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Abstract— For doubly-selective channels, delay-Doppler (DD)
modulation, mostly known as orthogonal time frequency
space (OTFS) modulation, enables simultaneous compensation of
delay and Doppler shifts. However, OTFS modulated signal has
high peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR) because of its precoding
operation performed over the DD domain. In order to deal
with this problem, we propose a single-carrier transmission with
delay-Doppler domain equalization (SC-DDE). In this system, the
discretized time-domain SC signal is converted to the DD domain
by discrete Zak transform (DZT) at the receiver side, followed
by delay-Doppler domain equalization (DDE). Since equalization
is performed in the DD domain, the SC-DDE receiver should
acquire the channel delay-Doppler response. To this end, we
introduce an embedded pilot-aided channel estimation scheme
designed for SC-DDE, which does not affect the peak power
property of transmitted signals. Through computer simulation,
distribution of PAPR and bit error rate (BER) performance of
the proposed system are compared with those of the conventional
OTFS and SC with frequency-domain equalization (SC-FDE).
As a result, our proposed SC-DDE significantly outperforms SC-
FDE in terms of BER at the expense of additional computational
complexity at the receiver. Furthermore, SC-DDE shows much
lower PAPR than OTFS even though they achieve comparable
coded BER performance.

Index Terms— Discrete Zak transform (DZT), orthogonal time
frequency space (OTFS), peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR),
single-carrier delay-Doppler domain equalization (SC-DDE),
single-carrier frequency domain equalization (SC-FDE), vector-
ized discrete Zak transform (VDZT).

I. INTRODUCTION

In mobile wireless communications, the system performance

is affected by time- and/or frequency-selective fading caused

by multipath channels. In most cases, frequency-selective

fading is not avoidable since the propagation delay occurs fre-

quently in practical environments due to reflection and diffrac-

tion. In orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM)

signaling, the interference caused by frequency-selective fad-

ing can be avoided provided that a cyclic prefix (CP) is

longer than the multipath delay. Therefore, OFDM is a de-fact

standard in modern wireless communication standards such as

cellular networks (4G and 5G) and Wi-Fi [1].

As a main drawback of OFDM, it exhibits a high peak-

to-average power ratio (PAPR), which leads to low power

amplifier (PA) efficiency [2]. Furthermore, OFDM exhibits

susceptibility to time-selective fading induced by Doppler

shifts [3]. The former issue is addressed by discrete Fourier

transform (DFT)-precoding, which in fact transforms the trans-

mit signal into single-carrier (SC) equivalence [4]. Thus, it

is OFDM-based SC implementation known as DFT-spread

OFDM (DFT-s-OFDM), which is adopted in the uplink of 4G

and 5G [5], and also envisioned in 6G [6]. At the receiver, SC

with frequency domain equalization (SC-FDE) is employed

so as to mitigate the effect of frequency-selective fading [7].

However, it is not designed for time-selective fading caused

by Doppler shifts.

In order to cope with doubly- (time and frequency) selective

fading channels, delay-Doppler modulation schemes, such

as orthogonal time frequency space (OTFS) modulation [8]

and orthogonal delay-Doppler division multiplexing (ODDM)

modulation [9], have been proposed and actively investigated

in recent years [10–12]. OTFS is a two-dimensional (2D)

modulation technique, and modulated symbols are mapped

onto the delay-Doppler (DD) domain. It thus enables efficient

equalization for doubly-selective fading performed in the

DD domain. Several implementation approaches have been

investigated for OTFS modulation [13–15], and these are

now considered as a part of delay-Doppler modulation [12].

Among them, we focus on the widely investigated OFDM-

based OTFS with reduced CP due to its practicality and

compatibility [13], which we consistently refer to as OTFS

throughout this work. Even though OTFS is an attractive

scheme to cope with Doppler shift, its high signal PAPR is a

major practical issue similar to OFDM systems [16, 17]. Thus,

several PAPR reduction approaches have been proposed for

OTFS systems [18, 19]. Nevertheless, these approaches require

additional computational complexity at the transmitter and also

cause the degradation of the error rate performance.

Based on the above observation, in this paper, we propose

delay-Doppler domain equalization (DDE) for SC signaling,

which we call SC-DDE, where the entire compensation pro-

cess of OTFS modulation is placed at the receiver side. The

SC-DDE receiver converts the received time domain symbols

into the DD domain by the discrete Zak transform (DZT) [15].

Then, DDE is performed based on minimum mean square

error (MMSE). Since the transmitter in our SC-DDE system is

equivalent to the conventional SC transmission with CP, it is

suitable for uplink communications similar to the conventional

SC-FDE. As a major challenge of SC-DDE as well as OTFS,

the receiver must have the channel state information (CSI)

in the DD domain, which corresponds to the channel delay-

Doppler response. In order to deal with this problem, we

introduce an embedded pilot-aided channel estimation scheme

designed for SC-DDE, which does not affect the peak power

property of SC transmission. Through computer simulation,

we show that the resulting PAPR of SC-DDE is significantly

lower than that of OTFS even in the presence of pilot symbols

for channel estimation. Furthermore, we demonstrate that

the proposed SC-DDE significantly outperforms SC-FDE and

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.16453v1
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Fig. 1. A block diagram of the SC transmitter with J-times oversampling
for the block length N .

achieves comparable performance to OTFS in terms of coded

bit error rate (BER) over doubly-selective fading channels.

