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Abstract—This paper investigates joint device identification,
channel estimation, and symbol detection for LEO satellite-
enabled grant-free random access systems, specifically targeting
scenarios where remote Internet-of-Things (IoT) devices operate
without global navigation satellite system (GNSS) assistance.
Considering the constrained power consumption of these devices,
the large differential delay and Doppler shift are handled at
the satellite receiver. We firstly propose a spreading-based multi-
frame transmission scheme with orthogonal time-frequency space
(OTFS) modulation to mitigate the doubly dispersive effect in
time and frequency, and then analyze the input-output relation-
ship of the system. Next, we propose a receiver structure based on
three modules: a linear module for identifying active devices that
leverages the generalized approximate message passing algorithm
to eliminate inter-user and inter-carrier interference; a non-
linear module that employs the message passing algorithm to
jointly estimate the channel and detect the transmitted symbols;
and a third module that aims to exploit the three dimensional
block channel sparsity in the delay-Doppler-angle domain. Soft
information is exchanged among the three modules by careful
message scheduling. Furthermore, the expectation-maximization
algorithm is integrated to adjust phase rotation caused by the
fractional Doppler and to learn the hyperparameters in the
priors. Finally, the convolutional neural network is incorporated
to enhance the symbol detection. Simulation results demonstrate
that the proposed transmission scheme boosts the system perfor-
mance, and the designed algorithms outperform the conventional
methods significantly in terms of the device identification, channel
estimation, and symbol detection.

Index Terms—Satellite communications, random access, OTFS,
message passing, doubly dispersive effect

I. INTRODUCTION

Internet-of-Things (IoT) is one of the most important sce-
narios for the next-generation communications [2]. A con-
siderable part of IoT devices is distributed in remote areas
to support applications, such as smart agriculture, climate
monitoring, and intelligent transportation systems [3]. How-
ever, existing cellular networks, mainly located in densely
populated regions, struggle to provide the ubiquitous connec-
tivity required by these diverse IoT applications. Recently,
low earth orbit (LEO) satellites have gained substantial inter-
est, positioned to complement and expand existing terrestrial
networks to achieve global connectivity [4]. The commercial
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interest in LEO satellite-enabled access first surged in the
1990s. Unfortunately, most of these early attempts failed,
and only a few, such as Iridium, Globalstar, and Orbcomm,
have had varying degrees of success [5]. Nowadays, the
advancements in aerospace, production, and communication
technologies have renewed the LEO satellite market, where
systems like Starlink and OneWeb have deployed extensively
[6]. These developments pave the way for LEO satellite
communications to offer seamless global coverage. In contrast
to traditional human-centric communications, [oT primarily
relies on machine-type communications (MTC), which are
often delay-tolerant, low data-rate and in some cases periodic
[7]. In this scenario, the random access protocol is crucial for
enabling efficient connectivity.

Grant-free random access (GFRA) preferred in MTC has
been proposed to reduce signaling overhead and enhance
access capability [8]. Over the past few years, the extensive
research has been conducted for joint device identification
and channel estimation (JDICE) in terrestrial GFRA systems
[O]-[13]. Specifically, [O]-[11] treated JDICE as a sparse
signal recovery problem within the framework of compressed
sensing. Here, the device pilots serve as a sensing matrix,
and the problem is tackled using the approximate message
passing (AMP) algorithm. The authors in employed block
sparse Bayesian learning to develop a low-complexity message
passing (MP) solution. By exploiting the sparse feature and
low-rank structure of the device state matrix, [13] proposed a
dimension reduction to decrease the computational complexity
and developed a Riemannian trust-region algorithm for JDICE.
The integration of orthogonal frequency division multiplexing
(OFDM) into GFRA systems was investigated in and [13].
The authors in proposed the generalized multiple mea-
surement vector AMP algorithm to exploit the channel sparsity
in the angular domain, with the state evolution framework
provided to predict performance. The authors in [135]] further
addressed the challenges of timing and frequency offsets by
modeling their effects as phase shifts on the pilot matrix,
leading to a multiple measurement vector recovery problem
for JDICE. Then, to effectively exploit the structured sparsity
resulting from this model, a structured generalized approxi-
mate message passing (GAMP) algorithm was developed. To
further improve system performance, [16] and adopted
spreading-based transmission schemes and designed an MP-
based algorithm to perform joint device identification, channel
estimation, and symbol detection (JDICESD). It should be
noted that the schemes in [9]-[17] are designed for block
fading channels, which are assumed to remain constant during
one block transmission. Meanwhile, [13] does not take the
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significant Doppler shift into account and assumes that the
frequency offset tends to zero. However, the inherent high mo-
bility of LEO satellites introduces significant Doppler shifts,
leading to rapid time variability on the terrestrial-satellite links
(TSLs), probably resulting in outdated channel state informa-
tion [18]]. Moreover, the long distance between the ground
devices and satellites induces a larger propagation delay as
compared to terrestrial systems. These issues may also cause
severe inter-symbol and inter-carrier interference, degrading
the performance of existing algorithms. Consequently, current
terrestrial GFRA frameworks, without adjustments or new
designs, cannot be directly applied to the highly dynamic LEO
satellite IoT communications.

The 3rd generation partnership project (3GPP) recommen-
dations for non-terrestrial networks (NTN) address large de-
lays and Doppler shifts depending on whether the terrestrial
device is equipped with a built-in global navigation satel-
lite system (GNSS) or not [19], [20]. Devices with GNSS
pre-compensate for Doppler shift and propagation delay be-
fore uplink transmission, utilizing the knowledge of satellite
ephemeris and device’s location. Conversely, for devices with-
out GNSS, the satellite broadcasts a common delay during the
initial cell-search procedure. Following this, the differential
delay and Doppler shift are either pre-compensated at the
device side or managed by the satellite during uplink trans-
mission. This particular scenario is a critical focus in ongoing
3GPP NTN standardization efforts, with several work items
actively seeking solutions [21]], [22]]. Notably, most existing
traditional LEO satellite-enabled GFRA schemes [23]]—[26] are
tailored primarily for the first scenario, where the residual de-
lay and Doppler shift remain within a small range. Specifically,
and assumed a perfect compensation: In [23]], the au-
thors transformed the received signal to a tensor decomposition
form and proposed a Bayesian learning algorithm for JDICE.
Meanwhile, [24]] investigated the joint device identification and
data detection, where the active device maps the data to a
codeword from a predetermined and unique codebook. Then,
the active devices and the transmitted codewords were detected
by maximizing the likelihood function of the received signal.
Additionally, the authors in proposed a OFDM-symbol
repetition technique combined with a grid-based parametric
model to address the residual delay and Doppler shift. Based
on this model, a modified variance state propagation algorithm
was designed for JDICE. Furthermore, [26] focused on the
line-of-sight path, assuming asynchronous signals at the frame
level but synchronous at the slot level, and developed an AMP-
based algorithm for joint active device, delay, and Doppler
detection.

However, as indicated in [21] and [22], the GNSS-assisted
schemes pose additional problems. Firstly, the procedure for
updating satellite ephemeris at the device level remains am-
biguous. Secondly, frequent estimation and compensation for
Doppler and delay could dramatically reduce battery lifetime
of the terrestrial devices. Remote IoT devices, specifically
designed to be smaller, lighter, more powerful, and lower in
cost, face particular challenges. For instance, devices in low-
power wide-area networks (LPWANS) are expected to operate
autonomously for about ten years with just two AA batteries
[27]. Consequently, GNSS-based solutions may be impractical

for these remote IoT applications. In scenarios without GNSS,
a significant issue is the persistence of large differential delay
and Doppler shift, with the differential delay potentially ex-
ceeding one symbol duration and the Doppler shift surpassing
one subcarrier spacing. To tackle this issue, the authors in
[21] proposed to pre-compensate the Doppler shift at the
terrestrial device level using the initial cell-search procedure
in the grant-based random access. For the differential delay
problem, the inherent phase ambiguity problem is solved using
a discrimination criterion based on the estimation of Doppler
rate. Building on this, [22] introduced a refinement estimation
stage utilizing change point detection. However, both schemes
proposed in [21]] and [22]] still require terrestrial devices to pre-
compensate for a major portion of Doppler shift, adversely
affecting their energy efficiency. Orthogonal time frequency
space (OTFS) modulation has emerged as a promising so-
lution to ensure reliable communications in LEO satellite-
enabled GRFA systems [28]-[30], which converts the time-
frequency channels into quasi-static delay-Doppler channels
(311, [32]. In [28]], OTFS is combined with tandem spreading
multiple access to accommodate the differential Doppler shift
characteristics in LEO satellite-enabled GFRA. To exploit
the spatial diversity, the integration of massive multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO) with OTFS-based GFRA has
been explored in and [30]. Specifically, [29] introduced
a two-dimensional (2D) pattern coupled hierarchical prior
within sparse Bayesian learning for JDICE, exploiting channel
sparsity in the delay-Doppler-angle domain. investigated
OTFS aided by training sequences and proposed a two-stage
JDICE scheme alongside a streamlined multi-user symbol
detection method. It is worth noting that techniques in [28]—
[30] require terrestrial devices to pre-compensate for a sub-
stantial part of the propagation delay, introducing additional
complexity for remote IoT devices.

