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Reducing Inter-user Interference: Precoding over
OFDM for Enhanced MTC

Karim A. Said, A. A. (Louis) Beex, Elizabeth Bentley, and Lingjia Liu

Abstract—In the physical layer (PHY) of modern cellular
systems, information is transmitted as a sequence of resource
blocks (RBs) across various domains with each resource block
limited to a certain time and frequency duration. In the PHY of
4G/5G systems, data is transmitted in the unit of transport block
(TB) across a fixed number of physical RBs based on resource
allocation decisions. Using sharp band-limiting in the frequency
domain can provide good separation between different resource
allocations without wasting resources in guard bands. However,
using sharp filters comes at the cost of elongating the overall
system impulse response which can accentuate inter-symbol
interference (ISI). In a multi-user setup, such as in Machine Type
Communication (MTC), different users are allocated resources
across time and frequency, and operate at different power
levels. If strict band-limiting separation is used, high power
user signals can leak in time into low power user allocations.
The ISI extent, i.e., the number of neighboring symbols that
contribute to the interference, depends both on the channel delay
spread and the spectral concentration properties of the signaling
waveforms. We hypothesize that using a precoder that effectively
transforms an OFDM waveform basis into a basis comprised of
prolate spheroidal sequences (DPSS) can minimize the ISI extent
when strictly confined frequency allocations are used. Analytical
expressions for upper bounds on ISI are derived. In addition,
simulation results support our hypothesis.

I. INTRODUCTION

Orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) has
been selected as the physical layer waveform for the 5G
NR standard [1], with the addition of multiple numerological
variations to accommodate different application categories [2].
One such category is machine-type-communication (MTC) or
machine-to-machine (M2M) communications, which pertains
to the notion of communication between devices uninitiated by
humans [3]. MTC is expected to play a key role in a number
of application domains such as public safety, health-care and
industry automation, all of which involve reliance on a large
number of wirelessly connected devices.

In general, the typical traffic in M2M applications consists
of low data rate transmissions comprised of short packet
bursts. Certain applications impose additional requirements
such as low latency and high reliability, namely mission criti-
cal M2M (mcM2M). The physical layer signaling waveform is
a key factor in satisfying the specific application requirements
in the presence of adverse channel effects. For example, in
the presence of a massive number of M2M devices with
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diverse operation modes, inter-symbol interference (ISI) can
result from waveforms with poor spectral confinement when
sharply band-limiting filters are enforced. One scenario is the
interference from long range devices which transmit at high
power resulting in high filter impulse response leakage in time.
This leakage can cause significant ISI in high delay spread
environments. An effect often referred to as leakage due to
fractional delay taps, non-integer multiples of the sampling
rate [4]–[7].

The 5G standard support for M2M comes in two forms:
NBIoT and LTE-M, with bandwidth allocations of 180 kHz
and 1.4 MHz, respectively [8]. Even though 5G NR introduces
the additional degree of freedom of controlling the numerology
in the physical layer, more needs to be done to overcome the
well known limitations of the OFDM waveform, such as the
slow out-of-band spectral decay [9].

According to the Heisenberg uncertainty principle, high
spectral tails can be tempered using pulse shapes with long
support in the time-domain such as sinc and raised cosine pulse
shapes [10]. Many window shaping techniques exist in the
literature to lower spectral lobes [11] and improve performance
in general [12]. Therefore, spectral confinement is achieved
at the cost of time confinement. In other words, using pulse
shaping to lower the spectral side-lobes will accentuate the
effect of fractional delay spread. Furthermore, in the discrete
setting, pulse shaping can lead to loss of orthogonality which
will affect the conditioning of the equivalent channel matrix
or even lead to singularity [13]. OFDM and other derivative
waveforms such as filter bank multicarrier (FBMC) [14] and
orthogonal time frequency space (OTFS) [15], [16] can be
classified under the category known as Gabor frames [17],
[18]. Gabor frames consist of a set of waveforms that are
time and frequency shifted versions of a single prototype
pulse shape. Precoder based methods exist in the literature to
modify the spectral properties of OFDM [19], [20]. However,
these have a high dependence on the data in the OFDM
symbol which increases the complexity. In this work, we
propose applying a fixed precoding to OFDM to obtain a new
waveform basis set comprised of discrete prolate spheroidal
sequences (DPSS). The resulting waveform consists of mutu-
ally orthogonal pulse shapes that are not related by a time-
frequency shift relationship, i.e, does not fall in the Gabor
frame category. We show that the high concentration properties
obtained from DPSS precoding can provide high immunity to
leakage interference from adjacent signals in the time-domain.
This is supported by our previous work [21] on the optimal
time confinement of DPSS in the presence of half-sample
shifts.
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This work analyzes the inter-user interference due to frac-
tional delay leakage in the time domain from high power users
in M2M scenarios. We show that due to the high concentration
in both time and frequency of DPSS precoded OFDM, by only
turning off a small percentage of edge waveform components
(2%), ISI interference is reduced significantly compared to
other waveforms.

