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Abstract—Rate-Splitting Multiple Access (RSMA) is a power-
ful and versatile physical layer multiple access technique that
generalizes and has better interference management capabilities
than 5G-based Space Division Multiple Access (SDMA). It is
also a rapidly maturing technology, all of which makes it a
natural successor to SDMA in 6G. In this article, we describe
RSMA’s suitability for 6G by presenting: i) link and system
level simulations of RSMA’s performance gains over SDMA in
realistic environments, and (ii) pioneering experimental results
that demonstrate RSMA’s gains over SDMA for key use cases
like enhanced Mobile Broadband (eMBb), and Integrated Sensing
and Communications (ISAC). We also comment on the status of
standardization activities for RSMA.

Index Terms—Rate-Splitting Multiple Access, RSMA for 6G,
RSMA prototyping, RSMA for eMBb, RSMA for ISAC, RSMA
in 3GPP

I. INTRODUCTION

As with previous evolutions, 6G will seek to realize en-
hancements over 5G in terms of scale (number of simultaneous
users), performance (quality of service (QoS)) and versatil-
ity (support for new use cases, such as integrated sensing
and communications (ISAC)). The interference management
capabilities of the underlying physical layer multiple access
technique are central to realizing these targets. The technique
used in multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) based 5G is
Space Division Multiple Access (SDMA), enabled by linear
precoding.

Rate-Splitting Multiple Access (RSMA) is a powerful and
versatile MIMO-based physical layer multiple access tech-
nique that is well-suited to meet the ambitious targets of
6G: powerful because its interference management capabilities
are superior to SDMA and Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access
(NOMA, an alternative to SDMA first considered for the
uplink in 5G); and versatile because it can provide better
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QoS for several use cases, including many emerging ones
[L]. Importantly, RSMA generalizes both SDMA and NOMA,
i.e., under favourable channel conditions for SDMA/NOMA,
RSMA automatically reduces to these schemes, but achieves
strictly better performance than both SDMA and NOMA for
(the vast majority of) channel conditions where neither scheme
is the most effective. These attractive features make RSMA a
natural successor to SDMA in 6G.

While the above benefits of RSMA have been well-
documented in theory [1]], [2], the path to standardization in-
volves demonstrating RSMA’s gains in realistic deployments,
which is the focus of this article. We begin in Section [II| by
providing an overview of RSMA, shedding light on its pow-
erful interference management strategy. Then, in Section
we consider RSMA’s suitability for 6G as follows:

¢ In Section we present link level simulations, where
the Physical Downlink Shared Channel (PDSCH) in the
5G New Radio (NR) standards is adapted to implement
RSMA. For the enhanced Mobile Broadband (eMBD) use
case in particular, we observe that RSMA can yield a 3dB
SNR gain in the block error rate (BLER) over SDMA.

o Next, in Section [[II-B| we present system level simula-
tions of RSMA’s eMBb performance in indoor hotspot
and urban microcell environments. We show that in such
realistic environments, RSMA achieves greater fairness
at higher sum rates than SDMA.

« Finally, in Section we present experimental results
— obtained from software-defined radio based prototypes
— for key use cases like eMBb and ISAC. For eMBbD in
particular, RSMA achieves greater fairness at higher sum
rates than both SDMA and NOMA.

We then conclude this article with a few comments on the
status of RSMA standardization activities.

II. RSMA OVERVIEW

To illustrate RSMA in operation, consider the downlink
in Fig. where a Np-antenna base station (BS) commu-
nicates with K users, intending to convey message IW; to
user i € {1,---, K'}. At the BS, each W is split into two parts
— W, (known as the common portion) and W,, ; (known as
the private portion). The common portions — W, 1,--- , W¢ g
— are aggregated to form a common message W., which
is then encoded and modulated (through suitable choice of
modulation and coding scheme (MCS) level) to form a data
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Fig. 1: Illustration of downlink RSMA. The i-th user’s message W; = [W,;, W,, ;] and the sizes of W, ; and W, ; can vary

across 1, in general. Since s. needs to be decoded by all users,

its precoder must have sufficient gain over all K user channels.

In constrast, since s; needs to be decoded by only user i, its precoder must have high gain over user ¢’s channel to maximize
the desired signal’s strength, and low gain over all other user channels to minimize the interference.

stream, s, known as the common stream. Similarly, each W, ;
is individually encoded and modulated to form a data stream,
si, known as the i-th private stream. The K + 1 data streams
are then individually precoded (through appropriate choices
from a precoding codebook, for instance), and transmitted over
the air.

