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Abstract—In this paper, we consider a downlink (DL) massive
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) system, where different
users have different mobility profiles. To support this system,
we propose to use a hybrid orthogonal time frequency space
(OTFS)/orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM)
modulation scheme, where OTFS is applied for high-mobility
users and OFDM is used for low-mobility users. Two precoding
designs, namely full zero-forcing (FZF) precoding and partial
zero-forcing (PZF) precoding, are considered and analyzed in
terms of per-user spectral efficiency (SE). With FZF, interference
among users is totally eliminated at the cost of high computational
complexity, while PZF can be used to provide a trade-off between
complexity and performance. To apply PZF precoding, users are
grouped into two disjoint groups according to their mobility
profile or channel gain. Then, zero-forcing (ZF) is utilized for
high-mobility or strong channel gain users to completely cancel
the inter-group interference, while maximum ratio transmission
(MRT) is applied for low-mobility users or users with weak
channel gain. To shed light on the system performance, the SE
for high-mobility and low-mobility users with a minimum-mean-
square-error (MMSE)-successive interference cancellation (SIC)
detector is investigated. Our numerical results reveal that the PZF
precoding with channel gain grouping can guarantee a similar
quality of service for all users. In addition, with mobility-based
grouping, the hybrid OTFS/OFDM modulation outperforms the
conventional OFDM modulation for high-mobility users.

I. INTRODUCTION

Beyond fifth-generation (B5G) wireless communication sys-
tems are envisioned to provide reliable communication services
under high-mobility environments. In high-mobility scenarios,
wireless channels experience doubly dispersive manifestations
in the time-frequency (TF) domain. More specifically, time dis-
persion is caused by the effect of multipath propagation, while
frequency dispersion is caused by Doppler shifts. Conventional
OFDM systems show great resilience against time dispersion
by introducing a cyclic prefix (CP). Unfortunately, the severe
Doppler shifts, which appear in high mobility conditions, raise
the likelihood of severe inter-carrier interference (ICI). As
OFDM systems rely heavily on the orthogonality between
different sub-carriers, the performance of currently deployed
OFDM systems can be significantly compromised.

In this context, the recently proposed OTFS modulation
has been considered as a possible solution to provide reliable
communication services under high-mobility conditions, with
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numerous studies discussing its performance improvement [1]–
[4]. The advantage of OTFS modulation comes from the
introduction of the delay-Doppler (DD) domain signal pro-
cessing [5], [6]. The DD domain can be transformed to and
from the TF domain using inverse symplectic finite Fourier
transform (ISFFT) and SFFT respectively. Thus, under the
current OFDM system setup, applying OTFS will entail extra
domain transformation processes, resulting in higher compu-
tational complexity [7]. In this context, combining OTFS and
OFDM, by viewing OTFS as complementary to OFDM, in
high-mobility conditions results in a performance-complexity
trade-off.

To serve a large number of users, employing different
multiple access (MA) schemes for MIMO-OTFS systems has
also become a popular topic [8], [9]. The coexistence of
non-orthogonal MA and OTFS has been investigated in [8],
while the performance of an orthogonal MA scheme was
investigated in [9]. Moreover, the massive MIMO technology
offers the potential for supporting multi-user scenarios with
a substantial increase in the SE of OTFS systems [10]–
[13]. More specifically, Liu et al. [10] and Shen et al. [11]
studied OTFS modulation for massive MIMO systems, but only
considered channel estimation. Li et al. [12] proposed a path
division MA scheme for both uplink (UL) and DL transmission
for a massive MIMO-OTFS architecture. The achievable DL
and UL SEs of cell-free massive MIMO-OTFS systems were
analyzed in [13]. However, to the best of our knowledge,
the combination of OTFS and OFDM along with different
precoding or grouping schemes has not yet been thoroughly
studied in the massive MIMO space.

