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Abstract—In future 6G vehicular networks, users employ-
ing orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) and
orthogonal time frequency space (OTFS) waveforms may coexist
under diverse mobility conditions, where both can experience
high-mobility and low-mobility profiles. Since OFDM users can
suffer severe inter-carrier interference (ICI) and OTFS users
occupy larger spectrum resources, rate-splitting multiple access
(RSMA) is a flexible framework that can efficiently handle these
heterogeneous aspects. In this work, we propose a novel RSMA-
assisted system to provide downlink communication to multiple
OFDM and OTFS users. A common stream comprising the
common messages of OFDM users spans the whole bandwidth
to help OFDM users manage the ICI induced by potential high
Doppler effects. OTFS users do not participate in the common
stream. The private streams of OFDM users and the streams
of OTFS users are transmitted over disjoint frequency bands.
During the SIC process implemented at all receivers, channel
estimation errors are taken into account. The simulation results
highlight the impact of the power allocation factors and channel
estimation errors on the system performance, and demonstrate
the superiority of the proposed framework over orthogonal
multiplexing in terms of outage probability and rate performance.

Keywords—RSMA, OTFS modulation, common stream, OFDM-
OTFS coexistence, channel estimation error, SIC.

I. INTRODUCTION

Future vehicular networks are expected to handle massive
numbers of connected devices, moving at different speeds and
with diverse quality-of-service (QoS) requirements. Therefore,
suitable waveforms and efficient interference management and
spectrum utilization play an important role in order to ensure
reliable and sustainable networks [1]. Although orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) has been widely
adopted for its compatibility with existing infrastructures, its
sensitivity to Doppler effects leads to significant performance
degradation in high-mobility scenarios [2]. Orthogonal time
frequency space (OTFS) has emerged as a promising waveform
capable of operating effectively in double-dispersive channels
[3]–[5]. Nevertheless, due to the undeniable merits of OFDM,
OTFS has not yet been fully adopted leading to the inevitable
coexistence of OFDM-legacy devices and OTFS devices in
future networks. Therefore, multiple access techniques are ex-
pected to efficiently enable the coexistence of users operating
in the time-frequency (TF) domain and others operating in the
delay-Doppler (DD) domain.
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Rate-splitting multiple access (RSMA) has been considered
a middle ground between fully orthogonal and fully non-
orthogonal access techniques [6], [7]. RSMA exhibits better
interference management than non-orthogonal multiple access
(NOMA) by partially decoding and treating interference as
noise, as well as lower receiver complexity due to fewer stages
of successive interference cancellation (SIC) [6]. RSMA has
been considered a suitable multiple access technique to be
coupled with OTFS in order to serve users with different
mobility profiles [8]–[11]. A power allocation scheme was
developed in [9] to improve spectral efficiency in a high-
mobility OTFS-RSMA system with a path-selective one-tap
receiver, where all users’ signals are represented in the DD
domain. The work in [8] proposed an uplink OTFS–RSMA
cross-domain transmission scheme to serve a high-mobility
user and a low-mobility user, enhancing the performance in
terms of outage and fairness. The work in [10] considered
a downlink scenario, optimizing rate and power allocation
to maximize the sum-rate. In the proposed architecture, the
high-mobility users share a common stream represented in
the DD domain, while low-mobility users share a distinct
common stream represented in the TF domain. The authors of
[11] proposed a fairness-aware resource allocation scheme in
OTFS–RSMA in LEO ISAC systems, under imperfect channel
state information (CSI) conditions. The downlink users are all
moving at high speeds and modulated using OTFS. In contrast,
the aforementioned research works considering OTFS-RSMA
are limited to all high-mobility users assumptions or domain-
separation of common streams. A general framework for
the scenario of mixed users mobility profiles with mixed
waveforms is needed. Another group of works studied the
integration of RSMA with OFDM systems to improve in-
terference management under intercarrier interference (ICI)
[12]–[14]. In [12], [13], the authors proposed OFDM-RSMA
frameworks under doubly selective channels, where power and
subcarrier allocation were optimized to manage ICI. The work
in [14] investigated RSMA-OFDM with amplify-and forward
(AF) relaying considering practical impairments such as phase
noise and ICI. Although these studies considered OFDM users
operating in Doppler channels, they did not investigate the
coexistence with other waveforms.

