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Abstract—Orthogonal time frequency space (OTFS) modu-
lation has been proposed to meet the demand for reliable
communication in high-mobility scenarios for future wireless
networks. However, in multi-user OTFS systems, conventional
embedded pilot schemes require independent pilot allocation
for each user, leading to linearly increasing pilot overhead. To
address these issues, in this paper, we investigate the uplink
channel estimation and pilot design for multi-user multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO)-OTFS systems. We propose a multi-
dimensional decomposition-based channel estimation algorithm.
Specifically, the proposed algorithm first estimates the angles
of arrivals (AoAs) via subspace decomposition-based method. A
spatial projection matrix, constructed from the estimated AOAs,
decouples the received signal by propagation path subspace, effec-
tively mitigating inter-path interference. The remaining fractional
delay and Doppler can be obtained by a compressed sensing
(CS)-based off-grid channel estimation method. Furthermore,
to reduce the pilot overhead in multi-user OTFS systems, this
paper proposes a novel cyclic shift embedded pilot (CSEP) struc-
ture, which can reuse users through cyclic shift-orthogonality
of Zadoff-Chu (ZC) sequences. Compared with conventional
embedded pilot structures, the CSEP structure can save over
30% of pilot overhead. Finally, an imporved channel estimation
method based on the CSEP structure is proposed. Simulation
results demonstrate that it achieves superior performance in
channel estimation. Moreover, the proposed CSEP structure
and channel estimation algorithm achieve a favorable balance
between computational complexity, estimation accuracy, and bit
error rate (BER) performance.

Index Terms—OTFS, channel estimation, cyclic shift embedded
pilot (CSEP), fractional delay and Doppler.

I. INTRODUCTION

Future sixth-generation (6G) wireless networks are envi-
sioned to provide global ubiquitous coverage for various mo-
bile terminals, including high speed vehicles, unmanned aerial
vehicles (UAVs), high speed trains and low-earth-orbit (LEO)
satellites, etc [1]. However, the Doppler spread induced by
high-speed mobility disrupts the orthogonality among subcar-
riers in orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM)
systems. This causes spectral overlap of adjacent subcarriers,
leading to severe inter-carrier interference (ICI), thereby de-
grading communication reliability [2]. Consequently, ensuring
reliable communications in high-mobility scenarios has be-
come one of the critical challenges for future 6G wireless
networks.
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Fortunately, orthogonal time-frequency space (OTFS) mod-
ulation has emerged as a promising solution to this challenge
[3], [4]. OTFS is a two-dimensional modulation technique
that exploits the sparse representation of dominant channel
scattering paths in the delay-Doppler (DD) domain. Com-
pared with conventional frequency-domain channel, the DD
domain channel exhibits greater stability in high-mobility
scenarios. Moreover, the implementation of OTFS can be made
compatible with the existing OFDM systems by integrating
inverse symplectic Fourier transform (ISFFT) preprocessing
and symplectic Fourier transform (SFFT) postprocessing mod-
ules, thereby reducing deployment costs while retaining the
advantages of OFDM [5].

Accurate channel estimation is the key to achieving reliable
communication promised by OTFS systems. One of the key
challenges in OTFS channel estimation is the estimation of
fractional delay and Doppler. The channel sparsity of the
DD channel is degraded with fractional delay and Doppler,
which poses significant challenges for channel reconstruction.
In [6], an embedded pilot structure was proposed, which
employs a central impulse pilot surrounded by guard symbols
to mitigate interference. The channel estimation is converted
to a simple impulse detection in the DD domain. However,
this approach merely captures a sampled representation of
center DD domain channel rather than the physical channel.
The work in [7] addressed the channel estimation problem
via the sparse Bayesian learning (SBL) framework. A grid-
evolution approach was applied, which linearly approximates
the fractional Doppler via a first-order Taylor expansion,
thereby enabling iterative recovery of accurate channel. To
reduce the computational complexity, [8] introduced a fast
Bayesian compressive sensing (FBCS) algorithm utilizing a
Laplacian Scale Mixture (LSM) prior. The work in [9] further
refined the grid-evolution method by adopting a Student’s t-
distribution as the prior to reduce the computational complex-
ity. Nevertheless, the computational complexity of the SBL-
based method still increases considerably with the size of the
channel, especially in MIMO-OTFS systems.

As a lower-complexity alternative compressed sensing (CS)
algorithm, orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) has been also
applied widely in the OTFS channel estimation. [10] proposed
a 3D structured OMP algorithm for MIMO-OTFS channel
estimation. However, this method relies on the assumption that
the delays and Dopplers are on-grid. In practical scenarios,
this assumption causes a significant model mismatch, leading
to severe degradation in estimation accuracy. To address the
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off-grid issue, [11] proposed an SOMP-based algorithm that
estimates the fractional Doppler by leveraging the amplitude
profile of the DD domain channel. A notable drawback of
this approach is its reliance on redundant pilots, which re-
sults in degraded spectral efficiency (SE). By exploiting the
sparsity in the four-dimensional delay-Doppler-angle domain,
[12] proposed a 4D-OMP-based algorithm. However, multi-
dimensional compressed sensing involves high-dimensional
measurement matrices, leading to high computational com-
plexity.

Achieving accurate channel estimation with low pilot over-
head in multi-user OTFS systems also remains a challenging
problem. In [13], the orthogonal resources are allocated to the
users in the time-frequency (TF) domain. [14], [15] adopted
the method of allocating independent pilot regions in the
Doppler domain for different users. The results in [16] revealed
that the DD-domain multiple-access (MA) scheme employing
rectangular pulses achieves superior system and spectral ef-
ficiency compared to TF-domain MA and guard-band-based
MA schemes. A synchronization technique for uplink multi-
user OTFS systems was presented in [17], in which multi-user
pilots were designed as cyclic-prefixed sequences arranged
along the delay or Doppler domain. Time and carrier frequency
offsets are estimated using a maximum likelihood search. A
key limitation of this scheme, however, is its inability to
handle fractional delay and Doppler. In [18], the transmitted
signal for each user is confined to a sub-region of the time-
frequency grid by assigning uniformly spaced DD resource
blocks to each user. The work [19] proposed a scheme to
separate multiple users by inserting guard intervals in the
DD domain and employed a 3D Newtonized OMP (NOMP)
algorithm for channel estimation. However, the required guard
interval length increases with the number of users, which
still leads to a significant pilot overhead. To further improve
the utilization of the delay-Doppler resource grid, the work
[20] employed the superimposed pilot schemes and proposed
a message passing (MP)-based channel estimation algorithm
to separate pilot signals from data signals. However, this
scheme suffers from a significant degradation in both channel
estimation accuracy and bit error rate (BER) performance.
Therefore, it is imperative to develop a pilot scheme for multi-
user OTFS systems that can achieve a favorable trade-off
between pilot overhead and system performance.

Motivated by the challenges discussed above, in this paper,
we investigate the pilot design and channel estimation for
multi-user MIMO-OTFS systems with the consideration of
fractional delay and Doppler. The main contributions of this
paper are summarized as follows:

• We analyze the input-output relationship for multi-user
MIMO-OTFS systems with the consideration of the prac-
tical fractional delay and Doppler. A channel estimation
algorithm based on the CS algorithm and subspace de-
composition is developed. Unlike general 3D CS meth-
ods, the proposed algorithm employs a multi-dimensional
decomposition approach. By projecting signals using
the estimated angle information, the interference among
multiple paths in the DD domain is mitigated, thereby
effectively enhancing the estimation accuracy. Compared

to the SBL-based method, the proposed algorithm has
lower computational complexity.