Overall, previous studies have primarily focused on GNSS-
based solutions, which are unsuitable for power-limited remote
IoT applications due to their high energy demands. Even non-
GNSS solutions, such as those in [21]] and [22], and recent
OTFS-based GFRA systems, require terrestrial devices to pre-
compensate for significant Doppler shift or delay, increasing
their complexity and energy consumption. In this paper, we in-
vestigate LEO satellite-enabled GFRA systems where devices
operate without GNSS. To further reduce energy consumption,
we eliminate the need for terrestrial devices to pre-compensate
for the large differential delay and Doppler shift. Instead,
we propose a spreading-based multi-frame OTFS transmission
scheme, combined with a MP-based JDICESD algorithm to
mitigate these negative effects at the satellite receiver. Our
main contributions are summarized as follows:

o We propose a spreading-based multi-frame OTFS trans-
mission scheme to mitigate the doubly dispersive effect
and increase the undersampling ratio by exploiting the
quasi-static properties of the channel in the delay-Doppler
domain. Subsequently, we conduct a detailed analysis
of the symbol-level input-output relationship within the
system.

o Based on the proposed transmission scheme, a MP-
based algorithm is designed for JDICESD. We divide
the receiver structure into three modules: Delay-wise



device activity identification (DDAI) module handles the
received signal along the delay dimension in parallel and
employs the GAMP algorithm to eliminate the inter-user
and inter-carrier interference; Joint channel estimation
and symbol detection (JCESD) module addresses the
nonlinear coupling of the activity state, channel coeffi-
cient, and transmit symbols of each device, where an MP
algorithm is derived in a symbol-by-symbol fashion for
JCESD; and the 3D sparsity exploitation (TSE) module
aided by Markov random field aims to exploit the 3D
block sparsity of channel in the delay-Doppler-angle
domain. The soft information is exchanged among the
three modules by carefully message scheduling. Further-
more, the expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm is
embedded to accommodate the phase rotation caused by
the fractional Doppler and to learn the hyperparameters
in priors.

e The convolutional neural network (CNN) detector is
specifically designed to exploit the statistical information
provided by the proposed MP-based algorithm, thereby
enhancing symbol detection. Particularly, the statistical
information for each transmitted symbols can be extracted
individually from the outputs of the MP-based algorithm.
This capability enables the CNN detector to efficiently
estimate all the transmitted symbols in parallel and adapt
to the dynamic number of active devices.

o Comprehensive experiments are conducted to evaluate
the performance of the proposed schemes. The re-
sults demonstrate that the proposed transmission scheme
boosts system performance significantly. Notably, in the
absence of fractional Doppler, the greater the number
of transmitted frames, the better the performance. On
the other hand, when the fractional Doppler is present,
a moderate number of frames yields the best perfor-
mance. Moreover, the simulation results indicate that
the proposed MP-based algorithms outperform existing
methods significantly in terms of device identification,
channel estimation, and symbol detection; The CNN-
enhanced detector further improves the symbol detection
performance of the MP-based algorithm.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section
[ introduces the transmission scheme and formulates the
problem. Section [ proposes the MP-based algorithm for
JDICESD. Section V] design the CNN-enhanced detector.
Section [V]evaluates the performance of the proposed schemes,
followed by the conclusions in Section V1

Notations: The superscripts (-)* and (-)¥ denote the con-
jugate and conjugated-transpose operations, respectively. The
boldface letters denote matrices or vectors. 7 = 1/—1 denotes
the imaginary unit. diag(x) denotes the diagonal matrix with
the elements of x on the main diagonal, and vecq(X) returns
the main diagonal elements of a square matrix X. || X||g
denotes the Frobenius norm of X. [x] denotes the smallest
integer that is not less than z. © is the Hadamard product
operator and ® denotes Kronecker product. ()5 denotes mod
M, and (z)n denotes (z+ |5 ]), — |5 - The notation £
is used for definitions. §(-) denotes the Dirac delta function.
X[a, :] denotes the a-th row of X, wihle X[:, b] denotes the b-
th column of X. X|a, b] and x,, denote the (a,b)-th element

of X. x, denotes the a-th element of x.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Speed of light: ¢
Common delay: 7, =d, / ¢
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Fig. 1. LEO satellite-enabled IoT network.

We consider a LEO satellite-enabled grant-free random
access system with the fixed beam as illustrated in Fig. [
where OTFS is adopted to mitigate the doubly dispersive effect
inherent in TSLs. The system comprises U single-antenna
terrestrial devices that communicate with a LEO satellite
equipped with a uniform planar array (UPA) consisting of
N, = N, x N, antennas and a regenerative payload for on-
board baseband signal processing. During each time interval,
active devices share the same time-frequency resources to
transmit their signals to the satellite. Additionally, to minimize
energy consumption, we assume that these terrestrial devices
operate without GNSS capabilities and do not pre-compensate
for delay and Doppler shifts. Following 3GPP recommenda-
tions [19], [20], the satellite initially broadcasts a common
delay for all devices, and subsequently handles the differential
delay and Doppler shift observed in the uplink transmission.

A. Terrestrial-satellite Link Model

The TSLs will experience fast variations due to the high
mobility of the LEO satellite. Hence, this time variation and
multipath propagation require a doubly dispersive channel
model for accurate TSLs characterization. Then, the delay-
Doppler-space domain channel from the wu-th device to the
(n. + n,N.)-th antenna at the satellite can be represented as

P
hy="v(T,v) = Zhi,u5 (T —Tin)0 (V—Viu)
i=1
> ej”nzeiejﬂ"y@g. (1)
where v = 0,...,U -1, n, = 0,...,.N, — 1, n, =
0,...,Ny, — 1, and P is the number of physical paths. As
shown in Fig. [ Tiw = Ti,u — T~ represents the differential
delay for the i-th path from the u-th device to the satellite,
where 7;, and 7° are denoted as propagation delay and
common delay, respectively. The common delay corresponds
to the propagation time between the satellite and the closest
point on earth within the beam coverage [21]. Additionally,
the notations h; ,, and v;, are the path gain and Doppler shift
of the ¢-th path from u-th device to the satellite, respectively.
The directional cosines ©7 = cosv?, and ©Y = sin ¥ sin %,
along the z-axis and y-axis, depend on the zenith angle 7%
and azimuth angle 9%, respectively.



Note that previous schemes based on the OTFS [28]-[34]
generally require the subcarrier spacing Af > 2vm,x and the
symbol duration T > Ty With Af = 1/T, where Tyax =
max{7; ,} and vmy = max{|v;|}. In other words, these
schemes are only suitable for the underspread channel that
TmaxVmax < 1, which may not be satisfied in our considered
scenario. For example, as computed in [21]], the differential
delay and Doppler shift can be up to 698.62 us and +41 kHz
for the 3GPP Set-2, resulting in TmaxVmax ~ 28.64. As estab-
lished in Proposition 1, the effective channel in this case is the
3D tensor at each antenna, which requires more observations
to facilitate the channel estimation. This limitation motivates
the development of our proposed transmission scheme.