The main contributions of this work are the following:
‚ A mathematical framework for quantifying the effect of

fractional time shifts on the energy spread for arbitrary
waveforms. In this work we focus mainly on fractional
time shift but the framework is applicable to fractional
shifts in frequency as well.

‚ Upper bounds on inter-symbol interference for arbitrary
signaling waveform.

‚ A signaling waveform obtained by applying precoding to
OFDM based on DPSS sequences and theoretical justi-
fication for its immunity to ISI resulting from fractional
delay leakage.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We adhere to a matrix framework for representing the
discrete time input-output relations of operations at the trans-
mitter and receiver, as well as channel effects. Without loss of
generality, at the transmitter a vector of information symbols
i P CIˆ1 modulates OFDM sub-carriers represented by
columns of the DFT matrix F P CNˆN , to generate samples
in the time domain represented by vector x P CN where
x “ Fi. After undergoing the channel effects represented by
time-varying impulse response matrix H P CNˆN [22], the
signal vector y arrives at the receiver:

y “ Hx ` n (1)

where n P CN is an awgn noise vector. A matched filtering
operation (FFT for ODFM) is applied by correlating with the
transmit waveform basis set:

z “ FHHFi ` FHn (2)

Equation (2) corresponds to the DFT modulation, channel ef-
fect, and receiver IDFT operations for a single OFDM symbol
transmission. We introduce in (3) the orthogonal precoding and
un-precoding operations prior to the IFFT at the transmitter
and post the IDFT at the receiver, respectively, by the matrix
operation S and SH where S P CNˆM is an orthogonal matrix
such that N ď M .

z “ OHHOi ` SOHn (3)

where O “ FS.
We note that orthogonal precoding is equivalent to a basis

transformation (incomplete basis for M ă N ) from OFDM to
any other waveform basis, O, such as single-carrier or even
orthogonal time-frequency space (OTFS) [23], [24]. In the case
of OTFS, however, the transformation can best be described
as a transformation basis consisting of a sequence of OFDM
symbols to an OTFS frame. The correspondence between a

Fig. 1: Time-varying impulse response (TV-IR) channel matrix
with integer delay taps depicted by diagonal parallelogram. In-
put blocks with no prefix shown on the right and corresponding
output block on the left.

Fig. 2: Time-varying impulse response (TV-IR) channel matrix
with integer delay taps depicted by diagonal parallelogram.
Input blocks with prefix shown on the right and corresponding
output block on the left after prefix is removed.

sequence of L OFDM symbols and OTFS with parameters
pL,Nq is given by (4) [25]

IL b F (OFDM), F b IL (OTFS) (4)

Extending (3) to the case of a stream of L OFDM symbols,

z̄ “ pIL b OqHHpIL b Oq̄i ` pIL b OqH n̄ (5)

where z̄ “ rzT1 , .., zLsT , ī “ riT1 , .., iLsT , n̄ “ rnT
1 , ..,nLsT ,

IL is an identity matrix of size LˆL and b is the Kronecker
product.

The input-output relationship given in (5) is visualized in
Fig.1. The impulse response channel matrix H is strictly
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banded and the region of non-zero values is depicted by the
thin and tall parallelogram having a small side length τmax,
the delay spread of the channel. The input consisting of the
sequence of symbols i1, i2, .. depicted by blue rectangles on
the right is multiplied by the matrix to generate the sequence
of output vectors z1, z2, .., depicted by green rectangles on the
left. The green triangle depicts the part of the channel matrix
that causes ISI from input symbol i1 into output vector z2.

On a symbol by symbol level, (5) can be broken down into
the following:

zl “ OHHl,lOil `
ÿ

l1‰l

OHHl,l1Oil1 ` OHnl,

l, l1 “ 0, .., L ´ 1

(6)

where rHl,l1 sn,n1 “ rHslN`n,l1N`n1 , n, n1 “ 0, .., N ´ 1.
The second sum in (6) represents the inter-symbol in-

terference. Knowing the length of the delay spread τmax,
prepending the input symbols with a prefix (zero prefix or
cyclic prefix) of length τmax can eliminate the ISI. In Fig.
2, the channel output corresponding to the black shaded
triangles, denoted by black shaded rectangles, are ignored
at the receiver. This effectively removes the black shaded
triangles from the channel matrix. Now, the square bracketed
sub-matrices Hl,l1 , l ‰ l1 are canceled out. To incorporate the
effect of adding a prefix to the input symbols, and removing
the output corresponding to the prefix at the channel output,
(5) is modified as follows:

z̄ “ pIL b OrqHHpIL b Otq̄i ` pIL b OrqH n̄ (7)