Remark 1. The key feature of RSMA is the transmission of
K +1 precoded data streams to convey K messages to K users
simultaneousl In contrast, SDMA and NOMA both use K
precoded streams for this purpose. The extra precoded stream
is more effective at adapting to channel conditions to suppress
interference, which in turn improves spectral efficiency and
fairness. The extra precoded stream also yields performance
gains for new applications, such as ISAC.

At user 7, the received signal is a mixture of the K + 1
streams, with different strengths determined by the BS —
user ¢ channel and the choice of precoders. To retrieve the de-
sired message W;, user ¢ needs to decode two streams, namely
sc and s;, as W; is split between them. The two streams
can either be decoded jointly (known as joint decoding) or
successively, where s. is decoded first followed by s; (this
is known as successive interference cancellation (SIC)). The
latter approach increases the receiver complexity and comes
with the risk of error propagation when s. is incorrectly
decoded. To address this frequently encountered criticism
of RSMA, [3]] investigated several low-complexity non-SIC
receiver architectures that avoid canceling the common stream
before decoding private streams. We discuss their performance
in Section

To understand the effectiveness of RSMA, one can broadly
conceive two distinct strategies to managing interference at the
users:

IStrictly speaking, this refers to one-layer RSMA. For a complete descrip-
tion of all RSMA variants, see [1].

a) Fully Decoding Interference, wherein a user decodes not
just its desired message, but the messages of all other
users with weaker channels than itself. This is the strategy
adopted by NOMA, which is most effective when the
mutual interference between all pairs of links is high
(specifically, much higher than the noise levels).
Treating Interference as Noise, wherein each user decodes
only its desired message by assuming the interference
to have the same statistical characteristics as noise. This
strategy is most effective when the mutual interference
between all pairs of links is low (specifically, much
lower than the noise levels). This is also the strategy
adopted by SDMA, under the assumption that the choice
of precoders sufficiently suppresses the signal leakage
(i.e., interference) towards undesired users.

b)

Intuitively, for most sets of K channels that do not fall under
either extreme of high/low mutual interference between all
pairs of links, the most effective interference management ap-
proach should be one that combines the above two strategies.
RSMA achieves precisely this, whereby the interference is
partially decoded, and partially treated as noise depending on
channel conditions. Specifically, while decoding s. and s; at
user ¢ (regardless of whether joint decoding or SIC is used),
some of the interference caused by W, (j # ¢) is decoded
— namely the common portion W, ; — while the rest of the
interference from W), ; (captured by s;) is treated as noise.

Remark 2. When W; = W), ; for all i (i.e., there is no common
message W), RSMA reduces to SDMA. For the two-user case,
suppose user 1 has a stronger channel than user 2. Then, for
Wi = Wy and Wy = W, (i.e.,, no common portion for
the strong user and no private portion for the weak user),
RSMA reduces to NOMA. Thus, SDMA and NOMA are special
cases of RSMA corresponding to specific choices of message
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From Remark it follows that the performance gains
of RSMA over SDMA/NOMA are the highest when the
(i) splitting choice (i.e., how much of W, to allocate to
common and private portions, W, ; and W), ;, respectively),
(ii) precoders and (iii) MCS levels for the K + 1 streams are
adapted to channel conditions. This can be realized through
optimization (e.g., precoder design to maximize the sum rate)
or link adaptation or a combination of both.

III. RSMA IN REALISTIC DEPLOYMENTS
A. Link level Simulations

The canonical eMBb use case is downlink multi-user
unicast communications, where each user desires a unique
message (as in Fig. [T). Fig. [2] presents link level simulations
results for this use case involving two users (K = 2) to get an
insight into RSMA’s gain over SDMA in realistic scenarios [4].
In these simulations, 5G NR’s physical layer procedures for
PDSCH such as waveform, frame structure, coding/decoding,
uplink/downlink channel estimation, etc. were followed. Real-
istic channel modeling was obtained through ray tracing based
on an approximate 3D geometry of the real-world environ-
ment. The different RSMA schemes in Fig. [2| correspond to
different receiver architecture choices — we consider SIC as
well as all the non-SIC architectures in [3]. The various SDMA
schemes in Fig. ] correspond to different precoder choices
(see [4]] for more details). We see that RSMA can achieve an
SNR gain of around 3dB over SDMA. Importantly, the RSMA
performance is largely the same for all receiver architectures.
Thus, the low-complexity non-SIC receivers preserve most of
RSMA’s gains, while avoiding the error propagation in SIC.
Hence, these alternative receiver architectures are promising
candidates for implementation [4]].