In mixed-mobility networks, the base station (BS) is ex-
pected to serve users supporting both OFDM and OTFS wave-
forms and moving at different speeds. Thus, RSMA is par-
ticularly attractive in mixed OFDM-OTFS scenarios. On one
hand, the enhanced interference management of RSMA helps
improve the system performance where high-mobility OFDM
users may experience significant inter-carrier interference. On
the other hand, the reduced complexity of RSMA SIC process
facilitates the co-existence of OTFS and OFDM receivers by
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reducing the complexity of equalization in different domains.
In this paper, we propose an RSMA-assisted framework to
serve users operating with OFDM-legacy receivers and OTFS
receivers in an interference-limited environment. In the consid-
ered downlink system, OFDM users and OTFS users simul-
taneously share the available spectrum under heterogeneous
channel conditions. In order to manage ICI, OFDM users
receive parts of their messages as a common stream spanning
the entire bandwidth, while their private streams are allocated
to disjoint subcarriers. OTFS users occupy separate frequency
bands and operate in the DD domain. OTFS users cancel the
common stream before decoding their own streams. Moreover,
the impact of ICI on OFDM transmissions and imperfect chan-
nel estimation errors during SIC are explicitly considered in the
system model. Numerical results demonstrate that the proposed
RSMA framework improves the total sum-rate performance. It
also improves the rate and outage performance of OFDM users
while maintaining flexible coexistence between OFDM and
OTFS transmissions. The results also reveal an inherent trade-
off between OFDM reliability and OTFS throughput depending
on the common-stream power allocation.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this work, we consider a downlink (DL) communication
where a transmitter (Tx) is communicating with K1 OFDM
users and K2 OTFS users. The Tx and all users are equipped
with a single antenna. In this setup, OTFS users are served in
the DD domain and OFDM users are served in the TF domain.
We consider M available subcarriers. The Tx accommodates
OFDM users using the RSMA scheme and hence, splits their
signals into a common stream and private streams. Each private
stream occupies a single subcarrier, and the common stream
is transmitted over the whole spectrum. Signals transmitted
to OTFS users are separately encoded in OTFS frames and
transmitted over the remaining M−K1 subcarriers. Therefore,
OTFS users suffer interference from the common stream and
remove it through SIC. We assume that each OTFS user
occupies L subcarriers. We denote by Mu the set disjoint
subcarriers occupied by user u, 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 +K2 − 1.

We denote by Wu the message of user u, 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 +
K2 − 1. The message Wu of OFDM user u is split at the
transmitter in a common message Wc,u and a private message
Wp,u. The Tx combines the common messages of all OFDM
users into one common stream Wc. The private messages and
common messages are all separately encoded. We denote by
sc the encoded common stream, su,K1 ≤ u ≤ K1 +K2 − 1
the OTFS user encoded stream and su, 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1 the
encoded private streams of OFDM user u. The Tx allocates
a common rate portion Cu to user u in the common stream.
The Tx total transmit power is Pt. The common-stream power
is equally distributed over all subcarriers, i.e., pc,m = pc0,
∀m. The parameter pu denotes the power allocation factor of
user u, where 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 + K2 − 1. For OFDM users, pu
corresponds to the power assigned to their private streams.

