csi(1
A, =l N =ET :() (3.15)
4y CSI(K - 1)



Ze AR BRI B2 B v A T A
Hor,

e‘/”ofo e‘f“’o’l e_ijTM—l
—joT, —jorT —JjOTy
e e . e
E = . . . (3.16)
e—kafl 7y e*fa’lmfl . e*fa’KflfM -

A3 16) T A, SER AR EC S B A
WEARSG, HHEA 240k, Dk, RUTEFE ST
AR OO, Be T IS BA B 5 ERIE R

FTLA, 85515 5 1% i e 1) 2245 2000 M o
W RO T B e A, T AU, AR
pr AT TR S T2 AR XU R BT AR 3% 5 1 7
AL WA, AL A3 X005 43 21K 7T AL CST, i BEAIAL,
A B s B PO TR IS BN, O L,
TRBABRA 52 A, WEEARE /N, Preakm
BN ST ) LRI AN

HIFE CST JiFErh, RT3 L EOE X
FAAE o MR R EAN B SR, W LASRAFIZ R B

WG b AN arcan’ . BRI A 1E
a

H(f)=H(f,)e™™ )ty 45 i R A Bz o IRl
CSI, ] LS Wi B LUAE A, RAR 248 PR,
AREB1T) AXG18)PiR:
_ Amplitude(k,)
" Amplitude(k,)
P. = Phase(k, ) — Phase(k,)
322 HHEIPR
XU T AS L 1) EAAR TS BRI P 1 TR

(3.17)

(3.18)

s TRIGER| | MERFEIETI0
T BRI [ TR,

.

HIROTIIRL, [ | T
b LG

FRECSUEE
HSTHREH

Yo ERL TR
I R BT 4]
BT T

1 HESRREE
Figure 1 Schematic diagram of calculation steps

FRAT I R B e on R 21 (1) CSTEHs, Hoh Ay m
Ml CST %dls, RFWifT 52 MM, THMETS
YR N [-26,-11U[1,26], W LARIR A mx52 [FHIRE,
WA RB19FTR:
h(l,—26) h(1,26)
H=| KT (3.19)

h(m,—26) : h(m,26)

5

e, by, R7RHS m WO T n S R CSL
h T ARUE R A R LR A R BUE AT, T B AR YR
AT BB U RR AT O, M BR B S 1 T8k
W o TR 1T LA SE SRR I TR I R AR, TR
— ol FH T S A I ) P 51038 0 PR R A AR A W] T
WAEL 3 )25 80, I — AR ECk R R — A0
) 3 B (R A2 2%k, S e T B T e 5 o oA R R AR T
AIREPE, R AR AR5, 6 B 1 AR K o

WAHKEN N WFEBCRFE 5 X, A
ORI =05 SIS

1) K7 51 X 18 G 2 o s o) HE e o B
m (m< N)ERC i, moa] DLERR 2 A 5 4 5
B RV SR AU 1 B A 1 i VK R A
TR, EFEm=28m=1. KA N>1000 I,
AREFE m>2 o I TIERE m=2 . WA 5(3.20)
Fios:

X, =[x@),x( +1),....x( +m—=1)]  (3.20)

Hii=1,2,...N-m+1.

2) SEXd[ X, X, [ X, 5 X R,

ARGB2DFTR:

d[ X, X, |=max |x(i+ k) -x(j+k)|  (321)
H, ke (0,m-1), i,je[l, N-m+1].
3 B K d[ XX | <r A K, Hd

Lje[LN=—m+1], r AALIER, 2 r MEBONN,
RERBZHER, 2 r FEBNN, WA AR
Mtk i R g gevthett, k- #8 0.1 A1 0.5 2 18]

I, TR L S B g, B
N -m+1HAE, WAKB.22)F7xR:
m _ Bi
B, (r)_N—m+1 (3.22)

4) XF B (r) MATHUON BUS 5, PRI T A
M, 124E B™ (), tnAR(3.23):

1 N-m+1

B"(r)= ARLEAG (3.23)
— i=1
5) Em=m+1, JFEEIE DHF| 4), RI{32)

B"(r);
6) 13 % Bt % 1 () 35 AU ApEn(m,r) , W12y 5k
(320 R:
ApEn(m,r) = lim[B'” (r)— B""! (r)] (3.24)
Hrf, N oo W TASUWEHCRFET S, NAs
TIE55, PRI e v LA s A A 50(3.25):



6 Journal of Cyber Security {7 224 2#4)k, 2025 £ 7 H, 10 %, 5 4 ¥

ApEn(m,r,N)=B" (r)— B""(r) (3.25)
SIBUIPNE =R %€/ AT B (DO PUR =11 S R Rk %,
H CSI WM S MR 2, kA 2k
A DRI, TR AN T B AT R B A,
AT 10 BT M BR, PRA AT H 280 .
28 1L IS AR MRS R mx n IRRERE H, (n<52),
WA (3.26)FT 7
By 0 Mo
H,= @ . (3.26)
Py = Iy
Hr, x ~x, ARRWTHT S, %E5 0T
850 HIH,, ) ROREE n, 55 P10 B HORAE 751,
RIFRATE A TIRBORATrIE S, HEER,,

m~ ny REFHPIT5, KRB AKX E27)0R:

m,xn)

