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Abstract—Even orthogonal time frequency space (OTFS) has
been shown as a promising modulation scheme for high mobility
doubly-selective fading channels, its attainability of full diversity
order in either time or frequency selective fading channels has not
been clarified. By performing pairwise error probability (PEP)
analysis, we observe that the original OTFS system can not always
guarantee full exploitation of the embedded diversity in either
time or frequency selective fading channels. To address this issue
and further improve system performance, this work proposes
linear precoding solutions based on algebraic number theory for
OTFS systems over time and frequency selective fading channels,
respectively. The proposed linear precoded OTFS systems can
guarantee the maximal diversity and potential coding gains in
time/frequency selective fading channels without any transmis-
sion rate loss and do not require the channel state information
(CSI) at the transmitter. Simulation results are finally provided to
illustrate the superiority of our proposed precoded OTFS over
both the original unprecoded and the existing phase rotation
OTFS systems in time/frequency selective fading channels.

Index Terms—Diversity gain, time/frequency selective fading
channels, linear precoding, OTFS, PEP analysis.

I. INTRODUCTION

High data rates and multipath propagation give rise to
frequency-selectivity of wireless channels, while carrier fre-
quency offsets (CFOs) and Doppler caused by mobility be-
tween the transmitter and receiver introduce time-selectivity
in wireless channels [1]. Orthogonal frequency division multi-
plexing (OFDM) is particularly attractive in practice because
it can transform a frequency-selective fading channel into
parallel flat-fading sub-channels with the use of a sufficiently
long cyclic prefix (CP) [2]. However, the performance of
uncoded OFDM degrades significantly as it can not exploit
the multipath diversity, and guarantee the orthogonality among
subcarriers in Doppler time-selective fading channels.
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A linear constellation precoded OFDM system is proposed
in [3] for multicarrier transmissions over multipath frequency-
selective fading channels without an essential decrease in
transmission rate. Meanwhile, a space-time-Doppler coded
system is developed in [4] that guarantees the maximum
possible space-Doppler diversity, along with the largest cod-
ing gains in time-selective fading channels. In [5], a block
precoded transmission is proposed for single-carrier commu-
nications to guarantee the maximum diversity gain in doubly-
selective fading channels. However, to achieve the full di-
versity and avoid inter-block interference, a CP/zero padding
(ZP) guard interval is inserted per block at the transmitter and
discarded at the receiver [3], [4] and the spreading technique
is applied in [5], leading to lower spectral efficiency caused
by the more significant CPs/ZPs or lower spreading gain.

Recently, orthogonal time frequency space (OTFS) modula-
tion [6] has been proposed as a promising and alternative PHY-
layer modulation scheme to traditional OFDM for high mo-
bility communications. Only one CP is required for the whole
OTFS frame, leading to high spectral efficiency compared to
traditional OFDM systems. The diversity performance analysis
of uncoded and coded OTFS systems have been respectively
analyzed and evaluated in [7], [8] and [9] over high-mobility
doubly-selective fading channels. However, attainability of the
OTFS full diversity order in time/frequency selective fading
channels was not clarified nor has been proved theoretically in
the literature. By performing pairwise error probability (PEP)
analysis, we observe that the original OTFS system cannot
always guarantee full exploitation of the embedded diversity
in time/frequency selective fading channels. Therefore, it is of
interest to develop efficient methods for OTFS systems that
can guarantee both performance and high spectral efficiency
in time/frequency selective fading channels.

In this work, we propose linear precoding schemes for
OTFS systems based on algebraic number theory, which
effectively realizes the maximal diversity and potential coding
gains in time/frequency selective fading channels. It turns out
that the proposed linear precoding matrix can be verified to
guarantee the maximum diversity order irrespective of the
system dimension, and without any transmission rate loss. The
performance merits of our precoding design are confirmed by
corroborating simulations and compared with original unpre-
coded and the existing phase rotation OTFS systems.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

As shown in Fig. 1, we consider a precoded OTFS trans-
mission over time/frequency selective fading channels.
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of the proposed precoded OTFS system for
time/frequency selective fading channels.