where Or “ rGT
z ,O

T sT , Ot “ rGT
c ,O

T sT or Ot “

rGT
z ,O

T sT , Gz “ 0τmaxˆN and Gc “ OrN ´ τmax ` 1 :
N, :s (rows in the range N ´ τmax ` 1 : N ), and the symbol
by symbol level relationship becomes

zl “ OH
r Hl,lOtil ` OH

r nl,

l1 “ 0, .., L ´ 1
(8)

where the term
ř

l1‰l O
H
r Hl,l1Otil1 is not included due the

effect of the prefix, which causes it to be zero.
However, zero ISI due to the prefix rests on the assumption

that the impulse response matrix H is strictly banded. This
requires the channel delay taps τi P r0, τmaxs to be integer
multiples of the sampling period of the input signal, i.e., Wτi P

Z, where W is the signal bandwidth in units of Hz, and τi is
the delay of the i-th tap in seconds. In practice, this is rarely
the case and the normalized delay of the taps is fractional.
Thus, a channel with P delay taps at non-integer delays, and
amplitudes gp P C, when acting on a strictly band-limited
signal is equivalent to an infinite number of integer delay taps
as follows [26]:

hrns “

P´1
ÿ

p“0

gpsincpn ´ Wτpq, n P Z (9)

where W is the band-width of the signal. As a result, the
channel matrix H will no longer be a strictly banded matrix,
but a full matrix with non-zero elements on N ´ 1 super and
N ´ 1 sub-diagonals. As a result, there will be residual ISI
in spite of the usage of a prefix. The level of the residual ISI

will depend on the time extent of the impulse response of the
filter used to limit the bandwidth of the input signal, i.e., the
more confined the bandwidth, the higher the ISI level.

III. IMPACT OF PRECODING ON ISI

In the previous section it was demonstrated that a symbol
prefix does not guarantee the elimination of ISI in the presence
of fractional delay taps. Knowing that fractional delay tap
leakage is a manifestation of the poor time-frequency confine-
ment of the signaling waveform, in this section we analyze
the impact of waveform transformation by different types of
precoding on leakage due to fractional delay.

For a channel comprised of P discrete specular paths, the
effect of each path can decomposed into two factors [27], [28],
a modulation factor (Doppler shift) and a convolution factor
(time shift). The first factor is a diagonal matrix denoted by
Dpνpq, and the second factor is a Toeplitz matrix denoted by
Tpτpq

H “

P´1
ÿ

p“0

gpDpνpqTpτpq (10)

where rDpνpqsl,k “ ej2πlνpδrl ´ ks; l, k “ 0, .., N ´ 1;
νp is the normalized Doppler frequency of the p-th path,
rTpτpqsl,k “

sinπpl´k´τpq

πpl´k´τpq
, l, k “ 0, .., N ´ 1 is the delay

effect for normalized delay τp for the p-th path, and gp is the
path gain.

Substituting in (6),

zl “

P´1
ÿ

p“0

gpO
HHl,lOil `

ÿ

l1‰l

βl,l1 il1 ` OHnl,

l “ 0, .., L ´ 1

(11)

where βl,l1 is the ISI transfer function from input block l1 to
output block l

βl,l1 “

P´1
ÿ

p“0

gpO
HHl,l1O

“

P´1
ÿ

p“0

gpO
HDlpνpqTl´l1 pτpqO

(12)

where rDlpνpqsn,n “ rDpνpqslN`n,lN`n, n “ 0, .., N ´ 1,
rTlpνpqsn,n1 “ rTpνpqslN`n,n1 , n, n1 “ 0, .., N ´ 1.

Splitting the channel into delay and Doppler factors, we
can see that the extent of ISI depends mainly on the delay
factor Tl´l1 pτpq. Thus, in what follows we focus our analysis
on purely delay dispersive channels, i.e., νp “ 0, or quasi
static scenarios where channel variation over one symbol is
negligible. In this case, βl,l1 simplifies to

βl,l1 “

P´1
ÿ

p“0

gpO
HTl´l1 pτpqO (13)

We analyze the ISI matrix βl,l1 element-wise by substituting
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with the definition of Tl´l1 pτpq:

rβl,l1 sr,s

“

P´1
ÿ

p“0

N´1
ÿ

n,m“0

gpo
˚
r rnsosrmssincpn ´ m ´ pl1 ´ lqN ´ τpq

“

P´1
ÿ

p“0

N´1
ÿ

q“´N`1

gpCrsrqssinc
`

q ´ pτp ` pl1 ´ lqNq
˘

(14)

where C P CMˆMˆp2N´1q is the cross-correlation
tensor whose r, s entry is the sequence Crsrqs “
řminppN´1q{2`q,pN´1q{2q

n“maxp´pN´1q{2`q,´pN´1q{2q
o˚
r rnsosrn ´ qs, where or is

the r-th column of O, and sincpxq “ sinπx
πx .

