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OTFS-MDMA: An Elastic Multi-Domain Resource
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Abstract—By harnessing the delay-Doppler (DD) resource
domain, orthogonal time-frequency space (OTFS) substantially
improves the communication performance under high-mobility
scenarios by maintaining quasi-time-invariant channel character-
istics. However, conventional multiple access (MA) techniques fail
to efficiently support OTFS in the face of diverse communication
requirements. Recently, multi-dimensional MA (MDMA) has
emerged as a flexible channel access technique by elastically
exploiting multi-domain resources for tailored service provision.
Therefore, we conceive an elastic multi-domain resource utiliza-
tion mechanism for a novel multi-user OTFS-MDMA system by
leveraging user-specific channel characteristics across the DD,
power, and spatial resource domains. Specifically, we divide all
DD resource bins into separate subregions called DD resource
slots (RSs), each of which supports a fraction of users, thus
reducing the multi-user interference. Then, the most suitable
MA, including orthogonal, non-orthogonal, or spatial division
MA (OMA/ NOMA/ SDMA), will be selected with each RS based
on the interference levels in the power and spatial domains, thus
enhancing the spectrum efficiency. Then, we jointly optimize the
user assignment, access scheme selection, and power allocation
in all DD RSs to maximize the weighted sum-rate subject to
their minimum rate and various practical constraints. Since this
results in a non-convex problem, we develop a dynamic program-
ming and monotonic optimization (DPMO) method to find the
globally optimal solution in the special case of disregarding rate
constraints. Subsequently, we apply a low-complexity algorithm
to find sub-optimal solutions in general cases.

Index Terms—Orthogonal time frequency space (OTFS), multi-
dimensional multiple access (MDMA), delay-Doppler, monotonic
optimization, dynamic programming

I. INTRODUCTION

Next-generation cellular systems are expected to provide

reliable communications for a massive number of users [1]–

[3]. This is particularly challenging for the dynamic channels

encountered in high-mobility scenarios of aircraft-to-ground

communications, industrial automation, intelligent transporta-

tion, etc. Conventional multi-carrier modulation techniques,

such as orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM),

suffer from performance degradation in high-mobility sce-

narios due to the doubly selective channels with substantial

delay-Doppler spreads [4]. On the other hand, conventional

multiple access (MA) schemes such as frequency division,

time division, spatial division, or non-orthogonal MA (FDMA,

TDMA, SDMA, NOMA) have inherent limitations in terms of

accommodating numerous users with high spectrum efficiency,
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which lacks flexibility in terms of supporting diverse users

due to the rigid utilization of a single resource domain. This

motivates us to investigate novel elastic multi-dimensional

modulation and access mechanisms to fulfill diverse user

demands in mobile communications.

Orthogonal time-frequency space (OTFS) modulation has

demonstrated superior performance compared to traditional

multi-carrier modulation methods in high-mobility scenarios

[5]–[9]. This is because OTFS maps the data symbols to the

two-dimensional delay-Doppler (DD) resource domain, and

each path of a doubly-selective channel with specific delay

and Doppler spreads can be represented by a specific quasi-

time-invariant channel tap on the DD plane. Consequently, the

received OTFS signals can be viewed as a two-dimensional

convolution between the information symbols and the effec-

tive DD domain channel. This scheme harnesses both the

frequency- and time-diversity of doubly-selective channels,

enabling reliable communication [10]. Moreover, despite the

complexity challenges associated with OTFS [11], its time-

invariant channel characteristics in the DD domain facilitate

stable resource allocation in mobility scenarios, making it

more promising than OFDM facing time-varying channels,

particularly in multi-user cases. This advantage arises be-

cause adapting resource allocation for time-varying channels

increases both design complexity and control overhead for

exchanging updated allocation schemes between transceivers.

References [12], [13] demonstrate that as the degrees of free-

dom in the optimization variables increase, the performance

gap between OTFS and OFDM becomes more pronounced.

Due to its promising potential, OTFS modulation has gar-

nered significant attention recently from both industry and

academia. Specifically, a simple matrix representation of the

input-output relationship of OTFS modulation using practical

pulse-shaping waveforms was developed in [14]. The resultant

relationship exhibits a sparse structure, which facilitates the

implementation of sophisticated detection algorithms having

low computational complexity. Then, a simplified linear mini-

mum mean square error receiver was introduced in [15], which

utilizes the sparse nature of the channel and the quasi-band

structure of the matrices in the demodulation process to reduce

the decoding complexity. The authors of [16] introduced

an iterative interference canceller and detector that employs

message passing for joint inter-Doppler and inter-carrier inter-

ference cancellation as well as symbol detection. Then, this

detector was extended in [17] by using unitary approximate

techniques and exploiting the structured nature of the channel

matrix. Furthermore, the channel sparsity was exploited to

devise a Bayesian learning framework for estimating DD

http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.05724v1


Topics Paper OTFS MA Scheme BS Antenna Characteristics

OTFS-MA

[20], [21] X OMA Single

• Single-domain resource allocatioin
• Fixed MA scheme

[22], [23] X power-domain NOMA Single
[24] X SCMA Single
[25] X TSMA Single
[26] X PDMA Multiple
[27] X SDMA Multiple

MDMA
[28], [29] OMA, power/spatial-domain NOMA Multiple

• Adaptive MA for stationary channels
[30] OMA, power/spatial/hybrid-domain NOMA Multiple

OTFS-
MDMA

Our X OMA/NOMA/SDMA Multiple
• Elastic multi-domain resource allocation
• Adaptive MA for mobility channels

TABLE I: Recent advances in OTFS and MDMA systems

domain channels for single-input single-output (SISO) [18]

and multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) [19] systems.

As expected, there is already literature investigating OTFS

systems relying on various MA technologies. Specifically, for

single-antenna OTFS systems [20]–[25], the classical orthog-

onal MA (OMA) methods were investigated in [20], [21],

where users are assigned distinct delay, Doppler, or frequency

resource bins to reduce co-channel interference. Besides, [20]

found that interleaved DD domain OMA offers better spectral

efficiency than interleaved time-frequency (TF) domain OMA.

Then, power-domain NOMA was investigated in [22], [23]

to enable non-orthogonal spectrum sharing between high-

mobility and low-mobility users. The sophisticated equaliza-

tion and message-passing algorithms were utilized in [22] and

[23], respectively, to achieve efficient OTFS signal reception.

In [24], a sparse code MA (SCMA) scheme was conceived

for the uplink of coordinated multi-point vehicular networks,

where the performance was improved by leveraging additional

diversity from both the Doppler and spatial domains. Next, a

tandem spreading MA (TSMA) arrangement was introduced

in [25] for a large-scale network, where segment coding and

tandem spreading methods were deployed to improve both

connectivity and reliability by sacrificing the data rate. Later,

for multi-antenna OTFS systems [26], [27], path division MA

(PDMA) was proposed in [26] for both uplink and downlink

by allocating angle-domain resources for multiple users to

avoid co-channel interference. As a further advance, a deep

learning-based predictive precoder design was proposed in

[27] to enable ultra-reliable low-latency communications.

Nonetheless, the aforementioned studies exclusively con-

centrate on a single-domain or fixed access scheme, thereby

exhibiting inherent limitations in terms of enhancing spectral

efficiency. As a remedy, the multi-dimensional MA (MDMA)

method may be regarded as a promising MA technique [3].

Explicitly, MDMA is a hybrid multiple-access technology

capable of flexibly apportioning interference levels across

various radio resource domains by beneficially integrating dif-

ferent types of MA methods (orthogonal or non-orthogonal).

Thus flexible channel access is capable of increasing the

number of users while supporting diverse high quality-of-

services (QoSs). Specifically, the authors of [28], [29] explored

how the non-orthogonality introduced by NOMA and SDMA

affects the resource utilization costs in various radio resource

domains. They dynamically switched between OMA, power-

domain NOMA, and spatial-domain NOMA to maximize the

cost-aware system throughput. Then, these solutions were

extended in [30], where a hybrid spatial- and power-domain

NOMA was proposed to glean additional resource diversity

for performance enhancement. They carefully considered the

user-specific resource availability and the resource exploitation

capability to strike a balance between the resource utilization

cost and the performance gain. However, these studies only ad-

dress MDMA designs for stationary wireless channels. Hence,

their solutions suffer from significant performance degradation

in high-mobility scenarios of future cellular systems.

Against the above backdrop, also summarized in Table I,

we highlight our main contributions as follows:

• We develop an elastic multi-domain resource utilization

mechanism for multi-user OTFS-MDMA systems, which

leverages the time-invariant user-specific channel charac-

teristics across the DD, power, and spatial domains to

facilitate flexible channel access and resource allocation,

thereby enabling efficient varied service provisions.

• We conceive a novel DD domain division and user

accommodation scheme, where the DD resource bins are

partitioned into separate subregions called resource slots

(RSs), and each RS is associated with a specific group of

users based on their channel characteristics, thus reducing

multi-user interference. This is termed as DD domain user

accommodation. Then, the most suitable MA techniques,

including OMA/NOMA/SDMA, are applied for each RS

based on their interference levels in the power and spatial

domains, thus increasing the spectrum efficiency.