The primary contributions of this paper are summarized as

follows:

• We propose an SC-DDE system that can compensate

for doubly-selective fading caused by delay and Doppler

shift while retaining the low PAPR property of SC

transmission.

• We introduce an embedded pilot-aided channel estimation

scheme for SC-DDE that retains the low peak power

property of SC signals.

• We demonstrate that our proposed SC-DDE significantly

outperforms the conventional SC-FDE over doubly-

selective channels. Furthermore, the coded BER perfor-

mance of SC-DDE is comparable to that of OTFS while

enjoying much lower PAPR.

This paper is organized as follows. The SC transmission

over doubly-selective channels is described in Section II. Sec-

tion III introduces the proposed single-carrier delay-Doppler

equalization (SC-DDE), and its computational complexity is

compared with existing systems. The embedded pilot-aided

channel estimation for SC-DDE is proposed in Section IV.

The simulation results are shown in Section V, where PAPR

distribution and BER performance are compared. Section VI

concludes this work.

Notation: Throughout this paper, the kth element of a

vector a is denoted by either ak or a[k]. Similarly, both Al,k

and A[l, k] denote the (l, k)th element of a matrix A.

II. SINGLE-CARRIER TRANSMISSION OVER

DOUBLY-SELECTIVE CHANNELS

We describe a single-carrier transmission over doubly-

selective channels. In this work, we focus on the block

transmission with SC signal generated by OFDM with DFT-

precoding rather than the conventional pulse-shaping-based

system, since the former is adopted in the uplink of modern

cellular network standards (4G and 5G). The block diagram

of the SC transmitter is shown in Fig. 1.

A. Single-Carrier Transmission

The transmitter employs the SC block transmission with CP

as in the conventional SC-FDE systems. First, the information

bit sequence d ∈ {0, 1}D is encoded by a binary error

correcting code with code rate Rc, and the encoded bit

sequence is given by c ∈ {0, 1}D/Rc . Then, PSK or QAM

modulation is performed for the encoded bit sequence. Let

xn ∈ X denote the nth modulated symbol with its average

power given by Es, where X is a set of the signal constellation

points. The modulated symbol vector of length N is given

by x = (x0, · · · , xN−1)
T ∈ XN×1, where N corresponds to

the block length. The modulated symbol vector x is spread

over the frequency domain by DFT-precoding as1

xF = FNx, (1)

where FN denotes the DFT matrix of size N . By performing

the IDFT with zero padding (ZP), the resulting SC transmitted

symbol vector with J-times oversampling, denoted by s =
(s0, · · · , sJN−1)

T ∈ CJN×1, is expressed as [20]

s = FH
N,Jx

F = FH
N,JFNx, (2)

with

FN,J ,
[
IN ON×(J−1)N

]
FJN , (3)

where XH represents the Hermitian transpose of a matrix X,

IN is the identity matrix of size N , and OM×N is the zero

matrix of size M ×N .

Let s(t) denote the continuous-time transmitted SC signal

with the Nyquist interval T0, where the effective block time

duration is given by Tblock , NT0. From (2), the mth sample

of the transmitted symbol vector with J-times oversampling

is given by [4]

sm , s

(

m
T0
J

)

=
N−1∑

n=0

xne
jπ(1− 1

N )(m
J
−n) sin

{
π
(
m
J − n

)}

N sin
{

π
N

(
m
J − n

)} ,

m ∈ {0, · · · , JN − 1} . (4)

Prior to transmission, CP with length NCP is inserted so as to

compensate for the inter-block interference (IBI). In this work,

as is the case with practical OFDM-based cellular network

systems [20], we assume that the CP length NCP is sufficient

such that the effect of IBI is negligible. As a result, the

continuous-time SC signal is expressed as [4]

s (t) =

N−1∑

n=−NCP

x[n]N gpsinc (t− nT0)w[−NCPT0,NT0], (5)

where [n]N , n mod N ∈ {0, · · · , N−1} represents modulo

operation. In (5), gpsinc (t) denotes a periodic version (with

period N ) of the sinc pulse defined as [4]

gpsinc (t) , ejπ(1−
1
N ) t

T0

sin
(

π t
T0

)

N sin
(

π
N

t
T0

) , (6)

and w[Tlow,Thigh] (t) is a rectangular window function defined as

w[Tlow,Thigh] (t) ,

{

1, Tlow ≤ t ≤ Thigh,

0, otherwise.
(7)