We note that the inner sum in the second line of (14) is the
r´ s-th cross-correlation sequence, Crs, shifted by τp ` pl1 ´

lqN . Crsrqs is an index limited sequence which when shifted
by a fractional value τp results in a sequence that is infinite
in extent. This elongation effect is the underlying cause of
ISI that extends past the cyclic/zero prefix. To the best of our
knowledge, no works exist to simplify the last line in (14)
to an analytical closed form expression for fractional shifts
τp. Finding such an analytical expression would enable us to
quantify the ISI energy which can provide us some measure
of the expected degradation in SER performance.

In what follows we pursue analytical expressions for upper
bounding ISI energy for arbitrary waveforms. We set up the
mathematical framework that will lead to our final result in
the following section.

A. Leakage due to fractional delay taps

The inner sum in (14) is essentially a composition of a
bandlimit then time shift operation. We define the operator
notation tBτ

W rurns in (16), which represents the operation on
a sequence rrns that outputs a sequence limited in frequency to
half-bandwidth W (normalized), scaled by 1{W , then shifted
by τ P R. We rewrite (14) after substituting with tBτ

W rurns

rβl,l1 sr,s “

P´1
ÿ

p“0

gp
␣

Bτp
0.5Crs

(

rpl1 ´ lqN s (15)

where

tBτ
WCrsu fi

N´1
ÿ

q“´N`1

Crsrqssinc pWq ´ τq (16)

Without loss of generality, the average ISI energy affecting
a given symbol can be found by averaging the ISI component,
second term in (11), at l “ 0:

EISI
“ E

$

&

%

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

l1‰0

β0,l1 il1

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2
,

.

-

“
ÿ

l1,l‰0,

E
!

iHl1 βH
0,l1β0,lil

)

“
ÿ

l1‰0

Tr
´

E
´

βH
0,l1β0,l1

¯¯

(17)

where E
`

ili
H
l1

˘

“ IMδpl ´ l1q. Substituting into (17) using
(15)

EISI

“
ÿ

l1‰0

Tr
´

E
´

βH
0,l1β0,l1

¯¯

“

P´1
ÿ

p,q“0

ÿ

l1‰0

ÿ

r,s

E
´

gpg
˚
q

␣

Bτp
0.5Crs

(

rl1N s
␣

Bτq
0.5Crs

(˚
rl1N s

¯

“

P´1
ÿ

p“0

σ2
p

ÿ

r,s

ÿ

l1‰0

ˇ

ˇ

␣

Bτp
0.5Crs

(

rl1N s
ˇ

ˇ

2

“

P´1
ÿ

p“0

σ2
pEISI

pτpq

(18)

where Epgpgqq “ σ2
pδpp ´ qq, and EISI

pτpq is the per-path
ISI energy of the p-th path. We note that in the presence of a
zero guard prefix of length g ą τp, EISI

pτpq “ 0 for τp P Z.
The waveform dependence of per-path ISI energy is given

by the term
ř

l1‰0

ˇ

ˇ

␣

Bτp
0.5Crs

(

rl1N s
ˇ

ˇ

2
in the fourth line of

(18).
We provide a definition followed by an upper bound which

we refer to as the band-limited correlation tail energy bound
EBCT .

Definition 1 (Tail Energy of a Sequence). Ēl for l P Z`:

Ēlprq fi

´l´1
ÿ

n“´8

|r2rns| `

8
ÿ

n“l`1

|r2rns| (19)

ÿ

l1‰0

ˇ

ˇ

␣

Bτp
0.5Crs

(

rl1N s
ˇ

ˇ

2
ď ĒpN´1qpBτp

0.5Crsq

ď ĒN´1´tτpupB
∆τp
0.5 Crsq

ď ĒN´1´tτpupB0.5
0.5Crsq

ď EBCT pr, sq

(20)

where ∆τp “ τp ´ tτpu, and

EBCT pr, sq fi ĒN´1pB0.5
0.5Crsq (21)

The transition from the second to third line in (20) is based on
our conjecture that a half sample shift results in the highest tail
energy compared to all other fractional sample shifts τp ă 0.5.

We note that EBCT pr, sq depends only on the precoding
and has no dependence on channel parameters. It is used in
the following section, as a metric to compare between different
precoding options. However, we note that the numerical eval-
uation of EBCT pr, sq involves a sum with infinite limits. The
following tight bound, which can be found in [21] involves a
finite number of computations and can be used as a proxy.

EBCT ď 4
4N
ÿ

l“0

|cr,spl;Nq|
2
λlp1 ´ λlq (22)

where cr,spl;Nq “
ř2N

n“´2Ng
Crsrnss

p0.25,4N`1q

l r2ns, where

s
p0.25,4N`1q

l is the l-th member sequence from the DPSS set
with parameters 0.25, 4N ` 1, and λl is its corresponding
eigenvalue.
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Fig. 3: Precoding and the resulting effective waveform basis.