• We jointly optimize the user accommodation, access

scheme selection, and power allocation for maximizing

the weighted sum-rate of all users subject to individ-

ual minimum rate constraints and various practical con-

straints. Since the problem formulated belongs to the

mixed integer nonlinear programming (MINLP) family,

we develop an optimal algorithm based on dynamic

programming and monotonic optimization (DPMO) for

the problem in the special case of disregarding individ-

ual rate constraints. Subsequently, we propose a low-

complexity successive convex approximation-based sim-

ulated annealing (SCA-SA) algorithm to obtain a sub-

optimal solution to the original problem in general cases.

• Simulation results show that the proposed sub-optimal

algorithm approaches the performance of the optimal

algorithms, and significantly outperforms other baselines.

Organizations: Sections II and III introduce the OTFS-

MDMA system model and problem formulation, respectively.

Section IV develops the optimal solution for the relaxed
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(b) DD domain division with R = 9 resource slot (RS), each of
which includes |Rr | = δM δN = 4 resource bins

Fig. 1: Illustration of user accommodation in the DD domain in a multi-user MISO OTFS-MDMA system.

problem and Section V develops the sub-optimal algorithm for

the original problem. Finally, Section VI provides simulation

results and Section VII concludes the paper.

Notations: The scalar, vector, and matrix using lowercase,

bold lowercase, and bold uppercase letters are represented by

x, x, and X, respectively. The transpose, conjugate transpose,

diagonalization, Kronecker product, vectorization, inverse vec-

torization, and Dirac delta function are denoted by (·)T , (·)H ,

diag(·), ⊗, vec(·), vec−1(·), and δ(·), respectively. Moreover,

we let FX =
{

1√
X
ej2π

kl
X

}X−1

k,l=0
be the X-point DFT matrices.

Finally, |R| denotes the number of elements in set R and 1R

represents a size R vector with all elements as 1.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a multi-user multiple-

input single-output (MISO) OTFS-MDMA system, where a

BS equipped with D antennas broadcasts individual OTFS

modulated signals to Q single-antenna users, denoted by

U1, · · · ,UQ. We assume all channels are time-invariant in the

DD domain during each transmission frame and the channel

knowledge is perfectly known at the BS for the system design.

Then, by exploiting different degrees of orthogonality and

interference of channels across the DD, power, and spatial

domains, we develop the OTFS-MDMA scheme. Specifically,

all DD resource bins are divided into multiple non-overlapping

subregions called resource slots (RSs). Taking into account

the individual channel characteristics of each user in the

multi-dimensional resource domains, we assign specific groups

of users to distinct RSs, which is called DD domain user

accommodation. Then, we apply MDMA to these RSs to

achieve information transmission for these users. This involves

choosing the most suitable MA schemes from different re-

source domains, including NOMA and SDMA/OMA, tailored

to each RS for enhancing spectral efficiency. Intuitively, the

NOMA scheme is preferred by users equipped with powerful

hardware for self-interference cancellation (SIC) and whose

channels are highly correlated in the spatial domain, where

the co-channel interference remains significant despite its

mitigation by beamforming. On the other hand, users having

limited computational capabilities and orthogonal channels

may opt for SDMA/OMA to achieve improved capacity at

low complexity and interference.

A. DD Domain User Accommodation

In the DD domain, MN data symbols are embedded in

the two-dimensional M × N DD resource bins, where M
and N denote the number of delay bins (or subcarriers) and

the number of Doppler bins (or time intervals), respectively.

The subcarrier bandwidth and symbol duration are denoted

by ∆f and T = 1/∆f , respectively. Let the b-th resource

bin represent the resource bin associated with the (k + 1)-
th Doppler bin (i.e., k

NT
) and the (l + 1)-th delay bin (i.e.,

l
M∆f

), where b = kM + l + 1 for 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1 and

0 ≤ ≤ M − 1. As illustrated in Fig. 1 (b), we assume that

M×N DD resource bins are equally partitioned into R RSs for

simplicity, i.e., R1,R2, · · · ,RR, and each RS is characterized

by lengths of δM and δN . We assume that M/δM are N/δN
are integers, and we know that R = MN

δM δN
, |Rr| = δMδN ,∑R

r=1 |Rr | = MN , and
⋃R

r=1Rr = {1, · · · , b, · · · ,MN}.
Next, a subset of users is accommodated in RS Rr, where

the choice of using NOMA or SDMA/OMA is based on

the channel orthogonality among these users across the DD,

power, and spatial domains. Since increasing the number of

users in the same RS increases both the interference and also

the decoding complexity and delay in the NOMA scheme, we

assume that each RS Rr only accommodates two users for

NOMA [31], [32], but the maximum of Q users for SDMA.

Here, OMA can be regarded as a special case of SDMA if

there is only a single user in an RS.

Then, let aNrqi and aSr denote binary variables involving

user accommodation decisions and MA scheme selections, i.e.,

aNrqi = 1 means that users Uq and Ui are accommodated in Rr

using NOMA, otherwise aNrqi = 0. Besides, aSr = 1 means that

users are accommodated in Rr using SDMA/OMA, otherwise

aSr = 0. Then, let the data symbol of user Uq transmitted in

the b-th resource bin be xqb. Thus, the b-th DD domain data

symbol in RS Rr transmitted through the d-th antenna before

multiplexing with the aid of the transmit precoding matrix is

xd
DD [b] =

{ √
pqbw

d
qbxqb +

√
pibw

d
ibxib, if a

N
rqi = 1,∑Q

q=1

√
pqbw

d
qbxqb, if a

S
r = 1,

(1)

for b ∈ Rr and ∀r, where wd
qb is the d-th element of the

transmit beamforming vector wqb ∈ CD×1 with normalized

power for the information transmission of Uq at the b-th DD

resource bin. Besides, pqb is the corresponding transmission

power.



B. OTFS Transmit Signal Model

In this part, we introduce the OTFS downlink transmission

signal model. By rewriting xd
DD [b] (1 ≤ b ≤ MN) into the

vectorial form, i.e., xd
DD ∈ CMN×1 and denoting the transmit

precoding matrix by Ptx ∈ CMN×MN , we have the following

symbol matrix, i.e.,

X̃d
DD = vec−1

(
Ptxx

d
DD

)
∈ C

N×M . (2)

By applying the inverse symplectic finite Fourier transform

(SFFT), these data symbols in the TF domain transmitted

through the d-th antenna can be represented by

Sd
TF [n,m] =

1√
MN

N−1∑

k=0

M−1∑

l=0

x̃d
DD [k, l] ej2π(

kn
N

−ml
M ), (3)

where x̃d
DD [k, l] is the (k, l)-th element of X̃d

DD. Then, by

applying the Heisenberg transform to the transmit waveform

Gtx(t), the TF domain signals Sd
TF [n,m] can be transformed

into a continuous waveform in the time domain, yielding:

sd (t)

=

N−1∑

n=0

M−1∑

m=0

Sd
TF [n,m]Gtx (t− nT ) ej2πm∆f (t−nT ). (4)

C. Channel Model

Let hd
q (τ, ν) denote the channel response between the d-

th antenna at the BS and user Uq in the DD domain. This

channel response comprises Lq propagation paths, each with

distinct delay τq,ℓ, Doppler shift υq,ℓ, and angle of departure

θq,ℓ, formulated as

hd
q (τ, υ)

=
∑Lq

ℓ=1

hq,ℓ√
Lq

e−jπ sin θq,ℓ(d−1)δ (τ − τq,ℓ)δ (υ − υq,ℓ) , (5)

where hq,ℓ is the complex channel response of the ℓ-th
propagation path arriving from the BS to user Uq . Further-

more, τq,ℓ and υq,ℓ can be represented by τq,ℓ =
lq,ℓ

M∆f
and

υq,ℓ =
kq,ℓ+k̃q,ℓ

NT
, respectively, where lq,ℓ and kq,ℓ are integers

representing the indices of τq,ℓ and υq,ℓ, respectively. The real

parameter −0.5 ≤ k̃q,ℓ ≤ 0.5 denotes the fraction of Doppler

phase shift from the nearest integer kq,ℓ. Here, the fractional

delay can be ignored due to the high-resolution sampling time
1

M∆f
[17].

D. OTFS Receive Signal Model

From (5), the signal received in the time domain at user q
upon transmitting

{
sd (t) , 1 ≤ d ≤ D

}
through D antennas is

formulated as:

yq (t)

=

∫ ∫ D∑

d=1

hd
q (τ, υ) s

d (t−τ) ej2πυ(t−τ)dτdυ + uq (t) , (6)

where uq (t) is the complex additive white Gaussian noise.