• To reduce the pilot overhead in multi-user scenarios,
we first propose a cyclic shift embedded pilot (CSEP)
structure based on Zadoff-Chu (ZC) sequences. This pilot
structure reduces the delay-domain pilot overhead by
KMg when serving K users, where Mg denotes the
guard interval along the delay domain. The proposed
CSEP structure can achieve over 30% overhead savings
than conventional pilot structures when K is large. An
improved channel estimation algorithm is then developed
for the proposed CSEP structure.

• Although the CSEP pilot structure introduces a certain
level of inter-user interference, it provides each user with
a larger number of usable pilot symbols compared to the
conventional pilot structure, which increase the noise-
resistance. Simulation results demonstrate that the pro-
posed CSEP structure and channel estimation algorithm
outperform the benchmark schemes. Furthermore, com-
parisons of the BER and SE performance between OFDM
and OTFS are included, which substantiate the necessity
of employing OTFS in high-mobility environments.

II. MIMO-OTFS MULTIUSER SYSTEM MODEL

A. MIMO-OTFS Signal Model

Consider an MIMO-OTFS multiuser system shown in
Fig. 1. The K mobile stations (MSs) are equipped with
single antenna, and the base station (BS) is equipped with
a uniform linear array (ULA) of NBS antennas. The cyclic-
prefix (CP)-OTFS is considered. The number of intervals per
OTFS frame and the number of subcarriers are N and M ,
respectively, which corresponds to a discrete time-frequency
(TF) grid Λ = {(nTsym,m∆f)}, where n = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1,
and m = 0, 1, · · · ,M − 1, respectively, Tsym and ∆f are
the duration per symbol with CP and the subcarrier spac-
ing, respectively. The corresponding discrete delay-Doppler
(DD) grid is defined as Γ =

{(
k

NTsym
, l
M∆f

)}
, where

k = −⌈N
2 ⌉,−⌈N

2 ⌉+1, ..., ⌈N
2 ⌉, and l = 0, 1, ...,M−1, respec-

tively. Denote the delay-Doppler symbol of the u-th mobile
station as XDD

u [k, l]. At the u-th mobile station, the delay-
Doppler domain symbols XDD

u [k, l] are firstly mapped into
the time-frequency domain symbols XTF

u [n,m] via inverse
Symplectic Finite Fourier Transform (ISFFT):

XTF
u [n,m] =

1√
NM

⌈N/2⌉∑
k=−⌈N/2⌉

M−1∑
l=0

XDD
u [k, l] e−j2π(ml

M −nk
N ),

(1)
where T denotes the symbol duration without CP. We have
T = 1

∆f and T = M
M+MCP

Tsym, where MCP denotes the
length of CP. Then, the TF domain symbols are transformed
into transmitted signal with rectangular waveform [11] as

su (t) =

N−1∑
n=0

M−1∑
m=0

XTF
u [n,m] e

j2πm∆f
(
t−MCPT

M −nTsym

)

× gtx (t− nTsym) ,
(2)
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Fig. 1: An example of MIMO-OTFS multiuser systems.

where the rectangular function gtx (t) is defined as

gtx (t) =

{
1√
T
, 0 ≤ t ≤ Tsym

0, otherwise.
(3)

After multicarrier modulation, K MSs transmit their signals
through the multipath time-variant channel, and the received
signal r (t) at the BS is given by

r (t) =
∑
u

∫∫∫
aNBS

(θ)hu (τ, ν, θ)

× ej2πν(t−τ)su (t− τ) dτdνdθ + n (t) ,

(4)

where hu (τ, ν, θ) denotes the complex channel impulse re-
sponse in the delay-Doppler-space domain for the u-th MS
[21], with τ , ν and θ representing the delay, the Doppler
and the arrival of angle (AOA), respectively. For a sim-
ple ULA, the array steering vector aX (θ) is defined as

aX (θ) =
[
1, ej2π

d
λ cos θ, ..., ej2π

d
λ (X−1) cos θ

]T
. n (t) denotes

the additive white Gaussian noise. The delay-Doppler-space
domain channel impulse response for the u-th MS hu (τ, ν, θ)
is given by

hu (τ, ν, θ) =
∑
i

αu,iδ (τ − τu,i) δ (ν − νu,i) δ (θ − θu,i) ,

(5)
where αu,i, τu,i, νu,i and θu,i denote the complex channel
gain, the delay, the Doppler and the AOA for the u-th MS of
the i-th propagation path, respectively. The delay and Doppler
taps for the u-th MS of the i-th path can be denoted as

τu,i =
lu,i + ιu,i
M∆f

, νu,i =
ku,i + κu,i

NTsym
, (6)

where lu,i and ku,i are the integer index of delay tap and
Doppler tap for the u-th MS of the i-th propagation path,
and ιu,i ∈

(
− 1

2 ,
1
2

]
and κu,i ∈

(
− 1

2 ,
1
2

]
are the fractional

delay and Doppler for the u-th MS of the i-th propagation
path, respectively. At the BS, the received signal at the nBS-
th antenna is processed through a match filter as

Y (t, f, nBS) = Agrx,r (t, f, nBS)

≜
∫

e−j2πf(t′−t−TCP)g∗rx (t
′ − t) rnBS

(t′) dt′,

(7)
where grx (t) is defined as

grx (t) =

{
1√
T
, MCPT

M ≤ t ≤ Tsym

0, otherwise.
(8)

Then, the received symbols in the time-frequency-space (TFS)
domain can be extracted by sampling Y (t, f, nBS) as

Y TFS [n,m, nBS] = Y (nTsym,m∆f, nBS) . (9)

Next, the sympletic finite Fourier transform (SFFT) maps the
TFS domain symbols Y TFS [n,m, nBS] to the DD domain
symbols Y DDS [k, l, nBS] as

Y DDS [k, l, nBS]

=
1√
NM

N−1∑
n=0

M−1∑
m=0

Y TFS [n,m, nBS] e
−j2π(nk

N −ml
M ).

(10)
The input-output relationship in the delay-Doppler-spatial
(DDS) domain can be characterized by following theorem.

Theorem 1: The input-output relationship of the MIMO-
OTFS multiuser system can be expressed as

Y DDS [k, l, nBS]

=

K∑
u=1

P−1∑
i=0

⌈N/2⌉∑
k′=−⌈N/2⌉

M−1∑
l′=0

Φu,i (l)hu,i [k
′, l′, nBS]

×XDD
u [[k − k′]N , [l − l′]M ] + ZDDS [k, l, nBS] ,

(11)

where ZDDS [k, l, nBS] is the additive noise and

hu,i [k
′, l′, nBS] = αu,i [aNBS

(θu,i)]nBS
ΞN (k′ − ku,i − κu,i)

× ΞM (− (l′ − lu,i − ιu,i))

Φu,i (l) = e
j2π

(ku,i+κu,i)(MCP+l−lu,i−ιu,i)
N(M+MCP)

ΞX (x) =
e−j2πx − 1

Xe−j 2π
N x −X

,

(12)
where [aNBS

(θu,i)]nBS
denotes the nBS-th element of

aNBS
(θu,i).

Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix A. ■
As shown in (10), the DDS-domain signal associated with

the nBS-th antenna of the BS is given by a superposition over
all users and propagation paths, where for each, the 2-D con-
volution of the DDS domain channel hu,i [k, l, nBS] with the
respective DD domain symbols XDD

u [k, l] is then multiplied
by the corresponding phase factor Φu,i. The magnitude of the
function ΞX(x) in (12) decreases as the Doppler domain index
k moves away from ku,i + κu,i, or as the delay domain index
l moves away from lu,i+ ιu,i, and, as ΞX(x) is approximately
zero for x far from zero, the support of hu,i can be treated
as finite [22]. It is worth noting that when the resolution of
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Fig. 2: Conventional pilot structure for MU-OTFS systems.

the delay-Doppler plane is infinite, i.e., when N → ∞ and
M → ∞, the fractional delays and Doppler in (6) become
zero, while (11) can be rewritten as

Y DDS [k, l, nBS]

=

K∑
u=1

P−1∑
i=0

⌈N/2⌉∑
k′=−⌈N/2⌉

M−1∑
l′=0

e
j2π

k′(MCP+l−l′)
N(M+MCP) hu,i [k

′, l′, nBS]

×XDD
u [[k − k′]N , [l − l′]M ] + ZDDS [k, l, nBS] .

(13)

In contrast to (11), the phase term in e
j2π

k′(MCP+l−l′)
N(M+MCP) is no

longer dependent on the unknown delay and Doppler to be
estimated. Instead, it is solely a function of the grid indices
k′ and l′.

III. CONVENTIONAL PILOT STRUCTURE AND
MULTI-DIMENSION DECOMPOSITION CHANNEL

ESTIMATION

In this section, we firstly introduce the conventional pilot
structure and formulate the channel estimation problem. Then,
we propose a multi-dimension decomposition channel estima-
tion method for conventional pilot structure.

A. Channel Estimation Model and Problem Formulation for
Conventional Pilot Structure

In this paper, the embedded pilot scheme is considered
[6]. Fig. 2 shows an example of conventional pilot structure
for multiuser (MU)-OTFS systems. Denote the maximum
delay and the maximum Doppler of each MS as τmax and
νmax, respectively. The guard intervals (the white squares in
Fig. 2) are employed to eliminate the interference between
the pilot symbols and the data symbols, where the guard
intervals in the delay domain satisfies Mg > τmaxM∆f

and that in Doppler domain satisfies ⌈Ng

2 ⌉ > νmaxNTsym,
respectively. The ranges of indices k and l of the delay-
Doppler channel hu,i [k, l] , ∀u, i are given by

[
−⌈Ng

2 ⌉, ⌈Ng

2 ⌉
]

and [0,Mg], respectively. As shown in Fig. 2, the dashed-
dotted box outlines the complete pilot segment for MS 1.
Inside this box, (kp, lp1) denotes the starting position of pilot
for MS 1 in the delay-Doppler plane. The green area represents
the user’s pilot signal, which has a length of Mp in the
delay domain and Np in the Doppler domain (Mp ≥ Mg

and Np ≥ Ng). The yellow and purple areas are formed by
repeating the last ⌈Ng

2 ⌉ columns and the first ⌈Ng

2 ⌉ columns
of the green pilot array, respectively 1 [11]. Furthermore, the
purple section is generated by repeating the last Mg columns
of the combined pilot array comprising the yellow, green, and
purple areas. For the channel estimation of the u-th MS, the BS
utilizes the DDS signal region Y DDS [k, l, nBS] , k = kp, kp +
1, ..., kp + Np − 1, l = lpu, lpu + 1, ..., lpu + Mp − 1, ∀nBS.
According to the input-output relationship (10), by stacking all
symbols Y DDS [k, l, nBS] at the nBS-th antenna with indices
k = kp, kp+1, ..., kp+Np−1, l = lpu, lpu+1, ..., lpu+Mp−1,
we have

yDD,nBS
u ≃

P−1∑
i=0

(
XDD

u ⊙Φu,i

)
[aNBS (θu,i)]nBS

hDD
u,i , (14)

where yDD,nBS
u ∈ CMpNp×1 with element Y DDS [k, l, nBS]

of index (l − lpu)Np + (k + kp) + 1, X̃DD
u ∈ CMpNp×MgNg

with element XDD
u [[k − k′]N , [l − l′]M ] of index(

(l − lpu)Np + (k − kp) + 1, (l′ − 1)Ng +
(
k′ + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉
)
+ 1

)
,

and Φu,i is the phase compensation matrix for the i-th path
of the u-th MS, whose elements are defined as

Φu,i (p, q) =

{
Φu,i (l) , q ∈ supp (hu,i)

1, otherwise,
(15)

where the indices are defined as p = (l − lpu)Np +

(k − kp) + 1 and q = l′Ng +
(
k′ + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉
)

+ 1, with

k′ = −⌈Ng

2 ⌉,−⌈Ng

2 ⌉ + 1, ..., ⌈Ng

2 ⌉ and l′ = 0, 1, ...,Mg ,
respectively. The equivalent DD domain channel hDD

u is
defined as2

h̃DD
u (q) =

{
hDD
u,i (q) , q ∈

⋃
i supp (hu,i)

0, otherwise.
(16)

By stacking all the signals in each antenna of the u-th MS,
we have

YDDS
u =

[
yDD,1
u ,yDD,2

u , ...,yDD,NBS
u

]T
,

=

P−1∑
i=0

aNBS
(θu,i)

(
hDD
u,i

)T (
XDD

u ⊙Φu,i

)T
= HDDS

u

(
XDD

u ⊙Φu

)T
,

(17)

where

HDDS
u (nBS, q)

1As demonstrated in [1], if the pilot region contains only the green pilot
symbols, the 2-D convolution property between the symbols and the DD-
domain channel in OTFS modulation will result in the presence of zero
elements in the columns of the matrix XDD

u in (14).
2In this work, we assume that for any two distinct paths i and j, their delay

and Doppler values are not identical simultaneously. Consequently, we have
supp (hu,i) ∩ supp (hu,j) = ⊘ for i ̸= j.
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=

{
[aNBS

(θu,i)]nBS
hDD
u,i (q) , q ∈

⋃
i supp (hu,i)

0, otherwise.
(18)

Φu (p, q) =

{
Φu,i (l) , q ∈

⋃
i supp (hu,i)

1, otherwise,
(19)

As shown in (17), the column space of YDDS
u is spanned by

the set of array steering vectors {aNBS
(θu,i)}P−1

i=0 , and the row
space of matrix YDDS

u , on the other hand, is spanned by the set
of vectors

{(
XDD

u ⊙Φu,i

)
hDD
u,i

}P−1

i=0
. Therefore, the channel

estimation consists of two parts: first, estimate the AoA of each
path from the column space of YDDS

u , and second, recover the
DD domain channels

{
hDD
u,i

}P−1

i=0
and estimate the Delay and

Doppler of each path.

B. Channel Estimation For Conventional Pilot Structure

In this subsection, we illustrate the proposed channel esti-
mation method for conventional pilot structure. It can be ob-
served from (17) that AoA estimation and delay and Doppler
estimation are two decoupled problems. Specifically, AoA
estimation is a classical harmonic retrieval and frequency
estimation problem, while delay-Doppler channel estimation
constitutes a CS problem whose measurement matrix Φu,i is a
dynamic grid parameterized by the delay and the Doppler that
to be estimated. Denote the eigenvalue decomposition (EVD)
of YDDS

u

(
YDDS

u

)H
as UΛU−1 = eig

(
YDDS

u

(
YDDS

u

)H)
,

where U and Λ denote the eigenvector matrix and eigenvalue
matrix, respectively. Note that U comprises a complete set
of orthogonal bases that span the column space of YDDS

u .
Therefore, there exists a full-rank matrix M ∈ CP×P such
that

U (:, 1 : P )M

= [aNBS (θu,0) ,aNBS (θu,1) , ...,aNBS (θu,P−1)]

≜ ANBS,u.