B. Impact of Precoding on Leakage Energy: Waveform Basis
Subset Selection

In what follows, we evaluate the impact of precoder choice
on the per-path ISI using the obtained bound (21). Each pre-
coder results in a waveform basis and a corresponding cross-
correlation tensor. Three precoding choices are considered: No
precoding (OFDM waveform), DFT precoding (SC-FDMA),
and DPSS precoding that results in a waveform consisting of
discrete prolate spheroidal sequences as its basis components.
Fig. 3 illustrates the precoding operation at the transmitter,
represented by matrix S P CNˆM and the resulting effective
waveform.

1) No precoding-OFDM : The precoding matrix used
is S “ r0T

pN´Mq{2, I
T
M ,0T

pN´Mq{2sT and the effective
waveform basis is O “ ro0, ..,oM´1s, where omrns “

1?
N
e

j2πpm´
N`1

2
qn

N ; m “ 0, ..,M ´ 1; n “ ´pN ´

1q{2, .., pN ´ 1q{2. For M ă N , the effective waveform basis
consists of all subcarriers except for the edge subcarriers which
are turned off. Nulling edge subcarriers is a common practice
to reduce out-of-band emissions (OOB) [29].

We start by finding the elements of the Cross-correlation
tensor denoted by CF

r,srqs. Knowing that CF
r,srqs “ C˚F

s,r r´qs,
we focus only on the cases q ě 0 @r, s

CF
r,srqs “

1

N

pN´1q{2
ÿ

n“p´pN´1q{2

e´j 2πrn
N ej

2πspn´pq

N for p ě 0

“
1

N
e´j

2πpr`sqp{2
N

pN´1´pq{2
ÿ

n“´pN´1´pq{2

e´j
2πpr´sqn

N

“
1

N
e´j

2πpr`sqp{2
N

sinp
N´p
N`1πpr ´ sqq

sinp
πpr´sq

N q

(23)

For N “ 9, we numerically compute EF
BCT pr, sq by

substituting using (23) in (21) and plot the computed values
across s on the x-axis in the r´th sub-figure of Fig. 4. using
the blue curve. In all sub-figures, the two highest values
happen at s “ 0, 8; furthermore, across all sub-figures, the
curves in sub-figures r “ 0, 8 uniformly exceed the curves
in other sub-figures. This can be explained by the fact that
sub-waveforms 0, 8 correspond to the highest two frequencies
˘ 4π

9 , i.e., closest to the edge of the band-limiting filter, and
thus most affected by it.

2) DFT precoding - SC-FDMA: The second type of pre-
coding we refer to as DFT precoding, which is similar to
what is used in SC-FDMA. The precoding matrix is given by

Fig. 4: Plot of EF
BCT pr, sq in blue for the OFDM waveform,

i.e, no precoding. Upper bound in red.

S “ r0T
pN´Mq{2,F

T
M ,0T

pN´Mq{2sT , where FM denotes a DFT
matrix of size M . The m-th column of the effective waveform
basis, O, is given by (24),

omrns “
1

?
ηN

pM´1q{2
ÿ

m1“´pM´1q{2

ej2π
nm1

N e´j2πm1m
M

“
1

?
ηN

pM´1q{2
ÿ

m1“´pM´1q{2

ej2π
pn´ m

η qm1

N

“
?
η
sin

´

M π
N

´

n ´ m
η

¯¯

M sin
´

π
N

´

n ´ m
η

¯¯

(24)
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where η “ M
N controls the percentage of active wave-

forms which are fully confined within the frequency band
r´0.5η, 0.5ηs. Note that for η “ 1, omrns “ δpn ´ mq.

CT
r,srps

“
1

ηN2
ˆ

L´1
2
ÿ

l1,k1“´
L´1
2

ej
2πrl1

L
sinp

N´p
N πpl1 ´ k1qq

sinp
πpl1´k1q

N q
e´j

πpl1`k1qp
N ej

´2πk1ps`pηq

L

(25)

See Appendix II.
ET
BCT pr, sq is plotted across s on the x-axis in the r´th

sub-figure of Fig. 5. using the blue curve and the upper bound
is plotted in red. Curves in sub-figures r “ 0, 8 uniformly
exceed the curves in the other sub-figures with the highest
two points in each sub-figure being at s “ 0, 8. Time domain
sub-waveforms are versions of a proto-type pulse shape that
are shifted in time, s “ 0 being left-most and s “ 8 being
right-most in time. The points r, s “ 0, 8 are cross-correlations
involving sequences at the edges of the time index set ´pN ´

1q{2, .., pN ´ 1q{2.