In this paper, we consider a DL massive MIMO system with
users from different mobility profiles. We consider a hybrid
OTFS/OFDM transmission protocol with different precoding
designs. Specifically, we apply OTFS for high-mobility users
and OFDM for low-mobility users, while the precoding design
type is determined according to the required performance
and tolerable complexity. Two different precoding designs are
considered at the base station (BS), referred to as FZF and
PZF. The former precoding completely suppresses the inter-
user interference at the cost of high computational complexity,
while the latter balances the complexity and performance at
the cost of inter-user interference for some users. The main
technical contributions of this paper can be summarized as
follows:

• To apply PZF, we consider two user grouping strategies
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based on two different criteria, 1) mobility profile, referred
to as high/low-mobility (HL) user grouping, 2) small-
scale channel gain, referred to as strong/weak (SW) user
grouping. Then, ZF is applied at the BS to suppress the
inter-group interference at high-mobility or strong user
groups, while MRT is used for low-mobility or weak user
groups. For each user grouping, ZF and MRT precoding
designs are developed, considering hybrid OTFS/OFDM
modulation for high/low-mobility users.

• By considering MMSE-SIC detection, we derive new
analytical expressions for the DL SE of high- and low-
mobility users for different precoding designs as a func-
tion of different system parameters.

• Our numerical results reveal that by applying PZF with
HL user grouping, high-mobility users achieve signifi-
cantly higher SE than low-mobility users, while by em-
ploying PZF with SW user grouping yields similar SEs
for all users.

Notations: The notations (·)H and (·)T denote the Hermitian
transpose and transpose of a matrix, respectively; FN denotes
the normalized discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix of size
N ×N ; IM and 0M×N represent the M ×M identity matrix
and zero matrix of size M × N , respectively; “⊗” denotes
the Kronecker product operator; det(·) and Tr(·) denote the
determinant and trace operations of a matrix, respectively; E{·}
denotes the statistical expectation.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Let us consider a DL massive MIMO system consisting of
one BS with Nt antennas and K single-antenna users. We
consider a general scenario, in which users have heterogeneous
mobility profiles e.g., some users are moving at high speeds,
denoted by Kh ⊂ {1, . . . ,K}, and some users have low-
mobility, denoted by Kl ⊂ {1, . . . ,K}. Note that Kh∩Kl = ∅,
Kh = |Kh|, Kl = |Kl| and Kh + Kl = K. To achieve
a fair balance between complexity and performance, we use
the classical OFDM modulation for low-mobility users, whilst
OTFS is utilized for high-mobility users.

At the transmitter side, the information symbols for the kh-
th high-mobility user skh

, kh ∈ Kh will first be accommodated
onto a DD domain grid of size M ×N , where M denotes the
number of subcarriers and N is the number of time slots for
each frame. Therefore, the DD domain transmitted signal for
the kh-th user, xDD

kh
, can be expressed as

xDD
kh

= Wkh
skh

, (1)
where skh

and xDD
kh

are column vectors of length MN and
NtMN , respectively; Wkh

is the precoding matrix of size
NtMN × MN , and its detailed structure will be exploited
later.

According to the OTFS principle, the time domain transmit-
ted symbol vector for the kh-th user, xTD

kh
, can be obtained

by applying the ISFFT and the inverse fast Fourier transform
(IFFT) [14], according to

xTD
kh

=
(
INt ⊗ FH

N ⊗ IM
)
xDD
kh
. (2)

Similarly, for low mobility users kl, kl ∈ Kl, the information
symbols skl

will be accommodated and precoded onto an

equivalent TF domain grid of size M×N .1 Therefore, we have
xTF
kl

= Wkl
skl

. The time domain transmitted symbol vector
for the kl-th user, xTD

kh
can then be obtained by applying IFFT,

which is given by xTD
kl

=
(
INt

⊗ IN ⊗ FH
M

)
xTF
kl

. Hence, the
time domain transmitted signal sent by the BS for each frame
can then be denoted by

xTD =
√
Es

( ∑
kh∈Kh

√
ηkh

xTD
kh

+
∑

kl∈Kl

√
ηkl

xTD
kl

)
, (3)

where Es is the transmit signal power, while ηkh
and ηkl

are
the power allocation coefficients for the kh-th and kl-th user,
respectively.