Upon denoting the receive waveform by Grx (t), the signal

received at user Uq in the TF domain becomes1:

Y q
TF [n,m] =

∫
yq (t)Grx (t− nT ) ej2πm∆f (t−nT )dt. (7)

Next, we assume that Gtx(t) and Grx(t) satisfy the bi-

orthogonal property, which can eliminate cross-symbol inter-

ference during symbol reception. This assumption provides an

upper bound on the performance of OTFS with other wave-

forms, such as rectangular waveforms [6], [16]. By applying

the SFFT to Y q
TF [n,m], the channel’s input-output relationship

in the DD domain is expressed as:

yqDD [k, l] =
1√
MN

∑N−1

n=0

∑M−1

m=0
Y q
TF [n,m] e−j2π(nk

N
−ml

M )

=
1

MN

∑N−1

n=0

∑M−1

m=0

(∑D

d=1
x̃d
DD [n,m]

× h̃d
q [(k − n)N , (l −m)M ]

)
+ uq [k, l] , (8)

where uq [k, l[ is the noise term and h̃d
q (k, l) is given by

h̃d
q (k, l) =

Lq∑

ℓ=1

hd
q,ℓe

−j2πνq,ℓτq,ℓφ (k − kq,ℓ, l − lq,ℓ), (9)

with hd
q,ℓ = hq,ℓe

−jπ sin θq,ℓ(d−1) and φ (k − kq,ℓ, l − lq,ℓ) =

∑N−1
n′=0

∑M−1
m′=0 e

−j2π

(

n′ k−kq,ℓ−k̃q,ℓ
N

−m′ l−lq,ℓ
M

)

. Following a

similar approximation of [16], yqDD [k, l] is rewritten by

yqDD [k, l]≈
D∑

d=1

Lq∑

ℓ=1

Nq,ℓ∑

i=−Nq,ℓ

(
x̃d
DD

[
(k−kq,ℓ+i)

N
, (l−lq,ℓ)M

]

× h̄d
q,ℓ,ie

−j2πνq,ℓτq,ℓ
)
+ uq [k, l] , (10)

where h̄d
q,ℓ,i = hd

q,ℓ

(
e
−j2π(−i−k̃q,ℓ)−1

Ne
−j 2π

N (−i−k̃q,ℓ)−N

)
. Here, Nq,ℓ ≪

N is a small number, considering the significant values of

φ (k − kq,ℓ, l − lq,ℓ) around the peak at k − kq,ℓ.
Then, upon denoting the vectorial versions of yqDD [k, l] and

x̃q
DD [k, l] by y

q
DD ∈ CMN×1 and x̃

q
DD ∈ CMN×1, we rewrite

(10) into the following matrix form [17]

y
q
DD =

∑D

d=1
Hd

q x̃
d
DD + u

q
DD, (11)

where u
q
DD ∈ CMN×1 is the vectorial version of uq [k, l], and

Hd
q ∈ C

MN×MN is given by

Hd
q =

∑Lq

ℓ=1

∑Nq,ℓ

i=−Nq,ℓ

(
h̄d
q,ℓ,ie

−j2π
(kq,ℓ+k̃q,ℓ)lq,ℓ

MN

× IN
(
−[i− kq,ℓ]N

)
⊗ IM (lq,ℓ)

)
. (12)

Here, IN (−[i− k]N ) is the matrix obtained upon circularly

shifting the rows of the N ×N identity matrix by −[i− k]N ,

1Applying additional TF windows on the transmitted signal Sd
TF

[n,m]
and the received signal Y

q

TF
[n,m] can enhance channel estimation and data

detection performance [33]. However, while this approach does not affect our
system design and algorithm development, it can increase the complexity of
signal processing. Therefore, we have chosen to omit it from this study.



and IM (lq,ℓ) ∈ CM×M is defined similarly. For the special

case of no fractional Doppler phase shift, we have

Hd
q =

∑Lq

ℓ=1
hd
q,ℓe

−j2π
kq,ℓlq,ℓ

MN IN (kq,ℓ)⊗ IM (lq,ℓ) . (13)

Note that regardless of whether there are fractional Doppler

phase shifts, Hd
q is a block circulant matrix [17], which

can be formulated by Hd
q = circ

[
Gd

q,0,G
d
q,1, · · ·Gd

q,N−1

]
∈

CNM×NM , i.e.,

Hd
q =




Gd
q,0 Gd

q,N−1 · · · Gd
q,1

...
. . .

. . .
...

Gd
q,N−1 · · · Gq,1 Gd

q,0


 , (14)

where Ix (y) is the indicator function, i.e., Ix (y) = 1 if x = y,

and Ix (y) = 0 otherwise, and

Gd
q,n =

∑Lq

ℓ=1

∑Nq,ℓ

i=−Nq,ℓ

(
In

(
−[i− kq,ℓ]N

)

× h̄d
q,ℓ,ie

−j2π
(kq,ℓ+k̃q,ℓ)lq,ℓ

MN IM (lq,ℓ)

)
∈ C

M×M . (15)

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION: WEIGHTED SUM-RATE

MAXIMIZATION

In this section, we first derive the capacity within each

RS using NOMA or SDMA/OMA for the studied OFTS-

MDMA system. Then, we formulate the weighted sum-rate

maximization problem by jointly optimizing the multi-domain

resource allocation and MA selection.

A. Communication Performance Derivations

This part derives the capacity of each user in each RS

employing known access technologies.

The fractional Doppler shifts will cause ISI, as shown

in (10), which have been addressed by using ZF/MMSE

linear schemes [34], message-passing schemes [35], and cross-

domain schemes [36], [37]. In this paper, we apply a similar

approach to the ZF of [34] and unitary approximate message

passing of [17] to address ISI by utilizing the block circulant

matrix characteristic of Hd
q . Specifically, upon denoting the N -

point and M -point DFT matrices by FN and FM , respectively,

we can apply the receive precoding matrix Prx =
(
FN ⊗ FH

M

)

on the signals in (11) and transmit precoding matrix of

Ptx =
(
FH

N ⊗ FM

)
defined in (2) to express effective chan-

nel’s input-output relationship in the DD domain as a sum of

diagonal matrices, i.e.,

ỹq =
(
FN ⊗ FH

M

)
y
q
DD =

∑D

d=1
Λd

qx
d
DD + ũq, (16)

where Λd
q = diag

(∑N−1
n=0 Λd

q,ne
−j2π ni

N , 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1
)

,

Λd
q,n = diag

(∑M−1
m=0 gdq,n (m, 1) ej2π

mj
M , 0 ≤ j ≤M − 1

)
,

and gdq,n (m, 1) is the element located in the m-th row and the

first column of the matrix Gd
q,n, and ũq =

(
FN ⊗ FH

M

)
u
q
DD.

For detailed derivations, please refer to Appendix A.

1) Transmission Rate by NOMA: Based on (16), if the r-

th RS Rr accommodates users Uq and Ui by NOMA, the

received signal at user k ∈ {q, i} in DD resource bin b is

yNkb =
∑D

d=1
hd
kb

(√
pqbw

d
qbxqb +

√
pibw

d
ibxib

)
+ ũkb

= hH
kb

(√
pqbwqbxqb +

√
pibwibxib

)
+ ũkb, (17)

for b ∈ Rr, where the superscript “N” indicates that the

signals are related to the NOMA scheme; ũkb is the equivalent

Gaussian noise with zero mean and power ςk. Furthermore,

we have wkb =
[
w1

kb, · · · , wD
kb

]T ∈ CD×1 and hkb =[
h1
kb, · · · , hD

kb

]T ∈ CD×1, where hd
kb denotes the b-th diagonal

element of Λd
k defined in (16).

By using the popular maximum ratio transmission (MRT)

beamforming for simplicity, we have wqb =
hH

qb

‖hqb‖ . Besides,

we also assume that the power of the channel hqb is larger

than that of hib if q < i. Then, in order to guaran-

tee the successful SIC in NOMA [32], [38], the transmit

power with the adopted beamforming should follow the con-

dition that γqqbpqb < γqibpib if q < i, where we define

γqqb =
∣∣∣hH

qbwqb

∣∣∣
2

/ςq and γqib =
∣∣∣hH

qbwib

∣∣∣
2

/ςq , respectively.

This implies that at user q, the effective power of the desired

signal xqb is lower than the effective power of the interference

signal xib. Consequently, user q can first decode the high-

power signal xib and then perform SIC to eliminate this

interference before decoding its own low-power signal xqb.

Conversely, at user i, the effective power of desired signal

xib is higher than the effective power of the interference

signal xqb. Therefore, user i decodes its own signal directly by

regarding xqb as interference [32], [38]. Based on the above

setup, the average transmission rates of user q and user i under

NOMA in RS Rr are 2

CN,q
rqi =

1

MN

∑
b∈Rr

log2 (1 + γqqbpqb), (18a)

CN,i
rqi =

1

MN

∑
b∈Rr

log2

(
1 +

γiibpib
γiqbpqb + 1

)
. (18b)

2) Transmission Rate by SDMA/OMA: Based on (16), if

RS Rr accommodates multiple users by SDMA/OMA, the

corresponding signals received at Uq in DD resource bin b is

ySqb = hH
qb

∑Q

i=1

√
pibwibxib + ũqb, (19)

for b ∈ Rr, where the superscript “S” indicates that the

signals are related to the SDMA/OMA scheme. Then, upon

using MRT beamforming again, the corresponding average

transmission rate of Uq under SDMA in RS Rr is

CS
rq =

1

MN

∑
b∈Rr

log2

(
1 +

γqqbpqb∑
i6=q γqibpib + 1

)
, (20)

where γqqb and γqib are defined in (18).

2Please note that the inter-user interference still exists when applying MRT,
but it decreases as the number of antennas increases [39].