B. Transmission Scheme

The spreading-based multi-frame OTFS transmission
scheme is proposed to handle the large differential delay and
Doppler shift. In this scheme, each device is assigned an
unique spreading code and its transmitted data symbols are
spread into () consecutive frames during once transmission,
where these frames are experienced OTFS modulation and
demodulation independently, and are collected for further joint
processing at the receiver. Specifically, in the ¢-th OTFS
frame, ¢ = 0,...,Q — 1, the u-th device is assigned a
spreading code Cy4[k,l], &k = [-N/2],...,[N/2] — 1,
Il = 0,...,M — 1, where M and N are the number of
subcarriers and OFDM symbols within one OTFS frame,
respectively. Then, the transmitted signal in the delay-Doppler
domain is given by XP0[k,1] = Cy [k, l]t[l], where ¢ [I]
represents the data symbol selected from a predefined alphabet
A ={a1,...,a4} with cardinality |A|. Through the inverse
symplectic finite Fourier transform (ISFFT) 311, XP0[k, ] is
mapped to X% [n,m] in the time-frequency domain given by

[N/2]-1 M-1

Xnml = 2SS XRPlk e ),
k=[-N/2] 1=0

)

where k = [-N/2],...,[N/2] —1,1=0,..., M — 1. Next,

the OFDM modulator converts X ¥ [n,m] to a continuous
signal s,,(t) using a transmit waveform g () as

Q-1M—-1N—-1
- Z Z ZXTF[n m]eP2mmAS (=T = (ntaN) Toym)
u.q

q=0 m=0 n=0
X gtx (t - (n + qN)Tsym) ) (3)
where T, is the time duration of the cyclic prefix (CP), and
Tsym = T +T¢p is the time duration of a OFDM symbol with
CP. Note that the CP is added in this step.
Then, the signal s, (t) is transmitted over the TSL defined
in (), and the received signal at the (n, + N,n,)-th antenna
is given by

0= [[ 1 st - e i, @)

where the noise is omitted to simplify notation. The received
symbol Y,;T¥S:d [5 m] in the time-frequency-space domain are

Mz My, U
sampled from the cross-ambiguity function Ay” """ (¢, f) as
(t7 f) |t:(n+qN)Tsym,f:mAf ’ (5)

TFS,q Moy My, U
Y mplnam] = AgZne

r

nz,ny(
u

where ¢,x(t) is denoted as the received waveform and

A4 ) = [ gt (1) ris ™ () e P T gy

Finally, the symplectic finite Fourier transform (SFFT)

maps the symbols into the delay-Doppler-space domain as
—1M-1

- Ay Yy

n=0 m=0

TFS,q

DDS,q [
nz,ny,u

Ny, U ]eﬁw(%_%)'
zyTlby

(6)
We denote the delay and Doppler taps for the i-th path of the

u-th device as follows
lisu + biM Kiu + ki + diuN
Tin = — 2 n g Vi = — . : ) (7

’ MAf ’ NTgym
where l;,, =0,...,M—1and k; , = [-N/2],...,[N/2]-1
represent the indexes of the delay and Doppler tap, respec-
tively. b; ,, and d; ,, are the integers accounting for the parts be-
yond T" and Af, respectively. k; ,, € (— 2, 2] is the fractional
Doppler shift. In addition, we denote the delay tap index set
as Ly, = [l1,us - - -, Ipu]- The fractional delay is not considered
here since the resolution of the sampling time is sufficient to
approximate the path delays to the nearest sampling points
in typical wide-band systems [34]. Based on (I)-(Z), we can
derive the input-output relationship of the system, as given in
the following proposition.

Proposition 1: Given Ty, > Tmax and rectangular waveform
gix(t) and g;«(t), the input-output relationship in the delay-
Doppler-space domain of this spreading-based multi-frame
OTFS transmission scheme is represented as

M—1 [N/2]-1

YOvalk = > HS LK U1,
I'=0 k'=[—N/2]
X ¢u7q[ ]Cu7q [<k - k/>N ) (l - l/)jw] ) (8)
where
HEDS w [k‘l ll hz UGTZWUZ wlTs e]ﬂnz(aue]ﬂ'ny@
o)
x Oy (k" — NTsymVi,u)6 (T — (tiw)7), (9
27k g Vel U =1
“ l/ — € ’ Uy 1,U , 10
Sual’ {0, oc (10
My (z) = \/—%Zf\[;ole_p”%i, T, = MlAf is the sampling

interval, and [; ,, is selected from L,,.
Proof: Please see Appendix [Al |

Note that the relationship (8) aligns with those in [30],
when adopting a single-frame OTFS transmission with
replacing C. ¢[k, [Jt5,[1] for XPP[k, 1], provided Af > 2upay
and T > Tmax. It is observed in (O) that the effective channel
HPPS K, 1,1] from the u-th device to the (n. + n,N.)-
th antenna is represented as a 3D tensor related to [, which
is the received symbol position along the delay dimension.
However, the condition TiaxVmax > 1 precludes simplifications
via methods similar to those in [33], [34]], which poses the
significant challenges to the conventional pilot-based single
OTFS frame transmission scheme [28]-[34], particularly in
achieving accurate channel estimation and symbol detection.
Fortunately, H,?D,i . [k, 1, 1] remains approximately constant
over @ consecutive frames, benefited by the quasi-static prop-
erty of (I) in the delay-Doppler domain. This characteristic



allows the proposed scheme to gather more observations,
thereby facilitating the joint design of channel estimation and
symbol detection. In practice, the quasi-static property may
be disrupted when the number of transmitted frames becomes
large. For instance, based on the simulation parameters in Sec.
[Vl the Doppler resolution is approximately 195 Hz and the
delay resolution is around 2.1 ps. Given an initial elevation
angle 50° and @@ = 8 frames, the absolute variations of the
Doppler shift and delay can be computed as Av ~ 11.7 Hz
and A7 ~ 0.6 ps, which are less than the one-tenth and one-
third of the Doppler and delay resolutions, respectively. This
indicates that the channel in the delay-Doppler domain remains
approximately quasi-static during the transmission of @ = 8
frames. When @ increases to 25, we find that Av =~ 36.5 Hz
and A7 & 1.9 ps. In this case, Av is still less than the one-fifth
of the Doppler resolution, while A7 is below but approaches
the delay resolution, indicating that the quasi-static nature
of the channel may start to degrade. Therefore, in practical
communications, smaller @) values are preferred to maintain
the quasi-static property of the channel. Furthermore, the phase
rotation ¢, 4[l'] caused by fractional Doppler accumulates
across multiple frames and will be addressed carefully in our
algorithm design.

To exploit the sparsity in the angular domain, the two-
dimensional discrete Fourier transform is applied along the
space dimension to obtain the input-output relationship in the
delay-Doppler-angle domain as

Y;f%*:’z[k I
Aelke (25722 + 242 )
y'DDS.g kl —g2m(9gne 4 Ay
V N NU nEO nyZ—O o
M—1 [N/2]-1
- Z Z H(?DtiA U [k/a lla l] tdu [(l - ll)]ﬂ]

I'=0 k'=[—N/2]
X Gug[U]Cug [(k =K ), (=1, (D)

HDPPA Tk 17 1] represents the effective channel in the

where

delay- Doppler-angle domain given by
HE?D;* WKV =
1 .
i ; R €™ T § (T — (13.0)7) v (K — NTagmiu)
X HNZ( N 92/2)1_[]\/ (ay Ny@g/2), (12)
where a, = 0,...,Ny, —1 and a, = 0,...,N., — 1 are

indexes along the angular domain. Therefore, we can find
in (2) that HPPA | [K',1’,1] has dominant elements only if

k'~ NTymviu bZ oN, U = (T3 0) T MAS, a, = N,©Y /2,
and a, ~ N,O? /2, which indicates the channel sparsity in
the delay-Doppler-angle domain.

C. Problem Formulation

According to the superposition principle, the g-th received
frame in the delay-Doppler—angle domain is given by

Z/\

YDDA

DDA
azvayvq Z

YGI:];:I)J«[;,Z k l] Az Ay q[kvl]a (13)

where A\, € {0,1} is the activity indicator of the u-th device
and lele; k1] ~ CN(0,0?) is the noise. To facilitate the
following analysis, we rewrite (I3) into the matrix form for

each ¢ and [ as
=CL(®, @ Iy)(T' @ Iy)(A @ Iyn)H + Z,,  (14)
Where Y, and Z! are with the (k,a. + N.a,)-th ele-

ment YaD%A [k,1] and ZDDA oIk, 1], respectively. Cl =
b _ where is the spreadin
Ch, ClU 1.4)» wh Cflyq € CN*MN s the spreading

code matrix of the u-th device at the delay dimension /; CL) q
is a block circulant matrix due to the 2D circular convolution
in (II), and its sub-matrix is the circulant matrix defined by
[Cu,q[ov (l - ZI)M]v Cu,q[lv (l - l/)M]7 ) Cu,q[_lv (l - ZI)M]]'
®, = diag{¢,}, where ¢, € CYM with the (uM + I')-
th element ¢, 4[l'], and Iy € RV*N is the identity matrix.
= diag([t}, . . . ,tlU_l]), where t!, = [ti[(l)M], S A
M + Dm]]l. A = diag(A), where X = [Ao, -+, Au_1]-
€ CUMNXNa jg with the (uM N +1I'N + K, a, +N ay)-
th element HPPA k" 1’ []. Next, we collect the @ received

Az, Ay, U
frames into a smgle matrix as

Y' = CH(T' @ In)H' + Z, (15)
where Y' = [(Y})",..., (Y5 )"]". H = (A ®1MN)ﬁTl,
col = [(Cé(‘l’o ® IN))T, ey (ClQ_l(‘I’Qfl & IN))T} .