A. Transmitter
Without loss of generality, the information streams x ∈

AMN×1 are drawn from a finite modulation alphabet A (e.g.,
phase shift keying (PSK) and quadrature amplitude modulation
(QAM) symbols), where M and N represent the numbers of
resource grids along the OTFS delay and Doppler dimensions,
respectively. After linear precoding, we can obtain the trans-
mitted OTFS symbols x̄ ∈ CMN×1 as

x̄ = Vx, (1)

where V ∈ CMN×MN is the precoding matrix and will be
designed later on to guarantee the maximum diversity gain.

We then arrange the information symbols x̄ ∈ CMN×1

into the two-dimensional delay-Doppler plane X ∈ CM×N ,
i.e., X = invec(x̄). By first applying the inverse symplectic
finite Fourier transform (ISFFT) on X followed by Heisenberg
transform with a rectangular transmit pulse, the resulted output
can be given by

S = FH
M

(
FMXFH

N

)
= XFH

N , (2)

where FM ∈ CM×M and FN ∈ CN×N are the normalized
M -point and N -point fast Fourier transform (FFT) matrices,
respectively. The transmitted time domain signal s ∈ CMN×1

is then generated by column-wise vectorization of S.
To overcome the inter-frame interference, we add a CP in

front of the generated time domain signal with a length no
shorter than the maximal channel delay spread. The resulted
time domain signal is finally sent to the receiver through the
channel.

B. Channel Model
Multipath frequency-selective fading channel: High data

rates and multipath propagation give rise to frequency-
selectivity of wireless channels. Here, we characterize the mul-
tipath frequency-selective fading channel as a finite-impulse
response h = [h[0], h[1], · · · , h[L− 1]]

T ∈ CL×1, where
h[p] is the complex gain for the p-th channel tap with
p ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L − 1}, and L is the maximum number of
channel taps.

High-mobility time-selective fading channel: Carrier fre-
quency offsets and Doppler caused by the mobility be-
tween the transmitter and receiver lead to time-selectivity of
wireless channels. Basis expansion model (BEM) has been
widely adopted to parameterize the time varying channel as
a weighted combination of basis functions [4]. The baseband
channel impulse response can be characterized as

h[c] =

Q∑
q=0

cqe
jωqc, (3)

where Q = 2
⌈
Nf̄max

⌉
is the order of BEM basis func-

tions, f̄max = fmax/∆f with fmax being the maximum
Doppler frequency and ∆f being the subcarrier interval. ωq =
2π
MN

(
q −

⌈
Q
2

⌉)
denotes the q-th BEM modeling frequency

and cq is the q-th BEM channel coefficient. ⌈·⌉ represents
the round up operation. Here, the channel h[c] changes along
with time index c and the Doppler spread is controlled by the
maximum Doppler frequency fmax, i.e., the Doppler spread
may consist of multiple Doppler shifts which are no larger
than the maximum Doppler frequency. Note that the BEM
facilitates our development and analysis of the diversity for
OTFS systems over time-selective fading channels.

C. Receiver

At OTFS receiver, we can obtain the received signal r ∈
CMN×1 after removing CP as

r[c]=
L−1∑
p=0

h[p]s [[c−p]MN ]+n[c], c=0, 1, · · · ,MN − 1 (4)

for frequency-selective fading channels and

r[c] = h[c]s[c] + n[c], c = 0, 1, · · · ,MN − 1 (5)

for time-selective fading channels. n ∈ CMN×1 ∼
CN (0, N0I) is the received noise and the notation [·]m
denotes mod-m operation.

