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Abstract—A novel Integrated Sensing-Communication (ISAC)
system is proposed that can accommodate high mobility scenarios
while making efficient use of bandwidth for both communication
and sensing. The system comprises a monostatic multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) radar that transmits orthogonal time
frequency space (OTFS) waveforms. Bandwidth efficiency is
achieved by making Doppler-delay (DD) domain bins available
for shared use by the transmit antennas. For maximum commu-
nication rate, all DD-domain bins are used as shared, but in this
case, the target resolution is limited by the aperture of the receive
array. A low-complexity method is proposed for obtaining coarse
estimates of the radar targets parameters in that case. A novel
approach is also proposed to construct a virtual array (VA) for
achieving a target resolution higher than that allowed by the
receive array. The VA is formed by enforcing zeros on certain
time-frequency (TF) domain bins, thereby creating private bins
assigned to specific transmit antennas. The TF signals received
on these private bins are orthogonal, enabling the synthesis
of a VA. When combined with coarse target estimates, this
approach provides high-accuracy target estimation. To preserve
DD-domain information, the introduction of private bins requires
reducing the number of DD-domain symbols, resulting in a
trade-off between communication rate and sensing performance.
However, even a small number of private bins is sufficient to
achieve significant sensing gains with minimal communication
rate loss. The proposed system is robust to Doppler frequency
shifts that arise in high mobility scenarios.

Index Terms—OTFS, integrated communication and sensing,
MIMO, virtual array, communication-sensing trade-off

I. INTRODUCTION

I
NTEGRATED Sensing and Communication (ISAC) sys-
tems aim to provide both communication and sensing

(C&S) functions out of a single hardware platform. Such
systems can alleviate congestion caused by multiple sensors
and transceivers, reduce device size, power consumption, and
cost, and promote more efficient use of the radio spectrum.
Furthermore, the integration can significantly enhance the
capabilities and performance of both communication and
radar sensing functions. As per ITU’s IMT-2030 development
activities [1], ISAC is one of the new usage cases in 6G
systems, offering transformative capabilities in areas such as
unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), transportation, automotive,
and industrial logistics. Whether enhancing the navigation and
tracking of UAVs, robots, and vehicles or providing capabili-
ties for collision avoidance and intrusion monitoring, ISAC can
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bring unprecedented advancements in safety, precision, and
operational synchronization.

In general, in ISAC systems, the available resources, e.g.,
time, frequency, and antennas, are divided between the C&S
functions. Here, we are interested in ISAC systems, also
referred to as Dual Function Radar Communication Systems
(DFRC), where both C&S functions are performed using
the same waveform as well as the same hardware platform.
Such systems offer additional benefits, maximizing spectrum
efficiency, as both C&S functions have access to all available
resources. Further, since no multiplexing of the two functions
is needed, a simpler transmitter hardware is required. These
advantages are attracting significant interest in smart cities
applications like intelligent vehicular networks [2], [3], [4],
[5], [6], and the Internet of Things (IoT) [7], [8], [9], [10].

Orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) [11]
waveforms and multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) [12]
are key technologies in the 4G and 5G systems. For com-
munications, OFDM is a popular approach to achieve a high
communication rate and deal with frequency selective fading
and has been widely used in wireless local area network
(WLAN) [13] and 4G/5G mobile communications [14], [15].
MIMO communication systems enable the transmission of
multiple independent data streams over the same bandwidth,
thus increasing the capacity of the communication channel.
In MIMO radar systems [16], the independent waveforms
enable the design of flexible beams that can track multiple
targets simultaneously. Further, when the transmit waveforms
are orthogonal, MIMO radar can synthesize a virtual array,
which has a larger aperture than the physical receive array,
thereby improving sensing performance. ISAC MIMO systems
with OFDM waveforms have been considered in [17], [18],
[19], [20], [21], [22], [23].

ISAC systems are envisioned to use high frequencies
and will be deployed in high-mobility applications involv-
ing vehicular, satellite, and UAV communications. In such
scenarios, the introduced Doppler shift is significant, and
the conventional time-frequency (TF) channel representation
appears time-varying. The time-varying channel destroys the
orthogonality of OFDM subcarriers, resulting in Inter-Carrier
Interference (ICI) and challenging OFDM signal detection.
The recently proposed Orthogonal Time Frequency Space
(OTFS) modulation [24] overcomes the aforementioned issues.
The OTFS approach employs Doppler-delay (DD) representa-
tion, under which the channel is sparse and appears linear
and time-invariant under high Doppler. This enables accurate
equalization and signal detection in high-mobility scenarios.
Existing works have shown that OTFS outperforms OFDM
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in high Doppler communication [25], [26], [27], [28]. MIMO
OTFS communication systems have attracted a lot of attention
and have been studied to address the aforementioned issues
in a more complex setup [29], [30], [31], [32], [33]. OTFS
waveforms have also been studied for sensing in single-input
single-output (SISO) systems [34], [35], [36] and MIMO
systems [37]. In the aforementioned MIMO OTFS works, all
antennas have unrestricted access to all DD bins, which can
maximize the communication rate, but complicates the sensing
at the radar receiver. Further, such a design prevents the for-
mation of the virtual array, limiting the sensing performance.

SISO ISAC systems using OTFS waveforms have been
considered in [38], [39], [40], [41], demonstrating the effec-
tiveness of OTFS as compared to OFDM. A MIMO ISAC
scenario with OTFS waveforms is considered in [42], [43],
where all DD bins are available to all transmit antennas. In
all these methods, a maximum likelihood estimation (MLE)
detector with refinement is used for sensing. The MLE detector
has high complexity, which is impractical for large MIMO
systems. With the same resource arrangement, [44] proposed a
generalized likelihood ratio test (GLRT) detector to reduce the
complexity. However, its sensing is still limited by the physical
receive array. MIMO ISAC OTFS systems were also proposed
in [45], [46], with a search and track strategy. In search mode,
the DD bins are assigned to transmit antennas in an exclusive
fashion to find all targets with a wide beam through the GLRT
detector [45] or Neyman-Pearson hypothesis testing [46]. For
a single target scenario, this resource arrangement achieves
orthogonality at the receiver [45], enabling the formation of the
virtual array for improved angle resolution. However, orthog-
onality is lost when multiple targets are present [46]. In track
mode, narrow beams are used so that only one target is present
in each beam pattern. [45] jointly optimized power allocation
between C&S functions to balance performance and enable
the detection of potential targets uniformly in all directions
in the track mode. [46] runs two modes asynchronously and
refines sensing using an MLE detector by processing multiple
blocks with varying directional beam pattern designs during
the track mode. These hybrid strategies, while leveraging the
flexible beamforming capabilities of MIMO antennas, intro-
duce complexities in transceiver design. Besides, the search
mode compromises communication rates since the resources
are not wisely allocated, while the track mode radar detector
may fail to detect new targets.