3) Weighted Sum-Rate in Each RS: Following (18) and

(20), the weighted sum-rate in RS Rr is expressed as:

Cr =

Q−1∑

q=1

Q∑

i=q+1

aNrqi

(
αqC

N,q
rqi + αiC

N,i
rqi

)
+ aSr

Q∑

q=1

αqC
S
rq,

(21)

where αq are the constant priorities of users in the resource

allocation, which can be related to their rate fairness objective

and to their computation capabilities [32].

B. Weighted Sum-Rate Maximization

In the multi-user MISO OTFS-MDMA system, we aim

to jointly optimize the user accommodation, MA selection,

and power allocation for maximizing the weighted sum-rate

in all RSs. For notational simplicity, the power allocation is

represented by the vector p ∈ CQMN×1, which includes all

elements pqb for each b ∈ Rr, ∀r, and ∀q. The binary user

accommodation variables for the SDMA scheme are denoted

by the vector aS ∈ CR×1, including all elements aSr for ∀r.

As for the NOMA scheme, these variables are represented by

the vector aN ∈ C
Q(Q−1)

2 R×1, which consists of all elements

aNrqi for ∀r and user pairs, i.e., Q ∆
= {(q, i) |1 ≤ q < i ≤ Q}

Then, the problem can be mathematically formulated as:

max
aN,aS,p

∑R

r=1
Cr (P1)

s.t.

R∑

r=1




q−1∑

i=1

aNriqC
N,q
riq +

Q∑

i=q+1

aNrqiC
N,q
rqi +aSrC

S
rq




≥ Cmin,q, ∀q, (22a)

R∑

r=1

∑

b∈Rr




Q−1∑

q=1

Q∑

i=q+1

aNrqi (pqb + pib) + aSr

Q∑

q=1

pqb





≤ P, (22b)
∑Q−1

q=1

∑Q

i=q+1
aNrqi + aSr = 1, ∀r, (22c)

aNrqi (γqqbpqb − γqibpib) ≤ 0, ∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q,
(22d)

pqb ≥ 0, ∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀q, (22e)

aNrqi ∈ {0, 1} , aSr ∈ {0, 1} , ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q. (22f)

To elaborate, (22a) is the individual rate constraint, which

implies that the minimal transmission rate of user Uq should

be higher than a constant rate Cmin,q; (22b) represents average

power constraint; (22c) is the binary user accommodation

optimization constraint, which indicates that each RS is only

applied to NOMA or SDMA/OMA. Furthermore, (22d) is

the power constraint determining the decoding order within

the NOMA protocol [32], [40], and (22e) and (22f) repre-

sent additional practical constraints. However, P1 is a non-

convex MINLP problem, which is generally NP-hard [41]–

[43]. Hence, the exhaustive search is usually applied to find

the optimal solution, which results in complexity issues.

IV. OPTIMAL SOLUTION TO THE SPECIAL CASE:

WITHOUT RATE CONSTRAINTS

This section proposes an efficient dynamic programming

and monotonic optimization (DPMO) algorithm to find the

optimal solution in the special case of disregarding the indi-

vidual rate constraints, i.e., Cmin,q = 0. Specifically, we first

transform problem P1 into a DP recursion framework. Then,

since each recursion has to solve a non-convex sub-problem,

we transform it into a MO form and apply the branch-and-

bound (BRB) algorithm to find the optimal solution.

A. Dynamic Programming Recursion Framework

We find that problem P1 can be partitioned into R indepen-

dent problems if Cmin,q = 0 and the power allocation to RS

Rr is already given. Thus, to find the optimal solution of P1,

we transform it into a DP recursion framework by defining

the resource allocation state at the r-th RS Rr by

Er =
∑r

i=1
pi, (23)

where pi is the power allocated to RS Rr. Here, the resource

allocation state Er in the r-th RS denotes the total power

allocated to the first r RSs. Similar to the analysis in [32], we

can we the initialization of E0 = 0 and we know that ER = P
since a higher transmission power achieves higher capacity.

Then, the state transition probability among R RSs can be

modeled by a Markov chain, which means that the remaining

amount of power that can be optimized and allocated to RS

Rr only depends on the previous state Er−1. Governed by the

Markov state transition, the weighted sum-rate achieved in the

first r DD RSs is rewritten as:

∑r

i=1
Cr =

∑r−1

i=1
Cr +∆C (Er−1, Er) , (24)

where ∆C (Er−1, Er) denotes the weighted sum-rate achieved

in RS Rr, when the state changes from Er−1 to Er.

Based on the above definitions, the optimal solution to prob-

lem P1 can be obtained through the following DP recursion

framework:

C⋆ (Er) = max
∀Er−1

{∆⋆C (Er−1, Er) + C⋆ (Er−1)} ,

2 ≤ r ≤ R, (25a)

C⋆ (E1) = ∆⋆C (E0, E1) , (25b)

where C⋆ (Er) is the optimal weighted sum-rate achieved

in the r-th RS when the state goes to Er. Furthermore,

∆⋆C (Er−1, Er) is the optimal Cr, when the state changes

from Er−1 to Er. Moreover, ∆⋆C (Er−1, Er) can be mathe-

matically obtained from

∆⋆C (Er−1, Er)
∆
= max

{
max
∀aN

rqi

CN,⋆
rqi , C

S,⋆
r

}
. (P2)



Here, CN,⋆
rqi is derived from the following problem by setting

aNrqi = 1 and aSr = 0 under NOMA, i.e.,

CN,⋆
rqi

∆
=max

p

∑
b∈Rr

(α̃qlog2 (1 + γqqbpqb)

+α̃ilog2

(
1 +

γiibpib
γiqbpqb + 1

))
(P2a)

s.t.
∑

b∈Rr

(pqb + pib) ≤ pr, (22d), and (22e), (26)

where α̃q =
αq

MN
, and pr = Er−Er−1 denotes the total power

allocated to RS Rr. Similarly, CS,⋆
r is obtained from solving

the following problem by setting aSr = 1 and aNrqi = 0 under

SDMA/OMA, i.e.,

CS,⋆
r

∆
= max

p

∑

b∈Rr

Q∑

q=1

α̃qlog2

(
1 +

γqqbpqb∑Q
i6=q γqibpib + 1

)
(P2b)

s.t.
∑

b∈Rr

∑Q

q=1
pqb ≤ pr, and (22e). (27)

To solve problem P2, we have to solve problem P2a
Q(Q−1)

2

times because there are
Q(Q−1)

2 different combinations of aNrqi
in RS Rr, and further solve problem P2b once. Finally, if

problem P2 can be solved optimally, the optimal solution to

problem P1 can be obtained by using the DP framework in

(25), which is summarized in Algorithm 1.

However, obtaining optimal solutions to problems P2a and

P2b is challenging due to the associated non-convex fractional

terms. While the widely used fractional programming [44] can

efficiently solve both problems, it can only guarantee station-

ary solutions instead of the optimal solution. This limitation

diminishes the significance of our efforts in proposing the DP

framework, since we lose the optimality of the original prob-

lem P1. Therefore, we introduce the following MO technique

to find the optimal solutions of P2a and P2b.

B. Preliminaries of MO and Problem Transformation

In this part, we first introduce the basic concepts in MO

[45]. Subsequently, we reformulate problems P2a and P2b as

MO forms, allowing us to employ standard MO algorithms to

obtain their optimal solutions.

• Box: Given any K-dimensional vectors b ∈ RK
+ and c ∈

RK
+ associated with b ≤ c, a box with lower vertex b and

upper vertex c is defined by the hyper rectangle [b, c] =
{z |b ≤ z ≤ c}.

• Normal: An infinite set Z ⊂ RK
+ is said to be normal if

the box follows [0, z] ⊂ Z for any element z ∈ Z .

• MO problem: An optimization problem belongs to the

MO family if it can be written as

max
z
L (z) s.t. z ∈ Z, (28)

where L (z) is monotonically increasing with respect to

z on R
K
+ and Z is a normal closed set. The globally

optimal solution of problem (28) can be obtained using

the BRB algorithm [46].

Algorithm 1 Optimal solution (DPMO) to problem P1

1: Initialize E0 = 0, ER = P , C∗(E0) = 0, and quantify P
as [0 : P

∆p
: P ] with resolution accuracy P

∆p
.

2: for r = 1, . . . , R do

3: for power pr = [0 : P
∆p

: P ], and all possible aNrqi and

aSr on RS Rr do

4: Calculate and save CN,⋆
rqi by using Algorithm 2 to

solve P2a, which is equivalent to P2a-MO

5: Calculate and save CS,⋆
r by using Algorithm 2 to

solve P2b, which is equivalent to P2b-MO

6: end for

7: for each state Er = [0 : P
∆p

: P ] on RS Rr do

8: for all possible state Er−1 = [0 : P
∆p

: Er] on RS

Rr−1 do

9: Set pr = Er−Er−1 and calculate ∆∗C(Er−1, Er)
in problem P2 by using results obtained in steps 4

and 5

10: Calculate and save D(Er−1) = ∆∗C(Er−1, Er)+
C∗(Er−1)

11: end for

12: Calculate C∗(Er) = max∀Er−1 D(Er−1)
13: end for

14: end for

15: Recover the optimal aN, aS, and p by backtracking on

the state transition path, one by one, from ER to E0 that

achieves maximum C∗(ER).