The transmitted signal over subcarrier 0 ≤ m ≤ M − 1
can be expressed as,

s(m) =
√
pc0sc(m) +

K1+K2−1
∑

u=0

√
pusu(m), (1)

where,

su(m) =

{

su, m = u, 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1,

su(m), u ≥ K1, m ∈ Mu.
(2)

The Tx transmits an N ×L OTFS frame composed of NL
information symbols to the OTFS user, where N is the number
of Doppler bins and L is the number of delay bins. If T is
the symbol duration and ∆f = 1/T the subcarrier spacing, the
resulting packet has a total duration of NT and a bandwidth of
L∆f . The TF domain representation of the OTFS signal xTF

u

at instant n and subcarrier m can be obtained by applying the
ISFFT to its DD-domain representation xDD

u as follows,

xTF
u [n,m] =

1√
NL

N−1
∑

k=0

L−1
∑

l=0

xDD
u [k, l]ej2π(

kn
N

−ml
L ), (3)

where 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1, 0 ≤ l ≤ L− 1.

We denote by hp,u, τp,u and νp,u the channel gain, delay
and Doppler of path p. 1 ≤ p ≤ Pu, where Pu is the number
of channel paths of user u. In the DD domain, for an OTFS
user, each path p is represented by a pair of delay tap lp,u
and Doppler tap kp,u. The Doppler and delay of path p are
therefore expressed as,

νp,u =
kp,u
NT

and τp,u =
lp,u
L∆f

. (4)

The path gains hp,u, 1 ≤ p ≤ Pu are independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d) C(0, 1/Pu).

The channel impulse response in the TF domain when
Doppler effects are considered is obtained as,

HTF
u = FMRCP

(

Pu
∑

p=1

hp,u∆(νp,u)Π
τp,uFs

)

ACPF
H
M , (5)

where Fs = M∆f is the sampling frequency, FM is the
discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix, RCP is the cyclic
prefix (CP) removal matrix and ACP is the CP insertion matrix
obtained as,

ACP =

[

0NCP×(M−NCP) INCP

IM

]

, (6)

RCP = [0M×NCP IM ] , (7)

where NCP is the CP length of each user chosen according
to the delay spread of the channel. The matrix Π represents a
circular delay shift, while ∆ is a diagonal Doppler-shift matrix
obtained as,

∆(νp,u) = diag
(

1, ej2π
νp,u

Fs , ej2π
2νp,u
Fs , . . . , ej2π

(M−1)νp,u
Fs

)

(8)
We consider the following notation hu(m, j) = [Hu]

TF
m,j .

III. SIGNALS DETECTION FOR THE PROPOSED

RSMA-OTFS PARADIGM

A. Received Signals at OFDM Users

Since the SIC depends on the channel estimation, it is
important to investigate the effect of channel estimation errors
on the residual interference and on the system performance in
general. We assume that over each subcarrier m and for every



OFDM user u, 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1, the CSI estimation process
incurs an error modeled as follows,

hu(m, j) = ĥu(m, j) + eu(m, j), 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1, (9)

where ĥu(m, j) ∼ CN (0, σ2
hu,m

) is the estimated channel

coefficient and eu(m, j) ∼ CN (0, σ2
eu
) denotes the channel

error [15]. The term ĥu(m,m) is the desired channel and

ĥu(m, j), j 6= m is the ICI from subcarrier j to subcarrier
m. We assume that the delay and Doppler of each path are
known at the receiver and estimation errors mainly affect the
path gains.

The received signal at user u, 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1 over
subcarrier m can be expressed as,

yc,u(m) =
√
pc0 hu(m,m)sc(m) +

M−1
∑

j=0
j 6=m

√
pc0 hu(m, j)sc(j)

+

K1+K2−1
∑

v=0

∑

j∈Mv

√
pv hu(m, j)sv(j) + nu(m).

(10)
where nu(m) is the additive Gaussian noise over subcarrier m
with variance σ2.

The instantaneous SINR for decoding the common stream
at user 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1 over subcarrier m is written as,

γc,u(m) =
γtpc0|hu(m,m)|2
γtIc,u(m) + 1

, (11)

where γt = Pt/σ
2 and Ic,u is the overall interference term

expressed as follows,

Ic,u(m) = pc0

M−1
∑

j=0
j 6=m

|hu(m, j)|2+
K1+K2−1
∑

v=0

pv
∑

j∈Mv

|hu(m, j)|2.