It is well established in the literature (e.g. in [3l, [S], [6])
that the gain from RSMA depends on the channel correlation
among users. Since an important contributing factor to channel
correlation is the distance between co-scheduled users, [4] also
evaluated the performance of RSMA and SDMA for different
inter-user separation distances. For users less than 20m apart,
RSMA provides significant gain (in Fig. 2] the users are 20m
apart), but the gain is less noteworthy for distances greater
than 40m.

B. System level Simulations

Complementing the link level simulations, we simulate
RSMA’s system level performance for downlink unicast com-
munications in two realistic network environments, namely
indoor-office (InH) and urban-microcell (UMi) [7], as im-
plemented in the QuaDRiGa simulator [8]. InH is intended
to model typical offices as well as hotspot environments
like shopping malls, while UMi models typical cities, urban
squares, etc. Our simulation settings follow the full calibration
parameters detailed in 3GPP TR 38.901 [7, Table 7.8-2]. In
particular, we consider:

2For K > 2, NOMA is a special case of generalized-RSMA, a variant of
RSMA described in [[1]. See also footnote 1.

a) configuration 1 for BS antenna with 64 antenna elements
mapped to 4 antenna ports, and one vertically polarized
antenna with isotropic gain pattern for each user;

b) 6GHz carrier frequency, 50 resource blocks (RBs) with
400kHz bandwidth per OFDM subcarrier.

The user densities (i.e., number of users per sq. km) for
InH and UMi have been selected based on 3GPP TS 22.261
[9, Table 7.1-1] to model High Demand Density areas. For
UMi, we assume fully outdoor users to model city square
environments. We investigate the rate gains for RSMA over
SDMA for K randomly selected users (attached to the same
sectors for the InH scenario, and attached to the south facing
sector of the central site in the case of the UMi scenario). All
results are compiled from 50,000 such independent selections.

We consider three different linear precoders — zero-forcing
(ZF), maximal ratio transmission (MRT) and minimum mean-
squared-error (MMSE) — for SDMA and RSMA private
streams. For the RSMA common stream, we consider the
multicast rate maximizing precoder [10] for K = 2, and the
dominant left singular vector of the normalized channel matrix
as the precoder for K = 4. The power allocation to the RSMA
common stream has been optimized using the closed-form
suboptimal technique detailed in [2l], while for both RSMA
and SDMA equal power allocation has been assumed for the
private streams and across the subcarriers. To capture spatial
correlations between the channels of closely located users, we
enable the spatial consistency procedure, which is an optional
feature of [7].

For K = 2, Figs. B and b illustrate how the sum rate gains
of RSMA over SDMA vary with the channel spatial correlation
and the channel signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR)
disparity. The spatial correlation is measured by the parameter
p € [0, 1] defined in [5], where p = 0 signifies fully aligned
(high interference) channels while p = 1 signifies interference-
free orthogonal channels. The SINR disparity (a)), measured
in decibels (dB), is defined as the extent to which the weaker
user’s SINR is lower than the stronger user’s SINR — hence,
it is a non-positive quantity. Each bin (characterized by an
interval for p and «) is associated with a tuple (N, G, Gs),
where N denotes the number of data points falling in the
bin, and G,,(G) denotes the weaker (stronger) user’s average
percentage rate gain (obtained by averaging over the N data
points). The color of a bin represents the average percentage
gain for the sum rate. We observe that:

o the sum rate gains are highest towards the upper left
hand corner, which represents users that have small SINR
disparities (small negative ) and high spatial correlations
(small p). These conditions are typically experienced by
users in close proximity, which can be frequent in the InH
scenario (around 16.5% - i.e., 8264 out of 50000 — of
simulation instances satisfy p < 0.2 and o > —10dB),
due to its line-of-sight dominated propagation patterns
and relatively small dimensions. Large numbers of closely
spaced users are also highly likely in high demand density
environments. For UMi on the other hand, users in close
proximity are less likely (only 2.9% - i.e., 1460 out of
50000 — of simulation instances satisfy p < 0.2 and
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Fig. 2: Link level simulations: Downlink unicast (PDSCH) performance (transport block error rate versus SNR) of RSMA and
SDMA at target spectral efficiencies of 3.4 bits per resource element. The two users are 20m apart [4]].

a > —10dB);

« RSMA provides better fairness than SDMA, as evidenced
by the substantial rate gain for the weaker user (InH: at
least 17% and as high as 165%, UMi: at least 13% and
as high as 724%) for p < 0.5, at the cost of a marginal
reduction in the rate for the stronger user (InH: no more
than 12%, UMi: no more than 8%).