3) DPSS precoding - DPSS Waveform Basis: Discrete pro-
late spheroidal sequences are solutions of eigenvalue equation
(26) [30]:

λlp
T
l rns “

N{2
ÿ

m“´N{2

pS
l rms

sin 2πW pn ´ mq

πpn ´ mq
(26)

The precoding matrix used is comprised of the DFT of DPSSs,
i.e., S “ FHP. Such DFTs are commonly known in the liter-
ature as discrete prolate spheroidal wave functions (DPSWFs)
[30], [31]. The chosen set of DPSSs P “ rp0, ..,pM´1s where
pm are solutions of (26) for W “ 0.5´,where 0.5´ denotes
a value infinitesimally close to 0.5 from below. Thus, the
effective waveform basis consists of discrete prolate spheroidal
sequences, i.e., O “ FS “ P.

DPSSs are known to be bandlimited sequences with optimal
time concentration. In our recent work it has been proven
that the DPSS time-concentration property transfers to a
correlation-concentration [32]. Nevertheless, those correlation
concentration results did not involve fractional shifts, unlike
those being used in this work.

Unlike in the time and frequency domain cases, no simple
analytical expressions exist for DPSSs; most treatments in the
literature involve bounds on the behavior of the sequences
[31]. We follow the same procedure by first numerically
finding EP

BCT pr, sq and plotting the values in Fig. 6. The trend
shows that cross-correlations involving lower order DPSSs
lead to lower tail energy values, and the opposite for high order
DPSSs. For the majority of sequence pairs, the tail energy in
the prolate domain reaches significantly smaller values than in
time domain and frequency domain signaling.

C. ISI Energy vs. Resource Utilization
Based on the results from the previous section, the com-

ponents of a given basis that leak the most for a half sample

Fig. 5: Plot of ET
BCT pr, sq in blue for the SC-FDM waveform,

i.e, DFT precoding. Upper bound in red.

shift were identified. For both no precoding and DFT pre-
coding, the high frequency subcarriers contribute the most to
fractional leakage. For DPSS precoding, the high order DPSS
components contribute the most to fractional leakage. Thus,
in the tradeoff between resource utilization and ISI, we know
for each basis how to minimize the leakage with the minimum
sacrifice in resources.

An upper bound on the total ISI energy for a given channel
can be obtained from the following lemma.

Lemma 1. (ISI Energy Upper Bound) The ISI energy due to a
channel path with delays pτ0, .., τP´1q P R, and corresponding
path gains pg0, .., gP´1q and a signaling basis with cross-
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Fig. 6: Plot of EP
BCT pr, sq in blue for the DPSS waveform.

Upper bound in red.

correlation tensor C is given by

EISI ď 4
ÿ

r,s

P´1
ÿ

p“0

4Np
ÿ

l“0

|cr,spl;Npq|
2
λlp1 ´ λlq (27)

where cr,splq “
ř2Ng

n“´2Ng
Crsrnss

p0.25,4Np`1q

l r2ns,

s
p0.25,4Np`1q

l is l-th member sequence from the DPSS
set with parameters 0.25, 4Np ` 1, λl is its corresponding
eigenvalue, and Np “ N ` g ´ tτ u.

Proof. See Appendix I.
For unit symbol energy, the reciprocal of the above upper

bound provides a lower bound on the signal-to-intersymbol

Fig. 7: Signal-to-inter-symbol interference versus resource
utilization percentage for the mild channel. Frequency domain
(FD), time domain (TD) and prolate domain (PS) signaling de-
picted by green, blue and red curves respectively. (a) Channel
with fractional taps, (b) Channel with integer taps.

interference ratio (S2I).

As an evaluation, we consider a generic delay-dispersive
channel with delay spread spanning r0, τmax “ 16s samples,
and following an exponential delay profile. We consider two
channels, of varying severity, as controlled by the rate of decay
of the exponential delay profile: our mild channel has tap gains
decaying according to e´0.5τn (with uniformly random phase),
and our severe channel has tap gains decaying according to
e´0.05τn where τn “ 0, 0.1, 0.2, .., 15. We also consider a case
where all channel taps have integer delay, i.e. τn “ 0, 1, .., 15.

Figure 7 shows the variation of the signal-to-inter-symbol
interference (S2I) (dB) with resource utilization η “ M{N
for the mild channel case.

In Fig. 7, at η “ 1 all three signaling domains have the
same S2I 28.7 dB which can be explained by the fact that
the three waveforms are complete orthonormal bases and thus
are equivalent when η “ 1.