It should be noted that the conventional pulse shaping filters

(such as square root raised-cosine filters) are not employed in

practical OFDM systems so as to preserve the orthogonality

among subcarriers. (The spectrum is usually controlled by

1Throughout this paper, the superscripts of F and D indicate that the
symbols aF and aD are represented in the frequency and delay-Doppler
domain, respectively.
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windowing [21].) Thus, the transmitted signal in (5) is strictly

limited to the block time including CP, i.e., −NCPT0 ≤ t ≤
Tblock. On the other hand, its power spectrum does not localize

in the frequency domain, where the mainlobe bandwidth is

given by [21]

B =
N

Tblock

=
N

NT0
=

1

T0
. (8)

B. Channel Model

Throughout this work, we consider doubly-selective chan-

nels, where the signal is received through linear time vari-

ant (LTV) channels [22]. Let hp ∈ C, τp ∈ R≥0, and νp ∈
R denote the complex path gain, delay, and Doppler shift,

respectively, all corresponding to the pth path with p ∈
{0, · · · , P − 1}, where P represents the number of propaga-

tion paths and R≥0 is a set of non-negative real numbers. The

channel delay-Doppler response is expressed as

h (τ, ν) =
P−1∑

p=0

hpδ (τ − τp) δ (ν − νp) , (9)

where δ(·) is the Dirac delta function.

As is often the case with delay-Doppler modulation context

including OTFS [8, 13], we assume that the delay and Doppler

shift are integer multiples of the sampling (Nyquist) interval T0
and the inverse of effective block time 1/NT0, respectively.

Let lp ∈ Z≥0 and kp ∈ Z denote the integers representing

delay and Doppler taps both corresponding to the pth path,

where Z≥0 is a set of non-negative integers. Thus, the delay

time and Doppler frequency corresponding to the pth path are

given by

τp = lpT0, νp =
kp
NT0

. (10)

In order to characterize doubly-selective channels, we con-

sider maximum values of delay and Doppler shift. Let lmax ∈
Z≥0 and kmax ∈ Z≥0 denote the maximum delay and Doppler

taps, respectively. They are defined as

lmax , max (l0, · · · , lP−1) , (11)

kmax , max (|k0| , · · · , |kP−1|) . (12)

Thus, the maximum delay time and Doppler frequency for

doubly-selective LTV channels, denoted by τmax ∈ R≥0

and νmax ∈ R≥0, are defined as

τmax , lmaxT0, (13)

νmax ,
kmax

NT0
, (14)

respectively.

C. Received Signal Representation

The continuous-time received signal r(t) is expressed

as [13]

r (t) =

∫ ∫

h (τ, ν) s (t− τ) ej2πν(t−τ)dτdν + η (t) , (15)

where η (t) denotes the additive white Gaussian

noise (AWGN) term.

By substituting (9) and (10) into (15), the nth discrete

sample of the received symbol after CP removal is given by

rn , r (nT0) =

P−1∑

p=0

hpe
j2π

kp(n−lp)
N x[n−lp]N

+ ηn,

n ∈ {0, · · · , N − 1} , (16)

where ηn is the nth AWGN with zero mean and complex

variance N0, i.e., ηn ∼ CN (0, N0). From (16), the received

signal-to-noise power ratio (SNR) is defined as

γs ,

E







∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

P−1∑

p=0

hpe
j2π

kp(n−lp)
N x[n−lp]N

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2






E
{

|ηn|2
}

=

P−1∑

p=0

E
{

|hp|2
} Es

N0
, (17)

where E {·} represents the expectation operation.

In order to rewrite (16) in the vector form, we define the

matrix form of the LTV channel as [13]

H =
P−1∑

p=0

hpΠ
lp∆kp , (18)

where Π ∈ {0, 1}N×N is a permutation matrix representing

to delay, and ∆ ∈ CN×N is a diagonal matrix representing to

Doppler shift. They are defined as

Π =








0 · · · 0 1
1 · · · 0 0
...

. . .
...

...

0 · · · 1 0







, (19)

∆ = diag
(

ej2π
0
N , ej2π

1
N , · · · , ej2π N−1

N

)

. (20)

Then, we may express

r = Hx+ η, (21)

where r = (r0, · · · , rN−1)
T ∈ CN×1 is the received

symbol vector with its elements given by (16), and η =
(η0, · · · , ηN−1)

T ∈ CN×1 is the AWGN vector.

III. SINGLE-CARRIER DELAY-DOPPLER DOMAIN

EQUALIZATION

In this section, we first introduce the discrete Zak trans-

form (DZT), which converts time domain symbols into the DD

domain. Based on this transform, we describe our proposed

SC-DDE.