Fig. 3c shows user-rate gains (%) and weakest user-rate
gain (%) of RSMA over SDMA, in the UMi and InH sce-
narios, at the 5th and 50th percentile user spectral efficiencies
(i.e., percentile points of the cumulative distribution functions
(CDFs) of the individual user rates as defined in [[11]]). As seen
in Fig. 3c, RSMA can provide relevant user-rate gains while
providing better user fairness with significant user-rate gains
for the weakest user. In particular, RSMA offers large gains
(>100%) for K = 4 with ZF precoders. This is because with
four users, it is more likely that at least two users have high
channel spatial correlation in UMi and InH scenarios. Hence,
for SDMA, ZF precoders are ineffective at zero-ing out the
interference at all users. However, with RSMA, this issue can
be mitigated by allocating more power to the common stream,
which results in the large gains.

C. Prototypes and Experimental Evaluations

In terms of experimental testbeds, two RSMA prototypes
have been independently built using software-defined radios
by research groups at Imperial College London [5] and VIAVI
[12]. Both prototypes realize the two-antenna BS (N7 = 2) in
Fig. [T} and Table [[] compares their distinctive features. Below,
we briefly summarize the experimental results obtained from
these prototypes that are relevant for two 6G use cases — eMBb
and ISAC.

1) eMBb: For downlink unicast communications to two
users, Fig. [ compares the throughput and fairness per-
formance of RSMA, SDMA and NOMA over nine cases
capturing pairs of channels that vary in terms of their relative
strength and spatial correlation, measured using the Impe-
rial prototype. Consistent with theoretical predictions, RSMA
achieves fairness at a higher sum throughput than both SDMA
and NOMA. Fig. Eb, on the other hand, compares the max-min
rate performance of RSMA in overloaded MIMO scenarios —
where the number of transmit antennas is smaller than the
number of (single-antenna) users (i.e., Ny < K) — with that
of SDMA with user scheduling using the VIAVI prototype. In
the overloaded MIMO scenario involving a two-antenna BS
and four users, SDMA can serve at most two users in each
slot. Hence, scheduling is needed, with users 1 and 2 scheduled
in even numbered slots (Fig. Eb, middle), and users 3 and 4 in
odd numbered slots (Fig. @p, top). However, by allocating two
users’ messages entirely to the common stream (users 2 and
3), RSMA can serve all users in each slot. The bottom panel
of Fig. @b shows how the minimum throughput varies per time
slot. SDMA with user scheduling is used to serve the users up
to time slot 45 (the zig-zag throughput pattern reflects the fact
that each user is served only in alternate slots), after which
RSMA is switched on to serve the same users (the throughput
is flat since all users are served in every slot). Clearly, RSMA
outperforms SDMA.

Alongside unicast communications, a potentially important
variant of eMBD in future networks is multi-group multicast
(MGM), where each message is desired by more than one user,
in general (a group size of one reduces to unicast). Crucially,
MGM is a physical layer multicasting technique, amounting to
precoder design for one-to-many communications, as opposed
to multicasting at higher layers. However, complementary to
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(b) Urban microcell (UMi) environment

% gain in K=2 K=1
(user rate, weakest user rate) | Sth percentile | 50th percentile | 5th percentile | 50th percentile
UMi ZF (29.0, 26.6) (10.1, 23.5) (>100, >100) | (>100, >100)
MRT (23.1, 23.7) (32.5, 46.7) (29.3, 33.9) (15.9, 44.3)
MMSE (19.3, 19.0) (8.5, 21.7) (25.8, 34.0) 9.1, 35.3)
InH ZF (182.1, 181.7) (14.6, 34.6) (>100, >100) | (>100, >100)
MRT (17.6, 17.8) (26.0, 36.0) (10.0, 11.8) (6.7, 18.6)
MMSE (22.6, 20.7) (7.6, 25.6) (12.1, 12.5) (4.1, 15.6)

(c) Percentage gain in (User rate, weakest user rate) for RSMA over SDMA.