We assume that the channel has perfect reciprocity and
a total of P independent resolvable paths exist between the
BS and each user. Furthermore, we assume that the BS
antenna is a uniform linear array with half wavelength inter-
element spacing, and define ϕk(i) as the angle of arrival
for the i-th resolvable path of the k-th user. The steering
vector θk(i) of size 1 × Nt can then be denoted by θk(i) =[
1, exp(−jπ (1) sinϕk(i)), . . . , exp(−jπ (Nt − 1) sinϕk(i))

]
. With

a reduced-CP structure, the time domain channel response
between the BS and the k-th user can be represented as [12]

HTD
k ≜

P∑
i=1

θk(i)⊗HTD
k(i)=

√
βk

P∑
i=1

θk(i)⊗
(
hk(i)Π

lk(i)∆kk(i)

)
, (4)

where βk is the large-scale fading coefficient for the k-th
user; hk(i) is the small-scale fading coefficient of the i-th path,
which follows the Gaussian distribution with zero mean and
1/(2P ) variance per real dimension; Π is a permutation matrix
(forward cyclic shift) of size MN ×MN characterizing the
delay effect, i.e., Π = circ{[0, 1, 0, . . . , 0]TMN×1}, and ∆ =
diag{α0, α1, . . . , αMN−1} is a diagonal matrix characterizing
the Doppler effect with α ∆

= e
j2π
MN [14]. Furthermore, the terms

lk(i) and kk(i) in (4) are the indices of delay and Doppler
associated to the i-th path, respectively.2

Therefore, the received signal in the time domain for the
k-th user can be denoted by

yTD
(k) = HTD

k xTD
k +

K∑
k′=1,k′ ̸=k

HTD
k xTD

k′ + zk, (5)

where zk is the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) sample
vector, with E

{
zkzk

H
}
= IMN . Without loss of generality, we

assume that βkηk = 1, which corresponds to the inverse power
control scheme [16]. We now define the DD domain and TF
domain equivalent channel matrices as follows

HDD
k =(FN ⊗ IM )HTD

k

(
INt ⊗ FH

N ⊗ IM
)
, (6)

HTF
k =(IN ⊗ FM )HTD

k

(
INt

⊗ IN ⊗ FH
M

)
. (7)

The equivalent DD domain received signal for the kh-th high-
mobility user, and the equivalent TF domain received signal
for the kl-th low-mobility user are shown in (8) and (9),
respectively, at the top of the next page. For notation simplicity,
we further define

H̄DD
k =(FN ⊗ IM )HTD

k

(
INt ⊗ IN ⊗ FH

M

)
, (10)

H̄TF
k =(IN ⊗ FM )HTD

k

(
INt

⊗ FH
N ⊗ IM

)
. (11)

1Since a CP is naturally required for OFDM, part of the information symbols
for OFDM would be dedicated for CP.

2Note that (4) gives a tight approximation when the system has fractional
Doppler indices [15].



yDD
(kh) = (FN ⊗ IM )yTD

(kh) =
√
EsH

DD
kh

Wkhskh︸ ︷︷ ︸
Desired signal

+
∑

k′
h
∈Kh,

k′
h
̸=kh

√
EsH

DD
kh

Wk′
h
sk′

h

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Intra-group interference

+
∑

kl∈Kl

√
Es(FN ⊗ IM )HTD

kh

(
INt ⊗ IN ⊗ FH

M

)
Wklskl︸ ︷︷ ︸

Inter-group interference

+zkh ,

(8)

yTF
(kl)

= (IN ⊗ FM )yTD
(kl)

=
√
EsH

TF
kl

Wklskl︸ ︷︷ ︸
Desired signal

+
∑

k′
l
∈Kl,

k′
l
̸=kl

√
EsH

TF
kl

Wk′
l
sk′

l

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Intra-group interference

+
∑

kh∈Kh

√
Es(IN ⊗ FM )HTD

kl

(
INt ⊗ FH

N ⊗ IM
)
Wkhskh︸ ︷︷ ︸

Inter-group interference

+zkl .