A. Discrete Zak Transform

1) Definition and Properties: The time domain symbols

are mapped into the DD domain by DZT [23]. For the DZT

operation, we introduce the number of symbols in the delay

domain L and that in the Doppler domain K . We note



4

that L and K are chosen such that their product matches

the length of input sequence, i.e., LK = N . Let u =
(u0, · · · , uN−1)

T ∈ CN×1 denote the time domain symbol

sequence with length N . We define the lth subvector of

length K composed of the elements of u with equal sample

spacing of L as

u
(l)
L,K ,

(
ul, ul+L, · · · , ul+(K−1)L

)T ∈ C
K×1,

l ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1} . (22)

By using the K-point DFT, the (L,K)-point DZT of u,

denoted by Z(L,K) {u} : CLK×1 → CL×K , is defined as

Z(L,K) {u} ,

[

FKu
(0)
L,K ,FKu

(1)
L,K , · · · ,FKu

(L−1)
L,K

]T

=










u
(0)
L,K

T

u
(1)
L,K

T

...

u
(L−1)
L,K

T










FK =








u0 uL · · · u(K−1)L

u1 uL+1 · · · u(K−1)L+1

...
...

. . .
...

uL−1 u2L−1 · · · uLK−1








︸ ︷︷ ︸

,U∈CL×K

FK .

(23)

Let V = Z(L,K) {u} ∈ CL×K denote the (L,K)-point DZT

output for an input u ∈ CN×1. Its (l, k)th element is expressed

as [24]

Vl,k =
1√
K

K−1∑

m=0

ul+mLe
−j2π k

K
m,

l ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1} , k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1} . (24)

In addition, the (L,K)-point inverse DZT (IDZT) of V,

denoted by u = Z−1
(L,K) {V} : CL×K → CLK×1, is defined

as

ul+kL =
1√
K

K−1∑

m=0

Vl,me
j2π m

K
k,

l ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1} , k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1} . (25)

Therefore, from the definition of (24), the DZT is equivalent

to the DFT performed for K time domain points sampled at

equal intervals with distinct time offset values.

In the DZT operation, we assume that the input sequence u

is periodic with its length N . Thus, from (24), we have

Z(L,K) {u} [l, k +mK] = Z(L,K) {u} [l, k], (26)

Z(L,K) {u} [l +mL, k] = Z(L,K) {u} [l, k]ej2π
k
K

m, (27)

for m ∈ Z [24].

2) Vectorized Discrete Zak Transform: We define the vec-

torization of the DZT output matrix V as

v , vec (V)

= (V0,0, · · · , VL−1,0, V0,1, · · · , VLK−1,LK−1)
T , (28)

where vec (·) is a vectorization of a matrix such that a =
vec (A) converts a matrix A into a vector a by stacking the

columns of the matrix A on top of one another. Note that its

(l + kL)th element is equal to Vl,k given in (24). From the

!
!
!

Time domain Delay-Doppler domain Vectorized delay-Doppler domain

DZT

VDZT

Vectorization

v ∈ C
LK×1

u ∈ C
LK×1

V ∈ C
L×K

v = vec (V)

v = ZL,Ku

!
!
!

V = Z(L,K) {u}

Fig. 2. Symbol representation in the time, DD, and vectorized DD domain,
where we set N = 64 and (L,K) = (8, 8).
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Delay-DopplerTime

VDZT

r (t) d̂R
D

r
D

r̂
D

Fig. 3. A block diagram of the SC-DDE receiver.

matrix form of the input vector u defined as U in (23), the

vectorization of the DZT output of (29) can be expressed as

v = vec
(
Z(L,K) {u}

)
= vec (UFK) = vec (ILUFK)

= (FK ⊗ IL) vec (U) = (FK ⊗ IL)u, (29)

since vec (ABC) =
(
CT ⊗A

)
vec (B) for any combination

of matrices A ∈ CL×M , B ∈ CM×N , and C ∈ CN×K ,

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. Therefore, the vec-

torization of the DZT output can be expressed by a linear

operation FK ⊗ IL, and we call this operation the vectorized

discrete Zak transform (VDZT). Accordingly, we introduce the

(L,K)-point VDZT matrix, denoted by ZL,K ∈ CLK×LK ,

that transforms the input vector of length N = LK into the

DD domain of size L×K , which is defined as

ZL,K , FK ⊗ IL. (30)

We note that this VDZT matrix is unitary since ZL,KZH
L,K =

(
FKFH

K

)
⊗(ILIL) = ILK . By using the VDZT matrix of (30),

the VDZT operation of (29) can be expressed as

v = vec
(
Z(L,K) {u}

)
= ZL,Ku. (31)

For reference, Fig. 2 illustrates the symbol representation in

the time and DD domain, and we also depict the vectorization

of the DZT output referred to as vectorized DD domain.

Here, we consider the input symbol sequence with the length

of N = LK = 64, and it is converted into the DD domain

with (L,K) = (8, 8) by the (8, 8)-point DZT operation.

B. Delay-Doppler Domain Equalization

We describe the system model of the SC-DDE receiver by

using the DZT, where its block diagram is shown in Fig. 3.

In order to employ the equalization in the DD domain, the

received symbol is first mapped into the DD domain by the

(L,K)-point DZT operation, and the received symbol matrix

in the DD domain is given by

RD = Z(L,K) {r} , (32)
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where r is the received symbol vector in (21). In addition, the

(l, k)th received symbol in the DD domain is expressed as

RD
l,k = RD[l, k] =

1√
K

K−1∑

n=0

rl+nLe
−j2π k

K
n,

l ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1} , k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1} , (33)

where rn is the nth discretized received symbol given by (16).