(20)

The matrix ANBS,u comprises the array steering vectors for
the P propagation paths of the u-th MS and exhibits a
Vandermonde structure. Consequently, we have

U (2 : NBS, 1 : P )M = U (1 : NBS − 1, 1 : P )MΘ, (21)

where

Θ ≜ D

([
ej2π

d
λ cos θu,0 , ej2π

d
λ cos θu,1 , ..., ej2π

d
λ cos θu,P−1

]T)
.

(22)
Based on (22), we have (U(1 : NBS − 1, 1 : P ))†U(2 :
NBS, 1 : P ) is similar to Θ, and thus we have

(U (1 : NBS − 1, P ))
†
U (2 : NBS, P ) = MΘM−1. (23)

Thus, an estimate of Θ is obtained by computing the EVD
of (U (1 : NBS − 1, P ))

†
U (2 : NBS, P ). Following this, the

AoA of each propagation path is subsequently estimated
from the eigenvalues of Θ. Based on the estimated AOA{
θ̂u,i

}P−1

i=0
, we can reconstruct the matrix ÂNBS,u. The chan-

nel observation
(
ˆ̃XDD
u ⊙ ˆ̃Φu,i

)
ˆ̃
hDD
u,i in the DD domain can

be subsequently recovered by projecting the matrix YDDS
u

onto the subspace orthogonal to the estimated steering array
to separate each propagation path in the spatial domain as

ŶDD
u =

((
ÂH

NBS,uÂNBS,u

)−1

ÂH
NBS,uY

DDS
u

)T

=
[(
XDD

u ⊙Φu,0

)
hDD
u,0 ,

(
XDD

u ⊙Φu,1

)
hDD
u,1 ,

...,
(
XDD

u ⊙Φu,P−1

)
hDD
u,P−1,

]
+ Z̃DD

u ,

(24)

where Z̃DD
u denotes the additive noise and estimation errors

for MS u. Next, we estimate the sparse delay-Doppler channel{
hDD
u,i

}P−1

i=0
based on the observation ŶDD

u . Without loss of
generality, we focus on the observation vector yDD

u,i for the
i-th path. The estimation of ĥDD

u,i can be formulated as the
following compressive sensing problem with a parameter-
dependent dynamic grid problem

yDD
u,i =

(
XDD

u ⊙Φu,i

)
hDD
u,i + z̃DD

u,i

= XDD
u (τu,i, νu,i)h

DD
u,i + z̃DD

u,i ,
(25)

where XDD
u (τu,i, νu,i) ≜ XDD

u ⊙ Φu,i ∈ CMpNp×MgNg is
the measurement matrix with dynamic grid parameterized by
τu,i and νu,i, and z̃DD

u,i denotes the combination of additive
noise and projection errors. The accurate measurement matrix
XDD

u (τu,i, νu,i) is unavailable at first due to the lack of prior
knowledge of fractional delay and Doppler. To address this
issue, we propose a two-stage off-grid DD domain channel
estimation method. In the first stage, according to (13), a
coarse estimation of sparse channel matrix ĥDD

u,i is performed
as

yDD
u,i ≈

(
XDD

u ⊙ Φ̄
)
hDD
u,i + z̃DD

u,i , (26)

where the phase compensate matrix Φ̄ (p, q) =

e
j2π

k′(MCP+l−l′)
N(M+MCP) for p = (l − lpu)Np + (k − kp) + 1

and q = l′Ng +
(
k′ + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉
)
+ 1. We first estimate the

coarse sparse channel matrix ĥDD
u,i by simultaneous-OMP

(SOMP) algorithm according to (26). Based on the coarse
sparse channel matrix ĥDD

u,i , we can estimate the delay and
Doppler to update the measurement matrix XDD

u (τu,i, νu,i).
The authors of [11] proposed a low-complexity algorithm
for fractional Doppler estimation, which relies solely on the
magnitude information of hDD

u,i to estimate the fractional
Doppler. In our method, we extend this approach to scenarios
with both fractional delay and fractional Doppler. In the
support of the i-th propagation path, the magnitude of the
delay-Doppler channel hDD

u,i [k
′, l′] can be expressed as

hmag
u,i [k′, l′]

≜ |hu,i [k
′, l′]|

= |αiΞN (k′ − ku,i − κu,i) ΞM (−l′ + lu,i + ιu,i)| .
(27)

The magnitude of the function ΞX (x) reaches the peak at
x = 0 and decreases as x moves away from 0 [22]. Hence,
the integer Doppler and delay of the i-th propagation path can
be firstly determined by finding the maximum magnitude hmag

u,i
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in supp (hi){
k̃u,i, l̃u,i

}
= argmax

k,l∈supp(hi)

hmag
u,i [k, l] . (28)

Next, we define

k̃′u,i = argmax
k∈{[k̃u,i+1]

N
,[k̃u,i−1]

N
}
hmag
u,i

[
k, l̃u,i

]
l̃′u,i = argmax

l∈{[l̃u,i+1]
M

,[l̃u,i−1]
M
}
hmag
u,i

[
k̃u,i, l

]
,

(29)

and the Doppler ku,i+κu,i and the delay lu,i+ιu,i are between
k̃u,i and k̃′u,i, and l̃u,i and l̃′u,i, respectively. Then, according
to (27), we have the following expressions

hmag
u,i

[
k̃u,i, l̃u,i

]
hmag
u,i

[
k̃′u,i, l̃u,i

] =
|ΞN (−κu,i)|∣∣∣ΞN

(
k̃′u,i − k̃u,i − κu,i

)∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣sin(− (k̃′
u,i−k̃u,i−κu,i)π

N

)∣∣∣∣∣∣sin (−κu,iπ
N

)∣∣
≈

∣∣∣(k̃′u,i − k̃u,i − κu,i

)∣∣∣
|κu,i|

, (30)

and

hmag
u,i

[
k̃u,i, l̃u,i

]
hmag
u,i

[
k̃u,i, l̃′u,i

] =
|ΞM (ιu,i)|∣∣ΞM

(
−
(
lu,i − l′u,i

)
+ ιu,i

)∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣sin(− (l̃′u,i−l̃u,i−ιu,i)π
M

)∣∣∣∣∣∣sin (− ιu,iπ
M

)∣∣
≈

∣∣∣(l̃′u,i − l̃u,i − ιu,i

)∣∣∣
|ιu,i|

. (31)

Based on (30) and (31), we can estimate the fractional part of
the Doppler frequency and the fractional part of the delay as

κ̃u,i =

(
k̃u,i − k̃′u,i

)
hmag
i

[
k̃′u,i, lu,i

]
hmag
i

[
k̃u,i, lu,i

]
+ hmag

i

[
k̃′u,i, lu,i

] (32)

ι̃u,i =

(
l̃u,i − l̃′u,i

)
hmag
i

[
ku,i, l̃

′
u,i

]
hmag
i

[
k̃u,i, l̃u,i

]
+ hmag

i

[
k̃u,i, l̃′u,i

] . (33)

The channel gain αi is estimated as

α̃u,i =
hmag
u,i

[
k̃u,i, l̃u,i

]
ΞN

(
k̃u,i − ku,i − κu,i

)
· ΞM

(
−l̃u,i + lu,i + ιu,i

) .
(34)

Next, based on the coarse estimate of fractional Doppler and
fractional delay, the phase compensation matrix Φ̃u,i is con-
structed, and the channel parameters are updated based on the
updated measurement matrix XDD (τu,i, νu,i) = XDD⊙ Φ̃u,i.
The proposed algorithm is detailed in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Proposed Channel Estimation Algorithm for
Conventional Pilot Structure
Input: Y DDS, XDD.