Compared to the single OTFS frame transmission scheme,
C*! with undersampling ratio %, allows for more obser-
vations to enhance the algorithm performance. We aim to
estimate (H, t) through the maximum a posterior probability
(MAP) principle given as

H.t) = Ht|Y 16
(H,t) arg%aép( 1Y), (16)

)

where Y = [Y?,..., YM-!] H = [H',...,
[to,...,tu_1], and t, = [t4[0], ..., td[M —1]].

Problem (I6) is generally non-convex and difficult to solve.
MP algorithms could provide possible solutions. However,
the sensing matrix C?! is underdetermined due to the phase
rotation caused by the fractional Doppler, and the variables
to be estimated in (I6) are all coupled together to form a
bilinear function. Hence, the exact MP based on the sum-
product rule is difficult to implement and the existing low
complexity AMP-type algorithms cannot be applied directly.
To address this issue, we are developing an iterative algorithm
with a carefully designed receiver structure and sophisticated
message updates. Additionally, the phase ambiguity problem
inevitably arise in (I6) since both channel and data
symbols are unknown in the receiver. Common methods for
combating this problem include differential coding or asym-
metric constellation [33]. In this work, we assume that the
asymmetric constellation is adopted by ground devices. The
coding-related technique is worth investigating in the future
work.

HMfl], t

III. JDICESD ALGORITHM

In this section, we resort to Bayesian method for designing
JDICESD algorithm, where the receiver structure is divided
into three modules and the soft information is exchanged
iteratively among them by careful scheduling. In addition, EM
algorithm is embedded to adjust the phase rotation caused by
fractional Doppler and to learn hyperparameters in priors.
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A. Factor Graph Representation

Firstly, H' is partitioned as sub-matrices H"* = H'[uM N :
(u+ 1)MN — 1,:] € CMN*Na corresponding to the chan-
nel of the u-th device. Those sub-matrices are further split
as Hiwl' = HW[UN : (I’ + 1)N — 1,:] € CNxNea
I" =0,...,M — 1, which is the channel of the I’-th grid
in the delay dimension of the wu-th device. We denote the
(i,§)-th element of HL®! as hl;‘l i = 0,---,N —1,
7=20,---, Ny, — 1. Then, K-components Bernoulli- Gaussran-
mixture (BGM) distribution is assigned for modeling hl wl!
which is a general and accurate distribution for the pract1cal
scenarios with the antenna array [36], i.e,

p(hi;" | sivzf-'l’) = 8(siy" + DA )+

lul

Zw}écN R | ), ()

where K and (wj, pjt, mj) are the number of components and
parameters of BGM, respectively, and sl wl' ¢ {+1,-1} is
the support of hl ol . According to (12), the matrices {Hb®!}
share the common support for each [, and hence we can let
s; Jl = b “! In addition, the channel sparsity in the delay-
Doppler—angle domain turns into the 2D block sparsity in
the matrix H-*!". Then, we adopt the Markov random field
(MREF) prior to describe the sparsity of H'*! and the support
can be characterized by the classic Ising model as

N—1N,—1
w.l 1 w,l’ w,l’
w5 xen |33 (35 astti-al s
i=0 j=0 S'u,/LIIGD'u. v
3
1/}( w,l’ ) ( u,l/) (18)
u ’Sz' J’ TS5 )
4,J 8;1, 50 €D; 4,7
v 4l N
where (s} 0.7 ,31‘,],) = exp(Bs;y sy ). (siy) =
exp(—as “l i) Su!" is a support matrix with (i, j)-th element
N 7’ v v v
SZ‘J , ;‘J = {s;" 1 ;L+1 7,52‘7_1, i7j+1} is the set contain-

ing the neighbors of s; Jl and « and [ are the parameters of
MREF prior; a larger § implies a larger size of each block

of nonzeros, and a larger « encourages a sparser Hbwl
To facilitate the algorithm design, we introduce the auxiliary
variables

W = (T'®1y)H!, R'=C»W!. (19)
The similar splitting method can be adopted to get Wi,
Whel' - and wlz‘l. We define W = [WO ... WM-1]
and S = [S%0 ... SU-LM-1] Then, the joint posterior
distribution is given by
p(W7H7t7S | Y)

o [[p(Y' | WhHp(W' | H', t)p(t)p(H' | S)p(S)

l
< [T{]]rh I H [p(w;
l 0,7

Ly’ 7 L’
R ) g +un)

w,l’i,j
s T TS, o
u,l’
IRTRATRA Uy 4 Ll
where p(wZ j |h - 1) 2 +ub) = 5(wi,j -

hl it t(l ) ar+uM) accordrng to the equality constraint
in (DEI) and p(y07|7°0]) = CN(y07|r07, 0?) due to
the Gaussian noise. In addition, we assign the uniform
distribution for the transmitted data symbols, i.e.,

A
p(tlJruIM) |Al Z| | (tlJruM - am)
The factor graph representatron of 20) is shown 1n Fig.
Dl where the factor nodes €' with element el“l, g! with

l”l, and f! with element fl ,

distributions p(hiqj‘l | sl ol ), p(wi;‘l |hl“l EU—1) g ubd)s

and p(y, ;|r} ;). respectwely. As shown in Fig. 2] the receiver
structure is divided into three modules, with the communi-
cation flow illustrated in Fig. Bl Firstly, the soft message

1u,l’

A
w

element g; correspond to the

from the JCESD module is initialized and serves as

lu,l’
the prior for W' in the DDAI module. The DDAI module,
accounting for the factor f!, processes the received signal Y
along with this soft message. It utilizes the GAMP algorithm

to eliminate the inter-user interference in the delay Doppler
l u, A

domain. This process yields the soft message A" L, ’ ., which
9;

is returned to the JCESD module as the likelihood for W,
Next, the JCESD module handles the non-linear factor gl. It

L u,l z u,l/
takes A » .+ as input and produces the soft message A

as the l1kel1h00d for H'. Leveragmg the MRF modeling p( S)

lul

the TSE module combines A "7+ with the factor e! to exploit

u
lul/

the 3D sparsity in H. The refined prior A" l oY for H' is then
fed back to the JCESD module, which updates and provides

lul

the soft message A’ l/ v for the DDAI module. Subsequently,

the DDAI module der1ves the estimated posterror distribution
l u, I l u, I

A wht for W by combining A” lu » and A" lu - These soft

messages are iteratively exchanged among the three modules
until convergence is achieved. Ult1mately, the JCESD module

lul Luz’ Zuz’

A7 and A%

Lul/’ l'u.l/

integrates the soft messages A"

lul/’

to obtain the estimated posterior drstrrbutrons Ahl wt! for H
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Fig. 3. The block diagram of the inter-module communications.

and A, RE—— for transmitted symbols t. Simultaneously,
the appr0x1mated MMSE estimations for H and W are
obtained as the means of their respective estimated posterior
distributions. Then, the active devices are identified using the
energy detector, given by

M—1

=13 W T

1=0
where I{-} is the indicator function and 7 is the empirical
predefined threshold. Moreover, the transmitted symbols are
detected separately using At(H/W .y based on the MAP
rule. In the following subsection, we will derive the soft
messages within the receiver in detail.

21

B. Message Scheduling

In this subsection, we assume that the phase rotation caused
by fractional Doppler, the noise variance, and the parameters
of BGM are known, which will be updated later. In addition,
A%, and Ai, are denoted as the message passed from node z
to 2/ and z’ to z, respectively. Now, we describe how the
messages iterate among the three modules to get the final
estimation. Firstly, the DDAI module aims to estimate w!
in the linear model, and hence the output message can be
approximated by the GAMP [37], given as

lul/

Azlizl _CN( lul |7A’w
9;,

1,u,l’
1 Tij

Lou,l!