The received time domain signal r ∈ CMN×1 is then
devectorized into a matrix R ∈ CM×N , followed by Winger
transform with a rectangular receive pulse as well as the sym-
plectic finite Fourier transform (SFFT), yielding the recovered
delay-Doppler domain signal

Y = FH
M (FMR)FN = RFN . (6)

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS AND PRECODING DESIGN

In this section, we derive the performance criteria for the
precoded OTFS systems, and also determine the maximum
achievable diversity gain and analyze the corresponding coding
gain for both time and frequency selective fading channels.

A. Frequency Selective Fading Channel Scenario

For frequency-selective fading channels, the end-to-end
input-output relationship of OTFS transmission in delay-
Doppler domain can be vectorized column-wise into [10]

y=(FN⊗IM)FH
MNdiag{FMN×Lh}FMN

(
FH

N⊗IM
)
x̄ (7a)

= HVx = Φ (x)h, (7b)

where H=(FN⊗IM )FH
MNdiag{FMN×Lh}FMN

(
FH

N⊗IM
)

and Φ(x)=(FN⊗IM)FH
MNdiag

{
FMN

(
FH

N⊗IM
)
Vx
}
FMN×L.

Note that we omit the noise term in (7) for notational brevity.
Assuming perfect channel state information (CSI) is avail-

able at the receiver, the conditional PEP, i.e., the probability
of transmitting x but erroneously deciding on x̂, is given by

Pr {x → x̂|h} = Q

(√
ρ

2
∥(Φ(x)−Φ(x̂))h∥2

)
, (8)



3

where Q (x) is the tail distribution function of the standard
Gaussian distribution and ρ = 1

N0
denotes the signal-to-noise

ratio (SNR).
Note that C = (Φ(x)−Φ(x̂))

H
(Φ(x)−Φ(x̂)) is a

Hermitian matrix, its rank and the non-zero eigenvalues are
defined as R and λi, i = 1, 2, · · · , R, respectively. Hence, we
can obtain

∥(Φ(x)−Φ(x̂))h∥2=hHUΣUHh= h̄HΣh̄=

R∑
i=1

λi

∣∣h̄i

∣∣2, (9)

where U ∈ CL×L is a unitary matrix, h̄ = UHh and Σ =
diag {λ1, λ2, · · · , λL}.

Substituting (9) in (8), the conditional PEP is rewritten as

Pr{x→ x̂|h}=Q


√√√√ρ

2

R∑
i=1

λi

∣∣h̄i

∣∣2≤ 1

2

R∏
i=1

exp
(
−ρ

4
λi

∣∣h̄i

∣∣2).
(10)

Since h̄ is obtained by multiplying a unitary matrix with h,
it has the same distribution as that of h. The elements in h̄ are
assumed to be independent and identically distributed complex
Gaussian random variables. Considering h̄ ∼ CN

(
0, 1

LI
)
, the

final PEP is calculated by averaging (10) over the channel
statistics and given by

Pr {x→ x̂}=E

Q

√√√√ρ

2

R∑
i=1

λi

∣∣h̄i

∣∣2≤ 1

2

R∏
i=1

1

1+ ρ
4
λi

L

,

(11)

where E [·] represents the expectation operation. At high SNRs
(i.e., ρ → ∞), (11) can be further simplified as

Pr{x→ x̂}≤ 1

2

(
R∏
i=1

λi

4L

)−1

ρ−R=
1

2


(

R∏
i=1

λi

) 1
R

4L


−R

ρ−R.

From the above analysis, we conclude that the system
diversity order is determined by R, which could be as high
as the number of resolvable paths L of the channel. The term(

R∏
i=1

λi

) 1
R

stands for the pairwise coding gain to control how

this PEP shifts relative to the benchmark error-rate curve of
(ρ/4L)

−R. Accounting for all possible pairwise errors, we
define herein the diversity and coding gains, respectively, as

Gd = min
x̸=x̂

R, Gc = min
x ̸=x̂

(
R∏
i=1

λi

) 1
R

. (12)