H,)
csI, | ! (3.27)
172 H(nz)
HopH, ) A XG.28) P
h(l,n,)
He,y=| (3.28)
h(m,n,)

HEAT AR T T n oy HATRIE
5, #1132 CSI,, -

IR 1L 73 i TR A TR 2 5K P K CST,
AT w4, P B B A BCH(Bose-Chaudhuri-
Hocquenghem codes, BCH)P2 #5038, FII I A A )
KR L IS 2 AL A4 . AT TR AR —HUR AN BE
I 20%, LA PRk 4 0 7 0 D04 LR AR, A
T L B A B PR E A 22 1. e AR e 75 P e
el SR B
3.3 WEHKEEEREENESERSWIE

A TGS L 56 TIE XA T RS 2R P BV 25 R I Sk
R, AT HA T X EL M S8 o SR IREE 4 2= (1)
NN, AR 2 > ESP32-S3 TR, 43 HifE
4 Alice A1 Bob. Alice T.{E{E Access Point #5x, %
PN, RVF AL R RN, 1RtH
P57, Bob TAEALE Station FizX, W LLIEHES] AP,
W TAEAE 2.4GHz #iiBt, 717964 20MHz. — &6 ¥4%3k
Ubuntu 20.04 R 421210 AH T 56 0 I AL R 1 CSI
HARIE T WS 802.11n WA= ARY, &5
FREA T HP A 52 4, P9 h-26 2-1 fl 1 &2
26, Alice Fl Bob [M[FE R4 1.5m, Wikl 2 iR,

EHE/N Ens EiiENray

1.5m

TAEAE2.AGHZA B 3 9620MHz

B2 ZHRRNETEE
Figure 2 Schematic diagram of experimental
environment

7 Alice A1 Bob %ty CST #t¥s v, 43 Jil$2H T
TELL 52 Wifr) CSI Mg BEFNARAL, P iy IR MUP 5 — 5%
Mo Wl 3. Bl 4 Fisk Alice 11126 5. 12 57
P IRIIE 2 R Bob 3 19-26 5. 12 5 72k (g i
K, Alice Jii—17 5\ -3 5B IAHAL EIFT Bob i
[1-17 *5 =3 S IARLL K, AT LU H s Al R 55 1
BV R SEBE I R AR P 5e A TE A, ILTFAE
TEH Gy, ToidkAE A A eSOk 2 A AR . P LA
AT U T S RN s AT AR B, K [ — 3 A
A7 (A R —26 5 F1 12 5)F 1 2 i i S AH Bk A+
Rz, 25 R iR, Alice S F1 Bob 3 1) CSI I FE
L AF AR A7 22 8 1) A8 A R 3 sy BE AL, L 4% A2 B3
BT T G M4 o IR, SRAIE T U I i A
AR T, R R s AR R B e T kA

4 TEHRESXNTIZE

41 HHEEK DM

HAR OFDM il i (1) 73k 5 5 i 1548, 1
AR 730 B A AR5 2R (R, 5 BUiel = A4
AL B R, K H e TIE R CST nf fig LA 1R
ST A DGPE o DRI 5 408U 1) 1 28 T8t A 2 s 1) 25
ATREA R B B B, 255 p Bt . 7EIX R i
T, AR AT . WK 5 R 26
SN2 525 S 12 51k i R LU AR = A

MNP R TT DU HE 9 56 2 I ) B AR A A
FFAL, AT CAHE I A A RAFE — E R E R
BtQES: S AL LU EEE). il iur, EIHEig R
(150, 1750, BsEfrfE KR EE R, RirEENH



ey SF TR K B ] i A R IR

10 T — 12 10 —T—
95 - - - Alice | | 115 ] - -~ Alice 95 —— Bob
9 11 BN Nz : 9
¢ 85 A A w105 g reflrel L L8 N\ &
£ 3 - T s Z 3 /
© 75 72 Bt it i © 95 075
7p 1 o 7
6.5 8.5 6.5
L] L 8 6
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
i)y Wi = Wy 7=
(a) Alice -26 13 &l (b) Alice 1213 & (c) Bob -26"2- i £ &l
(a) Alice’s -26 amplitude plot (b) Alice’s 12 amplitude plot (c) Bob’s -26 amplitude plot
12 lﬁ 1.5 : —
—— Bob 14 ---Alice|{
11.5¢ - - : I
N 13 Bob ||
12
2105 \ a1
£ 10 = 1
wn —_—
&) 95 \/ 8 09 ; - S SR
85 0.6
8 0.5 — :
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
W75 WU
(d) Bob 125 g £ 4] (e) Alicel-26" , 125 M LLAEFI
(d) Bob’s 12 amplitude plot Bob[#-265 . 125 &1 HLAE R