) (22)

i
where the mean 7" : and the variance 7;” : are updated
iteratively by GAMP (see line 9 and 10 of Algorithm [T)).
Next, we focus on the messages scheduling of the JCESD and
the TSE module. Combined with the output of DDAI module
and the message from variable node t to check node gl, the
message from g' to H' will be a BGM distribution, given as

ql w1’ bty g unt Lo’
Ahlz]uzlcx/ /Alul/M Azl,lf,zlx
i,j ~hi’fj"l 9ir ij
Ll l U, l
6(wy?;" = Ry ta—i) s +un)
Al i l Lou,l! Lou,l!
(— u, Ll At U
- § m’Lj h’,j m | Ti,j aTi,j )a (23)
ta—iypyptum |A] —Lu,l
where A Lt/ = Zm 1D m,z,Jé(t(l Uym+uM — am)

is initialized as the umform distribution over A and updated
u, z/ ghw v

l/ =A’ ;J .+ With the conditional PDF

1]

later. Combining A

’
of hi’?’l in (I7), the message from check node €' to variable
node S*!" is the Bernoulli distribution, given as

l u, v Lu, 4
i3 l,u,l’ 'u.,l, gz 5J
A Gl “/ P (hz‘,j | sij Ahz_w
1 5 J NS'L,’j 7
1u,l’ 5 wu,l’ 1 1— 1l 5 w,l’ 1 24
_pzj S'L,j - +( pz] ) Si,j + ’ ( )
Ll Abu,l’
where ;' 2 and the auxiliary
CN(OIAw u, !Tiwj,u, ) é\j, s
. Lu,l’ ' '
variable p?j is defined as
K |Al
Al w,l’ u(_l u, 4
pz,] Z Z Pm z,_]
k=1m=1
l u,l’ l u,l’ 2
CN (0| i, 7 ] ) 25)
z ul’ y
With the inputs A % (s3 ), we are now ready to describe

the messages 1nV01ved in the TSE module. To clearly char-
acterize the relative position, the left, right top, and bottom

. w,l’ wl w,l’ wl
neighbors of s;; are reindexed by {sZ o Si s i7jT’Si;.jB}

. The left, rlght, top, and bottom input
R'u.,l/ Tu,z/ Bu,z/
L S and Q7

corresponding to D

messages of s denoted as QL

are Bernoulli dlstrlbutlons. ij is given by
Lul -
l u, 4 ’
i l/ u,l 7l/ ,l, 7l/
/ ! H A’ ujﬂ (535 ) H OF 5 (sij )v(siy osi)
Sij pe{L,T,B}
w1’ w,l’ ’
= ( Hoen)sa-ghe (s +1), e

w1’
where &5 is given in (7). The input messages of s; l from

right, top, and bottom have a similar form to QI; i - Then, the
output message from s; Jl is given by
S?]l L, w,t!
Alul’ocly HAul’ H ij
i1 % pe{LR,T,B}
d“la(“ D)+ =g (s +1), @8
where Cl wl given in (29). The refined messages of H' after

explomng sparsity will be fed back to the JCESD module,
given as

Zuz’

A lul’ X

uz’

A% hl,u,l/ w,l’
lul’p( i | Si,5 )

Su,l’
(2%
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_ [, NG U u,l’
« H[;éz 771; Hpe{L,R,T,B} gf,j + e Hf;él( — 1 )Hpe{L,R,T,B}(l - f.,j )

K Luld' . o
B L, L, L’ “ Ll | o ow where  F}’; is the normalization constant such that
=(1- Gl )5(hi,j )+ G E wyCN (hz | :ukank) ) 4 l " L, v N

SOIAL e and A" Ut

k=1 m=1 m,i,J

= 1. Next, given A

30 L wu, z/
30) the message of feedback from JCESD ‘module to DDAI is the

lul 1u,l’

R .
Since A Lu » = A7, the messages from g to t is given BGM distribution, given by
giij’ L, ul
9;
by A Zl o X
Lo, ij
©J Ll
X ’ ’ hv > + B
ta— lau,l Ll 1—1") pr+uM
(e Lyl Lot / Lol 6(’[1}1-_; - hiy? t(l*l’)MJrUM)A Lot Aq(z w, l’)M
h,u, w,u, l'u.l/ l'u.l/ ~ u i i
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where 7, ; ; is given as Now, the posterior distribution of wi;‘l is approximated as
Ll x (1 Cl al’ JCN (O | whl wz,u,z') n a BGM distribution by combing all the input messages to it,
. - s Ti i .
p m,i,J ] given by

1u,l’ 1u,l’

K
’ wht 1wt 2 9; wy Lau,l’ Lau,l’ Lu,l’
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Combined with the input messages to t(;_),, 4w, the output y Z Z bl (wl ul | gl sl ) 35)
message from &q_y),; funr 18 given by ‘ k.m w kymyi,go Y keym,i,g /0
k=1m=
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lu,
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N1 approxunated as a BGM distribution, given by
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Then, the mean and variance with respect to (39) are given as
K |A|
Alul’ lul _ Ll lul
ZZ kng kngv (42)
k=1m=1
plust! _pbut’ Sl 2
Ti,j =Tij ] ) (43)
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_pbut’ lul |A\ _lul Lu,l/
where Ti,j Zk 1 Z k m 1,7( k,m,ij +

Ll

k,m i, j

Lul . . .. . .
h; ;" is given by #@2). In addition, the approximated posterior
distribution of data symbols is given by

). After the algorlthm convergence, the estimation of

|A|
_ Lu,l’
At(l*l,)hlﬁﬂblw - Z P 6(t(l*l’)M+uM — am) (44)
m=1
where
Lul! o —=bul <Ll
P X D i Pomije (45)

Based on ([@4), we perform the symbol-by-symbol MAP esti-
mation for data symbols as

1ty p+urt = aTg max Ay, (@): (46)

C. Learning Hyperparameters

EM algorithm is an iterative technique that increases a lower
bound on the likelihood at each iteration, thus guaranteeing
that the likelihood converges to a local maximum or at
least a saddle point [38]. Based on the previous approxi-
mated posterior distributions, the EM algorithm is adopted
to learn the phase rotation ¢ = {¢,,Vq} and parameter
p = {0, w¥, u,n¥, Yu, k}. Firstly, we assign the i.i.d. Gaus-
sian distribution prior for the elements of ¢g, i.e., ¢y q[l'] ~
CN(0,1), and treat W as the hidden variable. Then, the update
of ¢, in the (¢ + 1)-th iteration is given by

¢y = argmaxBw(logp(W, Y, ¢) | Y. ¢ 47)
= arg nq1>iqn qSI;Aq(bq — 2%{})1;(}5(1} (48)
where
A, = DT[Z(CQ)HCQ © (Vi) TID + 0*Ty s, (49)
1
by = D'vecy(Y (CH"YL(WH), (50)
1
Viy = diag() _ Var[w}]) + W/(WHH, (51)
J
D=1Iyy ®1y, (52)

wh is the j-th column of W', Var[w!] is the posterior
variance of wé— given in (38), and 15 € RY is the all-one

vector. In addition, the optimization problem (@8} is subject

to |pu q[l']] = 1. Although the gradient-based algorithm can
achieve a stationary point [39], it involves large computations.
Alternatively, we propose to adopt the following analytical
rule, i.e.,

@t =Proj(A;'by), (53)
where the n-th element of Proj(x) is 2, /|2, |. The motivation
behind (33) is that the optimal solution of (48), when not
constrained, is projected onto the unit circle in the complex
plane, ensuring that |¢, 4[l']] = 1. However, the matrix
inversion required by (33) typically entails substantial compu-
tational efforts, with a complexity of O(U3M?). Fortunately,
as observed in (I0), ¢y, 4[l'] is nonzero only in the presence
of a physical path corresponding to a delay of approximately
MlA This sparsity can be exploited to truncate A, and b,
thereby reducing the complexity involved in updatmg bq.
In practical scenarios, the exact number of active physical
paths pA\UP, i.e., the number of nonzero elements in ¢, is
typically unknown. To address this, we retain P (P > p\U P)
elements of ¢, selecting those corresponding to the indices
of delay taps with the highest energies in W. Initially, we
calculate the energy of each delay tap as ¢ = (] =
SO HIW |2 W, 17} We then form the set € containing
the indices of the P largest elements in ¢. Using &, we select
elements from A, and b, to construct A, € CP*¥ and
Bq € CP, respectively. We denote the selected sub-vector of
¢4 according to £ as q_Sq, which can be updated as

@t = Proj(A;'by). (54)
Besides, the parameter p is updated in the (¢ 4 1)-th iteration
as

p't! =arg maxEg sflogp(R,H, Y | p) | Y, p'l, (55

where R = [R?, ..., RM~!]. By examining the first derivative
of the objective function with respect to the variables, the
updates of parameters can be derived as

t+1 _ 2 !
(%) QMNN Z Vo5 = 7ol + 70, (56)
l,0,5
z U A Ll sl
uyt+l _ le z,] o Zm 0 ki:n z,]0k7:n ¥ 57
(/’Lk) Ll [A| 7l’u,l/ ( )
le’ljxlj ZmO k,m,i,j
(i) =
2
Ll —|A  —lul 1l Ll
Zl,l’ '7X17; Zm 0 ki:n V6,7 <‘9k1:n i :“11; + (pku;n z,7>
z VATt
Zl l/,',j o Zm =0 ki:nz,_]
(58)
l u, 4 | A| 7l w,l’
(w}j)“‘l Zl A ] ZTU? k m,i,J (59)
Zl,l KN X’L \J
where 7 j and rgfj are updated by GAMP (see line 5 and 6
of Algorithm [I)).