(9)

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

We consider an MMSE-SIC detector at the receiver side and
analyze the SE performance of different precoding designs for
different user grouping strategies. The DL achievable SE can
be obtained as [17]

SEk = αSElog2 det
(
IMN + D̄H

kk (Ψk)
−1

D̄kk

)
, (12)

where D̄kk = E {Dkk}, and
Dkk =

√
EsHkWk, (13a)

Ψk = IMN + E
{ K∑

k′=1

Dkk′DH
kk′

}
− D̄kkD̄

H
kk, (13b)

with Dkk′ =
√
EsHkWk′ , and Hk represents the MIMO

channel for the k-th user. The specific Hk for each case
(i.e., HDD

k , H̄DD
k , HTF

k , and H̄TF
k ) will be made explicit

later according to the user grouping strategy and modulation
scheme. Moreover, αSE is a normalization coefficient, where
αSE = αDD

SE = 1
MN for OTFS users, and αSE = αTF

SE =
1

MN
MN−Lcp

MN for OFDM users. We notice that (12) results in
a tight approximation to the real system SE due to the channel
hardening effect provided by the massive MIMO system.

A. FZF precoding
Let us first consider FZF for all users. With the grouping

method based on users’ mobility, we further define HFZF
H =

[(HDD
1 )T,(HDD

2 )T,. . .,(HDD
Kh

)T,(H̄TF
1 )T,(H̄TF

2 )T,. . .,(H̄TF
Kl

)T]T, and
HFZF

L =[(HTF
1 )T,(HTF

2 )T,. . .,(HTF
Kl

)T,(H̄DD
1 )T,(H̄DD

2 )T,. . .,(H̄DD
Kh

)T]T.
Note that the sizes of HFZF

H and HFZF
L are both

KMN×NtMN . Besides, we have
(
(b

(kh)
K )H⊗IMN

)
HFZF

H =

HDD
kh

, where b
(kh)
K is a column vector of length K, with only

the kh-th entry being one and others being zero. Therefore,
we can see that

(
(b

(kh)
K )H ⊗ IMN

)
helps to pick out the

kh-th matrix from the block matrix HFZF
H . Then, for the

high-mobility user, we have
WFZF

kh
=αFZF,H(H

FZF
H )H

(
HFZF

H (HFZF
H )H

)−1(
b
(kh)
K ⊗ IMN

)
,

(14)
where αFZF,H =

√
MN√

E
{∥∥∥(HFZF

H )H(HFZF
H (HFZF

H )H)
−1

(
b

(kh)

K ⊗IMN

)∥∥∥2
}

is the normalization coefficient, with
E
{∥∥(HFZF

H )H
(
HFZF

H (HFZF
H )H

)−1 (
b
(kh)
K ⊗ IMN

)∥∥2
}

= E
{
Tr

[ (
(b

(kh)
K )H ⊗ IMN

)(
HFZF

H (HFZF
H )H

)−1

HFZF
H

(HFZF
H )H

(
HFZF

H (HFZF
H )H

)−1 (
b
(kh)
K ⊗ IMN

) ]}
=

1

K
E
{
Tr

[(
HFZF

H (HFZF
H )H

)−1
]}

. (15)

The normalization coefficient αFZF,H can be further expressed
as

αFZF,H =

√
KMN√

E
{
Tr

[
(HFZF

H (HFZF
H )H)

−1
]} . (16)

Similarly, for the kl-th low-mobility user, we have
WFZF

kl
=αFZF,L(H

FZF
L )H

(
HFZF

L (HFZF
L )H

)−1(
b
(kl)
K ⊗IMN

)
, (17)

with αFZF,L =
√
KMN√

E
{
Tr

[
(HFZF

L (HFZF
L )H)

−1
]} . Given the Inde-

pendence of the different users’ channel responses and the
unitary characteristics of the domain transformation, we have
αFZF

∆
= αFZF,H = αFZF,L.

Proposition 1: With FZF, the SE for the kh-th high-mobility
and the kl-th low-mobility user can be obtained in closed-form
as SEFZF

kh
=MNαDD

SE log2
(
1 + α2

FZFEs

)
, (18a)

SEFZF
kl

=MNαTF
SE log2

(
1 + α2

FZFEs

)
. (18b)

Proof. See Appendix A.

From Proposition 1, we observe that with the help of the
FZF, all the intra-group interference and inter-group inter-
ference can be canceled at the cost of high computational
complexity for both high-mobility and low-mobility users.