This paper considers the design of an ISAC system that
is bandwidth-efficient and can achieve a flexible trade-off
between communication and sensing functions. In particular,
the following challenges around ISAC MIMO OTFS systems
are addressed. (C1) Bandwidth Allocation: To achieve high
communication performance, which is highly desirable in nex-
t-generation systems, all transmit antennas must have access
to the maximum possible bandwidth. In other words, transmit
antennas should use DD bins in a shared fashion at each
channel use. At the same time, achieving a virtual array at the
receive sensing array is also highly desirable as it can achieve
high sensing resolution. However, in the presence of multiple
targets, OTFS waveform orthogonality is lost at the receiver
due to the effect of the channel, preventing the formation

of the virtual array. Further, the shared use of DD bins by
antennas would result in the loss of orthogonality even in
the single target case. Exploring new mechanisms to address
this challenge is crucial. (C2) Low Complexity Processing:
Although MLE is a promising approach for target estimation,
its high complexity prevents its deployment in large MIMO
systems. A low-complexity approach is required for practical
implementation. (C3) Handling Fractional Doppler: In OTFS,
the information symbols are multiplexed in the DD domain
instead of the conventional TF domain. As the latency and
complexity of symbol detection increase with the grid size,
the grid size must be kept small. However, a limited frame
length impacts Doppler resolution, making it challenging to
accurately represent actual Doppler shifts using integer indices
in the DD domain. This results in fractional Doppler. Effec-
tively handling fractional Doppler is crucial to ensuring good
communication and sensing performance.

A. The Contribution

To address the aforementioned challenges, we propose a
novel ISAC system that comprises a fully digital monostatic
MIMO radar transmitting OTFS waveforms. The information
to be transmitted is divided into blocks, which are distributed
to transmit antennas and mapped to the DD domain for
transmission. Each antenna then synthesizes and transmits an
OTFS waveform.

1) Shared DD Bins for Coarse Estimates: We first consider
the scenario in which transmit antennas place symbols on all
bins (or otherwise, the DD bins are used in a shared fashion
by the transmit antennas) and propose a novel low-complexity
approach for estimating target angles, velocities, and ranges.
While shared use of all DD bins results in high communication
rate, the sensing performance is limited by the receive array
aperture, resulting in what we refer to as coarse estimates.

2) Virtual Array Construction for High-Resolution Esti-

mates: Next, we propose a virtual array construction that
enables the system to achieve a resolution higher than that
permitted by the physical receive array. This is achieved by
enforcing some zeros in the TF domain prior to transmission,
creating a small set of private bins uniquely associated with
the transmit antennas. The data received on these private TF
bins is then utilized to synthesize a virtual array. Based on the
virtual array and on discretizing the target space around the
coarse estimates, we can formulate a sparse signal recovery
(SSR) problem, the solution of which provides high-resolution
target estimates. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
instance of virtual array construction in the context of ISAC
MIMO OTFS with multiple targets present.

3) Trade-Off Between Communication and Sensing: To
preserve DD-domain information, the introduction of private
TF bins requires reducing the number of DD-domain sym-
bols, resulting in a trade-off between communication rate and
sensing performance. However, simulations suggest that even
a small number of private bins can offer substantial sensing
gains with minimal impact on the communication rate.

4) Handling Fractional Doppler: Since the proposed vir-
tual array leverages information in the TF domain, it achieves
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Table I: List of Variable Notations

xnt [k, l] Transmit symbol at antenna nt on DD bin [k, l]
Xnt [n,m] Transmit symbol at antenna nt on TF bin [n,m]
snt (t) Baseband transmit signal at antenna nt

sk,lnt (t) Baseband transmit signal of symbol on DD bin [k, l]

rk,lnr (t) Baseband receive signal of symbol on DD bin [k, l]
rnr (t) Baseband receive signal at antenna nr

Ynr [n,m] Receive symbol at antenna nr on TF bin [n,m]
ynr [k, l] Receive symbol at antenna nr on DD bin [k, l]
h[k, l] Effective channel on DD bin [k, l]
H[n,m] Effective channel on TF bin [n,m]
hj [k, l]/Hj [n,m] Effective DD/TF domain channel of target/path j
xnt /Xnt Vectorized DD/TF domain transmit symbols.
ynr /Ynr Vectorized DD/TF domain receive symbols.
h/H Vectorized DD/TF domain channel representation.
ωj Spatial frequency of target j
Aj [k, l] Angle profile of target j on DD bin [k, l]

high sensing performance even when targets do not align with
the original DD grid, i.e., in the presence of fractional Doppler.
Even when fractional Doppler affects the coarse estimates, the
fine-tuning provided by the SSR process effectively mitigates
its impact.

5) Cramér-Rao Lower Bound (CRLB) analysis: We provide
a Cramér-Rao Lower Bound (CRLB) analysis for the target
estimates to serve as a benchmark for the quality of the
obtained estimates.

B. Relation to the Literature

The concept of private and shared resources, along with
the use of private resources to construct a virtual array, was
introduced in our earlier work [21]. However, the waveforms
in [21] were based on OFDM, with subcarriers serving as the
resources. Here, the resources are DD bins, and the virtual
array construction proposed in [21] cannot be applied to the
OTFS framework considered here due to the fundamentally dif-
ferent signal structure. Relevant existing radar sensing CRLB
results include e.g. [41] for a SISO OTFS system, and [47] for
a MIMO OTFS system in the TF domain. We provide CLRB
results for a MIMO OTFS system in the DD domain. Initial
results of this work appeared in [48], [49] showing refined
angle estimation beyond the limitation of physical receive
arrays. In this paper, we conduct an in-depth analysis of the
proposed scheme and its advantages, including its ability to
capture fractional Doppler. We also provide a CRLB analysis
of the obtained target estimates.

II. HIGH COMMUNICATION RATE WITH SHARED BINS

Let us consider a DFRC system comprising a monostatic
MIMO radar with Nt transmit antennas and Nr receive
antennas, transmitting OTFS waveforms to a communication
receiver with Nc antennas. The carrier frequency is fcHz,
and the wavelength is λ = c/fc with c being the speed of
light. The transmit and receive antennas form uniform linear
arrays (ULA) with spacing gt and gr, respectively. The receive
antennas are collocated with the transmit antennas. Thus, the
radar receiver has access to the transmitted signal. The notation
used in this section is summarized in Table I.

At the transmitter, the modulated binary source data are
divided into Nt parallel streams, one for each transmit antenna.

Each antenna transmits packet bursts, each of a duration
T = N∆t with bandwidth B = M∆f ; here N is the number
of subsymbols, M is the number of subcarriers, ∆t is the
subsymbol duration, and ∆f is the subcarrier spacing. The
orthogonality condition requires that ∆t · ∆f = 1 [50]. In
each burst, a set of NM symbols are arranged on the DD
grid,

{ [k∆ν, l∆τ ] | k = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1; l = 0, 1, . . . ,M − 1 },

where k and l are Doppler and delay indices, and the grid
spacing is ∆ν = 1/(N∆t), ∆τ = 1/(M∆f).