(e) Alice’s ratio of -26 and 12 amplitudes and
Bob’s -26, 12 amplitude ratio comparison chart

3 REHRERRE

Figure 3 Amplitude ratio effect diagram

1 T 1 T T T T T T 1 T T T
0.9 -~ - Alice | | 0.9 ---Alice]l{ 09 | — Bob
0.8 5 4 08 0.8
0.7 et {07 0.7

&o. . ‘ =06 - . =06

Z gg SRRV LN A S it B 05| N f i Z0s [\ ./

S oapfiio M L] B gt Ml S e 1 8 o) / \\ \ A
0.3+ ; 0.3 : 0.3 \ o\ 7/
02 : ot : 02 - 402
0.1 : o0l 101 /

075770 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 30 0577015 20 25 30 35 40 45 30 05770 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 30

ity -5 iy Wity
(a) Alice -175 11 A (b) Alice -3 5H1{v; Al (c) Bob 175 A1 A
(a) Alice’s -17 phase map (b) Alice’s -3 phase map (c) Bob’s -17 phase map
1 — 1—
0.9 [—Bob]l o9t - - - Alice |/
0.8 0.8} —Bob ||
0.7 0.7
=06 2 0.6}
ZF05 /) 05 -
AR VAR N /
03} {03} \
02 0.2} \,\J/ 1
01} \/ 01
0 i \/ 0 i i H H
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
i35 i35
(d) Bob -3 &l (e) AlicelJ-17 . -3 57 22{E 1
(d) Bob’s -3 phase map Bob1-175 . -3 50 25 (HACR A

(e) Alice’s -17 and -3 phase difference values
Bob’s contrast diagram of phase difference values -17 and -3

4 MAAEEENRE

Figure 4 Phase difference effect diagram



8 Journal of Cyber Security {7 224 2#4)k, 2025 £ 7 H, 10 %, 5 4 ¥

1.5 : r
- == Alice|
1.4 —— Bob

1.3

1.2

1.1

R L

CSIi

0.9

0.7 e

0.6

0.5

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
W75
() 2675 Fl12°5-F 3R W 14 LU AR &
(a) Subcarrier amplitude ratio plot of No. - 26 and No. 12

1.5
1.4
1.3
1.2
1.1
1
0.9
0.8

07f2mmll AL -

T~

---Alice| |
—— Bob

CSIJE b

0.6
0.5

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
WU
(b) =255 A2 5 TR e e
(b) Subcarrier amplitude ratio plot of No. -25 and No. 12

B 5 BWAESTHKSRE—FHKLERRE

Figure 5 Effect diagram of the ratio between two adjacent subcarriers and the same subcarrier

HREHKER 38.46%. NIk, N TE—ERE L
WA ER R, TS — DT EES.
42 FEHEESXH
M T AR 2 M RUE R 1 1 380k, R Re L
AR BCGEH . BRI, Tl R I T AR A R
a3, WAL KT 1 B AEL 181 30 il g 21 ] — A
LA, SRR L5 T FE, XTEEA
BRI AR OGN o AR ST AR ¢ ZR EAT 51 200 R AH 5%
PR, A OC R H DL AR 18 2 (A AH DG OC R % D) RE
FEIZETHE R, i@ DR
_cov(X,Y)
oo,
Hep, X, Y 3l KR AN T8RP, cov(X,Y)
RREMZBMIT %, o, o, BRERRENKR
2z, p O R
e, KESLEEE BN, HXREANT 0~
0.85 - (1] [~ 800k A2 B I 3 BH B 52 S5 381G AT, T
552 AT RN R A OC R B, g5 R
6 M. Mo, BEPARFRES A k7Y, e
MRAREBONT 0.9, wOAEIHKREN T 0.85~0.9
Z 8], SREACRAC KA T 0~0.85 2[4, BIAW]
R 73000t o AR 25 S5O0, AR REAT 0~
0.85 Z MM FH AR KNEERE. T H{E
HATHEA KIS, 0B 6 AL T 0, 1 55 0%, Wil 7 By
R, FELOFE AR R 1, HARA 0.
AT AT 3 52x52 [ T8k [a) 40 5%
PEM 0,1 HiFEC, WA @4.2)FR:
COTT 26,-26) COTT_26,-25)

C:

4.1)

© COTH_26,26)

(4.2)

COIYp6,-26)  COTT(26,25) COFT26,26)

HHrc, :[CO’”’”(n,—zé) CO””(n,—zs)"‘CO””(n,zﬁ)] RN
n T TR AR T AP A RN o AR T
BB R