Building upon the message expressions and EM up-
date rules, we propose the MRF-MP-GAMP algorithm for
JDICESD as summarized in Algorithm [I, where we denote
the index uMN + I'N + i as v. The lines 3-10 represent
the GAMP algorithm, which can be executed in parallel for
each [ and j. lines 11-18 are expressions derived using MP



rules, and the lines 20 and 21 correspond to the EM update.
Proper initialization of the hyperparameters is crucial for EM
update which refers to [38]], and the damping is leveraged in
the GAMP part to help the convergence of the algorithm [40].

The computational complexity of the proposed algorithm
is analyzed as follows: The computational complexity of
the proposed receiver structure is primarily determined by
the operations in the DDAI, JCESD, TSE modules, and the
EM update. Specifically, the dominant computational task
in the DDAI module is the matrix multiplication involved
in the GAMP algorithm. For each iteration, this involves
operations of complexity O(QUM?N?N,). In the JCESD
and TSE module, the complexity is governed by the element-
wise product operations, which require O(|A| QM?N N,) and
O(UMNN,) per iteration, respectively. For the EM update,
the matrix inversion in (54) of our manuscript dominates the
computations, with a complexity O(P?). Theoretically, P can
be set to the number of active paths, i.e., P = pAUP. In
this case, the number of active paths is sufficiently small,
e.g., phaUP = 12, following the simulation parameters of
our manuscript. As a result, the computational burden for the
matrix inversion is negligible. In practical implementations,
the exact number of active paths may be unknown. To handle
this uncertainty, we recommend selecting a sufficiently large
P to ensure that P > p,UP. However, given the sparsity
of active devices and physical paths in satellite channels, this
should not pose a significant computational challenge. Overall,
the total complexity of the MRF-MP-GAMP algorithm is in
the order of O(QUM2N2N, + |A|QM?NN, + P?).

Despite the iterative nature of the algorithm, these opera-
tions are well-suited for parallelization, as many tasks can be
processed independently for each device or resource block.
The parallelizable nature of the matrix multiplication and
element-wise products in the DDAI, JCESD, and TSE mod-
ules allows for significant acceleration when implemented on
graphics processing units (GPUs). Additionally, GPUs are also
especially well-suited for the highly parallel structure of the
DDAI module, where the GAMP algorithm can estimate W'
in parallel for each [. In particular, matrix operations can be
distributed across multiple cores to achieve faster computation
times. Addtionally, field-programmable gate arrays (FPGAs)
can also be employed to further accelerate the proposed
algorithms by implementing customized data paths for matrix
operations and element-wise computations, enabling real-time
processing with low latency.

IV. CNN-ENHANCED DETECTOR

CNNs are widely being used in many DL applications due
to their remarkable ability to combine feature extraction and
detection tasks. In this section, we adopt CNNs to efficiently
exploit the statistical information provided by the MRF-MP-
GAMP algorithm, enhancing symbol detection performance.

A. CNN Framework

1) Preprocessing: We denote the estlmated set of active
devices as U = {u|A, = 1,u = 0,- — 1}. According
to the equality constraint in (ﬂ), for each u € U, a simple
data detection rule can be represented as f(l_l/) vAuM =

Algorithm 1 MRF-MP-GAMP

Input: Received signals Y, spreading code matrix Cl, VI; the maximum
number of iterations Zout and Zpy,f, and the termination threshold Tout
Output: The estimated activity indicator A\, effective channel H, and data

symbols t
1: Initialization: Vu,!’,,j: Initialize fL = ffj i {fjl =
£Bul = 0.5; VI, 0,j: Initialize §' . = 0; Vi: Imtlahze col = cly
] 0,]
Vi, u,l 4, 5, m: (ﬁi;luz’lj = 1/|Al; VL, v, j: choose 7 UJ, UJ, and p.
2: for t; = 1 to Loyt do
L
3 Vi, o,j: prjzz chlj wj
I . R
4 Vo5 po,{ y gt — 7 STNE
5 Vi, o0,7,: TO" —7' 02/( )
6 V0,57 =(r o[]yw + 2pél,)/( L +o?)
S g9t _p l P’ \2
7 Vlvovjv TOJ_(ToJ TOJ)/(T J)
8 V0,5, gk ;= (7, po /T
l L
9 Vl,’l),] »Ll;ug (Z COU OJ) !
w AN
10: - Viv, 57y, = Zcfvgij
’
11 Viu, )4, 5: Compute pl’“’l via (24)
12: fOI‘ toef = 1 to Ziye do
13: Yu,l’,1,5: Update £L il fRul £Tul £Bul via @)
14: end for
15:  Vl,u,l',i,3j,: Update Cl il yia 29
16:  Viu,l')i,5,m: Update?l’“’fv and (ﬁl’uz’lv via (31 and (
[A YN & _lu,l’ 1,u,l’
17: Vl,u ,z,j,m. Compute Xi:j’ , wk’:’l i kj:n,i,j’ and quin i
via
18: EJE)U 1 ,zaz)Update ! el and R (b + 1) via @D,
and

19 it A+ 1) - I:Il(tI)Hi < Towr Y, HI:Il(tI)Hi: break end
if

20: Vg Update ¢pq via (54)

21:  Update p via (56)-E9)

22: VI: Reconstruct C?! via (I3)

23: end for

24: Yu: Compute A, via &I)

25: V1,1, u: Compute £(;_y7y,, +unr Via

wht / hl wl’ given the perfect w

i i wl and hl;” However,
the perfect channel information is hard to get directly in
the practical scenarios. Fortunately, the proposed MRF-MP-
GAMP algorlthm can output the approximated MMSE esti-

mations /%" and hl wl! , and the corresponding estimation

J
uncertainty 7, / and l,. We expect that CNNs ex-
ploit this stat{stical inforniation to learn an efficient detec-
tion rule. Specifically, we collect all the effective channel
elements related to the data symbol #;y,p; into the 3D
tensor Hiv € CNXNaxM ith Hbel 1 ] = Hbw(-Du,
[ =0,---,M —1. Similarly, we can get Wb*, TLu and
), Where whul:, ,i] = Wihw(=0a  Flul . ] is with
the (i, 7)-th element 7 “~"*  and Tl Ul 0] is with the

(i,7)-th element 7; Then we stack the four tensors
along the last dlmensmn to get the input of the CNN as
v = [[Wh [The], [H ], [T,"]) € CNVNextM Note
that the statistical information for each transmitted symbols
is extracted individually from the outputs of the Algorithm
[l Then, the CNN could efficiently estimate all transmitted
symbols in parallel and accommodate the dynamic number of
active devices.

h u(l Dm

2) Training phase: In this phase, by adjusting the weights
of the adopted CNN, we aim to make the output of the CNN as



close as possible to the true posterior distribution of the trans-
mitted symbols. The dataset © = U 0,, is firstly constructed,

where ©,, = {(if::,pt Nu € Uy ﬁZ/{n,l =0,. -1}
is generated from the n-th sample (Y,,t,). Here, Yn and
tn, = [tng,-..,tn,_,] represent the received signal and the
transmitted symbols of all dev1ces respectively. Il “ is the
input to the CNN, while pt is the true posterior dlstrlbutlon
of the transmitted symbols and serves as the target of CNN.
In addition, U,, = {u|\,, = 1,u=0,...,U — 1} is denoted
as the set of true active devices.

To construct the sub-dataset ©,, U, is initially deter-
mined based on the device activity py. Then, the transmitted
symbols t, are generated, with symbols for active devices
randomly selected from the predefined alphabet .4 and those
for inactive devices set to zero. Subsequently, received signal
Y, is obtained by transmitting t,, over a randomly time-
Varying TSL using the transmission scheme proposed in Sec.
By feeding Y, into Algorithm [Il the set of estimated

active devices U,,, the MMSE estimations wl “l and hLwl'
NG o

l
and the corresponding estimation uncertamtles Tn,, and
Lot . . .
T,’;”H are obtained. Following the preprocessing module,

Ibv is derived for u € Uy NU, and I = 0,.... M — 1.

Furthermore, the one-hot encoding is adopted to represent

the true posterior distribution for the transmitted symbols,
L

e. P, = Wtnyyune = a1}, Htn, oy = aja}] for

u € U, "Uy, and [ = 0,...,M — 1, where ¢ denotes

the (I + uM)-th element of t,,.