Suppose that there are JT targets in the transmitter far-
field, and let ϕj ∈

[

−π
2 ,

π
2

]

, νj =
2vjfc

c
, τj =

2Rj

c
, βj

be the steering angle, round trip Doppler, round trip delay,
and complex gain corresponding to target j, respectively. We
assume that the grid spacing is small enough so that νj and
τj are on the grid points with integer indices, i.e.,

νj = kj∆ν, kj ∈ Z; τj = lj∆τ, lj ∈ Z
+ .

The OTFS modulation process is illustrated in Fig. 1 for a
2 × 1 MIMO system. Let xnt

[k, l] be the symbol of the nt-
th antenna placed on DD bin [k, l]. The symbols are mapped
to the TF domain via the Inverse Symplectic Finite Fourier
Transform (ISFFT) [24], i.e.,

Xnt
[n,m] =

1

NM

N−1
∑

k=0

M−1
∑

l=0

xnt
[k, l]ej2π(

kn
N

−ml
M ). (1)

The analog signal for transmission, s(t), is created via the
Heisenberg Transform [24], i.e.,

snt(t) =
N−1∑

n=0

M−1∑

m=0

Xnt [n,m]gtx(t− n∆t)ej2πm∆f(t−n∆t)
, (2)

where gtx(t) is the pulse function of the transmitter.

A. A Low Complexity Approach for Sensing

The noiseless received signal at the nr-th receive antenna
is

rnr
(t) =

JT−1
∑

j=0

Nt−1
∑

nt=0

ej2π(nrgr−ntgt)
sin(ϕj )

λ

× βjsnt
(t− τj)e

j2πνj(t−τj). (3)

The nr-th receiver applies a matched filter grx(t) and samples
rnr

(t) over a duration T at frequency B (in other words, it
takes the Wigner Transform [24] of rnr

(t)). Assume gtx(t)
and grx(t) are bi-orthogonal. Also, assume the radar detector
has a fine enough angle resolution so that only one target will
present in a single angular bin. The TF domain channel input-
output (I/O) relation is

Ynr
[n,m] =

JT−1
∑

j=0

Nt−1
∑

nt=0

ej2π(nrgr−ntgt)
sin(ϕj )

λ

×Xnt
[n,m]Hj [n,m], (4)

where

Hj [n,m] = βje
−j2πνjτjej2π(νjn∆t−m∆fτj). (5)
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Fig. 1: MIMO OTFS system with all DD bins used by the transmit antennas in a shared fashion. At the radar receiver, in each
DD bin, the transmitted signals and the target parameters are coupled.

The demodulated symbol of the nr-th radar receive antenna
corresponding to DD bin [k, l] can be obtained via SFFT [24],

ynr
[k, l] =

JT−1
∑

j=0

Nt−1
∑

nt=0

ej2π(nrgr−ntgt)
sin(ϕj )

λ

×
N−1
∑

k′=0

M−1
∑

l′=0

xnt
[k − k′, l − l′]hj [k′, l′]. (6)

The hj [k′, l′], being the SFFT of Eq. (5), represents the DD
domain sensing channel corresponding to the j-th target, i.e.,

hj [k′, l′] =
1

NM

N−1
∑

n=0

M−1
∑

m=0

e
−j2π

(

k′n
N

−ml′

M

)

βj

× e−j2πνjτjej2π(νjn∆t−m∆fτj) (7)

=
1

NM
βje

−j2π
kj lj
NM G[k′, kj ]F [l′, lj ], (8)

G[k′, kj ]
∆
=

N−1
∑

n=0

e−j2π(k′−kj)
n
N = Nδ[k′ − kj ]N , (9)

F [l′, lj ]
∆
=

M−1
∑

m=0

ej2π
m
M

(l′−lj)= Mδ[l′ − lj]M , (10)

where [.]N denotes modulo N operation. We then get

hj [k′, l′] = βje
−j2π

kjlj

NM δ[k′ − kj ]Nδ[l′ − lj]M . (11)

From Eqs. (6) and (11), the radar parameters (ϕj , νj, τj)
are coupled with the transmitted symbols in each DD bin.
While one could use an MLE approach to obtain the radar
parameters, this would involve high complexity. Next, we
propose a low-complexity estimation approach suitable for
practical implementation.

1) Angle Estimation: On lumping into Aj [k, l] all terms
of Eq. (6) that do not depend on nr, we can rewrite Eq. (6)
as

ynr
[k, l] =

JT−1
∑

j=0

Aj [k, l]e
jnrωj , (12)

where

Aj [k, l] =

Nt−1
∑

nt=0

e−j2πntgt
sin(ϕj )

λ

×
N−1
∑

k′=0

M−1
∑

l′=0

xnt
[k − k′, l − l′]hj[k′, l′], (13)

ωj = 2πgrsin(ϕj)/λ. (14)

On assuming that Nr > JT , and for fixed k, l, the
receive array snapshot { ynr

[k, l] | nr = 0, 1, . . . , Nr − 1 } can
be viewed as the sum of JT complex sinusoids with spatial fre-
quencies ωj and complex amplitudes Aj [k, l]. The frequencies
{ωj | j = 0, 1, . . . , JT − 1 } can be estimated as the locations
of the peaks of an Nr-point DFT applied to the receive array
snapshot, leading to {ϕj | j = 0, 1, . . . , JT − 1 } via Eq. (14).
The estimation can be repeated across all NM bins. This
diversity improves target angle estimation.

The resolution of angle estimation, in this case, depends on
the aperture of the physical receive array, i.e. (Nr − 1)gr. We
denote such estimates as coarse angle estimates.

2) Range and Velocity Estimation: The estimation of range
and velocity follows the estimation of the target angle, con-
ducted as stated above. That estimation is limited by the
aperture of the receive array. If the receive array is small, there
may be multiple targets corresponding to the estimated angle
ϕj . If within angle bin ϕj there are Nj targets, the complex
amplitude Aj [., .] of Eq. (13), corresponding to angle ϕj , can
be rewritten as

Aϕj
[k, l] =

Nt−1
∑

nt=0

e−j2πntgt
sin(ϕj )

λ

×
N−1
∑

k′=0

M−1
∑

l′=0

xnt
[k − k′, l − l′]hϕj [k′, l′], (15)

where (based on Eq. (11))

h
ϕj [k′

, l
′] =

Nj−1
∑

q=0

βjqe
−j2π

kjqljq
NM δ[k′

− kjq]N δ[l′ − ljq ]M , (16)

βjq , kjq , and ljq are complex coefficient, Doppler index, and
delay index of the q-th target with angle ϕj . So hϕj [k, l]
contains weighted impulses at points {[kjq , ljq] | q =
0, 1, . . . , Nj − 1}.
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Let us define A′
ϕj
[k, l], based on the known transmitted

symbols xnt
[k, l] and the already estimated (as explained

above) target angles, as

A′
ϕj
[k, l]

△
=

Nt−1
∑

nt=0

e−j2πntgt
sin(ϕj )

λ xnt
[k, l]. (17)

From Eqs. (15) to (17), it can be seen that Aϕj
[k, l] is

a superposition of multiple weighted versions of A′
ϕj
[k, l]

centered at points { [kjq, ljq ] | q = 0, 1, . . . , Nj − 1 },

Aϕj
[k, l] =

Nj−1
∑

q=0

A
′

ϕj
[[k − kjq]N , [l − ljq ]M ]βjqe

−j2π
kjqljq
NM (18)

Therefore, the points { [kjq , ljq] | q = 0, 1, . . . , Nj − 1 } can
be found as the locations of the peaks of the 2D cross-
correlation of Aϕj

[k, l] and A′
ϕj
[k, l]. Subsequently, the radar

parameters can be obtained, leading to target parameters

νjq = kjq∆ν =
2vjqfc

c
, τjq = ljq∆τ =

2Rjq

c
.