SR 8L I X A (R AR DR B 1) S BB B
(EEARSRLNNESep KD S e RTINS

1) BRI C,, ), Cony L5 5725
Cony ® Copy Iz 04, Min, o ny i/ THE T BIEI
B4R

2) #C,, ®C,, ANA 04, Mn,\ n, DT
BA BT R RS, A

3) 5 PTAT AR G HEAT W P S BS 5T, Rl 1A
BT, WINREAN RS EZ AT

El6 THRBXRHIEETEE
Figure 6 Schematic diagram of subcarrier correlation
coefficient matrix



Ze AR BRI B2 B v A T A

7 HEXRBIEMEEIRA 0,1 ERFTEE
Figure 7 Schematic diagram of converting the
correlation coefficient matrix into a 0,1 matrix

4) RHAECEA R T 50 7 S 6 AT 20, J
LI CSI SURMRIA N T 2 DA, LU
St NI TR
43 FEREMTRER

BAVE ARG, LT R TR, 7
AT LR A A SR 0. (BB
o ATH, R0, Hy, o H,) o RS
SR AT TT EIABEIRG p /T s BL IR Stk (5
{1 o RUFE 5t A WREA A Fhoxt S 1 AR A

(@3
o
Ja 43
ey raosses Y
VR HSORSE
o
o
h
Ja
oo | h (4.4)

O =

(01 o2es 0,)
I
Jo e
h oy

Ja,

N

(4.5)

T T F #T DU AN N IR AR A
A 3(4.6):
Fo=0,H +0o,H,+-+0,H, (4.6)
SR J R FH 3 18000 TR 77 2 DR A 2 25 B 15 40 A5
RUREL, Wil p N FE ORI T ZTTRE N @,
RO IR IO y (y RNEED TP L35 R
), WA AR @.7):
i¢i%‘
y=t— (4.7)
&0
WAS B ZE 543 31 3 K (4.8) T
Y=yH +y,H +--+y,H, 4.8)
UE S (16, —15, —14} A HIXF 7 AT 5,
TR T AR 1 R

£1 EAE6,-15 1D ERRK
Table 1 Analysis results table of set {-16, -15, -14}
AR TR 1

REAEAR 2.721 LR R B
Ti ZEfR A 90.69%

-16 5 0.5797 0.5797 33.47%

-15 %5 0.5730 0.5730 33.08%

-14 5 0.5794 0.5794 33.45%

b, U5 ZERRRE S R ORI o 0 IR T3
WAGFRIE IR RE ), T MR RN, ARG
D7, SRR 3 sy SR T A e T L 2T
(RS 2 1 485 ATV, kS Ao Jr =
B =122V R B T 2. TS
TP A AH DS A AR 5, B DA — RO, e
38— A ] DR R AT A B RFAE 10 sy,
B4 {-16, 15, —14}, B LRSI, R4
B AT B 7 5 PR, Wi 4
ik 8 pion:

44 FHEFMEREFH

TRATIHE 2 BH T e e S BRI ] P 85 5 T

WL, AL R, A (4.9)FT:



10 Journal of Cyber Security {7 224 2#4)k, 2025 £ 7 H, 10 %, 5 4 ¥

3 : :
- - -~ Alice
2.9 | Bob |1
2.8
2.7
2 2.6
# e
B 2shae :
= P \
224 H\\\ >
23 \ / \\\\~
22 N
2.1
2
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Wit 35
8 KEEEMNETSTFHEMLLERRE

Figure 8 Ratio effect diagram of aggregate principal
components and subcarrier No. 7

e BRI
e = e

BEHLIEI 41 CSI B, % HEEIE b L
S 5 RS T, ARG 5 LI 1 A1,
FE4L 104 7, T b PSR B L I G
. MRS Eo U b, A BGELE 5
UL T )N TP R R B Tk

(4.9)

HG, MG CSI A T 52 A%, &
MEPHL CST W5 TP HEs . Rba 5 41t
H— YRR B, S5 R B s T 4

R, PRI R R, SRR T 85 4138,
A F YL CST B0 70 BEN 3 85 TH ek
S, B S RN, %0 71073 S
T HES . BRSO 1 2 S W BN % 17 UK,
BBt oL S T 8 K

R AR CSTHE, AR 71 45,
[FIRE, B3R 5 TS PIE R B, BEAR R B KL
14 R, Sibr EREE T 11K

ML, JRah CST Mdls 4ot 7Sk G kil oy
ZJE, BN T o w P G R, (R
TSP R, e T s P YR e
AR 5 (R B R R AR TG DL, K AE R ity
VRS o