As a result, delay and Doppler resolutions of the SC signal

are given by T0 and 1/ (NT0), respectively [9]. Hence, the

(l, k)th received symbol in the DD domain RD
l,k is mapped

onto the (l, k)th DD resource grid ΛD defined as [9]

ΛD,

{(

lT0,
k

NT0

)

: l∈{0,· · ·,L−1}, k∈{0,· · ·,K−1}
}

.

(34)

Remark: Since the delay and Doppler taps of the channel may

take 0 ≤ lp ≤ lmax and −kmax ≤ kp ≤ kmax, the delay-Doppler

grid in (34) must be larger than these ranges. As a result, the

parameters L and K should be chosen to meet the following

condition:
{

L > lmax,

K > 2kmax.
(35)

From (31), the vectorization of the received symbol matrix

in the DD domain RD in (32), denoted by rD ∈ CN×1, can

be expressed by the VDZT matrix as

rD , vec
(
RD)

=
(
RD

0,0, · · · , RD
L−1,0, R

D
0,1, · · · , RD

L−1,K−1

)T

= ZL,Kr. (36)

SC-DDE is performed for the received symbol vector in the

DD domain rD . Thus, we introduce the equivalent channel

matrix observed in the DD domain, denoted by HD ∈ C
N×N ,

which is given from that in the time domain as [13]

HD , ZL,KHZH
L,K = (FK ⊗ IL)H

(
FH

K ⊗ IL
)
. (37)

It should be noted here that unlike the conventional OFDM

transmission without Doppler shifts, delay-Doppler modula-

tion, such as OTFS and ODDM, does not follow eigenmode

transmission. Therefore, the equivalent channel matrix in the

DD domain HD in (37) does not become a diagonal ma-

trix even though the orthogonal pulse in the DD domain is

employed [9]. Consequently, unlike one-tap equalization in

OFDM and SC-FDE, two-dimensional equalization is required

in DDE similar to MIMO signal detection.

In this work, we adopt linear equalization based on MMSE

for DDE, and its weight matrix WD ∈ CN×N is expressed

as [25]

WD =

(

HDH
HD +

1

γ
IN

)−1

HDH
. (38)

After DDE, the equalized received symbol vector in the DD

domain is given by

r̂D = WDrD. (39)

Finally, after inverse VDZT (IVDZT) postcoding, the resulting

estimated symbol vector y ∈ CN×1 is expressed by

y = ZH
L,K r̂D = ZH

L,KWDZL,Kr

= ZH
L,KWDHDZL,Kx+ ZH

L,KWDZL,Kη. (40)

C. Conventional OTFS Modulation

For comparison, we describe the conventional OTFS mod-

ulation as delay-Doppler modulation scheme compensating

doubly-selective channels. Our proposed SC-DDE employing

the (L,K)-point DZT corresponds to OTFS modulation with

K multiple OFDM symbols each containing L subcarriers.

Let TMC , Tblock/K denote the symbol duration of each

OFDM symbol. In this case, the subcarrier spacing is given

by 1/TMC = K/Tblock and its mainlobe bandwidth is expressed

as BMC = L/TMC = N/Tblock = 1/T0 [21]. Thus, the result-

ing mainlobe bandwidth of OFDM and OTFS is equivalent to

that of SC transmission in (8), and OFDM and OTFS carry

N = LK modulated symbols in each block.

Let XOTFS ∈ XL×K denote the modulated symbol matrix

of OTFS in the DD domain. Since OTFS modulation is

identical to OFDM with the inverse symplectic finite Fourier

transform (ISFFT) precoding, the continuous-time transmitted

signal of OTFS is expressed as

s (t) =

K−1∑

k=0

L−1∑

l=0

x̌l,kw[0,TMC] (t− kTMC) e
j2πl(t−kTMC)/TMC ,

(41)

where x̌l,k represents the (l, k)th ISFFT-precoded modulated

symbol given by

x̌l,k =
1√
LK

K−1∑

k′=0

L−1∑

l′=0

XOTFS [l
′, k′] e

j2π
(

k′k
K

− l′l
L

)

. (42)

In addition, the transmitted symbol vectors of OTFS without

oversampling, denoted by sOTFS ∈ CN×1, is expressed by a

vector form as [13]

sOTFS = vec
(
FH

L

(
FLXOTFSF

H
K

))
= vec

(
XOTFSF

H
K

)

= vec
(

Z−1
L,K {XOTFS}

)

= ZH
L,KxOTFS, (43)

where xOTFS , vec (XOTFS) ∈ XLK×1. From (43), it is

apparent that OTFS modulation can be directly performed by

the IDZT operation [15].