The ability to resolve targets in the DD domain depends
on both the grid spacing and the width of the autocorrelation
of A′

ϕj
[k, l], which can be approximated by an impulse at the

origin. The resolution and unambiguous range/velocity are

Rres =
c

2M∆f
[m], Rmax =

c

2∆f
[m],

vres =
λ

2N∆t
[m/s], vmax =

λ

2∆t
[m/s].

For a large unambiguous range, ∆f needs to be small, which
results in a long symbol duration ∆t. For a large unambiguous
velocity, ∆t needs to be small, resulting in a wide ∆f . In real-
world systems, the trade-off between the range and the velocity
resolution should be carefully considered.

B. Communication

The MIMO DD domain received signal of each pair of
transmit antenna and communication antenna can be written
in vector form [51] as ync

= h(nc,nt)xnt
+wnc

, where ync

is the row-wise vectorized received DD samples of the nc-
th communication antenna, xnt

is the row-wise vectorized
transmitted DD symbols from the nt-th transmit antenna,
h(nc,nt) is the DD domain channel matrix between the nc

communication antenna and the nt transmit antenna, and wnc

is noise. The MIMO OTFS channel I/O is then





y1

...
yNc






︸ ︷︷ ︸
y

=






h(1,1) · · · h(1,Nt)

...
. . .

...
h(Nc,1) · · · h(Nc,Nt)






︸ ︷︷ ︸
h






x1

...
xNt






︸ ︷︷ ︸
x

+






w1

...
wNc






︸ ︷︷ ︸
w

. (19)

We assume here that each h(nc,nt) is estimated using pi-
lots [52], [51]. Based on the estimated channel, the transmitted
symbol x can then be recovered via LMMSE equalization.
Since all available resources, i.e. DD bins, are available to all
transmit antennas in a shared fashion in the proposed system,
the communication rate can be up to Nt times that of the
all-exclusive design.

III. COMMUNICATION-SENSING PERFORMANCE

TRADE-OFF VIA PRIVATE BINS AND VIRTUAL ARRAY

When all DD bins are used by antennas in a shared fashion,
the resolution of angle estimation depends on the aperture of
the physical receive array, i.e. (Nr − 1)gr. Low angular reso-
lution may cause certain target angles to be indistinguishable.
Since angle estimates are used to determine target range and
velocity, any errors in angle estimation will propagate to these
parameters.

In this section, we propose a novel approach to surpass the
resolution limits of the OTFS radar receive array and make
selective trade-offs between communication rate and sensing
performance.

In our recent work [21], we proposed a DFRC system
comprising a monostatic fully digital MIMO radar transmitting
OFDM waveforms. In [21], the OFDM subcarriers are divided
into two groups: shared and private. On a shared subcarrier,
all antennas can transmit simultaneously, while on a private

subcarrier, only one antenna can transmit in each channel used.
When using a monostatic radar, the shared use of subcarriers
results in the coupling of transmitted symbols and radar
target parameters in the target echoes. We proposed a novel,
low-complexity target estimation approach to overcome the
coupling and obtain target estimates based on all (shared and
private) subcarriers. Subsequently, based on those estimates
and the signal received on the private subcarriers, we can
formulate a virtual array that enables further improvement of
the radar parameters. Although our work in [21] provided the
inspiration for the proposed work, its extension to the OTFS
scenario is not trivial because the data are placed in the DD
domain. In the following, we explain how the virtual array can
be formulated in the OTFS case.

A. Virtual Array and Sparse Signal Recovery for Improved

Target Estimation

Let us, for simplicity, first present the idea for the case of
Nt = 2 (see Fig. 2). Let Xp[n,m] represent the TF signal of
the p-th antenna. Let us define TF bin [np,mp] to be private
to antenna p. In Fig. 2, TF bin [0, 0] is private to antenna 1
(see blue square frame), and bin [1, 1] is private to antenna 2
(see red square frame). Let antenna 1 enforce a zero in its TF
bin that is private to antenna 2, i.e. set X1[1, 1] = 0. Similarly,
let antenna 2 set X2[0, 0] = 0. Then, let each antenna proceed
to complete the OTFS modulation and transmit its signal.

The TF signal reflected by the target and received by a
colocated radar receive antenna nr corresponding to private
bin [np,mp] equals (see Eqs. (4) and (5))

Ynr
[np,mp] = Xp[np,mp]

JT−1
∑

j=0

ej2π(nrgr−pgt)
sin(ϕj)

λ

× βje
−j2πνjτjej2π(νjnp∆t−mp∆fτj), p = 1, 2. (20)

Note that due to private nature of bin [np,mp], Ynr
[np,mp]

contains the signal of only one transmit antenna. Placing the
ratio Ynr

[np,mp]/Xp[np,mp] of all receive antennas in vector
rp ∈ C

Nr×1, we get

rp = Φr(ϕj , νj , τj ;np,mp)1JT
, (21)
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Fig. 2: Each antenna zero-forces a specific time-frequency bin, designating it as private for the other antenna. At the receiver,
the signals received on these private bins are orthogonal.

where Φr(., ., .; ., .) ∈ C
Nr×JT is a matrix whose (nr, j)

element equals

ej2π(nrgr−pgt)
sin(ϕj)

λ βje
−j2πνjτjej2π(νjnp∆t−mp∆fτj). (22)

rp can be viewed as the output of a linear array of size Nr.
By stacking r1 and r2 into vector r, we can formulate an
effective virtual array of size 2Nr. We can express r as

r = [r1
T r2

T]T = Φβ, (23)

where Φ = [Φr
T(ϕ̃j , ν̃j , τ̃j ;n1,m1) Φr

T(ϕ̃j , ν̃j , τ̃j ;n2,m2)]
T

is an overcomplete matrix, with (ϕ̃j , ν̃j , τ̃j) corresponding to a
grid point of the discretized angle-Doppler-delay space. Each
element of vector β corresponds to a grid point in the target
space; a non-zero element indicates the presence of a target
at the corresponding grid point, and a zero value indicates the
absence of a target. Thus β will be a sparse vector.