B. PZF Precoding with High/Low-mobility Grouping

Enabling FZF requires high complexity, alternatively, we
now consider a precoding design with lower complexity.
Specifically, we consider ZF precoding for high-mobility users
and MRT precoding for low-mobility users.

For the high-mobility users, the precoding matrix WPZF
kh

can
be denoted by
WPZF

kh
=αPZF(H

PZF)H
(
HPZF(HPZF)H

)−1 (
b
(kh)
Kh

⊗ IMN

)
, (19)

where HPZF = [(HDD
1 )T, (HDD

2 )T, . . . , (HDD
Kh

)T]T of size
KhMN ×NtMN , and

αPZF =

√
MN√

E
{∥∥(HPZF)H (HPZF(HPZF)H)−1 (b(kh)

Kh
⊗ IMN

)∥∥2
} ,

(20)
is the normalization coefficient. Therefore, for PZF, we have,

E
{∥∥(HPZF)H

(
HPZF(HPZF)H

)−1 (
b
(kh)
Kh

⊗ IMN

)∥∥2
}

= E
{
Tr

[ (
(b

(kh)
Kh

)H ⊗ IMN

)(
HPZF(HPZF)H

)−1

HPZF

× (HPZF)H
(
HPZF(HPZF)H

)−1 (
b
(kh)
Kh

⊗ IMN

) ]}
=

1

Kh
E
{
Tr

[(
HPZF(HPZF)H

)−1
]}

, (21)



and the normalization coefficient can be denoted by

αPZF =

√
MNKh√

E
{
Tr

[
(HPZF(HPZF)H)

−1
]} . (22)

From (14) and (19), we can see that the main complexity for
computing the FZF and PZF precoding designs can be ap-
proximated by O((KMN)3) and O((KhMN)3), respectively.
Therefore, the complexities of FZF and PZF are dependent on
K and Kh, respectively, with PZF having lower complexity.

For low-mobility users, to apply the MRT precoding, we
have

WMRT
kl

= αMRT(H
TF
kl

)
H
, (23)

where αMRT =
√
MN√

E
{∥∥HTF

kl

∥∥2} , while

E
{∥∥HTF

kl

∥∥2}
= E

{
Tr

[
HTF

kl
(HTF

kl
)H

]}
= E

{
Tr

[
(IN ⊗ (FH

MFM ))HTD
kl

(
INtN ⊗ (FH

MFM )
)(

HTD
kl

)H ]}
= E

{ P∑
i=1

Tr
[(

θkl(i)θ
H
kl(i)

)
⊗

(
HTD

kl(i)
(HTD

kl(i)
)H

)]}

+ E
{ P∑

i=1

P∑
j=1,j ̸=i

Tr
[(

θkl(i)θ
H
kl(j)

)
⊗

(
HTD

kl(i)
(HTD

kl(j)
)H

)]}
(a)
=

P∑
i=1

E
{
Tr

[
hkl(i)h

∗
kl(i)

NtIMN

]}
= NtMN, (24)

where (a) in (24) follows the fact that the zero-mean channel
coefficients for different paths are independent from each other.
Therefore, the normalization coefficient becomes

αMRT =
1√
Nt

. (25)

Proposition 2: With PZF precoding and HL grouping, for the
kh-th high-mobility user, the SE can be represented as

SEPZF
kh

=αDD
SE log2det

(
IMN+Esα

2
PZF

(
1+

KlEsα
2
MRT

P 2

×
P∑
i=1

P∑
j=1

E
{
|θkh(i)θ

H
k′
l(j)

|2
})−1

IMN

)
. (26)

Proof. See Appendix B.
Proposition 3: With PZF precoding and HL grouping, the SE
for the kl-th low-mobility user is given by
SEMRT

kl
= αTF

SE log2 det
(
IMN + EsNt

(
IMN − EsNtIMN

+KhE
{
Dklk

′
h
DH

klk
′
h

}
+ E

{
Dklk

′
l
DH

klk
′
l

}
+

Esα
2
MRT

P 2

∑
k′
l
̸=kl

P∑
i=1

P∑
j=1

E
{
|θkl(i)θ

H
k′
l
(j)|

2
}
IMN

)−1)
, (27)

where
E
{
Dklk

′
h
DH

klk
′
h

}
= Esα

2
PZFE

{
H̄TF

kl
(HPZF)H

(
HPZF(HPZF)H

)−1

×
(
b
(k′

h)