By replacing x with sOTFS in (21), the received symbol

vector of OTFS is expressed as

rOTFS = HsOTFS + η. (44)

The OTFS receiver performs the same signal processing as

the SC-DDE receiver except for the postcoding. Therefore,

the resulting received symbol vector of OTFS after DDE is

expressed as

yOTFS = WDZL,KrOTFS

= WDZL,K

(
HZH

L,KxOTFS + η
)

= WDHDxOTFS +WDZL,Kη. (45)
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Fig. 4. System block diagram comparison of (a) OFDM, (b) SC-FDE, (c) OTFS, and (d) SC-DDE, where the vectorization process is omitted.

TABLE I

COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY ORDER OF OFDM, SC-FDE, OTFS, AND SC-DDE TRANSCEIVERS (N = LK ).

Transmitter Receiver

System Modulation Domain transform (Linear) Equalization MMSE weight calc. Postcoding

OFDM N -point IDFT N -point DFT - - -
SC-FDE N -point DFT&IDFT N -point DFT O (N) O (N) N -point IDFT

OTFS (L,K)-point IDZT (L,K)-point DZT O (N logN +N) O
(

N3
)

-

SC-DDE N -point DFT&IDFT (L,K)-point DZT O (N logN +N) O
(

N3
)

(L,K)-point IDZT

TABLE II

COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY ORDER OF DFT AND DZT.

Operation Complexity w/o FFT Complexity w/ FFT

N -point DFT/IDFT O
(

N2
)

O (N logN)
(L,K)-point DZT/IDZT O

(

LK2
)

O (LK logK)

D. Complexity

The main drawback of SC-DDE system is its high compu-

tational complexity for weight matrix calculation in (38) and

equalization in (39). In this work, we define the computational

complexity as the number of complex multiplications, and

we evaluate the complexity order of SC-DDE transmitter

and receiver. For comparison, we introduce OTFS modulation

described in Section III-C, which corresponds to the ISFFT-

precoded K multiple OFDM symbols each containing L
subcarriers. In addition, we also make comparison with prac-

tical OFDM and SC-FDE systems, which are adopted in the

downlink and uplink of modern cellular networks, respectively.

The block diagrams of these schemes are shown in Fig. 4. In

this subsection, we omit the vectorization operation since it

does not involve arithmetic operations, i.e., DZT and VDZT

are not distinguished.

We first discuss the transmitter complexity. From Fig. 4, we

observe that our SC-DDE transmitter is identical to that of SC-

FDE, which requires DFT-precoding. Therefore, its complexity

is higher than that of OFDM.

We next compare the receiver complexity assuming that lin-

ear equalization based on MMSE is employed for all schemes.

In SC-DDE and OTFS, the received symbol sequence is first

mapped into the DD domain by the DZT, whereas it is mapped

into the frequency domain by the DFT in SC-FDE and OFDM.

Since delay-Doppler modulation is not based on eigenmode

transmission, OTFS receiver requires 2D equalization similar

to SC-DDE. Therefore, in SC-DDE and OTFS systems, the

complexity order for equalization in (39) and that for MMSE

matrix calculation in (38) are O (N logN +N) and O
(
N3

)
,

respectively [26]. In contrast, SC-FDE can employ one-tap

equalization based on the circulant structure of the channel

matrix without Doppler shifts. Therefore, its complexity or-

der in the SC-FDE system is only O (N) for equalization

and O (N) for MMSE weight calculation. Furthermore, in

the OFDM system, equalization is not necessary since the

likelihood information can be directly calculated from the

received symbol sequence. Also, the receiver of SC-DDE and

SC-FDE requires postcoding after equalization by IDZT and

IDFT, respectively, since the domain of modulated symbols

is different from that where equalization process takes place.

As a result, the receiver complexity of the proposed SC-

DDE is higher than that of OTFS by the IDZT postcoding,

and significantly higher than SC-FDE and OFDM due to 2D

equalization.

Based on the above observation, we summarize the com-

plexity order of the transmitter and receiver in OFDM, SC-

FDE, OTFS, and SC-DDE systems in Table I, where that

of DFT and DZT operations is listed in Table II. We note

that the complexity of (L,K)-point DZT is L times that of

K-point DFT, which is obvious from (23). As a result, it

is apparent from Table I that the transmitter complexity of

SC-DDE is equivalent to that of SC-FDE, but the SC-DDE

receiver requires considerable additional complexity compared

to the conventional FDE. In conclusion, our proposed SC-DDE

is a suitable approach especially for uplink communications

similar to the conventional SC-FDE.
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IV. CHANNEL ESTIMATION DESIGNED FOR SC-DDE

In this section, we introduce the channel estimation de-

signed for SC-DDE. In the conventional channel estimation

for SC transmission in cellular networks, the pilot symbols

are transmitted in the frequency domain so as to estimate the

frequency impulse response required for FDE. However, this

approach is not applicable to our proposed SC-DDE since

DDE requires the channel delay Doppler response. Hence,

we consider the embedded pilot-aided channel estimation

proposed for OTFS modulation [27], where the data symbols

with PSK/QAM signaling are transmitted simultaneously with

the embedded pilot symbols in the DD domain. In the case of

OTFS modulation, they are generated in the same DD domain.