(12)
The term Ic,u(m) includes the same-subcarrier data interfer-
ence from the signal transmitted over subcarrier m, as well as
the ICI leakage from all other subcarriers, including both the
common stream and the users’ data streams. After applying the
SIC at each OFDM user u, for 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1, the received
signal over the dedicated subcarrier m = u is expressed as
follows,

yu,r(u) =

M−1
∑

j=0

√
pc0 eu(u, j) sc(j) +

√
pu hu(u, u) su(u)

+

K1+K2−1
∑

v=0
v 6=u

∑

j∈Mv

√
pv hu(u, j) sv(j) + nu(u).

(13)
where

√
pc0eu(u, j)sc(j) is the residual signal from the im-

perfect SIC from each subcarrier j.

Thus, the instantaneous SNR for decoding the private
stream at OFDM user u where 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1 is expressed
as,

γp,u(u) =
γtpu|hu(u, u)|2

γtpc0
∑M−1

j=0 |eu(u, j)|2 + γtIp,u(u) + 1
. (14)

where Iu is the ICI term expressed as follows,

Ip,u(u) =

K1+K2−1
∑

v=0
v 6=u

pv
∑

j∈Mv

|hu(u, j)|2. (15)

B. Received Signals at OTFS Users

OTFS users first decode the common stream prior to
detecting their private DD-domain signals. According to the
received signal in the DD-domain in [5] and since each path
gain can be expressed as a sum of estimated term and error
term, the DD-domain channel matrix can be obtained as,

Hu = Ĥu +Eu, (16)

where Ĥu and Eu are NL×NL matrices. After performing
SIC to the common stream, the OTFS user u observes the
following signal in the DD domain,

yu =
√
puHusu +

√
pc0Eusc + nu, (17)

where su and sc denote the DD-domain vector representation
of the transmitted signals over the N × L resource block and
nu is the DD-domain representation of the additive noise.

We apply the minimum mean squared error (MMSE)
equalization to detect the OTFS signal in the DD domain. We
start by denoting FN and FL as N × N and L × L unitary
DFT matrices, respectively. We consider the following unitary
matrix Ψ = FN ⊗ FL.

Thanks to the properties of block-circulant matrices, the
matrices Hu and Eu can be diagonalized as follows,

Hu = ΨH∆uΨ,Eu = ΨH∆e,uΨ, (18)

where ∆u = diag [δ1, . . . , δNL] and ∆e,u =
diag [ǫ1, . . . , ǫNL]. Therefore, we apply MMSE equalizer
obtained as,

Gu = HH
u

(

HuH
H
u + ρINL

)−1
, ρ =

1

γt
. (19)

Thus, the equalized signal in the DD domain can be expressed
as,

ŷu =
√
pu Ψ

HG∆,u∆uΨsu +
√
pcΨ

HG∆,u∆e,uΨsc

+ΨHG∆,uΨnu, (20)

where G∆,u = diag
[

δ∗u,1

|δu,1|2+ρ
, . . . ,

δ∗u,NL

|δu,NL|2+ρ

]

.

Thus, the SINR for detecting the OTFS signal of user u in
the DD domain is obtained as,

γu =
γtpuα

2
u

γtpuβu + γtpcωe,u + ω0,u
, (21)

where,

αu =
1

NL

NL
∑

i=1

|δu,i|2
|δu,i|2 + ρ

, βu =
1

NL

NL
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

|δu,i|2
|δu,i|2 + ρ

− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

(22)

ω0,u =
1

NL

NL
∑

i=1

|δu,i|2
(|δu,i|2 + ρ)

2 , ωe,u =
1

NL

NL
∑

i=1

|δu,i|2|ǫu,i|2
(|δu,i|2 + ρ)

2 .