Kh
(b

(k′
h)

Kh
)H⊗IMN

)(
HPZF(HPZF)H

)
−1HPZF(H̄TF

kl
)H

}
,

(28)

E
{
Dklk

′
l
DH

klk
′
l

}
= Esα

2
MRT

(
P + 1

P
N2

t

+
1

P 2

P∑
i=1

P∑
j=1
j ̸=i

E
{
|θkl(i)θ

H
kl(j)

|2
})

IMN . (29)

Proof. By invoking (23) and (25), for the kl-th low mobility
user, we have

D̄klkl =
√
EsE

{
HTF

kl
WMRT

kl

}
=

√
NtEsIMN . (30)

Then, similar to (44), for the intra-group interference from
user k′l, where k′l ∈ Kl, k′l ̸= kl, we have

E
{
Dklk′

l
DH

klk′
l

}
= EsE

{
HTF

kl
WMRT

k′
l
(WMRT

k′
l
)H(HTF

kl
)H

}
=
Esα

2
MRT

P 2

P∑
i=1

P∑
j=1

E
{
|θkl(i)θ

H
k′
l(j)

|2
}
IMN . (31)

Similar as in (31), with k′l = kl, E
{
Dklkl

DH
klkl

}
is expressed

as in (29), which is derived based on the independency between
different paths. To this end, after computing Ψk according
to (13b) and then plugging the result into (12) we arrive at
the final result in (27).

Corollary 1. The achievable SE with PZF precoding and HL
grouping in (26) and (27) can be further approximated as

SEPZF
kh

≈ log2

(
1 +Esα

2
PZF

(
1+KlEsα

2
MRTNt

)−1)
. (32)

SEMRT
kl

≈ αTF
SE log2 det

(
IMN + EsNt

×
(
KhE

{
Dklk′

h
DH

klk′
h

}
+ ψIMN

)
−1

)
, (33)

with ψ=1+
(
Nt+

Nt−1
P +Kl

)
Esα

2
MRTNt−EsNt. Note that the

approximation comes from E
{
θH
k′
l(j)

θk′
l(j)

}
≈ IMN .

According to Propositions 2 and 3, with the help of the
PZF, intra-group interference for high-mobility users can be
eliminated. Yet, high-mobility users still suffer from inter-
group interference, while low-mobility users will experience
both intra-group and inter-group interference.

C. PZF Precoding with Strong/Weak User Grouping

From (26) and (27), we can see that under the HL user
grouping strategy, low-mobility users always experience more
interference than high-mobility users. To guarantee a satis-
factory performance for both high-mobility and low-mobility
users, based on (8) and (9), we consider further group-
ing the users based on their channel gain as strong users
Ks ⊂ {1, . . . ,K} and weak users Kw ⊂ {1, . . . ,K}, with
Ks ∩ Kw = ∅, Ks = |Ks|, Kw = |Kw| and Ks +Kw = K.
Therefore, each user’s modulation protocol is decided by its
mobility, and its corresponding precoding design is determined
based on its channel conditions. Based on the SW grouping
strategy, we apply PZF precoding for strong users and MRT
precoding for weak users.

Without loss of generality, we again focus on one high-
mobility and one low-mobility user. With the SW user group-
ing, the input-output relationship can be denoted as in (34)
and (35) at the top of the next page. From (34), we can see that,
if the kh-th user is also a strong user, the desired signal is in
the first term when k′h = kh, or if the kh-th user is a weak user,
the desired signal is in the second term when k′h = kh. Similar
to before, with PZF, the intra-group interference from the weak
users to the strong users can be eliminated. However, strong
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Fig. 1: Per-user SEs for FZF and PZF precoding with different
modulation schemes ( Kh = Kl = Ks = Kw = 3).