For η ă 1, S2I rises rapidly for the PS domain waveform
at a rate of 12 dB per 0.02 reduction in η with an S2I
reaching up to 110 dB. On the other hand, DFT precoding
(TD) and no precoding (FD) S2I rise at a much slower rate,
with an S2I reaching up to 30 dB for TD, and 31 dB for FD
at η “ 0.9. Lower bounds for S2I based on the ISI upper
bound given in (27) are shown by black markers on top of
dashed lines with the same color as the bounded S2I for a
given domain. In general the bound is not very tight, however,
it closely follows the general trend of the true S2I shown in
solid lines. We note that ISI is effectively the sum of squares
of the samples of a subsampled version of the band-limited
correlation tail sequence. This explains why the ISI upper
bound is not expected to be very tight and as a consequence
the S2I lower bound will also not be very tight.
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Fig. 8: Signal-to-inter-symbol interference versus resource
utilization percentage for the severe channel. Frequency
domain (FD), time domain (TD) and prolate domain (PD)
signaling depicted by green, blue and red curves respectively.
(a) Channel with fractional taps, (b) Channel with integer taps.

Fig. 9: Multi-user transmission consisting of three subframes.

IV. RESULTS

We numerically evaluate performance in terms of SER
vs. SNR across three types of precoding over OFDM: No
precoding, DFT precoding (SC-FDMA), and DPSS precoding.
The simulation results are obtained by averaging over 1000
realizations with parameters chosen according to Table I. The
chosen simulation parameters are representative of a 5G NR
LTE-M for M2M scenarios in outdoor environments.

Transmission Parameters
Sampling rate 1.92 MHz

Sub-carrier spacing 15 kHz
FFT size 128
CP length r1.92MHz ˆ τmaxs

Modulation QPSK
Time duration 3 sub-frames (42 symbols)

User power difference pP∆q 0dB, 10dB
Precoding None, DFT (SC-FDMA), DPSS

Resource utilization (η) 1, 0.98, 0.95
Channel Parameters

Channel model CDL-C
Delay spread 200 ns, 1000 ns

TABLE I: Simulation Parameters

The time duration of the simulation is 3 sub-frames, each
subframe consisting of 14 symbols as per the 5G standard,
and each symbol comprised of 128 samples. The first and third
subframes corresponding to high-power users denoted uh, and

the second subframe ul corresponds to a low power user as
visualized in Fig. 9.

The following figures show the SER vs. SNR performance
of user ul as depicted in Fig. 9 which is assigned subframe
2. Subframes 1 and 3 are assigned to other users, operating
at a power P∆ higher than ul. The three precoding schemes
described in section III are considered. No precoding is shown
by the green curves, DFT precoding by the blue curves and
DPSS precoding by the red curves. The resource utilization
η “ tMN u is varied for each type of precoding across three
values r0.95, 0.98, 1s which are depicted by circle markers,
square markers, and inverted triangle markers, respectively.

Figures 10 and 11 correspond to a channel with mild delay
spread, 200 ns.

For the case of P∆ “ 0 dB in Fig. 10, we can see that
for SNRs up to 15 dB there is no significant difference in
performance between all three precoders and for all η values.
For η “ 1, full utilization, as SNR is increased beyond 15
dB, SER starts saturating for all three precoders settling at
an error floor of 2 ˆ 10´4 for DFT precoding, 6 ˆ 10´4 for
DPSS precoding, and no precoding. As η is lowered, SER
performance for no precoding becomes worse compared to
the case of η “ 1 at low SNRs, and saturating at high SNRs
to a higher error floor of 10´3. For DFT precoding, lower
η does not cause a significant change in performance. For
DPSS, for η ď 0.98, up to 25 dB DPSS precoding performance
remains similar to DFT precoding. After 25 dB, DPSS SER
drops rapidly and saturates at 10´5 at 35 dB for η “ 0.98,
while for η “ 0.95 there is no saturation.

Fig. 10: SER v.s. SNR in channel with mild delay spread, 200
ns for three types of precoding: No precoding in green, SC-
FDM precoding in blue and DPSS precoding in red. Adjacent
time user operating at same power level.

When the power of user uh is raised by P∆ “ 10 dB, we
can see in Fig. 11 the same general trends. However, now DFT
precoding SER saturates at 10´3, while for DPSS precoding
the SER saturation level at η “ 0.98 rises to 2 ˆ 10´5, while
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there is no saturation for η “ 0.95.

Fig. 11: SER v.s. SNR in channel with mild delay spread, 200
ns for three types of precoding: No precoding in green, SC-
FDM precoding in blue and DPSS precoding in red. Adjacent
time user operating at 10 dB power level.

The error floors experienced are due to the ISI from a user
adjacent in time. However, DPSS precoding has a significantly
lower error floor compared to no precoding and DFT pre-
coding. This advantage of DPSS becomes more prominent in
scenarios where adjacent users in time are operating at high
power levels.