(23)



The instantaneous rate for decoding the common stream at
OFDM user u, where 0 ≤ u ≤ K1−1 is expressed as follows,

Rc,u =
M−1
∑

m=0

log2 (1 + γc,u(m)) (24)

The instantaneous rate for decoding the private stream at user
u, where 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1 is expressed as follows,

Rp,u = log2 (1 + γp,u(u)) (25)

The instantaneous rate at OTFS user u, 0 ≤ u ≤ K2 − 1 is
expressed as follows,

Ru = log2 (1 + γu) . (26)

If the common stream is jointly encoded and then spread over
all subcarriers, in order to ensure a successful decoding of
the common stream at all users, we provide the following
condition on the allocated rate for the common stream Rc,

Rc,u ≥ Rc =

K1−1
∑

i=0

Ci, ∀ 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1. (27)

Therefore, the achievable rate of OFDM user u, 0 ≤ u ≤
K1 − 1 is Ru = Cu +Rp,u. If the Tx allocates the same rate
for all portions of the common stream, meaning that Cu =
C, ∀ 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1, then, C = Rc/K1.

Herein, we assume that the necessary condition for a
successful decoding of the common stream is Rc,u ≥ Rc.
The outage probability of OFDM users implementing RSMA
depends on the successful decoding of both the common
stream and private stream at each user. We can consider the
communication link of user 0 ≤ u ≤ K1 − 1 to be in outage
in two cases:

• If the common stream is not successfully decoded at

user u, i.e., Rc,u < Rc =
∑K1−1

u=0 Cu.

• If the common stream is successfully decoded at user
u but the overall rate of OFDM user u is in outage
after decoding the private stream, i.e, Cu+Rp,u < R0.

These two outage events are statistically coupled because
both the decoding of the common stream and private stream
depend on the same channel realization on the subcarrier of the
considered user. Moreover, the imperfect channel estimation
translates into a residual interference during the SIC stage,
leading to an inherent system sensitivity to estimation accu-
racy.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the pro-
posed RSMA-assisted OFDM-OTFS framework. The parame-
ters used in the simulations are the following: K1 = 4,K2 =
2,M = 24, N = 16, L = 10, R0 = 0.5 b/s/Hz. The OFDM
users experience mobility levels ranging from 40 km/h to 120
km/h. The OTFS users experience mobility levels ranging from
120 km/h to 300 km/h. The results are obtained through 105

Monte Carlo iterations over doubly selective channels with
P = 4 propagation paths for all users. The performance of the
proposed RSMA framework is compared against an orthogonal
multiple access (OMA) benchmark in the frequency domain.
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Figure 2: Sum-rate performance of OFDM and
OTFS users versus SNR for different common

stream power allocation factors.

All parameters considered in the OMA benchmark are similar
to the proposed RSMA setup including power and frequency



allocations and ICI suffered by OFDM users. In the following
examples, the worst user indicates the user with the minimum
average performance.

First, we evaluate the performance of the system in terms
of total sum-rate, considering both OFDM and OTFS users.
To this end, we plot in Fig. 1 the total rate versus the SNR
for different total common stream allocated power pc and we
compare it to the OMA benchmark. At low SNR values, all
schemes exhibit comparable performance because the common
stream contribution is limited at noise-limited regimes. How-
ever, at higher SNRs, the proposed RSMA system outperforms
the OMA benchmark for common stream power share equal
to 0.8. This behavior is justified by the ability of the RSMA
architecture to improve the robustness of OFDM users which
suffer from ICI. On the other hand, lower common stream
power shares do not provide performance gain compared to
OMA due to the reduced contribution of the common stream.
Overall, the results demonstrate that the proposed framework
becomes increasingly advantageous in high-SNR and mobility-
sensitive scenarios when sufficient power is allocated to the
common stream.

Second, we evaluate the sum-rate of each group of users
separately. Fig. 2a shows the OFDM sum-rate versus SNR for
different common-stream power allocations. We observe that
increasing the common-stream power allocation significantly
improves the OFDM sum-rate performance since they directly
benefit from the additional information transmitted through
the RSMA layer over a wider range of frequencies. In fact,
the common stream improves the robustness of OFDM users
against mobility-induced ICI. As a result, the proposed frame-
work increasingly outperforms OMA as the power factor pc
increases. For lower pc, the common stream contribution is
limited. Fig. 2b depicts the OTFS sum-rate versus SNR for
different common-stream power allocations. Unlike the OFDM
users, the OTFS users do not participate in the transmission
of the common stream and only decode their private streams.
Therefore, their performance degrades when the common
stream power allocation increases. Moreover, OMA slightly
outperforms the proposed framework for OTFS users since the
entire transmit power in OMA is dedicated to private messages
and also due to the absence of SIC errors. These results
highlight the trade-off introduced by the proposed RSMA-
assisted architecture between improving OFDM robustness and
preserving OTFS throughput performance.