5 BRERAFRKIT

g bR HE ) U I 7 AR T 2 B A )
SO, CEARTE R, I T AR T E, A
TG TEGRI . AL FRASE . AL BEER AN p di b, 4%
PRFFEAIE 9 Frors

AL HRTER

FEH T E4H -

CSI fo'ﬁtrﬁ kﬂﬁ LMy i Hagggfjﬂi

Wiz 3k 7 FEHL W, 1

s
[ i PR 2=

(EE X e o
%"fiﬂ—u B thggﬁﬁ B L — %?ﬁiﬁ

PR T F£EN o o

CSI i kuﬁ T ‘"‘Eﬁr ék

AR BoiA 7 HEHL Az

B9 HHRERARREER

Figure 9 Key generation scheme flow chart

5.1 CSI{ER2IEER

TE 6] SR A s S5 A AT el g, CSTAR B 3 2240
FEPITRAY, MRS HAALAE Y, Jerp, CSI )5
DA 15 DR 32 B 085 J 4 B TR 1 B R, 7 I 4R v
BBl NS A 5 22 (A e 7 2 S B4 0UR B 5 P i i —
SE SN, ANREELE T 314 . SRAEM CSI R A AH
o7 A5 R ERT I o ) 215 2 AR A 0 R A48 22 (1 S i), A
SRS B P S T AL 2 A o DRI, 0 PR RIS 1 b 3

J7 RAFAE— e R
511 TRERFELHE

HH TS BL A o] Jiell, Fr L CST e = A= A
PO FE S To vk e M 7 A S R TR R A A
EURE R B 2 o, S0t S 2 B Ak 3 R
8 E 2 M ZE . BRIk, AT BU# A Hampel
JEVE A AT I RN BRIX LE S 1 . Hampel JEJE A% &
— PP FH TR R O R B R v, OO R



ey SF TR K B ] i A R IR

R FH & 08 7 222 S5 A LX) 40 1) 2 R 2 A7 i A
U

AR k 2 FRG RN A K(5.1):

H(k)={H,, H,, Hy, H,, ..., H,} (5.1)
o, n FoRBEARSCR, H FoRE k& THREFEn
FEA SR CSI MR B AHAL . Hampel 33 25 [l %8
H (k) B TG E A O 7 11, A B8N T 1158 B2 R
x, xERNEHR S, BAE M REE N 2x+ 1 (BEH
DIGE), WEZE DA TR W E, RS
P LB T S FEAS R E bR 22 . SR
ANFEA L A (AR 258 = AN bRvE 2, T A (i B 4
REA . [F IR AT T AR B, DLR R Xiff e
(1 [ 5 7 K B AR ] ) G 2R (B Bl I . B I
N E N, R E DR T RN
o feJii, S 41 CST e FE B b 1% 07
%, LR WE 10 Frow, B R SRR
ST I, R T s, R TR R A
FHIE, AR T3 m Ak A B g M.

15 T T T T
. ——HACSIE
14 X —— A FRSCSIRE |
I
13 I
Iy
12 b 1‘
11 L N 2 A
’ILX \ (Y " N
E ol ot :'/V‘\,’ /‘\\/1 R \JH Vil
7 ® 1 ’
8 9({- \\\\] \\7/ \‘ [[ k] \A#\II
' ! ¥
8 ¥ b
i
7 v
6
5
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Wy
E 10 258 SANAN T8 a3 R RINE S R AT bLE

Figure 10 Comparison of amplitude effects after
outlier detection and smoothing processing

5.1.2 MNE R

L5 CST 3 @ FEANTR], CST 38 Js ds AR A 4 H3ve
Bl K [-n, =], WS —n Flom b2 R A O, (645
FHAR B 7] T AR A Bk AR KT o, A3 XU AR AL AS
RS o m, TR T AR, ARG . BTEA
T BRA Se A B AR, B AE —n Bl m 2 [k
AR o, BRI ABVERIES. @ Ese)h,
BUJ5 CST AR AR Ak s BEARA, HA AR —
NG RTANIOP

MIMO-OFDM 4t " iUk i 2 18] W] e A7AE [ 7]
Bk, S GECRERN CSI B SHIRZE RS, 1

11

FEI BRIFD R ZE RPN, K50 CSI Ik
R AR A6 Trh, I )20 4256 CST HR I
SN, — T LA AN TR, T B 5% 2 R
CSIALLFEMAREN, PRI R B PR B M 1% 7 5 |
AR A B WEAT AL 2, DAAT 2 AN AR (i % 1 73 1
FLARRLAR B

XUERZER F o FEC CSI MM mEE, — &80k
H -5 5 B0 5 M B [ 2035 22 B E BRI AR AL IR 22,
TR B 5 T BB B E L AR S0 HHO AL
WIS o A SR SE A U A A A5 1, 7 2l
B BT O LA EEAT PAL PE . Qian K 4%
NPV o S R 7 A T 2 AR R RS R BEATLAR
%, 19 2064 RARGL, JFAE NI TR b 45 21
I, B 7RG I RO

BTEA, AN T BGEJ5s CST ALAE Bk i
Z IR E S, 2l seR s s M AL i s e, A A
o BNV S AL B, 5 245 2 1A SO AL A
N B B I B . FARB BRI, B RAG 2
[R5 i AN T3 o gy, AS(S.2) PR