1) Transform P2a to an MO Problem: By introducing the

auxiliary optimization vector zNr =
[
zN,q
qib , z

N,i
qib |∀b ∈ Rr

]T
∈

R
2|Rr|
+ , problem P2a can be equivalently transformed into the

following MO problem, i.e.,

max
zNr

LN
(
zNr
)

s.t. zNr ∈ ZN
r , (P2a-MO)

where LN
(
zNr
) ∆
=
∑

b∈Rr

(
α̃qz

N,q
qib + α̃iz

N,i
qib

)
. Here, ZN

r is

the feasible region of zNr , i.e.,

ZN
r =

{
zNr

∣∣∣zN,q
qib ≤ cN,q

qib (p) , zN,i
qib ≤ cN,i

qib (p) , ∀b ∈ Rr, (26)
}
,

(29)

with cN,q
qib (p) = log2 (1 + γqqbpqb) and cN,i

qib (p) =

log2

(
1 + γiibpib

γiqbpqb+1

)
.

2) Transform P2b to an MO Problem: By introducing the

optimization vector zSr =
[
zSqb |∀b ∈ Rr, ∀q

]T
∈ R

Q|Rr |
+ ,

P2b becomes equivalent to the following MO problem:

max
zSr

LS
(
zSr
)

s.t.zSr ∈ ZS
r , (P2b-MO)

where LS
(
zSr
) ∆

=
∑

b∈Rr

∑Q
q=1 α̃qz

S
qb. Here, ZS

r is the

feasible set of zSr , i.e.,

ZS
r =

{
zSr
∣∣zSqb ≤ cSqb (p) , ∀b ∈ Rr, ∀q, (27)

}
, (30)

with cSqb (p) = log2

(
1 +

γqqbpqb
∑Q

i6=q
γqibpib+1

)
.
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Fig. 2: Illustration of the BRB algorithm for MO: the algorithm
aims to maximize the objective function by approximating the
feasible region using a set of boxes. This approximation process is
refined iteratively, with parts that cannot contain the optimal point
being removed.

C. BRB Algorithm for MO

In this part, we first present the principle of the BRB

algorithm to find optimal solutions to the general MO prob-

lems in (28). Subsequently, we utilize the BRB algorithm to

solve P2a-MO and P2b-MO and illustrate the details using

the pseudocode in Algorithm 2. To begin with, we briefly

introduce the fundamental principles of solving the general

MO problem (28), also illustrated in Fig. 2:

• Since L (z) is monotonically increasing with respect to

z, the optimal solution must lie on the boundary of the

feasible region Z . To obtain the optimal solutions, we uti-

lize a box setN associated with multiple non-overlapping

boxes to approximate the boundary of the feasible region

Z , where the optimal solutions are located.

• For one box of the set N denoted by B = [b, c] with

lower bound f lb (B) and upper bound fub (B), we can

observe that f lb (B) = L (b) and fub (B) = L (c),
thanks to the monotonically increasing objective function.

• The maximum lower and upper bounds can be found by

comparing the lower and upper bounds of all boxes of

N , and we denote them by fmin
N and fmax

N , respectively.

Then, we iteratively split certain boxes into sub-boxes and

try to improve fmin
N and reduce fmax

N . The algorithm will

converge to global optimality with a predefined positive

accuracy parameter ε, i.e., fmax
N < (1 + ε)fmin

N .

Next, we introduce the detailed procedures of the BRB

algorithm for solving MO problems. Firstly, we establish an

initial box set N = {B0} where B0 = [0, z0] is the box that

contains the whole feasible set Z . We initialize the lower and

upper bounds by fmin
N = L (0) = 0 and fmax

N = L (z0).
Then, each iteration of the BRB consists of three steps, i.e.,

branching, reduction, and bounding.

1) Branching: We first find the specific box Bmax from

the box set N that achieves the upper bound fmax
N , i.e.,

Bmax
∆
= argmax

B∈N
fub (B) . (31)

Then, upon denoting Bmax =
[
b̃, c̃

]
, we bisect Bmax along

its longest side, resulting in two new boxes, i.e.,

B̃1 =
[
b̃, c̃− ξedim

]
, B̃2 =

[
b̃+ ξedim, c̃

]
, (32)

where dim = argmaxi

{
c̃i − b̃i

}
with c̃i and b̃i being the i-th

element of c̃ and b̃, respectively. Furthermore, ξ = c̃dim−b̃dim
2

and ei is the i-th column of IK . We update the upper bounds

of each box as

fub
(
B̃1
)
= min

{
fub (B) ,L (c̃− ξedim)

}
, (33a)

fub
(
B̃2
)
= L (c̃) . (33b)

2) Reduction: In this step, we remove parts of the two new

boxes that cannot contain the optimal solutions. Specifically,

Let the new boxes denoted by B̃l =
[
b̃l, c̃l

]
for l = 1, 2. Then,

by exploiting monotonicity, we know that B̃l cannot contain

the optimal solution and can be removed if it satisfies one of

the following constraints:

• b̃l is not in the feasible region: because this implies that

any vertex z of B̃l satisfies b̃l ≤ z, indicating that it is

lies out of the feasible region;

• fub
(
B̃l
)
≤ fmin

N : because this implies that there already

exists a feasible solution that is larger than L(z) for any

vertex z in B̃l
On the other hand, if fub

(
B̃l
)
≥ fmin

N , we can also remove

redundant vertices of B̃l that cannot be the optimal solution,

as illustrated in Fig. 2a. Specifically, from [46], we know that

the new reduced box B̃⋆
l

∆
=
[
b̃⋆
l , c̃

⋆

l

]
can contain all the points

x ∈
[
b̃l, c̃l

]
that satisfy fmin

N ≤ L (x) ≤ fub
(
B̃l
)

, where

b̃⋆
l = c̃l −

∑K

k=1
µ̄k

(
c̃l,k − b̃l,k

)
ek, (34)

c̃⋆l = b̃⋆
l +

∑K

k=1
v̄k

(
c̃l,k − b̃⋆l,k

)
ek, (35)

with c̃l,k, b̃l,k, and b̃⋆l,k being the k-th elements of c̃l, b̃l, b̃
⋆
l ,

respectively, and µ̄k and v̄k are given by

µ̄k=max

{
µ

∣∣∣∣∣
0 ≤ µ ≤ 1,

L
(
c̃l − µ

(
c̃l,k − b̃l,k

)
ek

)
≥fmin

N

}
,

v̄k=max

{
v

∣∣∣∣∣
0 ≤ v ≤ 1,

L
(
b̃⋆
l +v

(
c̃l,k − b̃⋆l,k

)
ek

)
≤fub

(
B̃l
)
}
.

(36)



Note that the closed-form expressions of µ̄k and v̄k can be

obtained in some special cases, e.g., for the weighted sum-rate

function with L (z) =∑K
k=1 αkzlk for l = 1, 2, we have

µ̄k = min




1,

∑K
k=1 αk c̃l,k − fmin

R

αk

(
c̃l,k − b̃l,k

)




 , (37)

v̄k = min




1,
fub

(
B̃l
)
−∑K

k=1 αk b̃l,k

αk

(
c̃l,k − b̃l,k

)




 . (38)

3) Bounding: At the end of this iteration, we search for

a feasible solution in one of the new boxes B̃⋆
l and use it

for improving fmin
N and reducing fmax

N . A popular scheme

for achieving this is to project the upper vertex of B̃⋆
l onto

the boundary [46]. However, this can potentially increase

complexity, since the projection step usually requires a bisec-

tion method and each search entails conducting a feasibility

check. To reduce the complexity, with the updated box set,

N = (N\Bmax) ∪
{
B̃⋆
1 , B̃⋆

2

}
, we just update fmin

N and fmax
N

as follows:

fmin
N = max

{
fmin
N ,L

(
b̃⋆
2

)}
, (39)

fmax
N = argmax

B∈N
fub (B) . (40)

Remark 1: Note that in the reduction step, it is obvious that

b̃⋆
1 belongs to the feasible region. However, we must check

whether b̃⋆
2 belongs to the feasible region. This also means

checking whether we can find the solutions of the remaining

optimization variables in problems P2a-MO or P2b-MO to

make them feasible when z = b̃⋆
2. Specifically, when using the

BRB to solve problem P2a-MO, the corresponding feasibility

check problem is given by

find p (P2a-F)

s.t.
2z

N,q

qib − 1

γqqb
≤ pqb,

(
2z

N,i

qib − 1
)
(γiqbpqb + 1)

γiib
≤ pib, ∀b ∈ Rr, (26),

As for problem P2b-MO, the corresponding feasibility check

problem is given by

find p (P2b-F)

s.t.

(
2z

S
qb − 1

)(∑Q
i6=q γqibpib + 1

)

γqqb
≤ pqb, ∀b ∈ Rr, (27).

Since the constraints are affine functions and zN,q
qib , zN,i

qib , and

zSqb are constant parameters based on the lower vertex of

the corresponding box, the above two problems are convex

optimization problems. Thus, they can be efficiently solved

by using the Matlab toolbox CVX [47].