Because the system performance depends on both Gd and Gc,
it is important to maximize both Gd and Gc. By checking the
dimensionality of C, it is clear that the maximum diversity
gain Gd,max = L is achieved if and only if the matrix C has
full rank (i.e., det (C) ̸= 0) ∀x ̸= x̂. When the maximum
diversity gain Gd,max = L is achieved, the coding gain
becomes

Gc = min
x̸=x̂

det (Rh)
1
L det (C)

1
L , (13)

where Rh = E
[
hhH

]
. Equation (13) implies that Gc is a

function of the determinant

det (C) = det
(
(Φ(x)−Φ(x̂))

H
(Φ(x)−Φ(x̂))

)
=det

(
(diag{Θ(x−x̂)}FMN×L)

H
(diag{Θ(x−x̂)}FMN×L)

)
=

L∏
j=1

λj

(
diag{Θ(x−x̂)}FMN×LF

H
MN×Ldiag{Θ(x−x̂)}H

)
=

L∏
j=1

βjλj

(
FMN×LF

H
MN×L

)
=

L∏
j=1

βj × det
(
FH

MN×LFMN×L

)
, (14)

where Θ = FMN

(
FH

N ⊗ IM
)
V and θT

i is the i-th row of Θ.
λi (A) is the i-th non-zero eigenvalue of matrix A and 0 <

min
i∈1,2,··· ,MN

∣∣θT
i (x− x̂)

∣∣2 ≤ βj ≤ max
i∈1,2,··· ,MN

∣∣θT
i (x− x̂)

∣∣2.

The last equality follows from the Ostrowski’s theorem [11].
As FMN×L is the first L principal columns of MN -point FFT
matrix, det

(
FH

MN×LFMN×L

)
= (MN)

L.
Certainly, the diversity gain Gd and the coding gain Gc are

both depend on the choice of V. Without a proper precoding
matrix V, one can not achieve the potential diversity and
coding gains, leading to a significant performance loss. At
high SNR, it is reasonable to maximize the diversity gain first,
because it determines the slope of the log-log bit-error rate
(BER)-SNR curve. Note that FMN×L is full rank. We can
guarantee that the matrix C has full rank if diag {Θ (x− x̂)}
is also full rank ∀x ̸= x̂. Interestingly, a class of important
Vandermonde/unitary matrix Θ is proposed in [3], [11] and
constructed by using the algebraic number theory for MIMO
and OFDM systems. Here, we set Θ as a Vandermonde matrix

Θ =
1

ξ


1 α1 · · · αMN−1

1

1 α2 · · · αMN−1
2

...
...

. . .
...

1 αMN · · · αMN−1
MN

 , (15)

where ξ is a normalization factor chosen to guarantee the
power constraint Tr

(
VVH

)
= MN , and the selection of

parameters {αk}MN
k=1 depends on MN , for example:

If MN = 2d (d ≥ 1), the αk is determined as

αk = ej
4k−3
2MN π, k = 1, 2, · · · ,MN. (16)

If MN = 3× 2d (d ≥ 0), the αk is specified as

αk = ej
6k−1
3MN π, k = 1, 2, · · · ,MN. (17)

If MN = 2d × 3t (d ≥ 1, t ≥ 1), the αk is given by

αk = ej
6k−5
3MN π, k = 1, 2, · · · ,MN. (18)

For more details and other cases of MN , one can refer to
[11], [12]. After obtaining Θ, the precoding matrix1 is given
by

V = (FN ⊗ IM )FH
MNΘ (19)

1Note that only FFT process is involved, making the proposed precoder
relatively easy to implement in practice.
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to achieve the maximum diversity gain of OTFS systems
in frequency-selective fading channels. The corresponding
coding gain is characterized as

Gc = min
x̸=x̂

MN ×

det (Rh)

L∏
j=1

βj

 1
L

, (20)

where 0 < min
i∈1,2,··· ,MN

∣∣θT
i (x− x̂)

∣∣2 ≤ βj ≤

max
i∈1,2,··· ,MN

∣∣θT
i (x− x̂)

∣∣2.