. k,
¢[=¢[+,8—21rﬁ5+2 5.2)

b, g FORMBAIGE, ¢, RARIIMIPT, & Rtk
WA S TS A S S PR IR ) 20 43 2, R I P A 1

ﬁﬁ%@%%%m%ﬁ,&%%%r¢?ﬁ%%%

SH(26<k <26), NF/RHERNAH FFT 1K
/IN(HE T IEEE 802.11n Ar#fEH 1) FFT K/IMEH 64). S
RIRKRFNHE BN WS, Z Fon RS,
BB 5 2%

M CSI (R B AR A A% 2 22 W] LUE AR
%%ﬁ%ﬂ—m%5mé4¥ﬁ%%%%%ﬁ@ﬁ

ak, + b, Hi2E T Bk [ N BhE SR 2 5 AR AN
AN AR B o Bk, SRR S F1 g s, AT L
BT NAEAN B ST A 28 (R R A7 Sk ke 2 ARAE
HEAT AR o

AR a F b 15 X, Was(5.3)F(5.4)HnR:

:¢n_¢l:¢n_¢l_2_ﬂ§ (53)
k—k k —k N
15~ 12 2no -
bh=— = Sk + 5.4
an::1¢’ an::1¢J nN jZ::I i+h ©4)

BEAL ) @ 2R A AR Ik A, Bk & TE 5 B
AN ZERI G5 R, b 2R n AN AR 1. BT
HI gL B E L 26 F 26 W, T#IE L



12 Journal of Cyber Security {7 224 2#4)k, 2025 £ 7 H, 10 %, 5 4 ¥

SERERTRI, BRI HEA ST P AT T AR -2 A
Jo 0, W Sk, =0, B AL b (LB
Z

Hb=L S + B WREHIR § 4o Al e i

n j=1
ZEW ak, +b, BIATS ROk B BB R R ZE 6 MR SN
WL HIBENUAIANI R AS, HE— D15 3 i &8l nl ¢
B SR, s 3 (5.5) s

- - 4, — 4 1R
¢i=¢i_(aki+b)=¢i_kn_kl ki_¢n;j§¢j (5.5)

MO, JRds CST AHAAS BN 2 kAR 4 Ab 2
i CATH R TR ZEIN S A B K5, I & AH A7
S B FUSARN A B IR A5 B K

WK 11 Fis R J5 R CSIIAILAS A & i 58
LA 3 5 X L], AT DL A il . Rtk
e J5 £3 BRI AL AE B, H Alice 1 Bob [l &
BOR LT
5.2 {FEFEELIEER

ASCRH T 43 MRS B IR B i AR,
e ZIEFEN 20MHz 7 SERER IR 2] 64 STk IfE
TERFE, AR 802.11n WMSAHICUE, M ARk
P FEUT 5 26 £-1 F1 1 £ 26, 3524, 4
s B AR R A

1) WA Fr sk — RS (e BRI i) — 415 W A
F T b HES

2) WA HE T S B W A AT AR 4 N
2k NEHEY, kRSB AL R AN B B
Febr b, B o #Ebr 5 5 E Sy S
— 3

3) 5 IR T W R 23 A A8 kA ks
TR RN B T E AN 0,1 JEA
53 [EEMhEELR

ZAEAEAN KRR A S, X A 10 I 2 B
A JEATY AT BT ASAH R IR 3 AT, n SR XU AN TR (1) 2%
AT HCH B, WP n] DA [R] g 6 — Rk e 45 i
PR, AT D FH A5 SR A 1E o 258 P vl
1 FH AV AL S B . BCH 24 B g ) AN [+ () A<
Ji3 22 TSI 20 A A o AR LR B, DL R R 4 e
HATAR R EAHKE, A SR AR
20%, LA PR Ay A5 7 36 A S s XU, AT e
LA H BRI 22 4.

6 RGEXWRIN
R SC CL 28 BES TR W) T A SOy i 1 3%

P, AT SER A JEREAT SR SRS . LU AR AN
s FREH— 38R B, BELER 2 4
P HAR, Wk T =FhsEi i st LR IR =)
WIS, SRR 2 4~ ESP32-S3 R, 43
YE N Alice Fl Bob, %% TAELE 2.4GHz SilBt, 7 % A
20MHz. —&#% Ubuntu 20.04 R4 MEICAHT
SERIS PSR CST Hdi b . KRR A&
TP 5 AN, GEiEBIaR 100 #bo kT ORAF SE560 25 5 1k
TR R AT 25, A A9 Bt B AT ke 1k S, AT 42
WT 5 HBARIHATE R AT BN 1 S8R
TFis, $REGES: 52 Wil 1 41, A 100 5774
HEROES: 52 WK AE R 2 41, A 200 5 FF4hE
A S8 52 WK/ 56 3 41, DAURSHE, JLREGE S
HBHRAAT LI . ARG RBUE AR BN
AR B A o A . 5 TE A5 EL I 5% 2 F057 W g %

4 :
---- Alice
3L Bob ‘ ) 1\. -
2 ’ ‘ !
. :' ;
z, ‘ \
%) ]
Q . ’ ‘
-1 :
RN ' ’ \
-3 o “-"b»i’ l
—4
-20 -10 0 10 20
TRWFE
(a) IBUGARRIACRE
(a) Original phase rendering
2