Finally, the details of applying BRB to solve the MO

problem are summarized in Algorithm 1. Note that although

this algorithm can obtain the ε-accuracy globally optimal

solution at a lower complexity than the exhaustive search,

the DPMO algorithm still imposes exponentially increasing

complexity and cannot be applied to the general case involving

rate constraints.

Algorithm 2 Optimal solutions to P2a-MO (or P2b-MO)

1: Initialize B0 = [0, z0], where the elements of z0 are

set as zN,q
qib = log2 (1 + γqqbpr),z

N,i
qib = log2 (1 + γiibpr)

for problem P2b-MO (or zSqb = log2 (1 + γqqbpr) for

problem P2b-MO)

2: Set N = {B0}, and fmin
N = LX (0) = 0 and fmax

N =
LX (z0) where “X = N” for P2a-MO and “X = S” for

P2b-MO

3: while fmax
N > (1 + ε)fmin

N and below the maximum

number of iterations do

4: Find Bmax by (31)

5: for l = 1, 2 do

6: Create new box B̃l by (32); Set fub
(
B̃l
)

by (33)

7: if fmin
N ≤ fub

(
B̃l
)

:

Calculate B̃⋆
l by utilizing (34) and (35) for B̃l;

else: set B̃⋆
l = ∅ end if

8: end for

9: Check feasibility of b̃⋆
2 by solving P2a-F for P2a-MO

(or by solving P2b-F for P2b-MO)

10: if feasible:

Update the lower bound fmin
N by (39);

else: set B̃⋆
2 = ∅ end if

11: Update box set N = (N\Bmax) ∪
{
B̃⋆
1 , B̃⋆

2

}

12: Update the upper bound fmax
N by (40)

13: end while

14: Return a feasible solution that can achieve fmin
N .

V. SUBOPTIMAL SOLUTION TO THE GENERAL CASE:

WITH RATE CONSTRAINTS

The DPMO method solves problem P1 in the special

scenario of no rate constraints, and it exhibits exponential

complexity. To efficiently solve it for the general cases with

rate constraints, we employ the SCA-SA algorithm to find the

sub-optimal solution within polynomial time complexity.

A. Simulated Annealing (SA) Algorithm Development

In the face of individual rate constraints, the original prob-

lem P1 is hard to solve and cannot be directly divided into

independent problems using the DP framework. Therefore, we

need to develop efficient sub-optimal algorithms.

To begin with, we need to decouple the optimization of

the binary variables aS and aN. To do so, we first apply the

SA algorithm [48] to find the sub-optimal solution of P1

by randomly setting aS iteratively. Specifically, we denote

the randomly selected solution of aS and the corresponding

objective function value in the t-th iteration of SA by aSt and

C̃
(
aSt
)
, respectively. Besides, C̃

(
aSt
)

is obtained by solving

P1 with aS = aSt , i.e.,

C̃
(
aSt
) ∆
= max

aS=aS
t ,a

N,p

∑R

r=1
Cr (P3)

s.t. (22a)− (22f).

The suboptimal solution to P3 can be obtained by applying

SCA algorithm, which will be discussed in Section V-B.



After solving problem P3, the current optimum user accom-

modation and access scheme of aS can be replaced as follows:

aS⋆ ←
{

aSt , if C̄
⋆ ≤ C̃

(
aSt
)
,

aS⋆ , otherwise,
(41)

where aS⋆ is the current optimal solution of aS that can achieve

the maximum objective value C̄⋆ in the previous iterations of

SA, i.e., C̄⋆ = max0≤i≤t−1 C̃
(
aSi
)
.

Then, to search for potential better solutions, we further

explore other solutions of aS. To do so, we denote an integer

index x, which is randomly uniformly generated from the set

{1, 2, · · · , R}. Consequently, we update aS in the (t + 1)-th
iteration as follows:

[
aSt+1

]
r
=

{ [
ãSt
]
r
, if r 6= x,

1−
[
ãSt
]
r
, if r = x,

(42)

for 1 ≤ r ≤ R, where
[
aSt+1

]
r

and
[
ãSt
]
r

are the r-th elements

of vectors aSt+1 and ãSt , respectively. Besides, ãSt is the solution

updated by comparing C̄⋆ and C̃
(
aSt
)
, i.e.,

ãSt =

{
aSt , if C̄

⋆ ≤ C̃
(
aSt
)
,

âSt , if C̄
⋆ > C̃

(
aSt
)
,

(43)

where âSt =

{
aSt ,with probability Pt

ãS⋆ ,with probability (1− Pt)
. Here, we

define the probability by Pt = exp
(

1
T t
e

(
C̃
(
aSt
)
− C̄⋆

))
,

where T t
e is the temperature in t-th iteration of the SA algo-

rithm, which will be updated by T t+1
e = ζ̄T t

e . The parameter

0 < ζ̄ < 1 is the cooling factor, which determines how

the temperature gradually decreases throughout the iterations,

influencing the exploration and convergence speed in the

search space. In this way, it allows the selected suboptimal

aS a chance to enable the SA algorithm to escape poor local

optima and converge to better solutions. Note that to reduce the

computational complexity, if the randomly generated index x
results in aSt+1 that has already appeared, we have to regenerate

this index so that the resultant aSt+1 is unprecedented.

It is readily apparent that the utility will not decrease during

each iteration. Furthermore, the convergence can be guaran-

teed because the probability Pt decreases as the temperature

decreases. Finally, the details are summarized in Algorithm 3.

B. Sub-Optimal Solution of Problem P3

During each iteration of SA, we have to solve problem P3.

However, this problem is hard to solve due to the remaining

binary variables aN. In the following, we transform problem

P3 into a solvable form by introducing additional auxiliary

and some necessary approximations and then apply the SCA

algorithm to solve it efficiently.

Firstly, we introduce the auxiliary optimization variables

p̃, whose elements include
{
p̃N,q
qib , p̃

N,i
qib |∀b, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q

}
and{

p̃Sqb |∀b, ∀q
}

. Here, we define p̃N,q
qib = aNrqipqb and p̃N,i

qib =

aNrqipib if b ∈ Rr, and p̃Sqb =
[
ãSt
]
r
pqb if b ∈ Rr. Since

some of the multiplicative terms consist of binary variables

Algorithm 3 SCA-SA algorithm to solve P1

1: Initialize aS⋆ = 1R; initialize C̄⋆ = C̃
(
aS⋆
)

by using SCA

to solve problem P3; initialize t = 0, aSt = 0R, ζ̄ = 0.92,

T t
e = max

{
C̄⋆, 10

}

2: repeat

3: t← t+1 and calculate C̃
(
aSt
)

by using SCA algorithm

to solve P3 (i.e., solve P3-2 iteratively)

4: Update aS⋆ by (41); Update aSt+1 by (42); Update C̄⋆ =

max
{
C̄⋆, C̃

(
aSt
)}

and T t+1
e = ζ̄T t

e

5: until Convergence

6: Return the solutions of aS, aN, and p.

aNrqi, problem P3 is challenging to solve. We apply the big-M

method to decompose them [32], yielding:

p̃N,q
qib ≤ pqb, p̃

N,q
qib ≥ pqb −

(
1− aNrqi

)
P, p̃N,q

qib ≥ 0,

∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q, (44)

p̃N,i
qib ≤ pib, p̃

N,i
qib ≥ pib −

(
1− aNrqi

)
P, p̃N,i

qib ≥ 0,

∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q. (45)

Based on these auxiliary variables and the average rate

defined in (18) and (20), we have

C̃N,q
rqi

∆
= aNrqiC

N,q
rqi =

1

MN

∑

b∈Rr

log2

(
1 + γqqbp̃

N,q
qib

)
, (46)

C̃N,i
rqi

∆
= aNrqiC

N,i
rqi =

1

MN

∑

b∈Rr

log2
(
1 + νNqib

)
, (47)

C̃S
rq

∆
= aSt,rC

S
rq =

1

MN

∑

b∈Rr

log2
(
1 + νSqb

)
, (48)

where νNqib =
γiibp̃

N,i

qib

γiqbp̃
N,q

qib
+1

for b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q and

νSqb =
γqqb p̃

S
qb

∑

i6=q
γqibp̃

S
ib
+1

for b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀q.

By substituting them into problem P3, the objective function

and the achievable transmission rate of the q-th user defined

in the individual rate constraint (22a) can be reformulated as:

C̃ (p̃,ν) =

R∑

r=1

Cr

=

Q−1∑

q=1

Q∑

i=q+1

(
αqC̃

N,q
rqi + αiC̃

N,i
rqi

)
+

Q∑

q=1

αqC̃
S
rq,

(49)

C̃q (p̃,ν) =

R∑

r=1




q−1∑

i=1

C̃N,q
riq +

Q∑

i=q+1

C̃N,q
rqi +C̃S

rq


, (50)

where ν is a vector consisting of these el-

ements
{
νNqib |∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q

}
and{

νSqb |∀b ∈ Rr , ∀r, ∀q
}

. Due to the existence of the individual

QoS constraint, we introduce the following constraints to

guarantee that each user can gain access at least once for

information transmission if Cmin,q > 0, i.e.,

∑R

r=1

(∑q−1

i=1
aNriq +

∑Q

i=q+1
aNrqi + aSt,r

)
≥ Iq, (51)



where Iq = {0, 1} is a constant dependent on the minimal

QoS requirement, i.e., Iq = 1 if Cmin,q > 0, otherwise Iq = 0.