1: for u = 1, 2, . . . ,K
2: Estimate the AoAs {θu,i}P−1

i=0 by (20), (21) and (23).
3: Calculate the projection by (24).
4: for i = 0, 1, . . . , P − 1
5: Calculate the coarse estimate h̃DD

u,i by SOMP based on
XDD.

6: Find the index k̃u,i, l̃u,i, and k̃′u,i and l̃′u,i by (28) and (29),
respectively.

7: Estimate the fractional part Doppler κ̃u,i and the fractional
part delay ι̃u,i by (32) and (31), respectively.

8: Estimate the channel gain α̃i by (34).
9: Construct the phase compensation matrix Φu,i and mea-

surement matrix XDD (τu,i, νu,i).
10: Update the estimate h̃DD

u,i by SOMP based on
XDD (τu,i, νu,i).

11: Repeat step 6-8 to obtain the accurate estimate of channel
parameters.

12: end for.
13: end for.
Output:

{
k̃u,i

}
, {κ̃u,i} ,

{
l̃u,i

}
, {ι̃u,i} , {α̃u,i}.

IV. PROPOSED CSEP STRUCTURE AND CHANNEL
ESTIMATION METHOD

In the previous section, we introduced the conventional pilot
structure for MU-OTFS and proposed a multi-dimensional
decomposition-based channel estimation method. However,
the conventional pilot structure suffers from a significant
overhead of K (Mp +Mg) (Np +Mg), and a considerable
portion of which is caused by pilot symbol redundancy.
To further reduce the pilot overhead, we propose a CSEP
structure based on Zadoff-Chu (ZC) sequences. The proposed
pilot structure benefits from a reduced total overhead of
(KMp +Mg) (Np +Mg). To demonstrate the feasibility of
the proposed pilot scheme, we discuss the correlation of the
compressed sensing codewords among different MSs. Finally,
we propose a novel channel estimation algorithm based on the
proposed CSEP structure.

A. CSEP Structure

Before introducing the proposed CSEP structure, we first
analyze the relationship between the positions of the received
signals in the DD domain, the positions of the transmit pilots
and the DD domain channel.

Fig. 3(a) shows an example of the DDS channel
hDDS
u [k, l, nBS] at one antenna of the u-th MS, where

hDDS
u [k, l, nBS] ≜

∑P−1
i=0 hDDS

u,i [k, l, nBS]. The area within
the dashed box represents the support set of the DDS channel
at the delay-Doppler plane. The purple, yellow and blue
squares denote the non-zero elements within the sparse DDS
channel at one antenna, which corresponds to three dis-
tinct propagation paths. The coordinate pairs, (ku,1, lu,1),
(ku,2, lu,2) and (ku,3, lu,3) indicate the indices of the three
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(a) The DD domain channel for the u-th MS at one
antenna.

MS u Pilot

(b) Pilot Region for MS u. (c) The received DD domain signal for the u-th MS
at one antenna.

Fig. 3: The relationship between the received signal yDDS [k, l, nBS] at one antenna, the pilot and the channel hDDS [k, l, nBS]
at one antenna.

paths on the delay-Doppler plane. For convenience, we assume
that the delay and Doppler are on-grid in this example.
Fig. 3(b) shows the position of the pilot block for one MS,
where the center of the block corresponds to the zero point on
the Doppler axis. Fig. 3(c) presents the DDS domain signal
yDDS [k, l, nBS] at one antenna. The dashed boxes in purple,
yellow and blue represent the received signals corresponds to
the pilot block in Fig. 3(c) after passing through the channel
paths corresponding to the purple, yellow, and blue squares in
Fig. 3(a), respectively. Fig. 3(c) demonstrates that the received
DDS domain signal yDDS [k, l, nBS] at one antenna is the
result of a 2D convolution between the DDS domain channel
hDDS
u [k, l, nBS] at one antenna and the transmitted signal

XDD
u [k, l]. Specifically, the received signal yDDS [k, l, nBS] at

one antenna originating from the transmitted signal of the u-
th MS and propagating through the i-th channel path will be
shifted in the DD domain by lu,i in the delay dimension and by
ku,i in the Doppler dimension relative to the original position
of the pilot block XDD

u [k, l].

Therefore, it can be seen that each column in the mea-
surement matrix XDD

u of the sparse DD domain channel
recovery problem (26) is a shifted copy of the vectorized pilot
block from Fig. 3(b). If the redundant pilot from Fig. 2 is
employed, then each column in XDD

u becomes a cyclically
shifted copy of the vectorized pilot block. This characteristic
of the OTFS input-output relationship inspires us to circular
shift orthogonality of ZC sequences for multiuser separation.

Fig. 4 illustrates the proposed CSEP structure. The dash-
dotted boundary marks the common pilot region shared by all
MSs. Similar to the scheme in Section III-A, the green area
represents the pilot block for each MS, while the yellow, the
red and the purple areas constitute redundant extensions of the
green pilot block. However, differing from the conventional
pilot structure, each MS’s pilot block is of length KMp in
delay axis and these pilot blocks overlap within the green
region in the proposed CSEP structure. For MS u, its pilot

block in green region is given by

Cu = p
KMp

(u−1)Mp

(
p
Np

0

)T

, (35)

where pN
c ∈ CN×1 represents a ZC sequence of length N

with a cyclic shift of c, whose n-th element is given by

pNc [n] =

 1√
N
e

jπ([n−c]N )2

N , if N is even

1√
N
e

jπ([n−c]N )([n−c+1]N )
N , if N is odd

(36)

where n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1. From (35), it can be observed
that the pilot symbols for all MSs are identical but undergo
different cyclic shifts. Specifically, if the first MS’s pilot starts
at position (kp, lp1), then the pilot block for the u-th MS is
cyclically shifted by (u− 1)Mp positions relative to the first
MS. This is equivalent to the starting position of the pilot
block for MS u being (kp, lpu), which is shown in Fig. 4,
where lpu = lp1 + (u− 1)Mp.

By stacking all the symbols Y DDS [k, l, nBS] at the nBS-
th antenna with indices k = kp, kp + 1, ..., kp + Np − 1 and
l = lp1, lp1 + 1, ..., lp1 +KMp − 1, we have

yDD,nBS =
∑
u

(
XDD

u ⊙Φu

)
hDD,nBS
u + zDD,nBS , (37)

where XDD
u ∈ CNpKMp×NgMg denotes the measurement

matrix for MS u with the l′Ng + k′ + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉+1-th column of
p
Np

k′ ⊗ p
KMp

(u−1)Mp+l′ , and

hDD,nBS
u (q) =

{
[aNBS (θu,i)]nBS

hDD
u,i (q) , q ∈

⋃
i supp (hu,i)

0, otherwise

(38)

for p′ = (l − lp1)Np + (k − kp) + 1 with l = lp1, lp1 +
1, ..., lp1 + KMp − 1, k = kp, kp + 1, ..., kp + Np − 1, and
q = l′Ng +

(
k′ + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉
)
+ 1 with k′ = −⌈Ng

2 ⌉,−⌈Ng

2 ⌉ +
1, ..., ⌈Ng

2 ⌉ and l′ = 0, 1, ...,Mg − 1, respectively. As can
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MS K Pilot

Cyclic Part for 

MS 2

Overlap Pilot 

Region

D
el

ay

Doppler

Pilot Data Guard

MS 1 Pilot

MS 2 Pilot

Cyclic Part for 

MS K

Pilot Arrangement for 

MS 1

Pilot Arrangement for 

MS 2

Pilot Arrangement for 

MS K

Cyclically 

shifted by
Cyclically 

shifted by

Fig. 4: Proposed CSEP structure for MU-OTFS systems.

be seen from (37), the multi-MS channel estimation with
CSEP is still a CS problem. However, the vector hDD is the
concatenation of channels from all K MSs. In the specific
case where the phase compensation matrix Φ reduces to an
all-one matrix, the channel for the u-th MS can be directly
estimated via the least square (LS) algorithm, exploiting the
shift orthogonality of the ZC sequences as

ĥDD,nBS
u =

(
XDD

u

)H
yDD,nBS . (39)

However, the phase compensation matrix Φ depends on the
channel parameters to be estimated. Therefore, it is necessary
to analyze the column coherence of the measurement matrix(
XDD ⊙Φ

)
.