~0.5 Pt
-1
=20 -10 0 10 20
TR S
(b) AL TS AR RCR B

(b) Phase rendering after processing

B 11 JRIA CSIARAIFNFRALEE f5 AB A0 3 LL &
Figure 11 Comparison diagram of original CSI phase
and preprocessed phase



Ly A BT RU R B A e AR T VAR

PR DR AR R B R, G EA R 5 R0
S 4 BT 3 HT
6.1 FH=git

AATLI T AR 50 IS EHBEN L . 32
B AT D HR, %E T DESHPA 55
Sto WK 12 R, BSSsch ENES TG B—
Pl o N G AE T AN & T B2k T ) I,
Fi 1 AT B M A RO N RN
AT 8 TATAE, A& X miAE AN B & 1) IE T a) o 7 fe 4k
S MBS AR 1L iAW 2, BraEt
i Alice 11 Bob #JAH# 1.5m.
6.2 HEHIFMHIERR
6.2.1 EHAL—BE

AW H A — 8K (Key disagreement  rate,
KDR)3E X A: G5 EA)T Alice A1 Bob {ERETH
BIE R, MRIR S E L R A — SO B0
B RALE E . A6 DR

L,
mm:%? (6.1)

Hor Ly NEPIEA—BUIECER, LS PR
HAA RN SR TEEN IS, T oM
AN o T EURE P A L), A AR XU ek
R BUE S, WE R,
6.2.2 HHABENLILE

BE L A — T ks 56 %85 H AR il R e ME R ) S T
BERIRRAE, &R TSR, <O HURHE 2 Al
M SIRERE . H AT K 2 Bt o N B34 56 13 [ 5K
#E 5 B R ir(National Institute of Standards and
Technology, NIST)H& M (148 v Bl AL Ik 22 4 =k ot
S BEALPE AT RN o 2 F Y RAS U BE AL A
% #%(Random number generators, RNGs)F1{hFHHLEL
4 il 4% (Pseudorandom number generators, PRNGs)JJt
AR IR e A R RERIL I, T A5 BH AR AR 4 LS TE R AR
VE D BEALIR AE B35 9, A ot e AT ) AR e, B
A AR AT RS
6.2.3 HHLERER

T A R ST VA B B e A 1k e ) AR AR,
58 S BT IR TR] A A2 B 2 BH LR 2, % BH AR
ik a2 5(6.2) Bt

KGR:é (6.2)

o, LRI B RE, ¢ AR R]
6.2.4 fFEFRMER

TEAGERN LR, AT S MadE s

13
Eve EAN R & BEWS IR S 1) Sk A5 AR K5 S

B, TR0 4 47 2RI AFAE TR et 53 it
SEREPICIRE, U SE I BPTRY B BB S

EiiE/Nb2as RIS
.

AP Station
ESP32-S3 ESP32-S3
FFEM FFEM
Alice Bob

TR TAEA2 AGHZHFU F $5520MHz

(a) WY R ER
(a) Schematic diagram of a static scene

N
A iﬁ A
AP Station
ESP32-S3 ESP32-S3
FF R FF KM
Alice Bob

FF &M A2 AGHZAR B 71 %20MHz

(b) ShEGF R ERE
(b) Schematic diagram of dynamic scenario 1

R

Station
ESP32-S3

FEM
Bob

FFEM A2 AGHZHEE 4F 520MHz

() BhGs 2R A
(¢) Schematic diagram of dynamic scene 2

B 12 XWiHRTEE
Figure 12 Schematic diagrams of experimental scene



14 Journal of Cyber Security {7 224 2#4)k, 2025 £ 7 H, 10 %, 5 4 ¥

o B e o 2 B A B G VAR XUy R 22 4
PR A, Ay LG B 0 A %
RIPERE. H R H 431305 Alice A1 Bob Xt ik
fEIEIf T, Hy 278 Bve Md 0T 4371 5 1
TRWERI S TEAG T AEARHEDIVT Bve AT
N, AVEIBAE XU AT LA B 2 A 2 5, B XUy
RSV B EAS R, A (6.3)x:
[Ral[Rs|
" Rl

b ] RoRAT A, Ry x, x =C0v(I-AIX1,I:IX2 yeres

c=1(A,H,)=log (6.3)