To address the binary integer constraint (22f) in P3, we

introduce the following joint continuous equivalent constraints

to replace it:

0 ≤ aNrqi ≤ 1, 0 ≤ aNr ≤ 1, ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q, (52)
∑R

r=1

∑Q−1

q=1

∑Q

i=q+1

(
aNrqi −

(
aNrqi

)2) ≤ 0. (53)

With the above constraints (52) and (53), the binary variables

aNrqi have been converted into continuous optimization vari-

ables. Although there are only continuous constraints and no

direct integer constraints (22f), the joint constraints (54) and

(55) effectively restrict the solution to integer values. Thus,

this step is an equivalent substitution.

However, constraint (53) is non-convex, which still makes

P3 hard to solve. Therefore, we introduce a penalty factor η
to relax (53) in the objective function. By further combining

it with the above additional constraints and variables, we can

reformulate problem P3 into the following form:

max
aN,p,p̃,ν

C̃ (p̃,ν) + η
(
G̃
(
aN
)
−G

(
aN
))

(P3-1)

s.t. C̃q(p̃,ν) ≥ Cmin,q, ∀q, (54a)

V N
qib (p̃,ν)− Ṽ N

qib (p̃,ν) ≤ γiibp̃
N,i
qib ,

∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q, (54b)

γqqbp̃
N,q
rqi − γqibp̃

N,i
rqi ≤ 0,

∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q, (54c)

V S
qb (p̃,ν)− Ṽ S

qb (p̃,ν) ≤ γqqbp̃
S
qb,

∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, ∀q, (54d)

(22c), (22e), (44)− (45), (51), (52),

where the factor η, which should be much larger than 1 [32],

[49], is used to penalize the objective function in cases where

aNrqi is neither 0 nor 1; (54c) is due to (22d); and

G
(
aN
)
=
∑R

r=1

∑Q−1

q=1

∑Q

i=q+1
aNrqi, (55)

G̃
(
aN
)
=
∑R

r=1

∑Q−1

q=1

∑Q

i=q+1

(
aNrqi

)2
, (56)

V N
qib (p̃,ν) =

(
νNqib + γiqbp̃

N,q
qib + 1

)2
, (57)

Ṽ N
qib (p̃,ν) =

(
νNqib − γiqbp̃

N,q
qib − 1

)2
, (58)

V S
qb (p̃,ν) =

(
νSqb +

∑
i6=q

γqibp̃
S
ib + 1

)2
, (59)

Ṽ S
qb (p̃,ν) =

(
νSqb −

∑
i6=q

γqibp̃
S
ib − 1

)2
. (60)

It is obvious that C̃ (p̃,ν), C̃q (p̃,ν), G
(
aN
)
, G̃

(
aN
)
,

V N,i
qib (p̃,ν), Ṽ N,i

qib (p̃,ν), V S
qb (p̃,ν), and Ṽ S

qb (p̃,ν) are affine

or convex functions. Thus, problem P3-1 belongs to the

standard difference of convex (DC) family [50], where the

objective function or constraints can be expressed in terms

of the differences between two concave/convex functions.

Hence, we can apply the SCA method to solve it iteratively.

In each iteration, the Taylor series expansion is used for

approximating the convex/concave terms by linear functions,

thus transforming them into convex problems. Specifically,

defining the solutions of aN, p̃, ν in the (i − 1)-th iteration

by aNı , p̃ı, νı, we have

G̃
(
aN
)
≥
(a)

G̃
(
aNı
)
+∇G̃

(
aNı
)T (

aN − aNı
)

∆
= G̃lb

(
aN; aNı

)
, (61)

Ṽ N
qib (p̃,ν) ≥

(b)
Ṽ N
qib (p̃,ν) +

[ ∇V N
qib (p̃ı)

∇V N
qib (νı)

]T [
p̃− p̃ı

ν − νı

]

∆
= Ṽ lb,N

qib (p̃,ν; p̃ı,νı) , (62)

Ṽ S
qb (p̃,ν) ≥

(c)
Ṽ S
qb (p̃,ν) +

[ ∇V S
qb (p̃ı)

∇V S
qb (νı)

]T [
p̃− p̃ı

ν − νı

]

∆
= Ṽ lb,S

qb (p̃,ν; p̃ı,νı) , (63)

where ∇G̃
(
aNı
)

=
∂G̃(aN)
∂aN

∣∣
aN=aN

ı
, ∇V N,i

qib (p̃ı) =
∂Ṽ

N,i

qib
(p̃,ν)

∂p̃
|p̃=p̃ı,ν=νı

, ∇V N,i
qib (νı) =

∂Ṽ
N,i

qib
(p̃,ν)

∂ν
|p̃=p̃ı,ν=νı

, ∇V S
qb (p̃ı) =

∂Ṽ S
qb(p̃,ν)

∂p̃
|p̃=p̃ı,ν=νı

,

and ∇V S
qb (νı) =

∂Ṽ S
qb(p̃,ν)

∂ν
|p̃=p̃ı,ν=νı

are constant gradients

of the functions G̃
(
aN
)
, Ṽ N,i

qib (p̃,ν), and Ṽ S
qb (p̃,ν) with

respect to a, p̃, and ν, respectively. Here, the inequalities

at (a) in (61), (b) in (62), and (c) in (63), are due to the

semidefinite Hessian matrix of the concave function, which

makes the right-hand side lower than the left-hand side [50].

Therefore, by harnessing the lower bounds defined in (61),

(62), and (63), problem P3-1 can be solved by iteratively

solving the following problem

max
aN,p,p̃,ν

C (p̃,ν) + η
(
G̃lb

(
aN; aNı

)
−G

(
aN
))

(P3-2)

s.t. V N
iqb (p̃,ν)− Ṽ lb,N

qb (p̃,ν; p̃ı,νı) ≤ γqqbp̃
N,q
iqb ,

∀b ∈ Rr , ∀r, ∀ (q, i) ∈ Q, (64a)

V S
qb (p̃,ν)− Ṽ lb,S

qb (p̃,ν; p̃ı,νı) ≤ γqqbp̃
S
qb,

∀b ∈ Rr, ∀r, q, (64b)

(22c), (22e), (44)− (45), (51), (52), (54a), (54c).

Obviously, problem P3-2 is convex due to the concave ob-

jective function and convex constraints. Therefore, it can be

solved optimally by using the Matlab toolbox CVX. Then,

we repeat this approximation and the convergence can be

guaranteed due to the iteratively increased objective function.

In summary, problem P3 is relaxed as P3-1, whose approx-

imated solution can be obtained by solving P3-2 iteratively.

C. Complexity Analysis

In this subsection, we analyze the complexity of the pro-

posed sub-optimal Algorithm 3, which consists of an inner

loop for the SCA algorithm and an outer loop for the SA

algorithm. The primary computational complexity arises from

solving the convex optimization problem P3-2 within the inner

loop, because we provide a closed-form update scheme in (41)

for the outer loop. Specifically, from [51], the complexity

of solving a convex optimization problem can be expressed

as O
(
N 1.5

D N 2
C

)
ln
(

W(P)
⌢
ǫ

)
, where P and

⌢
ε represent any



problem instance from the optimization family and the accu-

racy parameter, respectively. Besides,W (P) is a certain data-

dependent scale factor, and the quantity ln
(

W(P)
⌢
ε

)
represents

the number of accuracy digits in
⌢
ε -solution. Additionally,

NC = Q(Q−1)
2 (9MN +R) + Q (MN + 2) and ND =

Q(Q−1)
2 (3MN +R)+3QMN represents the number of con-

straints and the dimension of optimization variables of prob-

lem P3-2. Next, Let NSC and NSA denote the number of iter-

ations for the SCA and SA algorithms, respectively. The over-

all complexity is given by R
(
NSCNSAN 1.5

C N 2
D

)
ln
(

W(P)
⌢
ε

)
.

This implies that Algorithm 3 can solve P1 within polynomial

complexity.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulation results to validate the

effectiveness of the proposed algorithms. In the absence of

specific elaboration, the noise powers ςq of all users are set to

−108 dBm and the channel hq,ℓ obeys independent Rayleigh

fading with power σq = 10
PLq
10 , where 10

PLq
10 is the path-loss.

Besides, we set PLq as PLq = −30.5 − 36.7 log10
Dq

1m [52],

where Dq is the distance between user q and BS, which is

generated from the uniform distribution between 200 m and

500 m. Then, we re-order it as a descending order, i.e., σq ≥
σq̃ if 1 ≤ q < q̃ ≤ Q for simplicity. The angle of departure is

modeled by θq,ℓ = θ̄q + θ̂q,ℓ, where θ̄q and θ̂q,ℓ are randomly

generated from the uniform distributions of U [0, π/2] and

U [−π/8, π/8], respectively. Furthermore, the Doppler υq,ℓ
and delay τq,ℓ are randomly generated from the following

uniform distributions U [−vmax, vmax] and U [0, τmax], where

the maximum Doppler and delay of each user are set to

υmax = 0.5∆f and τmax = 0.5/∆f , respectively. Here, the

subcarrier bandwidth is set to ∆f = 15 KHz. The parameter

Nq,ℓ is set to 5. The minimal transmission rate and the

corresponding weight of each user are set to Cmin,q = Cmin

(bits/s/Hz) and αq = 1, respectively. Besides, the total number

of propagation paths of each user is set to Lq = 5. The

accuracy parameter ǫ and penalty factor are set to ǫ = 1.05
and η = 1000, respectively. Note that due to having the

rate constraints, the problem formulated may either become

unsolvable or the solutions may not meet these constraints.