The CNN, parameterized by weights o, defines the non-
linear function f(+; ), which maps il “ to the estimated
posterior distribution pt “ for the transmltted symbol ¢
ie.,

Ni4+uM

Ni+uM>

b =12 e). (60)
To optimize the weights of CNN, the cross entropy is utilized
as the loss function, i.e.,

—argmmE Zpi" log pi™ i (61)

where pi’nm and pt’nm are the m-th element of pi: and
f)if, respectively, and the expectation is calculated over ©. In
the simulations, the weights are updated iteratively using the
Adam optimizer [41]]. During each iteration, only a small batch
of elements from © are adopted to calculate the expectation
in (&1).

3) Testing phase: In this phase, the received 31gna1 Y is
firstly processed by Algorlthm [[ yielding outputs u, wl wl’ ,

BRI wh 4 I
i? . Ty, and Ti j . Subsequently, Ié“ is constructed

foru e Y and | = 0,..., M — 1, which is then fed into the
trained CNN to get the estimated posterior distribution f)f;“
for the transmitted symbol ¢;4,)s. Finally, the detection of
symbol ;s is performed by choosing tAH»'u. M = G+ With

(62)

Further, the estimated effective channel is refined by the more
precise data symbols, as given by
chu,(I=Da Al (I-1
hi; = Wi

* L
m’ = argmaxp,
m m

M Mt (63)
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Fig. 4. The architecture of MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN.

B. Architecture of MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN

As illustrated in Fig. @ the proposed MRF-MP-GAMP-
CNN framework comprises three main modules. Initially,
the MRF-MP-GAMP module produces the set of estimated
active devices, and the posterior means and variances for
W and H of active devices. Subsequently, these outputs are
combined in the preprocessing module to form the input for the
CNN module. This module leveraging statistical information
to improve symbol detection, involves a convolutional layer,
batch normalization, and the ReLU activation function as its
foundational elements. Additionally, residual learning is
incorporated to facilitate the optimization for CNN weights.
The output layer employs a Softmax function to estimate the
posterior distribution of the data symbols. Finally, the refined
data symbols and effective channel are represented by (62)) and
(63), respectively. It is worth noting that this model utilizes
a complex neural network [43]], which defines the operations
in the complex plane, such as complex convolution. Unlike
traditional methods, this approach allows the algorithm to
process complex numbers directly, eliminating the need to
convert input signals into the real domain.

C. Practical Deployment Considerations

1) Impact on satellite payload: The proposed receiver
structure, despite its iterative nature, can be accelerated using
modern hardware like GPUs and FPGAs, which offer high
computational performance with minimal physical footprint.
Advances in miniaturization allow powerful units to be inte-
grated into satellites without significantly increasing payload
mass. Furthermore, the hardware can be scaled according to
mission requirements, with fewer processing units for lower
communication demands and more for higher demands.

2) Power consumption: Power consumption is critical for
LEO satellites with limited onboard resources. While GPUs
and FPGAs offer computational advantages, they also intro-
duce power considerations. However, modern versions are
energy-efficient, and power management techniques like dy-
namic voltage and frequency scaling (DVFS) [44] can reduce
power usage during low-demand periods. Low-power FPGAs
designed for space applications could further minimize power
consumption. Another factor mitigating power concerns is
that, in practice, the data from active devices may be sent



Table I: SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Parameter Values
Operating band S-band
Power delay profile NTN-TDL-D

Modulation Scheme 4NPAM
Frame size (M, N) (16,7)
Subcarrier spacing A f 30 kHz
Orbit altitude 600 km
Spot beam radius 128 km
Minimum elevation angle 30°
Differential delay [0,699] us
Doppler shift [—41,41] kHz
Zenith angle [—m/2,7/2)
Azimuth angle [0, 27)
Rician factor 11.707 dB

Table II: BASIC PARAMETERS OF CNN

Layer Parameters of filter | Activation function
Convolutional layer 64, 3 x 3) ReLU
Residual block 1 64, 3 x 3) ReLU
Residual block 2 64, 3 x 3) ReLU
Residual block 3 (128, 3 x 3) ReLU
Residual block 4 (128, 3 x 3) ReLU
Residual block 5 (256, 3 x 3) ReLU
Residual block 6 (256, 3 x 3) ReLU
Residual block 7 (512,3x 3) ReLU
Residual block 8 (512,3x3) ReLU
Average pooling (512, N x NyN>)
Output layer (A],) Softmax

over k() frames, where £k € N. Once the device states
(active or inactive) are identified after the first () frames, the
remaining (k — 1)Q frames are only used for joint channel
estimation and symbol detection for active devices. In this
case, the received signal and spreading code of the active
devices are input into the MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN, which then
performs computations only for the active devices, rather than
for all potential devices. This optimization ensures that the
full computational power is not required throughout the entire
transmission, helping to conserve energy.

3) Feasibility of integration with existing satellite infras-
tructure: As indicated in [21] and [22], current 3GPP NTN
protocols do not fully support IoT devices without GNSS,
while this is a focus of ongoing standardization efforts. For-
tunately, only minor changes to satellite infrastructure are
needed, such as extending CP length to exceed maximum
differential delay and adding ISFFT and SFFT modules to
support OTFS-based transmissions. Regarding the integration
of the proposed algorithm, especially given the ongoing evolu-
tion of satellite technology. Many modern LEO satellite plat-
forms already support advanced onboard processing, including
hardware-accelerated systems.

Overall, while challenges related to payload, power con-
sumption, and integration exist, they are manageable with
current technology and design optimizations. The proposed
system is scalable and suitable for future satellite deployments
supporting remote IoT applications.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section presents simulation results to demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed algorithms. We consider a
typical random access scenario in the non-terrestrial networks
without GNSS, where U = 40 potential devices are randomly
distributed within the coverage area of the satellite. This

area is defined as a circle with the radius of 128 km. The
satellite is equipped with 4 x 4 UPA and the device activity
is set as py = 0.1 unless otherwise specified. The power
delay profile of TSL follows the NTN-TDL-D [20]. The
nonnegative pulse amplitude modulation (NPAM) is adopted
to alleviate the phase ambiguity problem, which has been
applied broadly in the non-coherent communications [43].
Since large-scale propagation effects vary over relatively long
distances, we assume that these effects can be effectively
compensated [18]]. The main parameters are summarized in
Table [l In addition, the elements of each device’s spreading
code follow the i.i.d. Gaussian distributions, i.e., Cy, [k, 1] ~
CN(0, QLN) The received signal-to-noise ratio is defined as

SNR = 10log;, 2l 2 For the MRE-MP-GAMP-
CNN, datasets are generated with 8,000 samples for training,
2,000 for validation, and 2,000 for testing. The CNN architec-
ture consists of 8 residual blocks and the Adam optimizer [41]]
is utilized to update the weights at a learning rate of 0.0001
and a batch size of 128. All the basic parameters of CNN are
given in Table [l where (C, YW x W) indicates that the number

of output channels is C and the filter size is W x W.

The activity error rate (AER), normalized mean-squared-
error (NMSE), and symbol error rate (SER) are adopted
as metrics for device identification, channel estimation,
and symbol detection, respectively, given by AER =
1 ~U-1 5 _ S EE —
T Zu:() }Au — )\u ) NMSE = W, and SER =
ﬁ Z?:Ag -1 I{t; # i;}, where we assume inactive devices
transmit zero for computing the SER. The two-phase OTFS
scheme is adopted for performance comparison, incorpo-
rating three benchmarks. The first benchmark, ConvSBL-
GAMP+MP, utilizes the ConvSBL-GAMP for JDICE,
followed by symbol detection using the MP algorithm [31].
The second, GMMV-AMP+GAMP, employs the GMMV-AMP
for similar purposes, with symbol detection conducted
via the GAMP algorithm [37]. The third, Oracle-LMMSE,
leverages perfect channel state information to detect data
symbols using the LMMSE equalizer [46]. We evaluate the
proposed algorithms in two distinct scenarios: (i) The on-
grid case, where the fractional Doppler k;, = 0, does not
involve the extra phase rotation. (ii) The off-grid case, where
ki € (—3%, 3], requires to update the phase rotation by the
proposed algorithm. Note that conventional algorithms are not
directly applicable to multi-frame transmission scenarios af-
fected by fractional Doppler shifts, and thus they are evaluated
solely in the on-grid case.

Fig. 5] shows the convergence of the proposed MRF-MP-
GAMP, which plots NMSE versus the number of iterations
at SNR = 2 dB and Q = 8. This figure also illustrates the
impact of varying the number of BGM components K on the
algorithms performance. It is observed that the proposed al-
gorithms tends to be stable after approximately 100 iterations,
and its convergence rate appears to be relatively insensitive to
changes in K. Besides, the marginal gain can be achieved by
increasing K from 1 to 2. However, increasing K to 4 results
in performance degradation, likely due to overfitting effects
associated with a larger K. Based on these observations,
subsequent simulations are conducted with K = 2 and the
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Fig. 5. The convergence of MRF-MP-GAMP, where SNR = 2 dB
and @ = 8.
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Fig. 6. Performance comparison among different schemes given
different number of frames, where SNR = 2 dB.

number of iterations Z,,; = 150.