Hy ) SIS 2EHE, X\, X,,... X, € {4, B,E} .
WL BUIWT ¥ Eve AAAERIIGOL, BLIN Alice
F1 Bob 2 ] [1) 2 A B B 75 1 a1 A 3K(6.4) s
C = min{l(ﬁA;ﬁB),l(ﬁA;F]B A, )} (6.4)

|R s || R |
IR |[Rape|
DRI, A 3E A5 R 1 (6.5) s
Cf
7, :1-5 (6.5)
Heh, CREGUMEN FEHARRE, C, AH 5V
BN AR
6.2.5 IR IRE
AR PR B, Alice Ml Bob & T Wbk EALIG
PSP 2 H P A — By, REAEAIEE L
BRI, X — IR 2 1) Eve JlHEE—@ &
A5 B R T VP& A5 B W i J5 A 3 B K 2 4
PE, A0 oW T SRR RN Eve (i 54
5 G 1ER P A — S0 LR By 3 K
REetl, 2~ an(6.6)Fn:
e =—Z(KABL® Ke) (6.6)
Hrr, K, UK, 5338 B0805 A1 Eve (645 B i
JE AT RIS, LA EAKIE, ® KRB R
B,
6.3 KIGLERSR
T XUE e B A A ) BT H ) AR K A
ESP32-S3 .\t fv, HAAE KA 4 UDP Bhill. 4
TSFIE VR I E W E R R, 23 BIAE 6.1 FR T
T =R SIS AT CSI RAE, AR 3k %54,
B 0 45 TV A BEAR AR AT VA
6.3.1 HEHEIRENLL
AATGIETAEGE CST Jy vk A TR0k ot 1 1 L

A

o, I(I:IA;]:]B HE) =log,

B AHASE 2 J7 VEAEAH 5] IN 8] P9 1R BT 7 26 1 H 5 1
Pl w AT T, s 130 K 14 Pk, i
ANTA] T PR P 51 4 78 O 5, AL A5 A [R] I [h)
W 1R L 5 PR B R A O 1, CST A B M & Ay
BT

400 -
365 I %5:CSITik

3504 [ BT 0k ol i Iy v
il i
= 300 273
ﬁ 250 248
R
I 200
z
= 150
=
= 100+

50
VIl omw | e
0- . :
RS ;A1 A2

13 EELEESEIES I LE
Figure 13 Comparison chart of amplitude ratio re-
ciprocity data volume

6007 B 550
1 336 ] 35 TR A A v
500
i ]
= 400
ﬁ | 363
R 1
= 300 289
7
2 ]
B
= 200
_‘Eg 4
100
] 50 39 45
L e | u
HE hA1 o2

14 HAUEEESEES I LE
Figure 14 Comparison chart of phase difference
reciprocity data volume

6.3.2 FHMEEDH

1) ZHA—HR

THE R VELE IR RN 5 N T3 % 4
AR, g5 7 15 iR,

S A5 R, XA RN TR =R s AN
—HCRIET 20%, 5 TLES T P

2) FHEHBENLE

IEH 10 41 104 A7 35 EHPHZ R 1040 A7 % FHIEAT
uF. mTEdE e, EECT Hd 7 R e,
PAE>0.01 RIa . MR Rk 2. & 3 Piow,



Ly A BT RU R B A e AR T VAR

7 ATUH I, MRS, sh& R
AT 4 0P {ETH R, ARREPIBEHLTESETT .

100+
W
O Af2EME
80
S
604
¥
K
= 40
RS
204 16 16.5 18 19 18.6 18.3
0_
(S A i)

B 15 BWM7TER—BRFEITE
Figure 15 Statistical chart of inconsistency rate
between two methods

3) WYL RER

FE =R B3 55 1 1~ 24 % 4 HOH R
16 & 17 s, W LA T X0 i 1 A
PUERINE SRS CSI ik, W LUK 3 P A 1k
BRGET) 3~7 45, T T XEEBARAL 2= P E ROy
DT LR AR O R TE 6~9 . g SR A S H

15

IR B R AR BT SRS R AIE B RS T, AT
AL R AP ET e A BhAh, sh& s RIS
JSCIH 6 LU A I AR, i R 8 TR N B as B A
EHSYER BT R, AR S TE AT AALPE AR
7, GRbOHE AL T R AL 13 20— SO LR
b, S PR R — e R 1 PR

4) B

10 4.4 5, R B T Er e XA A I [a] Py (1)
AR . W 18, B 19 B h =Rl s,
FEF XU A AR VR BT X B AR
KIS & T B AR, LR M, S8
KI5 J7 iR ARG G T DAAE — B R S 4 A B R R
H, JEHAEEY s, BAHENRES), T 38
SRk, P LATE BN st IR B B R T AR T
6.3.3 FHZEMST

i 2.4GHz (BN, SR K200 12 JEK,
¥ Bve HUE {EME 25 Bob £ 20 JHKAL, M3 K.
XL =Fig e Eve #i3R211 MAC Hilik>A Bob 1
CSI W@ HE UL M Alice. Bob i ff) CSI M@ AHAY
NG/

1) =Fhdg s N oivrot L

Eve 1F —Fi 50 N 9 Wr se 56 45 Rl 20 fow,
SARAIE S 45 TR E, Alice. Bob IEHUi 5 A 1

2 ETREERZERZAMBIIENRE

Table 2 Key randomness test table generated based on amplitude ratio method

I Gy A1 B 2
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Table 3 Key randomness test table generated based on phase difference method
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