Discretizing the entire space would lead to an unmanageable
Φ. Here, we leverage the target coarse estimates, obtained
as explained in Section II, and discretize the target space
around those estimates to obtain a matrix Φ with lower
dimensions. By restricting the target space to specific regions
(i.e. around the coarse estimates), we ensure that Φ remains
computationally tractable while preserving the accuracy of the
discretization. Further, while in general, β is not sparse, the
target space around the coarse estimates will be a lot sparser
than the entire target space. Therefore, we can obtain β by
solving a sparse signal recovery (SSR) problem via orthogonal
matching pursuit (OMP) [53].

This design can be generalized to Np private bins, with
Np ≤ Nt. In Section VII, we will show that even a small
number of Np can greatly improve the sensing resolution.

1) Averaged SSR: Inspired by the variance reduction in Sec-
tion II-A1, i.e. by averaging the angle estimates across all
DD bins, we propose a modified OMP as follows. The
SSR estimates around the coarse estimates exhibit low bias;
therefore, the bootstrap aggregation (bagging) technique from
statistical learning [54] can be employed to further reduce the
estimation variance. We can employ NSSR SSR solvers, where
each solver uses the same discretization step, i.e. δϕ, and the
same discretization width, i.e. Wϕj

, for angle space. In each
solver, a random number λ ∈ [0, δϕ

Wϕj

, 2δϕ
Wϕj

, . . . , 1] is selected

to construct the discretized angle space around the coarse

estimates ϕj as [ϕj − λWϕj
, ϕj + (1 − λ)Wϕj

]. The same
procedure is used to discretize the Doppler space around νj
with δν and Wνj , and delay space around τj with δτ and Wτj .
In that way, NSSR matrices Φ are created, corresponding to the
same virtual array r. After solving the NSSR SSR problems
and counting the frequency of estimates from all solvers, the
most frequent estimates are taken as the final refined estimates
of r. Here we use NSSR = NM . In practice, the number of
NSSR can be determined empirically.

B. Communication with Private Bins and C&S trade-off

While zero-forcing TF domain bins enable the formation
of the virtual array and ultimately improve sensing resolution,
they distort the information intended for the communication
receiver. However, it is possible to preserve the DD domain
symbols despite TF zero-forcing by leaving some DD bins
empty when placing symbols on the DD grid at each antenna.
To illustrate this, consider the case where each antenna leaves
one DD bin empty (represented by empty squares in Fig. 2).
By doing so, each antenna decreases by 1 its information-
bearing symbols, which are now NM − 1. Each ISFFT point,
Xp[n,m], is a linear combination of all the DD domain
symbols of the p-th antenna. Even when antenna p zero-force
one TF bin to zero, the remaining NM − 1 TF bins suffice to
recover the full DD domain information; they provide NM−1
linear independent combinations of the antenna’s NM−1 DD
domain information-bearing symbols.

The ISFFT can be represented in vector form as Xp = Gxp

where Xp has Xp[n,m] in its (m+ nM)-th position; xp has
xp[k, l] in its (l + kM)-th position; and G = FN

H ⊗ FM is
the ISFFT matrix with FM being the M -points FFT matrix.
Continuing with the Nt = 2 antenna case, if we exclude one
element of Xp, say the (m0 + n0M)-th element (because it
is zero-forced), we lose one equation that provides a linear
combination of the elements of xp. But, if we know that xp

has a zero in a specific location, say at position (l0 + k0M),
we can still represent the TF and DD relation as

X̃p = G̃x̃p, (24)

where X̃p is constructed from Xp by excluding the (m0 +
n0M)-th element; x̃p is constructed from xp by excluding
the (l0+ k0M)-th element; and G̃ is constructed based on G,
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by removing its (m0 + n0M)-th row and its (l0 + k0M)-th
column. Thus, xp can be recovered from Xp. Let us define
G̃−1 as the modified SFFT associated with (k0, l0), (m0, n0).

Based on the equalized symbols, x̂p, the information-
bearing symbols can be obtained by taking an ISFFT to get
to the TF domain, removing the zero-forced TF bins, and
then applying the modified SFFT (see Eq. (24)). This assumes
knowing the locations of the empty bins in the DD domain
and the zero-forced bins in the TF domain. Notice that each
private bin will reduce the information-bearing symbols by
Nt − 1, which represents the communication sensing trade-
off. Using Np private bins, the total communication rate loss
is Np(Nt − 1) as compared to the all-shared bins design
of Section II.

IV. SUMMARY OF THE PROPOSED ISAC SYSTEM WITH VA

The operation of the proposed system can be summarized
as follows:

1) Each transmit antenna, i, for i = 0, 1, . . . , Nt − 1, is
assigned |Pi| private TF bins; the location of those bins
is dictated by set Pi. The total number of private bins of
the system is Np =

∑Nt−1
i=0 |Pi|.

2) The i-th transmit antenna places symbols on the DD grid
anywhere except at locations indicated by set Ei, leaving
|Ei| = Np − |Pi| empty bins. Among the Nt transmit
antennas, a total of NtNM −

∑Nt−1
i=0 (Np − |Pi|) =

NtNM−Np(Nt−1) symbols are placed on the DD grid.
Let xi[k, l] denote the DD-domain symbol of antenna i.

3) Each antenna converts its DD information to the TF
domain via an ISFFT. Let Xi[n,m] be the TF sequence
of antenna i.

4) At the TF domain, transmit antenna i injects zeros at
locations Zi, where |Zi| = Np − |Pi|, After enforcing
the zeros, the TF sequence becomes

X̂i[n,m] =

{

Xi[n,m], [n,m] /∈ Zi,

0, [n,m] ∈ Zi.
(25)

After the injection of zeros in the TF domain, the DD-
domain equivalent, x̂i[k, l], is the SFFT of X̂i[n,m].

5) Each antenna creates an OTFS symbol and transmits it.
6) Sensing: At the colocated radar receiver, each receive

antenna obtains coarse estimates based on Eq. (12)
to Eq. (18), where xi[k, l] is replaced with x̂i[k, l]. Re-
fined estimates are obtained by constructing the virtual
array using the TF private bins as described in Eqs. (20)
to (23) and then solving an SSR problem as described Sec-
tion III.

7) Communication At the communication receive antennas,
and with knowledge of the channel, the DD symbols,
x̂i[k, l] are estimated via an LMMSE approach. To re-
cover xi[k, l], the DD domain sequence x̂i[k, l] is con-
verted to a TF domain sequence via an ISFFT and then
undergoes a modified SFFT associated with the removal
of rows of the SFFT matrix corresponding to the indices
in Zi and columns corresponding to the indices in Ei
(see Eq. (24)).

The total loss due to private bins is Np(Nt − 1), while a
virtual array that is Np times larger than the physical receive
array is created.

The allocation of |Pi| private bins and their locations (Pi),
the locations of the TF zeros (Zi), and the empty DD-domain
bins (Ei) can be predetermined. Their choice will be the subject
of future research.