Fig. [6] illustrates the influence of the number of frames @)
on the performance of the proposed algorithms, presenting
both NMSE and SER as functions of (). Notably, the single-
frame transmission scheme (@) = 1) performs inadequately
in scenarios with large differential delay and Doppler shift.

0 I T
—%— On-grid GMMV-AMP+GAMP
—&— On-grid ConvSBL-GAMP+MP
— 3= - On-grid MRF-MP-GAMP

X —¥— On-grid MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN | |
'2 = ©- :Off-grid MRF-MP-GAMP
—©— Off-grid MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN

~
Jan)
<
N
m
S
Z -
= -9
. 4
-8
-4 -2 0 2 4
SNR (dB)
(a) Channel estimation performance.
10° T T
X —— On-grid GMMV-AMP+GAMP
—&— On-grid ConvSBL-GAMP+MP
- %= - On-grid MRF-MP-GAMP
—%— On-grid MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN
- ©- - Off-grid MRF-MP-GAMP
& —6—Off-grid MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN
Se —p— Oracle-LMMSE
-1 N >
1076 S
o~ 4 RS
m 3—
7 <

¥ T T = el ¢ SR )
1()_2 \\ -------- >\-__- *
R |

4 2 0 2 4

SNR (dB)
(b) Symbol detection performance.

Fig. 7. Performance comparison among different schemes given
different SNR values, where @) = 8.

In the on-grid case, as () increases, it is observed that the
NMSE and SER of all the schemes continually decrease,
and the proposed algorithms always perform much better
than the benchmarks. This indicates the effectiveness the
proposed multi-frame transmission scheme and the JDICESD
algorithms. For example, at () = 12, the SER of the MRF-
MP-GAMP is lower than 0.01 and is one-fifth that of the
ConvSBL-GAMP+MP; the NMSE of the MRF-MP-GAMP is
about 0.5 and 2 dB lower than the ConvSBL-GAMP+MP and
GMMV-AMP+GAMP, respectively. Additionally, the MRF-
MP-GAMP-CNN benefits from further exploiting statistical
information, achieving additional gains over its counterparts.
In the off-grid case, while increased () values initially reduce
NMSE and SER for proposed algorithms approximately up to
@ = 12, further increases in () degrade performance due to
the rising number of unknown phase rotations, which pose a
significant estimation challenge. In practical communications,
smaller @ values are preferred to maintain the quasi-static
properties of the channel in the delay-Doppler domain. Despite
performance declines, the MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN still outper-
forms the Oracle-LMMSE in scenarios where 6 < @ < 18.
In subsequent simulations, we will fix ) = 8 to ensure
performance and computational efficiency.

Fig. [l depicts the performance of various algorithms in
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Fig. 8. Performance comparison among different schemes given
different device activities, where SNR = 2 dB and @ = 8.

terms of NMSE and SER as functions of SNR. It is observed
that the proposed algorithms significantly outperform the
benchmarks in the on-grid case. Specifically, Fig. shows
that at 0 dB SNR, the proposed MRF-MP-GAMP improves
upon ConvSBL-GAMP+MP and GMMV-AMP+GAMP by
approximately 1.2 dB and 2.2 dB in NMSE, respectively;
Fig. reveals that at an SER of 0.01, MRF-MP-GAMP
surpasses Oracle-LMMSE by about 2 dB in terms of SNR.
Conventional schemes that operate separately have high er-
ror floors for SER, limiting their ability to support a large
number of devices. In contrast, the proposed algorithms,
benefited by JDICESD design, exhibit robust performance.
Furthermore, Fig. [7] indicates that in the off-grid case, the
NMSE for MRF-MP-GAMP is lower than that for on-grid
GMMV-AMP+GAMP and comparable to on-grid ConvSBL-
GAMP+MP. Additionally, the SER for off-grid MRF-MP-
GAMP is lower than that of both GMMV-AMP+GAMP
and ConvSBL-GAMP+MP when the SNR exceeds -2 dB,
validating the effectiveness of the proposed scheme for LEO
satellite-based uplink transmission in the presence of large
differential delay and Doppler shift. Moreover, the SER for
off-grid MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN outperforms Oracle-LMMSE
at SNRs above -2 dB, which demonstrates the capability of
the CNN-enhanced symbol detector.
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Fig. 9. Performance comparison for device identification among
different schemes.

Fig. [8] plots the NMSE and SER as the functions of the
device activity, given SNR = 2 dB. It is observed that the on-
grid MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN achieves the best performance.
Notably, the off-grid MRF-MP-GAMP-CNN outperforms the
three on-grid benchmarks when device activity exceeds 0.1,
which indicates the proposed schemes are capable of support-
ing more active devices access. Note that the performance
of all the schemes deteriorates obviously when the device
activity increases. This degradation is primarily due to the
limited size of the receiving antenna array, which results in
decreased spatial separation as the number of active devices
grows. Consequently, inter-user interference intensifies in the
spatial domain, further impacting performance.

Finally, we show the performance comparison for device
identification across various schemes in Fig. [9) which plots
the AER versus SNR and device activity, respectively. It is
observed that the on-grid MRF-MP-GAMP and MRF-MP-
GAMP-CNN deliver the best performance. Notably, when
device activity exceeds 0.1, the off-grid MRF-MP-GAMP
achieves performance comparable to that of the on-grid
ConvSBL-GAMP+MP. This demonstrates the effectiveness of
the proposed schemes.



VI. CONCLUSION

This paper investigated grant-free random access tailored
for LEO satellite communications in the absence of GNSS
assistance. Exploiting the quasi-static property of the channel
in the delay-Doppler domain, we proposed a spreading-based
multi-frame OTFS transmission scheme to handle the large
differential delay and Doppler shift. Then, the MP-based algo-
rithm was designed for joint device identification, channel es-
timation, and signal detection, which is capable of eliminating
the inter-user and inter-carrier interference and exploiting the
3D sparsity of the channel in the delay-Doppler-angle domain.
Additionally, based on the statistical information provided by
the receiver, the CNN detector was incorporated to improve the
symbol detection performance for active devices. Simulation
results demonstrated that the proposed multi-frame transmis-
sion scheme enhances system performance, and the designed
algorithms outperform the conventional methods significantly
in terms of the device identification, channel estimation, and
symbol detection.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

We firstly focus on the input-output relationship for the
single-input single-out (SISO), and hence omit the index of
devices and antennas. The relationship for MIMO can be
extended directly. According to (I)-(@), we can derive the /O
in the time-frequency domain as

}/qTF[na m] = Agmﬂ“ (tv f) |t:(n+qN)Tsym7f:mAf
Q-1N—-1M-1

=22 20 2 X ',

q¢'=0n'=0m’'=0

(64)

where Hy . m, o [0, m] =
P

Z h]i6727‘"”7//Af([(n_n/)+(q_q/)N]Tsym_Ti)ejZW(m_m/)AfTsym X
=1

A(J7m7‘7tt([(n - n/) + (q - qI)N]TSYm -
X 67 71—Vz((n"l‘q‘z\/v),—z—‘sym_7—1)

i, (m —m)Af —v;)
(65)

Since the T¢p > 7; and the adoption of rectangular waveform,

Agrsges (M=) +(q=¢" )N Toym =i, (m—m/)Af —vi) # 0
only if n = n/ and ¢ = ¢/, i.e., there is no inter-symbol and
inter-frame interference. Then, (64) can be simplified as

YTF [n,m] Z XTF [n,m'Hg p.m[n, m'], (66)
m’'=0
where
P Toym—Ti
Hq [, 0] Zh / (T2 (4 (+aN) Tm)
-1 Tep—Ti
% e*j?wmAj (t+7'i7Tcp)6527rm’Af(t7Tcp)dt' (67)

We denote the length of CP as M, = T, MAf. By substi-
tuting @) and (@) into (6A) and then applying the SFFT for
Y,'¥[n,m], we can get the I/O in the delay-Doppler domain
as
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where () is obtained by utilizing (7) and ¢,[l'] has the similar
form as (I0). Let h; = h; ep””l(MCPTS_“) and then we have

L Zﬁie‘pﬂ—uilTS5 (l/TS — (Ti)T)

=1
< Ty (K = NToymvi).  (69)

Multiplying (&9) by the antenna phase rotation e7™"=%% and
e7™uO% we get the result in Proposition 1.
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