However, in our proposed SC-DDE system, the pilot symbol

should be transmitted in the DD domain so as to estimate the

channel delay Doppler response, whereas the data symbols

are modulated by PSK/QAM signaling in the time domain.

Therefore, the embedded pilot-aided channel estimation must

be designed for SC-DDE so that the data and pilot symbols

generated in the different domains do not interfere with each

other.

To this end, we derive the delay-Doppler domain rep-

resentation of SC transmission. By utilizing this property,

we introduce the embedded pilot-aided channel estimation

designed for SC-DDE.

A. Delay-Doppler Domain Input-Output Relation for Single-

Carrier Transmission

Since the channel estimation for SC-DDE is performed in

the DD domain, the pilot symbol should also be embedded

in the same domain. Thus, in this subsection, we derive the

relation between RD given by (33) and the DD domain symbol

matrix of the modulated symbol vector denoted by XD ∈
C

L×K , which is expressed by the DZT operation as

XD = Z(L,K) {x} . (46)

From (16), the nth received symbol is rewritten as

rn =

P−1∑

p=0

hpr̃p,n + ηn, (47)

where r̃p,n represents the nth received symbol corresponding

to the pth path defined as

r̃p,n , ej2π
kp(n−lp)

N x[n−lp]N
. (48)

Thus, by introducing the received symbol vector corresponding

to the pth path, denoted by r̃p = (r̃p,0, · · · , r̃p,N−1)
T ∈

CN×1, the received symbol vector of (21) can be rewritten

by

r =

P−1∑

p=0

hpr̃p + η. (49)

Since the DZT is a linear transform [24], the DZT of the

received symbol vector r is expressed by using (49) as

RD = Z(L,K) {r}

=

P−1∑

p=0

hpZ(L,K) {r̃p}+ Z(L,K) {η}

=
P−1∑

p=0

hpZ(L,K) {r̃p}+Ω, (50)

where the noise term in the DD domain Ω , Z(L,K) {η} is

also AWGN with Ω[l, k] ∼ CN (0, N0), since the DZT is a

unitary transform [24].

From quasi-periodic property in (26) and (27)

and the relationship of Z(L,K)

{
xej2πmn/N

}
[l, k] =

ej2πml/NZ(L,K) {x} [l, k −m] [24], the DZT of the received

symbol vector corresponding to the pth path r̃p in (50) is

expressed from (48) as

Z(L,K) {r̃p} [l, k] = ej2πkp
[l−lp]L

N Z(L,K) {x} [l − lp, k − kp]

= ej2πkp
[l−lp]L

N

{

XD
[l−lp]L,[k−kp]K

, l ≥ lp,

XD
[l−lp]L,[k−kp]K

e−j2π k
K , l < lp,

l ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1} , k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1} . (51)

Therefore, from (50) and (51), the resulting DD domain

input-output relation of SC transmission is expressed as

RD
l,k=







P−1∑

p=0

hpe
j2πkp

[l−lp]L
N XD

[l−lp]L,[k−kp]K
+Ωl,k,

l ≥ lp,
P−1∑

p=0

hpe
j2π

(

kp
[l−lp]L

N
− k

K

)

XD
[l−lp]L,[k−kp]K

+Ωl,k,

l < lp,

l ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1} , k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1} . (52)

As a result, the (l, k)th received symbol in the DD domain

can be expressed by a linear combination of (l− lp, k− kp)th
received symbols in the same domain for a given pair of

delay tap lp and Doppler tap kp corresponding to the pth

path with p ∈ {0, · · · , P − 1}. By utilizing this property, we

propose a channel estimation scheme for SC-DDE in the next

subsection.

B. Embedded Pilot-Aided Channel Estimation for SC-DDE

The main objective of the channel estimation in the DD

domain is to estimate the pth complex channel gain hp
corresponding to the lp delay and kp Doppler taps from (52).

To this end, we introduce an embedded pilot-aided channel

estimation scheme designed for SC-DDE by extending the

approach proposed for OTFS in [27] to SC transmission.

Let xCE = (xCE,0, · · · , xCE,N−1)
T ∈ CN×1 denote the time

domain transmitted symbol vector of block length N with

embedded pilot symbol for channel estimation of SC-DDE.

Since the pilot symbol is embedded in the data symbols, it is

expressed as

xCE = xdata + xpilot, (53)
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where xdata ∈ (X ∪ {0})N×1
and xpilot ∈ CN×1 represent the

time domain vectors corresponding to data and pilot, respec-

tively. As in the conventional embedded pilot-aided channel

estimation for OTFS, we consider that one pilot symbol in

the DD domain, denoted by ψD ∈ C, is transmitted in each

block [27], and its power is given by Epilot (i.e.,
∣
∣ψD

∣
∣
2
=

Epilot). As a result, the pilot symbol matrix in the DD domain

is expressed as

XD
pilot[l, k] , Z(L,K) {xpilot} [l, k]

=

{

ψD, l = lpilot, k = kpilot,

0, otherwise,
(54)

where the pilot symbol ψD is arranged on the (lpilot, kpilot)th
DD grid. Thus, by the IDZT operation, the pilot symbol vector

in the time domain is expressed as

xpilot = Z−1
(L,K)

{
XD

pilot

}
. (55)

In order to distinguish between pilot and data symbols,

they must be located such that the receiver can separately

extract them from the received symbols in the DD domain.