B. Coherence Analysis
In this subsection, we discuss the coherence between the

columns corresponding to different MSs in the measurement
matrix XDD ⊙Φ. Specifically, consider MS s and MS t (s ̸=
t). The i-th path of MS s has delay ls,i + ιs,i and Doppler
ks,i + κs,i, and it exhibits a peak in hDD,nBS

s at ls,iNg +

ks,i + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉ + 1. The j-th path of MS t has delay lt,j + ιt,j
and Doppler kt,j + κt,j , and it exhibits a peak in hDD,nBS

t at
the lt,jNg + kt,j + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉ + 1. With knowledge of the delay
and Doppler, we denote the column associated with the peak
of the i-th path of MS s in hDD,nBS

s is cpeaks,i , which is given
by

cpeaks,i = XDD
u

(
:, ls,iNg + ks,i + ⌈Ng

2
⌉+ 1

)
⊙Φu

(
:, ls,iNg + ks,i + ⌈Ng

2
⌉+ 1

)
= p

Np

ks,i
⊗ p

KMp

(s−1)Mp+ls,i

⊙Φu

(
:, ls,iNg + ks,i + ⌈Ng

2
⌉+ 1

)
,

(40)

where the (l − lp1)Np + (k − kp) + 1-th element
in vector Φu

(
:, ls,iNg + ks,i + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉+ 1
)

is

Algorithm 2 Proposed Channel Estimation Algorithm for
CSEP Structure
Input: YDDS, XDD

u .
1: for u = 1, 2, . . . ,K
2: Find the support Su of hDD

u by SOMP based on the
measurement matrix

(
XDD

u ⊙Φ
)
.

3: Calculate ĤDDS
u by (44).

4: Calculate the EVD UΛUH = eig

(
ĤDDS

u

(
ĤDDS

u

)H
)

and estimate the AoAs by (20)-(23)
5: Calculate the projection by (24).
6: for i = 0, 1, . . . , P − 1
7: Find the index k̃u,i, l̃u,i, and k̃′u,i and l̃′u,i by (28) and (29),

respectively.
8: Estimate the fractional part Doppler κ̃u,i and the fractional

part delay ι̃u,i by (32) and (31), respectively.
9: Estimate the channel gain α̃i by (34).

10: end for.
11: Construct the phase compensation matrix Φu and the

measurement matrix XDD
u ⊙Φu.

12: Find the support Su of hDD
u by SOMP based on the

measurement matrix
(
XDD

u ⊙Φu

)
.

13: Repeat step 5-10 to obtain the accurate estimate of channel
parameters.

14: end for.
Output:

{
k̃u,i

}
, {κ̃u,i} ,

{
l̃u,i

}
, {ι̃u,i} , {α̃u,i}.

e
j2π

(ks,i+κs,i)(MCP+l−ls,i−ιs,i)
N(M+MCP) , k = kp, kp+1, ..., kp+Np− 1

and l = lp1, lp1 + 1, ..., lp1 +KMp − 1. Similarly, we denote
the column associated with the peak of the j-th path of MS t
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in hDD,nBS

t is cpeakt,j , which is given by

cpeakt,j = XDD
t

(
:, lt,jNg + kt,j + ⌈Ng

2
⌉+ 1

)
⊙Φt

(
:, lt,jNg + kt,j + ⌈Ng

2
⌉+ 1

)
= p

Np

kt,j
⊗ p

KMp

(t−1)Mp+lt,j

⊙Φt

(
:, lt,jNg + kt,j + ⌈Ng

2
⌉+ 1

)
,

(41)

where the (l − lp1)Np + (k − kp) + 1-th element
in vector Φ

(
:, lt,jNg + kt,j + ⌈Ng

2 ⌉+ 1
)

is

e
j2π

(kt,j+κt,j)(MCP+l−lt,j−ιt,j)
N(M+MCP) . Denote the coherence between

cpeaks,i and cpeakt,j by µs,i;t,j =

∣∣∣∣(cpeakt,j

)H

cpeaks,i

∣∣∣∣, we have the

following theorem.
Theorem 2: (Bounded Column Coherence for CSEP Strcu-

ture)
Let cpeaks,i and cpeakt,j be the columns of the measurement

matrix XDD ⊙Φ corresponding to the peak locations of the
i-th path of MS s and the j-th path of MS t in the delay
Doppler domain, respectively. The mutual coherence µs,i;t,j =∣∣∣∣(cpeakt,j

)H

cpeaks,i

∣∣∣∣ attains its maximum when ks,i+κs,i−kt,j−
κt,j = Ng and Mp = Mg+1. And its maximum can be upper-
bounded by ϵ if KMp < ϵN(M+MCP)

Ng
.

Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix B. ■
Theorem 2 analyzes an extreme case where Mp = Mg +

1, deriving the condition that KMp must satisfy to ensure
the maximum coherence remains below a threshold ϵ. In this
case, the maximum coherence µmax

s,i;t,j occurs near the first zero
point of the sinc function in (54). Due to the property of the
sinc function, the maximum magnitude of sidelobes decrease
as they move far from the main lobe. Therefore, when Mp

increases, the maximum correlation is consequently reduced.
Fig. 5 shows the column-wise coherence between the XDD⊙Φ
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Fig. 5: An example of the column-wise coherence between the
measurement matrices of MS 1 and MS 2.

columns corresponding to MS 1 and MS 2, whose pilot blocks

have an initial position offset of Mp = 1.15Mg . It can be
observed that their maximum coherence is on the order of
10−3, which can be considered nearly orthogonal.

C. Proposed Channel Estimation Method for CSEP Structure

In this subsection, we illustrate the proposed channel esti-
mation method for the CSEP structure. Stacking all the signals
at each antenna, we have

yDDS =
[(
YDD,1

)T
,
(
yDD,2

)T
, ...,

(
yDD,NBS

)T]T
=

∑
u

HDDS
u

(
XDD

u ⊙Φu

)T
+ ZDDS,

(42)

where HDDS
u is given in (18) and ZDDS is the additive noise.

The YDDS is the composite result of the overlap DDS domain
signals from all MSs. Consequently, we first separate the signal
of the MS to be estimated by leveraging the low coherence
between the pilot blocks assigned to different MSs. Consider
the received signal on the first antenna

yDD,1 =
∑
u

(
XDD

u ⊙Φu

)
hDD,1
u + zDD,1. (43)

For MS u, we first employ the measurement matrix XDD
u ⊙Φ

with the SOMP algorithm to find the atomic indices Su of
the support set for the DD domain channel hDD,1

u , where Φ̄
is given in (26). Subsequently, the DDS channel of MS u is
obtained by

ĤDDS
u = YDDS

([(
XDD

u ⊙Φ
)]†

:,Su

)T

. (44)

Similar to Section III-B, the AoAs of MS u can be es-
timated via the subspace-based method. Denote the EVD

of the correlation matrix ĤDDS
u

(
ĤDDS

u

)H

as UΛUH =

eig

(
ĤDDS

u

(
ĤDDS

u

)H
)

, the AoAs of MS u can be estimated

by (20)-(23). Then, the projection can be computed as[
ĥDD
u,0 , ĥ

DD
u,1 , ..., ĥ

DD
u,P−1

]
=

((
ÂH

NBS,uÂNBS,u

)−1

ÂH
NBS,uĤ

DDS
u

)T

. (45)

The delay and Doppler are then estimated based on the coarse
estimate

[
ĥDD
u,0 , ĥ

DD
u,1 , ..., ĥ

DD
u,P−1

]
to update the measurement

matrix XDD
u ⊙Φu. The accuracy estimate of delay and Doppler

are updated based on the updated measurement matrix. The
proposed algorithm for the CSEP structure is detailed in
Algorithm 2.

V. COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS

In this section, the computational complexity of the pro-
posed methods is analyzed. The main complexity of the two
proposed algorithms lies in the matrix multiplication of the
SOMP algorithm. Table I demonstrates the computational
complexity of different algorithms for MIMO-OTFS multiuser
channel estimation. It can be observed that the SOMP matrix
multiplication complexity of the proposed method for the
CSEP structure is K times higher than that of the proposed
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TABLE I: Computational Complexity of Different Algorithms

Algorithms Computational Complexity

Proposed Algorithm for
Conventional Pilot Structure O

(
N2

BSNgMg +N3
BS +N2

BSNpMpNgMg +N3
BS + PNpMpNgMg + PNgMg

)
Proposed Algorithm
for CSEP Structure O

(
PKMpNpMgNg +NBSKMpNpMgNg +N2

BSNgMg +N3
BS + PNBSNgMg + PMgNg

)
SBL-based method
[7], [9], [23], [24] O

(
Niter

(
N2

BSMpNp +N3
BS + (MgNg)

3
+ (MgNg)

2
MpNp +MgNgMpNp

))
3D-SOMP method

[11], [25] O
(
PN2

BSMpNpMgNg + PNBSMgNg +GNBS

)
TABLE II: Simulation Parameters

Parameter Values
Carrier frequency (GHz) 15
Subcarrier spacing (kHz) 60

Size of OTFS frame (M,N) (1024,31)
Length of CP MCP 72

Guard interval (Mg, Ng) (72,7)
Pilot length (Mp, Np) (83,7)

Number of BS antennas 16
Number of MS antennas 1

Number of MSs 4
The number of propagation paths 5

Maximum MS velocity (km/h) 300
Symbol Modulation Scheme 16 QAM
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Fig. 6: The NMSE performance versus SNR. The number of
MSs is 4.

method for the conventional pilot structure. The complexity
of the other steps in both algorithms is comparable. Simu-
lation results demonstrate that the proposed CSEP structure
achieves an effective trade-off among computational com-
plexity, NMSE, and pilot overhead. Furthermore, the com-
putational complexity of the SBL-based method is primarily
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Fig. 7: The SE performance versus SNR. The number of MSs
is 6.

dominated by matrix inversion, with a complexity order of
O
(
Niter (MgNg)

3
)

, where Niter denotes the number of iter-
ations. The complexity of the 3D-SOMP algorithm is mainly
attributed to matrix multiplication involving a measurement
of size NBSMpNp ×NBSMgNg , resulting in a complexity of
O
(
PN2

BSMpNpMgNg

)
.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present simulation results to show the
performance of the proposed two channel estimation methods
and the comparison with benchmarks. The simulation param-
eters are given in Table II. The signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
is defined as SNR ≜ Psσ

2
PL

σ2
n

, where Ps, σ2
PL and σ2

n denote
the average symbol power, the pathloss and the noise power,
respectively. In the simulation, the pilot symbols and data
symbols have the same average power. The pilot length is
set to Mp = 1.15Mg = 83. The MS velocities are set to
300 km/h, resulting a maximum Doppler extension of νmax =
2.304.
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A. Performance Comparison with Existing Methods

We focus on the normalized mean square error (NMSE) per-
formance of the channel estimation. The SBL-based method
[7], [9], [23], [24] and the 3-D SOMP algorithm [11], [25]
are selected as benchmarks, which are denoted as “SBL-
based”, “3D-SOMP”, respectively. The above benchmarks
use the conventional pilot structure. The proposed channel
estimation algorithm for conventional pilot structure and the
proposed channel estimation algorithm for the CSEP structure
are denoted as “Conventional”, “CSEP”, respectively. The
NMSE is defined as

NMSE ≜ E

 1

K

K∑
u=1

∥∥∥ĤDDS
u −HDDS

u

∥∥∥2
F

∥HDDS
u ∥2F

 . (46)

Fig. 6 shows the NMSE performance versus the SNR for
the proposed methods and benchmarks. From Fig. 6, the pro-
posed CSEP structure and channel estimation method achieve
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superior NMSE performance compared to other methods.
As shown in (28) and (29), the proposed methods utilizes
only the main lobe and the strongest side lobe of each path
in the DD plane. Although the CSEP structure introduces
interference from other MSs, the higher amplitudes of the
main lobe and strongest side lobe compared to other side lobes
make them more resilient to multi-user interference, thereby
minimizing its impact on channel estimation. Furthermore,
the proposed algorithm enables longer pilot sequences and
exhibits enhanced noise resistance. Consequently, the CSEP
structure and the proposed channel estimation method achieves
superior NMSE performance compared to the benchmarks.

In Fig. 7, the SE performance versus SNR is demonstrated,
where the number of MSs is 6, and the other parameters
remain consistent with Table II. The SE is calculated as
follows:

SE = (1− η) log2 (1 + SINR) , (47)
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Fig. 12: Performance comparison of OTFS and OFDM for different maximum MS velocities.

where η denotes the pilot overhead in the DD domain, η =
ηi for individual pilot structure and η = ηo for the CSEP
structure, and ηi and ηo are given by

ηi = (K (Mp +Mg) +Mg) (Np +Ng) / (NM) (48)
ηo = (KMp + 2Mg) (Np +Ng) / (NM) . (49)

When the number of MSs is 6, the pilot overhead for the
individual pilot structure is 0.3052, while that for the CSEP
structure is only 0.2099, representing a significant reduction of
approximately 32%. As shown in Fig. 7, the CSEP structure
achieves a SE gain of 1.1 to 1.2 times compared to the indi-
vidual pilot structure, which improves the spectrum utilization
efficiently.

The BER performance versus the SNR is shown in Fig. 8.
The detection method is the least square (LS). The transmitted
symbols in the DD domain are modulated by 16-QAM. The
channel and system parameters are consistent with those
specified in Table II. Furthermore, the BER performance under
perfect CSI is also provided, serving as a performance upper
bound. As observed from Fig. 8, the BER performance of the
CSEP structure approaches that of the perfect CSI across the
-10 dB to 10 dB SNR range, and outperforms the individual
pilot structure.

The BER performance versus the number of propagation
paths are shown in Fig. 10. As illustrated in Fig. 9 and Fig. 10,
while the NMSE performance of all channel estimation algo-
rithms exhibits a corresponding degradation with the increase
in the number of propagation paths, the BER performance
demonstrates a contrasting upward trend. Such phenomenon
can be attributed to the high diversity gain characteristic
inherent in OTFS modulation under finite SNR conditions
[26]. Furthermore, it can be observed that the proposed al-
gorithm maintains satisfactory robustness with the increase
of propagation paths. Notably, the BER performance of the
proposed algorithm with the CSEP structure demonstrates
significant superiority over other benchmark schemes.