Figures 12 and 13 correspond to a channel with severe
delay spread, 1000 ns. For P∆ “ 0 dB, we can see that the

Fig. 12: SER v.s. SNR in channel with severe delay spread,
1000 ns for three types of precoding: No precoding in green,
SC-FDM precoding in blue and DPSS precoding in red.
Adjacent time user operating at same power level.

performance with no precoding is the worst. DFT precoding
saturates at SER 10´3 at SNR 20 dB. While DPSS precoding
performs worse than DFT precoding for η “ 1, as η is
lowered the error floor is removed and SER steadily reduced
by approximately an order of magnitude every 7 dB. As the
power level of the other user is increased by 10 dB, the DFT
precoding error floor rises to 3 ˆ 10´3 while performance of
DPSS precoding remains essentially the same as it was in the
P∆ “ 0 case.

Fig. 13: SER v.s. SNR in channel with severe delay spread,
1000 ns for three types of precoding: No precoding in green,
SC-FDM precoding in blue and DPSS precoding in red.
Adjacent time user operating at 10 dB power level.

V. CONCLUSION

OFDM remains the waveform of choice for 5G and beyond
5G systems. Different numerologies have been introduced in
5G NR as an enhancement to OFDM to accommodate different
use cases. Service cases such as MTC involve the operation of
a large number of heterogeneous users operating at different
power levels and channel conditions. Due to the poor spectral
confinement of OFDM, resource allocations for MTC will
require large unutilized guard regions in frequency to prevent
inter-carrier interference (ICI). Alternatively, sharply confined
frequency allocation using sharp filters can be used. However,
such filters will lead to high ISI in time due to the longer
impulse responses of the filters. Iin this work, we provide
analytical expressions for quantifying the ISI when a sharp low
pass filter is used, i.e., sinc pulse shaping to avoid wasteful
frequency guard bands. The ISI is shown to be impacted by
the choice of the orthogonal precoder used on top of OFDM,
which effectively transforms the OFDM waveform basis to
a different basis. We provide an upper bound on the ISI for
arbitrary orthogonal precoder choices. Finally, we demonstrate
that a precoder resulting in a waveform with DPSS basis can
minimize ISI for a minimum sacrifice in resources. The inter-
ference addressed in this work can be extended to other forms
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of interference such as intra-symbol interference and inter-
waveform interference, for example inter-carrier interference
(ICI). We plan to address such aspects in our future works.

A. Appendix I

Starting from the definition of EISIpτpq in (18),

EISI
pτpq “

ÿ

r,s

ÿ

l1‰0

ˇ

ˇ

␣

Bτp
0.5Crs

(

rl1N s
ˇ

ˇ

2

“
ÿ

r,s

ÿ

l1‰0

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

!

B∆τp
0.5 Crs

)

rl1N ` tτpus

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď
ÿ

r,s

ÿ

l1Rr´pN´1q,pN´1qs

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

!

B∆τp
0.5 Crs

)

rl ` tτpus

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

“
ÿ

r,s

ÿ

l1Rr´pN´1q´tτpu,pN´1q´tτpus

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

!

B∆τp
0.5 Crs

)

rls
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

ď
ÿ

r,s

ÿ

l1Rr´pN´1q`tτpu,pN´1q´tτpus

ˇ

ˇ

␣

B0.5
0.5Crs

(

rls
ˇ

ˇ

2

“ 4
ÿ

r,s

4Np
ÿ

l“0

|cr,spl;Npq|
2
λlp1 ´ λlq

(28)

where Np “ N ´ 1 ´ tτpu.
The inequality in the sixth line is based on our conjecture

that a half sample shift results in the highest tail energy
compared to all other fractional sample shifts τp ă 0.5.
Finally, the last line is due to (19) from Theorem 1 in [21].

B. Appendix II

Let z “ ej2π

cTr,srps

“
1

ηN2

pN´1q{2
ÿ

n“p´pN´1q{2

o˚
r rnsosrn ´ ps

“
1

ηN2

N´1
2
ÿ

n“p´
N´1

2

M´1
2
ÿ

l1“´
M´1

2

z´ nl1

N z
l1r
M

M´1
2
ÿ

k1“´
M´1

2

z
pn´pqk1

N z´ k1s
M

“
1

ηN2

M´1
2
ÿ

l1,k1“´
M´1

2

z
l1r
M z´ k1s

M

N´1
2
ÿ

n“p´
N´1

2

z´ nl1

N zj
pn´pqk1

N

“
1

ηN2
ˆ

M´1
2
ÿ

l1,k1“´
M´1

2

z
l1r
M z´ k1s

M z´
pl1`k1qp

N

N´1´p
2
ÿ

n“´
N´1´p

2

z´
pl1´k1qn

N

“
1

ηN2

M´1
2
ÿ

l1,k1“´
M´1

2

z
rl1´k1ps`pηq´ηpl1`k1qp

M
sinp

N´p
N πpl1 ´ k1qq

sinp
πpl1´k1q

N q

(29)
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