V. FRACTIONAL DOPPLER

In deriving the above expressions, we assumed that the
targets fall on the DD grid. In modern wideband wireless
systems, the bandwidth B and the number of subcarriers M
are sufficiently large, resulting in fine delay resolution, with
the impact of fractional delay diminishing rapidly. However,
the symbol duration T and the number of subsymbols N are
typically small to enable low-latency processing. As a result,
fractional Doppler is generally present in systems utilizing
OTFS waveforms, and parameters are related to grid points
as

νj = (kj + κj)∆ν, kj ∈ Z, κj ∈ [−0.5, 0.5].

In this section, we analyze the impact of fractional Doppler
and demonstrate how the TF domain private bins and virtual
array can capture fractional Doppler effects.

In the presence of fractional Doppler, the Eq. (8) becomes

hj [k′, l′] =
1

NM
βje

−j2π
(kj+κj)lj

NM G[k′, kj + κj ]F [l′, lj],

where

G[k′, kj + κj ]
∆
=

N−1
∑

n=0

e−j2π(k′−(kj+κj))
n
N

= e−j2π(k′−(kj+κj))
N−1
N

sin(π(k′ − (kj + κj)))

sin( π
N
(k′ − (kj + κj)))

. (26)

G[k′, kj+κj] is a sinc-like function. When it is used in Eq. (15)
and then in the cross-correlation of the quantities in Eqs. (15)
and (17), it creates inter-Doppler-interference (IDI) [55], and
widening of the cross-correlation peak, which reduces the
target resolution in the DD domain.

However, in our proposed approach, a coarse indication
of a target can lead to a high-resolution target estimation
by leveraging the virtual array and target space discretization
around the coarse estimates.

VI. CRAMÉR–RAO LOWER BOUNDS OF TARGET

ESTIMATES

In this section, we derive the Cramér–Rao Lower Bounds
(CRLB) of the unbiased target parameter estimates, providing
the lower bound of the mean squared error (MSE) of the
parameters. We set gt = gr = 0.5λ, and the spatial frequency
estimated in Eq. (14) becomes π sin(ϕj). Initially, we assume
that the targets are not on the DD grid, but in the end, in order
to obtain closed-form expression, we consider the asymptotic
case, where the DD grid is fine enough and the fractional
Doppler and delay approach zero.

Let us formulate the radar receive signal as

y = hsx+w, (27)
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where y ∈ C
NrNM is the received signal vector, formed by

by stacking NM row-vectorized observations of ynr
across

Nr radar receive antennas; x ∈ C
NtNM is the transmit signal

vector, formed by stacking NM row-vectorized DD grid of
xnt

across Nt radar transmit antennas; w ∈ C
NrNM is noise

following complex Gaussian distribution CN (0,Σ); and hs ∈
C

NrNM×NtNM is the sensing matrix, constructed based on
Nr×Nt blocks, each representing the sensing channel between
the corresponding pair of receive and transmit antennas. Each
block has dimension NM ×NM , and its i-th row is the row
vectorized form of Eq. (8) circularly shifted to left by i. The
sensing channel corresponding to ynr

[k, l], is located in the
(nr − 1)NM + l+ kM -th row of hs with non-zero value on
the (nt − 1)NM + [l − lj]M + [k − kj ]NM columns for all
nt ∈ [0, Nt − 1] and j ∈ [0, JT − 1], and equals

hnr ,k,l =
1

NM

JT−1
∑

j=0

ejπnr sin(ϕj)βje
jφj (28)

×
N−1
∑

n=0

e−j2π(k−νjN∆t) n
N

M−1
∑

m=0

ej2π
m
M

(l−τjM∆f),

ejφj = e−j2πνjτj

Nt−1
∑

nt=0

e−jπnt sin(ϕj). (29)

We should note that when the targets are not on the DD grid,
νjN∆t and τjM∆f are not integers.

Our parameter vector is

θ = [θ0
T
,θ1

T
, . . . ,θJT −1

T]T, θj = [τj , νj , π sin(ϕj), φj ]
T
. (30)

It holds that y ∼ CN (hsx,Σ). The unbiased estimate of θ,
i.e. θ̂ satisfies [56]

I−1(θ) ≤ E

[

(θ̂ − θ)(θ̂ − θ)T
]

, (31)

where I(θ) is the Fisher information matrix (FIM) and
equals [57]

I(θ) = E

[

(

∂ lnP(y; θ)

∂θ

)(

∂ lnP(y; θ)

∂θ

)T
]

(32)

= E

[

2ℜ

{

(

∂hs

∂θ
x

)H

Σ
−1 ∂hs

∂θ
x

}]

. (33)

Let us take Σ = N0I. Based on the i.i.d. property of the
information symbols, we have that E

[

xnt
[k, l]∗xn′

t
[k′, l′]

]

= 0,
∀nt 6= n′

t, [k, l] 6= [k′, l′] and E
[

|xnt
[k, l]|2

]

= Pavg, where
Pavg denotes the average signal power. Then, we have that

I(θ) =
2Pavg

N0
ℜ

{

(

∂hs

∂θ

)H
∂hs

∂θ

}

(34)

which is a block diagonal matrix with the (i, j) block equal
to

Iθjθj
=

2Pavg

N0
ℜ

{

(

∂hs

∂θj

)H
∂hs

∂θj

}

. (35)

Since Eq. (34) is a diagonal matrix, the CRLB I−1(θ) of all
parameters can be obtained by the inversion of FIM of each
target as I−1

θjθj
. The CRLBs of the target j, which are the

Table II: System Parameters

Symbol Parameter Value

M Number of subcarriers 128
N Number of subsymbols 64
∆f Subcarrier spacing 120 KHz
fc Carrier frequency 24.25 GHz
gt Transmit antenna spacing 0.5λ
gr Receive antenna spacing 0.5λ

Table III: Channel Parameters

Symbol Parameter Value

JT /J Number of targets/paths 3
ϕj Angle of targets/paths [7,−14, 22]◦

Rj Range of targets/paths [73.48, 64.29, 45.92]m
vj Velocity of targets/paths [54.54,−98.17, 76.36]m/s

diagonal elements of I−1
θjθj

is obtained as (see Appendix A
for details)

τj
CRLB =

N0

2|βj |2Pavg

1

Nr

·
3

π2(∆f)2(M2 − 1)
, (36)

νj
CRLB =

N0

2|βj |2Pavg

1

Nr

·
3

π2(∆t)2(N2 − 1)
, (37)

π sin(ϕj)
CRLB

=
N0

2|βj |2Pavg

1

Nr

·
12 · 7

(Nr − 1)(7Nr − 1)
(38)

Assuming the complex coefficients have unit magnitude
|βj |2 = 1 and the information symbol constellation has unit
average power Pavg = 1, the scalar term in the CRLBs
becomes N0

2|βj |2Pavg
= 1

2SNR .