Fig. 3: System level simulations: The colormaps in (a) and (b) present the average percentage sum-rate gains for RSMA over
SDMA for K = 2 using MMSE precoders. The 50,000 user pairs are binned based on the intervals for the channel spatial
correlation (p) and channel SINR disparity () between the users. Each bin also displays the tuple (N, G, Gs) where N is
the number of data points falling in the bin, and G, (G) is the weaker (stronger) user’s average percentage rate gain (obtained
by averaging over the N data points). We only consider bins with at least 10 data points; hence, bins where N < 10 are
displayed as (0,0,0). The table in (c) presents the percentage gains in the user rate for RSMA over SDMA at the 5th and
50th percentile.



Feature Imperial prototype VIAVI prototype
Hardware USRP USRP + GPU + Server
Antennas at BS (Np) 2
No. of users (K) 2,4
Bandwidth 20MHz
Waveform OFDM with IEEE 802.11 specifications OFDM with 5G NR specifications

Optimization framework

Precoder design L
(e.g., maximizing sum rate)

Zero-Forcing, Maximum Ratio Transmission,
Singular Value Decomposition

IEEE 802.11 based

Control Signaling Channel estimation:

LTF (Long-term field)

5G NR based

Demodulation Reference Signal (DM-RS):  LTF
MCS levels Largely based on IEEE 802.11 Largely based on 5G NR
Channel coding Polar LDPC
Receiver SIC SIC

TABLE I: Salient features of the RSMA prototypes developed by Imperial College London and VIAVI.
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(a) Top: Imperial RSMA prototype and measurement environ-
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for user 2 to realize pairs of channels capturing variations
in channel strength and spatial correlation. Bottom: Three-way
RSMA v/s SDMA v/s NOMA comparison of throughput and
fairness performance. The numbers 1 through 9 indicate the nine
different measurement cases considered. The dashed y = 2z
line corresponds to max-min throughput fairness. RSMA achieves
fairness at a higher sum throughput than both SDMA and NOMA.
For more details, see [3].
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(b) VIAVI RSMA prototype: Slot allocation schemes for RSMA
and SDMA+scheduling in overloaded networks — odd (top) and
even (middle) numbered slots. Bottom: Sum-throughput achieved
by RSMA and SDMA with scheduling under imperfect CSIT.
The throughput performance of SDMA with user scheduling is
observed until time slot 45, after which RSMA is demonstrated
to achieve an improved performance without user scheduling.

Fig. 4: RSMA performance for downlink unicast communications, measured using the Imperial and VIAVI prototypes.




higher layer multicasting, the motivation for MGM is to realize
a more efficient usage of network resources by not imposing
a blanket unicast assumption at the physical layer. It is easy
to see that MGM applications include live-event streaming,
safety-critical vehicular communications, location-based ser-
vices etc. A distinctive feature of these applications is the high
likelihood of encountering an overloaded MIMO scenario. In
such scenarios, the interference power at each user cannot be
made arbitrarily low through precoding. Thus, the 5SG/SDMA
strategy of treating interference as noise becomes increasingly
ineffective as the number of users increases. Similar to Fig. Eh,
RSMA achieves fairness at a higher minimum throughput
than SDMA and NOMA for an overloaded MGM scenario
comprising a two-antenna BS and two groups of two single-
antenna users (i.e., Ny = 2, K = 4) [13].

Another interesting eMBb use case that combines both
unicast and multicast communications is Non-Orthogonal Uni-
cast Multicast (NOUM), where a group of K users desire
a shared message (multicast), in addition to their respective
unique messages (unicast). NOUM applications include live-
event broadcasting (shared message: live event stream; unique
messages: social media interactions), Vehicle-to-Everything
(V2X) networks (shared message: location-dependent infor-
mation like congestion alerts; unique messages: multimedia
entertainment) etc. Essentially, NOUM is a spectrally efficient
way to jointly realize physical layer multicast and unicast
through linear precoding in multi-antenna systems. Given that
the multicast data rate is capped in many NOUM applica-
tions (e.g., live-event streaming), RSMA is especially well
suited for NOUM, as the common stream can be designed
to carry the shared message along with parts of each user’s
unique message. Just like with unicast communications, the
latter components in the common stream help manage unicast
interference, which increases the unicast data rate that can be
realized while supporting the desired multicast rate [6].