B. Time Selective Fading Channel Scenario

For time-selective fading channels, the end-to-end input-
output relationship of OTFS transmission in delay-Doppler
domain is vectorized column-wise given by [10]

y=

Q∑
q=0

(FN⊗IM)DqF
H
MNdiag{FMN×1cq}FMN

(
FH

N⊗IM
)
x̄

(21a)

=

Q∑
q=0

Φq(x)cq = Φ (x)h, (21b)

where Dq = diag
{
1, ejωq , ej2ωq , · · · , ejωq(MN−1)

}
,

Φq(x) = (FN ⊗ IM )Dq

(
FH

N ⊗ IM
)
Vx and

h ∈ C(Q+1)×1 = [c0, c1, · · · , cQ]T . We also express
Φ (x) ∈ CMN×(Q+1) as

Φ (x) = [Φ0(x),Φ1(x), · · · ,ΦQ(x)]

= (FN ⊗ IM ) diag
{(

FH
N ⊗ IM

)
Vx
}
B, (22)

where B = [b0,b1, · · · ,bQ] with bq =[
1, ejωq , ej2ωq , · · · , ejωq(MN−1)

]T
. Similarly, we omit

the noise term in (21) for notational brevity.
Considering a unitary matrix U ∈ C(Q+1)×(Q+1) and

defining h̄ = UHh ∼ CN
(
0, 1

Q+1I
)

, the final PEP is
calculated similar to (8)-(11), and given by

Pr {x → x̂} ≤ 1

2

R∏
i=1

1

1 + ρ
4

λi

Q+1

. (23)

At high SNRs (i.e., ρ → ∞), (23) can be further simplified as

Pr{x→ x̂}≤ 1

2

(
R∏
i=1

λi

4(Q+1)

)−1

ρ−R=
1

2


(

R∏
i=1

λi

) 1
R

4(Q+1)


−R

ρ−R.

From the above analysis, we conclude that the system
diversity order is determined by R, which could be as high
as the number of bases Q + 1 in the BEM. Accounting for
all possible pairwise errors, the diversity and coding gains are
defined similar to (12). By checking the dimensionality of C,
it is clear that the maximum diversity gain Gd,max = Q + 1
is achieved if and only if the matrix C has full rank (i.e.,
det (C) ̸= 0) ∀x ̸= x̂. When the maximum diversity gain
Gd,max = Q+ 1 is achieved, the coding gain becomes

Gc = min
x̸=x̂

det (Rh)
1

Q+1 det (C)
1

Q+1 , (24)
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Fig. 2. BER performance comparison with different number of resolvable
paths under ML detector.

where Rh = E
[
hhH

]
. Equation (24) implies that Gc is a

function of the determinant

det (C) = det
(
(Φ(x)−Φ(x̂))

H
(Φ(x)−Φ(x̂))

)
=det

(
(diag {Θ (x− x̂)}B)

H
(diag {Θ (x− x̂)}B)

)
=

Q+1∏
j=1

λj

(
diag {Θ (x− x̂)}BBHdiag{Θ (x− x̂)}H

)

=

Q+1∏
j=1

βj × det
(
BHB

)
, (25)

where Θ =
(
FH

N ⊗ IM
)
V and θT

i is the i-th row of Θ. 0 <

min
i∈1,2,··· ,MN

∣∣θT
i (x− x̂)

∣∣2 ≤ βj ≤ max
i∈1,2,··· ,MN

∣∣θT
i (x− x̂)

∣∣2.