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present simulation results to demonstrate
the performance of the proposed system. The default system
parameters follow the 5G NR high-frequency standard [58]
and are shown in Table II. The high-Doppler channel is
simulated with high target speed, vj ≈ 100m/s, to align with
the requirements outlined in ITU-R M.2410-0 [59] and is
primarily intended for high-speed trains. Both the sensing and
communication channels consist of three targets/paths, with
each pair of transmit and receive/communication antennas
exhibiting distinct unit-magnitude complex path gains. The
default information symbols are QPSK, and the default signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) is 20dB.

We also evaluate the applicability of OFDM in this ISAC
MIMO scenario and compare the results of the method pro-
posed in Section II with the coarse estimates from [21], which
correspond to a MIMO OFDM system.

A. Shared Use of DD Bins to Maximize Communication Rate

We consider a system with Nt = 4 transmit antennas and
Nr = 16 receive antennas. The parameters of the targets/paths
are listed in Table III; under these conditions, all targets are
well separated. To estimate the target angles, we employ the
DFT-based approach described in Section II-A1, and the re-
sulting estimates are illustrated in Fig. 3a. As angle estimation
depends primarily on spatial frequency, both OTFS and OFDM
waveforms correctly identify all three targets. Moreover, by
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Fig. 3: (a) Angle estimation with ground truth indicated by
black dashed lines. (b) 2D Cross-correlation based range and
velocity estimation (the ground truth is shown on the figure).
Range and velocity estimation of the second target with (c)
OFDM waveforms and (d) OTFS waveforms.

averaging across all bins for OTFS and across all subcarriers
for OFDM [21], the resulting angle estimates appear smooth
and well-defined. The range and velocity are estimated using
the 2D cross-correlation technique of Section II-A2 and are
shown in Fig. 3b. For comparison with OFDM, we also include
the OFDM approach of [21] (Fig. 3c) along with the proposed
OTFS approach (Fig. 3d), corresponding to the second target.
While OTFS accurately recovers the target’s range and velocity,
OFDM fails to estimate the range, mainly due to loss of
orthogonality in this high Doppler scenario.

1) DFT-Based Angle Estimation Performance: To further
evaluate the proposed algorithm, we perform a Monte Carlo
simulation with 500 trials. In each trial of angle estimation,
one target is randomly set with an angle in [−60, 60]◦, while
the remaining parameters are chosen from Table III. We obtain
results for Nr = 8 and Nr = 16 and different OTFS grid sizes,
i.e. M × N = 64 × 64, M × N = 32 × 32 and M × N =
8× 8. Fig. 4 shows the MSE of the angle estimates obtained
based on a single DD bin and also angle estimates obtained by
averaging over all NM bins. The corresponding CRLB, given
by Eq. (38), is also plotted for comparison.

We observe that averaging estimates across all bins signif-
icantly reduces the MSE and leads to faster convergence to
the CRLB. When the grid is sufficiently large, our results
match the CRLB, even at low SNRs. We also observe that
increasing the value of Nr results in lower MSE, also aligned
with the derived angle CRLB. In every configuration, the
achieved MSE is constrained by the angle aperture, preventing
the estimate from achieving the CRLB.

2) Cross-Correlation-Based Range and Velocity Estimation

Performance: We conducted Monte Carlo simulations, consid-
ering a single target, with M = 2048 and B = 245.76MHz
as a common choice in modern wideband communication
systems and N = 32 and T = 0.2667ms to ensure low latency
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communication. The single target’s range is randomly selected
in [50 : 0.5 : 100]m. The target’s velocity is randomly selected
in [−100 : 2 : 100]m/s. All other parameters are chosen
from Table III. In this case, the range resolution is Rres =
c/(2M∆f) = 0.61m and the target is almost on the delay grid.
The velocity resolution is vres = λ/(2N∆t) = 23.09m/s and
the target is usually off the Doppler grid, so the target suffers
from fractional Doppler.

Fig. 5 displays the MSE of the range and velocity estimates
obtained via the cross-correlation approach of Section II-A2.
The corresponding CRLBs, given by Eq. (36) after multiplica-
tion by (c/2)2, to convert the delay CRLB to range CRLB,
and of Eq. (37) after multiplication by (λ/2)2, to convert
the Doppler CRLB to velocity CRLB, are also plotted for
comparison.

It can be seen that the MSEs are constrained by the grid
spacing, as in the case of angle estimation. We also observe
that the range estimate is able to approach its CRLB before
its MSE is constrained by the grid spacing, while the velocity
estimate is far away from its CRLB due to the fractional
Doppler.

3) Communication Performance: The Bit Error Rate (BER)
of the proposed DFRC system with the different number of
receive antennas is shown in Fig. 6. As expected, in both OTFS
and OFDM systems, the BER decreases as the number of
receive antennas increases. We can observe that, for the same
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Fig. 7: While the DFT-based estimation captures one target
only, SSR-based angle estimation successfully captures all
three targets. Dashed lines in (a) indicate the ground truth.

number of receive antennas, the OTFS system has lower BER
than the OFDM system. The shared use of DD bins increases
the data rate by Nt, and adding more transmit antennas further
boost it. However, larger Nt complicates equalization for
MIMO symbol detection, and finding an effective algorithm
for OTFS communication with large MIMO antennas remains
an open challenge.

B. Trading off Communication Rate for Improved Sensing

Using Private Bins and Virtual Array

We take consider three targets at angles [12, 14, 16]◦, Nt =
4, Nr = 16, and channel parameters as shown in Table III.
In this case, with the targets located within 2◦, i.e. ∆ϕ = 2◦,
only one peak is visible in the DFT, as shown in Fig. 7a. Next,
we use the private bins designed as described in Section III, to
formulate and solve an SSR problem to refine angle estimation.

We use Np = 4 private bins in total. For each transmit
antenna i, we left Ei = { [0, 0], [1, 1], [2, 2] } empty and place
symbols on the remaining DD bins. In fact, any 3 DD bins
of each antenna could have chose to be left empty. After
performing the ISFFT, we obtain the TF domain signal where
we introduce TF private bins P0 = [0, 0], P1 = [1, 1],
P2 = [2, 2], and P3 = [3, 3], and enforce zeros at loca-
tions Z0 = { [1, 1], [2, 2], [3, 3] }, Z1 = { [0, 0], [2, 2], [3, 3] },
Z2 = { [0, 0], [1, 1], [3, 3] }, and Z3 = { [0, 0], [1, 1], [2, 2] }.

We then use the signal received on the private TF bins and
also the coarse estimates obtained from the method described
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Fig. 8: NMSE of SSR Angle estimation versus number of
receive antennas, for different numbers of private bins, and
different target angle separation ∆ϕ.

in Section II to formulate the SSR problem as described
in Section III.