2) ISAC: An ISAC use case that is foreseeable for 6G
involves a multi-antenna BS simultaneously communicating
with K users and sensing targets in its vicinity. As an example,
consider K = 2 and a single target (Fig.[5] top row). Precoder
design is of utmost importance for this setting, as the limited
transmit power budget must be efficiently directed towards
both communications users and the target. Several design
choices are possible, as listed below:

a. Using a dedicated (deterministic) signal for sensing:
For this design choice, SDMA and RSMA have the
following features:

i) SDMA involves designing K + 1 precoders — K for
communications and one for sensing. Clearly, the
sensing precoder should direct the sensing signal
towards the target. On the other hand, since com-
munications signals meant for the users can also be
used for sensing [14], there is a trade-off associated
in designing the corresponding precoders - each
precoder can be either be directed solely towards the
desired user (sacrificing sensing for higher communi-
cations performance), or have its radiated power split
between the desired user and the target (sacrificing

communications performance for better sensing).

ii) RSMA involves designing K + 2 precoders — K + 1
for communications (from Section [[I), and one for
sensing. The remarks on the pointing directions
of the communications/sensing precoders from the
previous bullet point hold here as well.

b. Reusing communications signals for sensing: In light of
[14], a dedicated sensing signal is arguably an inefficient
use of resources, as the power used for the sensing signal
offers no communications benefit. Hence, in reusing
communications signals for sensing, SDMA and RSMA
have the following features:

i) SDMA involves designing K precoders, each of
which must achieve a balance between radiating
power towards its desired user and the target. Thus,
each precoder is used for both communications and
sensing.

ii) RSMA involves designing K + 1 precoders, where
the same communications-sensing trade-off from the
previous bullet point holds.

Among these choices, RSMA without a dedicated sensing
signal (i.e., option b.ii above) yields the largest performance
envelope in terms of throughput (communications metric) and
radar SNR (sensing metric) [15], as shown in Fig. E} In
particular, RSMA’s gain over SDMA is the highest when there
is high inter-user interference, as well as high overlap between
sensing and communications in terms of the direction in which
power is radiated (as captured by scenario S3 in Fig. [3).

IV. STANDARDIZATION EFFORTS

a) 3GPP: At the end of 2023, 3GPP announced its
intention to develop the 6G standards. In particular, on Ra-
dio Access Network (RAN) aspects, a technical specification
group (TSG)-wide 6G workshop will be held in March 2025,
while studies on 6G physical layer are expected to start
in Release 20 — from the third quarter of 2025 until the
first quarter of 2027. Regarding IMT-2030 submission and
normative work for 6G in 3GPP, it is expected to start in
Release 21.

RSMA has neither been studied nor specified in 3GPP for
5@, although it was first proposed in [4]. It is likely that during
the 6G studies there will be discussions on multiple access
techniques, where companies will again have the opportunity
to propose RSMA as a candidate.

b) ETSI Industry Specification Group on Multiple Access
Techniques: In December 2024, a new Industry Specification
Group (ISG) on Multiple Access Techniques was established at
ETSI (called ETSI ISG MAT), which provides an opportunity
for ETSI members (and participating non-members) to share
their research results and early findings in order to build a
wider industry consensus on new multiple access techniques
for the upcoming 6G based on 3GPP specifications. The scope
of the ISG is on downlink multiple access for the physical
layer of the 3GPP radio interface that enhance the transmis-
sion efficiency (e.g., spectrum efficiency, power consumption,
latency, user fairness, etc.) of specified approaches. Candidate
techniques in the scope of the ISG are (but not limited to):
orthogonal multiple access, SDMA, NOMA and RSMA.
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Fig. 5: The ISAC scenarios in the top row capture different levels of inter-user interference and separation/integration between
sensing and communications. In our measurements (middle row), the users were approximately 1.5m away from the TX, while
the target was 2.25m away. These distances, as well as the target dimensions, are representative of peer-to-peer vehicular use
cases. The bottom row plots the measured ISAC performance — RSMA’s gain over SDMA is the highest when there is high

inter-user interference, as well as high overlap between sensing and communications (in terms of the direction in which power
is radiated), as in the rightmost scenario [15]].



V. CONCLUSION

The experimental and link/system level simulation results
in Section confirm that RSMA is indeed a promising
interference management technique for 6G. It is also a rapidly
maturing technology, given the current state of prototyping
and standardization activities. However, the main limitations
of existing experimental evaluations are:

i)
ii)

i)

the absence of mobility,

the small scale in terms of the number of users and
antennas at the BS, and

receiver complexity — with lower complexity non-SIC
receiver architectures [3l], (high complexity) SIC is not
mandatory at the users to decode the common and private
streams.

To build momentum towards 6G standardization, it is essential
to address the above limitations, while continuing to demon-
strate RSMA’s gains for more 6G use cases.
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