Note that B ∈ CMN×(Q+1) is full rank. We can guarantee
that the matrix C has full rank if diag {Θ (x− x̂)} is also
full rank for ∀x ̸= x̂. The choice of Θ is similar to (15)-(18).
After obtaining Θ, the precoding matrix is given by

V = (FN ⊗ IM )Θ (26)

to achieve the maximum diversity gain of OTFS systems in
time-selective fading channels. The corresponding coding gain
is characterized as

Gc = min
x̸=x̂

Q+1∏
j=1

βj det
(
BHB

)
det (Rh)

 1
Q+1

, (27)

where 0 < min
i∈1,2,··· ,MN

∣∣θT
i (x− x̂)

∣∣2 ≤ βj ≤

max
i∈1,2,··· ,MN

∣∣θT
i (x− x̂)

∣∣2.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we test the performance of our proposed
precoded OTFS systems for time and frequency selective fad-
ing channels, respectively. We consider the carrier frequency
is centered at 4 GHz and subcarrier spacing ∆f = 15 kHz.
We assume that the perfect channel knowledge is known at
the receiver and apply QPSK modulation.

We first examine the effectiveness of the proposed precoding
results for OTFS systems with maximum likelihood (ML)
detector. Fig. 2 shows the BER performance for different
number of resolvable paths (i.e., frequency-selective fading
channel) with a delay-Doppler plane M = 4 and N = 2. It is
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Fig. 3. BER performance comparison with different
user velocities under ML detector.
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Fig. 5. BER performance comparison with different
user velocities under Memory AMP.

obvious that the BER performance improves as the number of
resolvable paths L increases for both the precoded, unprecoded
and existing phase rotation [7] OTFS systems. This is due to
the fact that a high diversity gain can be obtained for better
performance with a large value of L. We also notice that our
proposed precoded OTFS system outperforms the traditional
unprecoded and phase rotation ones, and can achieve the
maximal diversity gain in the multipath frequency selective
fading channels.

Fig. 3 further illustrates the BER performance for different
user velocities (i.e., time-selective fading channel) with a
delay-Doppler plane M = 2 and N = 4. It is obvious that
the BER performance improves as the user velocity increases
for both the precoded, unprecoded and existing phase rotation
[7] OTFS systems. This is due to the fact that a high Doppler
diversity gain can be obtained for better performance with a
large value of user velocity. We also notice that our proposed
precoded OTFS system outperforms the traditional unprecoded
and phase rotation ones, and can achieve the potential maximal
diversity gain to improve the system performance.

As the complexity of ML detector grows exponentially with
the system dimension, it cannot be directly applied to practical
large dimensional systems due to intolerable computational
burden. We now test the BER performance in large dimen-
sion systems, where the practical low complexity advanced
Memory approximate message passing (AMP) detector [13]
is applied to further verify the advantage of our proposed pre-
coding results for OTFS systems compared to the traditional
unprecoded and phase rotation ones. From the results in Fig.
4 (M = 128 and N = 16), we can observe that the BER
performance of both precoded, unprecoded and existing phase
rotation OTFS systems improve as L increases since the po-
tential higher diversity can be exploited from a larger number
of independent resolvable paths. Our proposed precoded OTFS
system still outperforms the traditional unprecoded and phase
rotation ones by using the practical low complexity detectors.

Similarly, Fig. 5 presents the BER performance for different
user velocities with a delay-Doppler plane M = 128 and
N = 16 by using the practical low complexity Memory
AMP detector. From the results in Fig. 5, we can observe
that the BER performance of both precoded, unprecoded
and existing phase rotation OTFS systems improve as user
velocity increases. Our proposed precoded OTFS system still
outperforms the traditional unprecoded and phase rotation ones
in such time selective fading channels.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we proposed linear precoding schemes for
OTFS system based on algebraic number theory. The PEP
analysis verified that our proposed precoded OTFS system
can achieve the maximal diversity and potential coding gains
for wireless transmissions over time/frequency selective fading
channels. The proposed precoding design for OTFS does
not require the CSI at the transmitter and can be used for
an arbitrary system dimension without any transmission rate
loss. Our results demonstrated that the proposed precoding
design for OTFS system exhibits sufficient statistic diversity of
time/frequency selective fading channels, and outperforms the
original unprecoded and existing phase rotation OTFS systems
for both optimal ML detector and low-complexity advanced
Memory AMP detector.
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