users still experience inter-group interference from weak users.
Weak users are affected by both intra-group and inter-group
interference. With the help of the SW grouping strategy, as each
user can be a strong or a weak user with equal probability, the
performance gap between the high-mobility and low-mobility
users can be narrowed. Due to space limitations, this result will
only be verified with simulations in Section IV.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We now simulate the per-user SE with different modulation
and precoding designs, adopting the Monte Carlo approach.
We set Nt = 100, M = 8, N = 8, and P = 2. The channel
fading coefficient is generated with a uniform power delay
profile. Similar to [2], [18], the delay lk(i) and Doppler indices
kk(i) are generated with equal probability within the range of
[0, lmax] and [−kmax, kmax], where the maximum delay index
lmax=4 and the maximum Doppler index kmax=2 for low-
mobility users, lmax=4 and kmax=4 for high-mobility users,
respectively. Note that in the simulations, we consider non-
fractional delay indices and fractional Doppler indices, which
resemble practical channel conditions. Besides, we consider
20% of the overall transmitted symbols as CP for OFDM.

Figure 1 shows the simulation results for per-user SE
achieved by FZF and PZF precoding designs with the hybrid
OTFS/OFDM transmission under the HL and SW user group-
ing strategies and for Kh = Kl = Ks = Kw = 3. From this
figure, it can be seen that the performance enhancement of FZF
over PZF in terms of SE, especially when the SNR increases.
Moreover, with PZF precoding design and HL user grouping,
low-mobility users experience a worse overall performance as
they suffer from more interference. On the other hand, for the
SW user grouping, it can be observed that the SE performance
is similar for both high- and low-mobility users. Therefore,
users who experience a weak channel gain, are protected at the

Fig. 2: Per-user SEs for PZF precoding and HL user grouping
and for different numbers of users per each group (K = 6).

cost of the strong users’ performance. Moreover, the results
validate our theoretical analysis. Note that the theoretical
values in the figure are calculated via (32) and (33). Finally, to
show the benefit of using the hybrid OTFS/OFDM system, we
compare the performance of FZF and PZF with OTFS/OFDM
to that with OFDM, respectively. The results show that there
is a performance improvement for the hybrid OTFS/OFDM
system over the OFDM system.

To better study the trade-off between the complexity and
performance of the PZF scheme, in Fig. 2, we show the per-
user SE for high/low-mobility users with different numbers
of high-mobility users, Kh, for a given number of users
K = 6, and Kl = K − Kh. We can see that with the
increase of Kh, higher SE can be achieved by the high-mobility
users. This is because, with smaller Kl, high-mobility users
suffer from less inter-group interference. However, the SE for
low-mobility users remains the same, as they are affected
by both intra-group and inter-group interference. We recall
that for high-mobility users, extra complexity is required to
implement OTFS modulation. Moreover, the complexity of
PZF is dependent on Kh. With larger Kh, higher computational
complexity is required for high-mobility users.

V. CONCLUSION

We investigated the performance of a DL massive MIMO-
OTFS/OFDM system with different precoding designs, in terms
of SE. We considered FZF and PZF precoding design under
HL and SW user grouping strategies. We showed that the FZF
eliminates all the interference at the cost of high complexity.
We investigated the PZF precoding with two different grouping
strategies: one based on high and low mobility user grouping,
and the other based on strong and weak user grouping. Our
simulation results validated our discussions and demonstrated
the trade-off between performance and complexity. For our
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future work, the performance with large-scale fading and
imperfect channel state information can be investigated.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

By invoking (12) and (14), for the kh-th high-mobility user,
we derive Dkhk′ as
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Hence, by substituting (37) and (39) into (12), the SE for kh-th
high-mobility user can be obtained as (18a). Similarly, for the
kl-th low-mobility user, we have
HklW
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Then, the SE for the kl-th low-mobility user can be obtained
as (18b).

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

Focusing on the kh-th high-mobility user, similar as in (36)
and (40), we have
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Then, for the intra-group interference from user k′h, where k′h ∈
Kh, k′h ̸= kh, we have
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Moreover, for the inter-group interference from user k′l, with
kl ∈ Kl, E

{
Dkhk′

l
DH

khk′
l

}
can be derived as in (44) at the

top of the page. Note that (a) in (44) is based on (4) and the

properties of Kronecker product, while (b) in (44) is based on
the independence of the channel responses of different paths.
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