Third, we evaluate the impact of the common stream
allocation factor and the SIC error variance on the performance
of the proposed framework. Thus, in Fig. 3a, we plot the
worst OFDM user rate versus the total common-stream power
allocation for different channel estimation error variances. For
small channel estimation errors, increasing pc improves the
rate of the OFDM user and the RSMA system outperforms
the OMA benchmark for all values of pc. For more severe
estimation errors, increasing the common stream power share
degrades the performance of the OFDM user because of the
significant residual interference induced by the imperfect SIC.
This interference eventually becomes dominant. Nevertheless,
at sufficiently large pc values, the common stream compensates
for the estimation errors and provides a significant performance
gain over the OMA benchmark. On the other hand, in Fig.
3b, we plot the worst OTFS user rate versus the common
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Figure 3: Worst-user performance versus common
stream power under different SIC error variances.

stream power allocation factor for different channel estimation
error variances. The OTFS user decodes and cancels the
common stream without receiving a common message of its
own. Thus, its performance degrades with the increase of
pc. This degradation becomes more severe with increased
channel estimation errors since the OTFS equalization becomes
less effective under inaccurate channel knowledge and more
residual interference. In contrast, OMA maintains a better
performance because all the available transmit power remains
dedicated to private transmissions. These results emphasize the
dependence of the proposed RSMA framework on the common
stream power share and channel estimation quality.

Last, we evaluate the performance of the proposed RSMA
system in terms of outage probability. Therefore, we plot
in Fig. 4a the outage probability of the worst OFDM user
versus the SNR for different common stream power allocation
factors and we compare it to OMA. The OFDM user benefits
from the increasing common stream share pc and significantly
outperforms its orthogonal counterpart. This gain is caused by
the significant degradation of the performance of the OMA
system due to ICI, while the RSMA system benefits from
the common layer. In particular, when pc = 0.8, the system
achieves the best outage performance for the OFDM user and
clearly outperforms OMA across most SNR values and for
all values of estimation errors. We also evaluate the outage
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Figure 4: Outage probability performance of OFDM
and OTFS users for different common stream power

allocation factors.

probability of the worst OTFS user in Fig. 4b. Since the
OTFS user benefits only from its private message, increas-
ing pc degrades its outage performance due to the reduced
power share available for the OTFS user. Thus, the outage
probability increases significantly as pc increases from 0.2
to 0.8. This performance degradation is more noticeable at
higher SNR values, where the system becomes increasingly
power-allocation limited rather than noise-limited. In contrast,
OMA achieves the lowest outage probability because all the
transmit power is dedicated to the private message of the OTFS
user. These results further confirm the trade-off introduced by
the proposed RSMA-assisted framework between improving
OFDM robustness and preserving OTFS reliability.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novel RSMA-assisted trans-
mission framework to enable the coexistence of OFDM and
OTFS waveforms in mixed mobility communication networks.
Numerical results demonstrated that the proposed framework
provides significant improvements in OFDM user rate and
outage performance when sufficient power is allocated to the
common stream. In particular, increasing the common stream

power allocation substantially enhanced OFDM reliability and
throughput especially at high SNR regimes. The results also
revealed an inherent trade-off between OFDM and OTFS
performance, since allocating excessive power to the common
stream reduces the power available for OTFS transmissions
and may degrade OTFS throughput and outage performance.
Furthermore, the impact of channel estimation errors on both
OFDM and OTFS users showed that the proposed framework
remains beneficial under different estimation inaccuracies with
suitable power distribution.
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