Fig. 9 shows the NMSE performance versus the number of
propagation paths. For the fractional delay and Doppler sce-
narios, the sparsity is compromised, leading to a degradation in
the NMSE performance of all schemes as the number of paths
increases. This is a common challenge faced by all compressed
sensing-based algorithms. Furthermore, as the number of paths
increases, the proposed CSEP structure exhibits increased
interference, which leads to more significant performance
degradation. Nonetheless, due to its longer utilizable pilot
length and the angular domain projection algorithm, the pro-
posed scheme still outperforms other benchmark methods.

To evaluate the computational complexity, Fig. 11 presents
the CPU running time of different algorithms versus the
number of channel propagation paths. In comparison to the
SBL method and the 3D-SOMP algorithm, the proposed
algorithm for the two pilot structures is computationally more
efficient. Among them, the higher complexity of the CSEP
structure stems from the use of a larger measurement matrix
in the compressed sensing framework. Nevertheless, the CSEP
structure outperforms other algorithms in terms of NMSE,
BER, and SE. This result indicates that it achieves a superior
trade-off among complexity, pilot overhead, and estimation
accuracy.

B. Performance Comparison with OFDM

Fig. 12 shows the performance comparison of multi-user
MIMO OTFS systems and multi-user MIMO OFDM systems
for different maximum MS velocities, while the other pa-
rameters are as the same as Table II. The pilot scheme for
the OTFS system is the proposed CSEP structure. As shown
in Fig. 12(a), OTFS employing the proposed CSEP structure
achieves significantly lower BER than OFDM at maximum
MS velocities of 100, 200 and 300 km/h. For OFDM, higher
velocities exacerbate ICI, consequently degrading the BER
performance. For OTFS, it experiences a noticeable perfor-
mance degradation as the maximum MS speed increases from
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100 km/h to 200 km/h. In contrast, a further increase in
speed from 200 km/h to 300 km/h leads to only a marginal
performance loss. Fig. 12(b) shows the SE for OTFS and
OFDM. It can be observed that OFDM shows improved SE
performance compared to OTFS at low SNR. Once the SNR
exceeds 50 dB, the SE performance of OTFS surpasses that of
OFDM. Due to severe ICI, the SE of OFDM systems increases
with SNR at a slower rate than that of OTFS systems. It can
be concluded that OTFS plays a pivotal role and demonstrates
superior performance in high-speed mobile communications.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the uplink channel estimation
and pilot design for multi-user MIMO-OTFS systems. We
proposed a multi-dimensional decomposition-based channel
estimation algorithm. The proposed algorithm first estimates
the angles via the subspace decomposition-based method.
Then, the received signals are projected onto individual mul-
tipath components using acquired angular information, which
effectively mitigated the inter-path interference. The fractional
delay and Doppler are then estimated via the CS-based off-grid
method. To reduce the pilot overhead in multi-user scenarios,
we proposed a novel CSEP pilot structure that leverages the
2D convolution property of the OTFS input-output relationship
and the cyclic shift-orthogonality of ZC sequences. Compared
to the approach of allocating individual pilot regions to dif-
ferent users, the proposed structure significantly reduces the
overhead from guard intervals, thereby enhancing the utiliza-
tion efficiency of the delay-Doppler resource grid. Finally,
an improved channel estimation algorithm for CSEP pilot
structure was proposed. Simulation results demonstrated that
the proposed CSEP scheme and channel estimation algorithm
achieve a favorable balance between computational complex-
ity, pilot overhead, channel estimation accuracy, and BER
performance.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

By substituting (1), (2), (4) and (5) into (7), we have
Y (t, f, nBS) as (50), which is at the bottom of the next page.
Then, the sampled TFS domain symbols Y TFS [n,m, nBS] can
be obtained by substituting t = nTsym, f = m∆f into (50), as
shown in (52), which is at the bottom of the next page, where
the correlation function A′

grx,gtx (−τ, (m−m′)∆f − ν) is
given by

A′
grx,gtx (−τ, (m−m′)∆f − ν)

=
1

M

MCP+M−M∆fτ∑
p=MCP−M∆fτ

e−j2π((m−m′)∆f−ν)(p T
M +τ).

(51)

Next, by substituting (51) and (52) into (11), we have the DDS
domain symbols Y DDS [k, l, nBS] as shown in (53), which is
at the bottom of the next page, which completes the proof.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

According to (40) and (41), the coherence µs,i;t,j is
given in (54), which is at the top of the page after

next. Based on the properties of the function sinπx
sin π

X x , when
(ks,i + κs,i − kt,j − κt,j) and (lt,j − ls,i) + (lps − lpt) have
the same sign, (ks,i+κs,i−kt,j−κt,j)

N(M+MCP) +
(lt,j−ls,i)+(lps−lpt)

KMp
is suf-

ficiently far from zero, and the resulting coherence is small. In
contrast, the coherence is high when (ks,i + κs,i − kt,j − κt,j)
and (lt,j − ls,i) + (lps − lpt) have the opposite sign as
(ks,i+κs,i−kt,j−κt,j)

N(M+MCP) +
(lt,j−ls,i)+(lps−lpt)

KMp
is close to zero.

Next, we discuss the conditions under which
µs,i;t,j achieves its maximum value. First, the
term (ks,i+κs,i−kt,j−κt,j)

N(M+MCP) lies within the range[
− Ng

N(M+MCP) ,
Ng

N(M+MCP)

]
. Since Ng < N and KMp < M ,

we have

− 1

Mp
<

(ks,i + κs,i − kt,j − κt,j)

N (M +MCP)
<

1

Mp
.

Second, the sign of the term (lt,j−ls,i)+(lps−lpt)
KMp

is always
the same as the sign of (lps − lpt), since (lt,j − ls,i) ∈
[−Mg,Mg] and Mg < Mp, and (lps − lpt) = (s− t)Mp.
When (lt,j − ls,i) = −Mg and s− t = 1, we have

(lt,j − ls,i) + (lps − lpt)

KMp
=

Mp −Mg

KMp
,

which is closest to 0, resulting in maximum coherence µs,i;t,j .
It can be observed that the coherence decreases as Mp in-
creases. Considering the minimal value of Mp = Mg + 1,
the term (lt,j−ls,i)+(lps−lpt)

KMp
reaches its minimum value of

1/KMp.
Based on the above discussion, coherence µs,i;t,j is

maximized when (ks,i + κs,i − kt,j − κt,j) = Ng and
(lt,j − ls,i)+ (lps − lpt) = 1, and its maximum value is given
by

µmax
s,i;t,j =

∣∣∣∣∣∣ sin
πKMpNg

N(M+MCP)

KMp sinπ
(

Ng

N(M+MCP) −
1

KMp

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (55)

To investigate the relation ship between the size of KMp and
the maximum coherence µmax

s,i;t,j , we set (ks,i+κs,i−kt,j−κt,j)
N(M+MCP) =

a
KMp

, 0 < a < 1. Then, (55) can be rewritten as

µmax
s,i;t,j =

∣∣∣∣∣∣ sinπa

KMp sin
π(a−1)
KMp

∣∣∣∣∣∣
a
≈

∣∣∣∣ a

a− 1

∣∣∣∣ ,
(56)

where the approximation a is due to the fact that sinx ≈ x
when x is close to 0. Assume that µs,i;t,j does not exceed
a certain threshold ϵ ≪ 1, we have a ≤ ϵ

1+ϵ . Under this
condition, KMp satisfies

KMp <
ϵ

1 + ϵ

N (M +MCP)

Ng
≈ ϵN (M +MCP)

Ng
, (57)

which completes the proof.
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