Each row of Φ corresponds to a private TF bin on one
receive antenna. Each column of Φ is in the form of Eq. (22)
corresponding to a grid point of the angle-Doppler-delay
space, discretized around coarse estimates (ϕj , νj, τj). In this
example, the angle space is discretized around ϕj = 14◦ with
δϕ = 1◦ and Wϕj

= 10◦. The Doppler space and delay
space are around the parameters shown in the Table III with
δν = 0.1∆ν, Wνj = 2∆ν, δτ = 0.1∆τ , Wτj = 2∆τ . The
vector r (see Eq. (23)) can be obtained by stacking signals on
all TF private bins across all receive antennas. Upon solving
the SSR problem, the peaks align accurately with the ground
truth (see Fig. 7b), which illustrates the ability of the virtual
array to estimate multiple closely spaced targets where the
physical array fails.

1) SSR Angle Estimation Performance: We examine how
the number of private bins (Np) and the target angle separation
(∆ϕ) affect the detection performance of the SSR approach.
We conduct 500 Monte Carlo runs without variance reduction,
where in each run, we consider 3 targets with angle in
[−60, 60]◦ and other parameters are as shown in Table III. Var-
ious numbers of receive antennas, private bins, and ∆ϕ = 2◦

or ∆ϕ = 3◦ are considered. In each run, the angle space is
discretized around its coarse estimates ϕj with δϕ = 1◦ and
Wϕj

= 10◦. The Doppler space and delay space are around
the parameters shown in the Table III with δν = 0.1∆ν,
Wνj = 2∆ν, δτ = 0.1∆τ , Wτj = 2∆τ . The normalized
mean squared error (NMSE) of angle estimates is depicted
in Fig. 8. We observe that any number of private bins results
in low MSE when the number of receive antennas Nr is
large. However, when Nr is small, each additional private bin
yields a considerable reduction in estimation error. This result
highlights the value of a virtual array for radar sensing with
a limited number of antennas.

We then conduct 500 Monte Carlo runs with variance
reduction (see Section III), to evaluate the effect of angle
discretization (δϕ) under a different number of private bins
(Np). In each run, we consider 3 targets in [−60, 60]◦ with
∆ϕ = 2◦ and Nr = 16. The δϕ = 0.1◦ or δϕ = 0.01◦ while
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Fig. 9: MSE and CRLB of SSR angle estimation.
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Fig. 10: MSE and CRLB of SSR velocity estimation.

other parameters and discretization are the same as above. As
depicted in Fig. 9a, after performing the variance reduction, the
MSE follows the CRLB trend but is limited by the resolution
corresponding to δϕ = 0.1◦, making it difficult to drop below
10−3. By refining the discretization to δϕ = 0.01◦, we achieve
further MSE reduction (see Fig. 9b), demonstrating that the
virtual array can do better than the CRLB. This observation
is consistent with the behavior shown in Fig. 8.

2) Communication with the Use of Private Bins: We evalu-
ate the communication data rate of the proposed system with
different numbers of private bins under different SNRs. For
the case of Nt = 4, Nc = 8, as shown in Fig. 11, the private
bin design has similar communication performance compared
to the all shared bin design. The loss of communication
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Fig. 11: Communication Rate Loss Using Private Bins.

rate due to the use of private bins is rather small. With
Nt = 4 and using QPSK symbols, each private bin leads to
3× log2(4)×120kHz = 7.2×105 [bits/s] communication loss.
When 4 private bins are used, the percentage communication
rate loss is Nt×3

Nt×NM
= 0.037%.

C. SSR Fractional Doppler Estimation Performance

Finally, we examine the virtual array for fractional Doppler
estimation. We conduct a Monte Carlo simulation with 500
trials. In each trial, a target is set with velocity from
[−100, 100]m/s, while the remaining parameters are chosen
from Table III and N = 32. For each SSR solver, the
Doppler space is discretized around coarse estimates νj with
δν = 0.02∆ν and Wνj = 3∆ν. The angle space and delay
space are around the parameters shown in the Table III with
δϕ = 1◦, Wϕj

= 10◦, δτ = 0.1∆τ , Wτj = 2∆τ . As
can be seen from Fig. 10, the MSE is inflated by the noise
when SNR < −12dB and decreases as CRLB elsewhere.
This demonstrates the effectiveness of SSR in estimating the
fractional Doppler. Different from angle estimation, the use of
private bins and SSR does not bring the MSE below CRLB
in velocity estimation. This is because the virtual array only
increases the aperture of the spatial space and has no effect
on the Doppler-delay resolution. We also observe that more
private bins can stabilize the estimation and slightly improve
the MSE. This is because more private bins will introduce
more rows in Φ, helping mitigate the coherence between the
matrix columns.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We have proposed a novel DFRC MIMO OTFS system that
is robust to Doppler shifts, can efficiently use the bandwidth
for communication and sensing, and is equipped with a low-
complexity, high-resolution radar parameter estimator. DD
domain bins are used in a shared fashion, while some TF bins
are private to a small number of transmit antennas. The shared
bins enable high communication rates. Introducing private bins
enables the formation of a virtual array that improves the
sensing performance at the cost of some reduction of the
DD domain symbols transmitted by each antenna, leading
to a trade- off between communication rate and sensing
performance. However, a small number of private bins, or
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equivalently, a very small amount of rate loss, suffices to
achieve significant sensing gains.

APPENDIX

DERIVATION OF THE CRLB

Based on ∂hnr,k,l

∂θj
, which are shown in Eqs. (39) to (42),

we can write Eq. (35) as

Iθjθj
=

2Pavg

N0
ℜ{A}, (49)

where A is shown in Eq. (43). In order to obtain closed-form
expressions for easier interpretation, we consider the case in
which N and M are large enough, in which case the targets are
on the grid, i.e., νjN∆t and τjM∆f are integers, and Nr is
large. In that asymptotic case, Iθjθj

is as shown in Eq. (48). In
obtaining Eq. (48) we used the equalities of shown in Eqs. (44)
to (47), which are based on the Discrete Parseval’s Theorem
and expressions for the finite sum. Denote C as a 2× 2 block
matrix

C =

[

D0 E

ET D1

]

. (50)

We employ the Woodbury matrix identity

C
−1 =

[
(D0 −ED−1

1 ET)−1 0
0 (D1 −ETD−1

0 E)−1

] [
I . . .
. . . I

]

and

D−1
1 =

[
12

(N2
r−1)

− 6
Nr+1

− 6
Nr+1

4Nr−2
Nr+1

]

, (51)

ED−1
1 ET =

[
π2(∆f)2(M − 1)2 −π2(N − 1)(M − 1)

−π2(N − 1)(M − 1) π2(∆t)2(N − 1)2

]

, (52)

D0 −ED−1
1 ET =

[
π2(∆f)2(M2

−1)
3

0

0 π2(∆t)2(N2
−1)

3

]

. (53)

Then we can obtain Eqs. (36) and (37) by
[

τCRLB
j . . .
. . . νCRLB

j

]

=
N0

2|βj |2Pavg

1

Nr

· (D0 −ED−1
1 ET)−1

Similarly, we can get Eq. (38).
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