Then, it will be deemed to be an outage case, where we

regard the total rate of this channel realization as being zero.

Finally, all results are averaged over 100 Monte Carlo trials.

Additionally, we compare the performances of the proposed

optimal DPMO in Algorithm 1 and the suboptimal SCA-SA

in Algorithm 3 with the following baselines.

• S-Optimized Power: We implement SDMA for all DD

RSs and then modify the SCA algorithm to solve the

remaining power allocation problem.

• Random N-Optimized Power: We randomly select two

users for each RS using the NOMA protocol, ensuring

they satisfy constraint (51). Then, we modify the SCA

algorithm to solve the power allocation problem.

• Random S/N-Optimized Power: We randomly choose

between SDMA or NOMA for each DD RS, then select

users for each RS while meeting constraint (51). Next,
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Fig. 3: The weighted sum-rate of all users versus transmission
power without considering QoS constraint: Q = 3, D = 10,
M = 2, N = 4, δM = 1, δN = 2.

we modify the SCA algorithm to address the power

allocation problem.

• Random S/N-Equal Power: We randomly choose between

SDMA or NOMA for each DD RS, then select users for

each RS while meeting constraint (51). Next, we apply

equal power allocation to the users in each RS

Fig. 3 investigates the impact of transmission power on

the weighted sum-rate without considering the individual rate

constraint. Firstly, we observe that the weighted sum-rate

of all schemes increases with the transmission power. But

the performances in SDMA-based methods gradually saturate

upon increasing the power. Because the MRT does not elim-

inate interference. Briefly, the powers of both the useful and

the interference signals increase with the power, hence the

SINR gradually approaches a constant value. By contrast, the

NOMA-based baseline does not suffer from this phenomenon,

because the utilization of SIC can eliminate the interference,

and the SNR can increase with transmit power. Finally, the

proposed sub-optimal algorithm can approach the performance

of the optimal algorithm and outperform other baselines, which

validates the effectiveness of the proposed algorithms.

Fig. 4 investigates the impact of transmission power on the

weighted sum-rate of users, while considering the individual

rate constraints. Firstly, we observe that the performances of

all schemes degrade due to the rate constraints, especially

when the transmission power is low. Then, the performance

of the SDMA-based method is superior to that of the NOMA-

based method at low transmission power because the latter

struggles to effectively harness SIC. However, at a high

transmission power, the performance of SDMA-based meth-

ods is limited by the interference, while the NOMA-based

method benefits from the increase of power due to harnessing

SIC. Hence, as the power increases, the proposed algorithm

gradually shifts from favoring SDMA as the access scheme to

favoring NOMA. Finally, the outage probability is reduced

upon increasing the transmission power and the proposed

algorithm outperforms the baselines.
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Fig. 4: The weighted sum-rate of all users versus transmission power with QoS constraint: Cmin = 0.6, Q = 3, D = 10, M = 2, N = 4,
δM = 1, δN = 2.
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Fig. 5: The weighted sum-rate of all users versus the number of users with QoS constraint: P = 45 dBm, Cmin = 0.6, D = 8, M = 3,
N = 8, δM = 1, δN = 2.

Fig. 5 investigates the weighted sum-rate of users versus

the number of users. Firstly, it shows that the performances

of most schemes initially increase and then decrease as the

number of users increases. The reason behind this trend is that

the increased number of users can provide a higher degree of

freedom for resource allocation, thus achieving an improved

performance. However, the resources are limited and each

newly added user has an individual minimal transmission

rate. Hence, the outage probability will increase due to the

increased additional contestants, which further decreases the

performance. Furthermore, the performance of the SDMA-

based method is relatively poorer compared to the NOMA-

based method, when the number of users is low. However,

as the number of users increases, the SDMA-based method

exhibits superior performance compared to the NOMA-based

method. This is attributed to the fact that for a smaller user

count, the latter can apply SIC to cancel the interference,

hence improving the transmission rate, while the latter readily

meets the rate requirements without performing SIC for a

sufficiently higher number of users. Therefore, as the number

of users increases, the proposed algorithm gradually shifts

from favoring SDMA to favoring NOMA. This validates the

effectiveness of the proposed algorithms.

Fig. 6 investigates the weighted sum-rate of users versus the

number of antennas. Firstly, it shows that the performances of

all schemes increase with the number of antennas. The reason

behind this trend is that the increased number of antennas

can achieve higher beamforming gain, hence improving the

SINR. Next, the performance of the SDMA-based method is

relatively poorer compared to the NOMA-based method, when

the number of antennas is low. However, as the number of

antennas increases, the SDMA-based method exhibits superior

performance compared to the NOMA-based method. Because

upon increasing the number of antennas, the channels gradu-
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Fig. 7: Convergence performances of BRB and SCA algorithms:
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ally become orthogonal. Thus, the SDMA-based method can

simultaneously provide orthogonal transmissions to multiple

users, whereas the NOMA-based method can only serve a

maximum of two users. This leads to an increasing perfor-

mance gap between them. Therefore, as the number of an-

tennas increases, the proposed algorithm gradually shifts from

favoring NOMA as the access scheme to favoring SDMA,

which underlines the effectiveness of the advocated algorithm.

Fig. 7 investigates the convergence performance of the BRB

and SCA algorithms. Firstly, the upper and lower bounds of the

BRB algorithm gradually approach each other and converge

finally. Besides, the convergence speed of BRB in addressing

SDMA-based problems is lower than that for NOMA-based

problems. Because the former involves optimizing a higher

number of variables. Finally, the SCA converges in just a few

iterations, which confirms its low complexity.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We proposed an elastic multi-domain resource utilization

mechanism for mobile communication and introduced a multi-

user OTFS-MDMA system, which can leverage the associated

user-specific channel characteristics across multi-domain re-

sources including the DD, power, and spatial domains. Then,

we formulated a weighted sum-rate maximization problem by

jointly optimizing the user accommodation, access scheme

selection, and power allocation subject to individual rate

constraints and various other practical constraints. Since the

problem formulated is a non-convex problem, we developed an

efficient algorithm based on DPMO to find its globally optimal

solution in the special case of disregarding rate constraints.

Subsequently, we design a low-complexity SCA-SA algorithm

to find its sub-optimal solutions in the general case. Finally,

the simulation results demonstrate the benefits of employing

elastic multi-domain resource utilization.

Note that the proposed sub-optimal algorithm still intro-

duces some complexity that may affect the real-time applica-

tion of OTFS-MDMA design, a potential solution is to more

effectively approximate the original problem formulation and

develop a lower-complexity sub-optimal algorithm. Besides,

the proposed OTFS-MDMA design requires channel knowl-

edge of all users. To reduce estimation overhead, we can in-

corporate channel temporal correlation and use learning-based

methods [44] to allocate resources based on historical channel

knowledge rather than current knowledge. However, as this

paper focuses on the principle and validation of the OTFS-

MDMA system design, we leave addressing the challenges

of complexity and channel estimation overhead reduction in

real-time applications as an interesting area for future work.

APPENDIX

A. Derivation of (16)

In this part, we first introduce the following lemma in [14]

and then apply it to prove the proposed theorem accordingly.



Lemma 1 [14]: Let G = circ [G0,G1, · · ·GN−1] ∈
CNM×NM be a block circulant matrix, where Gn ∈
CM×M for 0 ≤ n ≤ N−1. Then, G can be re-expressed

by a block diagonal matrix, i.e.,

G =
(
FH

N ⊗ IM
)
diag (Θi, 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1) (FN ⊗ IM )

= (FN ⊗ IM ) diag
(
Θ̃i, 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1

) (
FH

N ⊗ IM
)
,

where Θi =
N−1∑
n=0

Gne
−j2π ni

N and Θ̃i =
N−1∑
n=0

Gne
j2π ni

N .

Based on this lemma, Hd
q can be represented by

Hd
q =

(
FH

N ⊗ IM
)
diag

(
Θd

q,0, · · · ,Θd
q,N−1

)
(FN ⊗ IM ) ,

(65)

where Θd
q,i =

∑N−1
n=0 Gd

q,ne
−j2π ni

N , 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1. Due to

the definition of Gd
q,n in (15), we know Gd

q,n is a sum of

N circulant matrices, which means a similar diagonalization

processes are present, i.e., Gd
q,n = FMΛd

q,nF
H
M with Λd

q,n

defined after (16). Then, we have

Hd
q =

(
FH

N ⊗ FM

)
Λd

q

(
FN ⊗ FH

M

)
, (66)

where Λd
q is defined after (16). Finally, we have (16).
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