Let XD
CE , Z(L,K) {xCE} ∈ CL×K denote the DZT of the

transmitted symbol vector xCE. From (52), in order to avoid the

interference among pilot and data symbols in the DD domain,

guard symbols (i.e., null) is inserted in advance in the DD grid

where the pilot signal is received. Thus, guard symbols must

be inserted on the (l, k)th DD grid satisfying

XD
CE [l, k] = XD

CE [[l
′]L , [k

′]K ] = 0,

for

{

l′ 6= lpilot, lpilot − lmax ≤ l′ ≤ lpilot + lmax,

k′ 6= kpilot, kpilot − 2kmax ≤ k′ ≤ kpilot + 2kmax,

l ∈ {[l′]L|l′ ∈ Z} , k ∈ {[k′]K |k′ ∈ Z} . (56)

This approach follows the same principle as that in the

conventional OTFS with embedded pilot-aided channel esti-

mation [27].

In addition to the condition in (56), in the case of SC

transmission, modulated data symbols are spread out in the

DD domain since they are generated in the time domain.

Therefore, SC signal generated in the time domain must satisfy

the condition in the DD domain given by (56). According

to (22), we define the lth subvector of length K composed of

the elements of xCE with equal sample spacing of L as

x
(l)
CE , (xCE[l],xCE[l + L], · · · ,xCE[l+(K−1)L])

T ∈ C
K×1,

l ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1} . (57)

Based on (23), the (l, k)th DZT output of the transmitted

symbol vector xCE is expressed using (57) as

XD
CE[l, k] = x

(l)
CE

T
f
(k)
K , (58)

where f
(k)
K represents the kth column vector of the DFT matrix

with size K . Therefore, it should be noted from (58) that DD

domain symbols with the delay tap l ∈ {0, · · · , L−1} is deter-

mined only by the time domain symbols corresponding to the

lth subvector x
(l)
CE, and independent of the other time domain

symbols x
(l′)
CE with l′ 6= l. On the other hand, from (58), the

time domain symbols corresponding to the lth subvector x
(l)
CE

are spread out in the Doppler domain. Therefore, in the case

of SC transmission, the data symbols cannot be placed in the

same delay tap as the pilot and guard symbols. As a result, the

lth subvector of the time domain data symbol vector, denoted

by x
(l)
data , (xdata[l],xdata[l + L], · · · ,xdata[l+(K−1)L])

T ∈
CK×1, should satisfy

x
(l)
data = x

([l′]L)
data = 0K , for lpilot − lmax ≤ l′ ≤ lpilot + lmax,

l ∈ {[l′]L|l′ ∈ Z} , (59)

where 0K represents the zero vector of length K . We note

that modulated symbols can be transmitted by the subvectors

of the data symbol vector with their delay taps outside this

condition.

Motivated by the above observation, we introduce the num-

ber of guard delay taps Lguard ∈ Z≥0, and all data symbols

are mapped Lguard delay taps away from the pilot symbol. It

is designed for the maximum delay tap lmax so as to satisfy

Lguard ≥ lmax. (60)

Therefore, from the conditions of (56) and (59), the (l, k)th
DD domain transmitted symbol of SC-DDE with embedded

pilot symbol should be arranged as

XD
CE [l, k] = XD

CE [[l
′]L , k] =







ψD, l′ = lpilot, k = kpilot,

0, lpilot − Lguard ≤ l′ ≤ lpilot + Lguard,

x
(l)
data

T
f
(k)
K , otherwise,

l ∈ {[l′]L|l′ ∈ Z} , k ∈ {0,· · ·,K−1} . (61)

Hence, the number of modulated data symbols in each block

is given by

Ndata = (L− 2Lguard − 1)K , LdataK, (62)

where Ldata , L− 2Lguard − 1 is the number of data symbols

in the delay domain. As a result, the rate loss caused by

embedded pilot symbol for SC-DDE is given by

Ndata

N
=
LdataK

LK
=
L− 2Lguard − 1

L
= 1− 2Lguard + 1

L
.

(63)

Fig. 5 illustrates the DD domain symbol configuration

of SC-DDE with embedded pilot symbol for an example

of (L,K) = (16, 16) and Lguard = 2. Fig. 5(a) illustrates

the transmitted symbol configuration. Since the pilot symbol

is located on the (0, 0)th DD grid, data symbols are mapped

in the (l, k)th element in the DD domain with l ∈ {Lguard +
1, · · · , L − 1 − Lguard} and k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1} according

to the condition of (61). In addition, when the channel is

characterized by (lmax, kmax) = (2, 7), the received symbol

matrix in the DD domain RD are illustrated as Fig. 5(b). As a

result, pilot and data symbols do not interfere with each other

since (60) is satisfied. Furthermore, since (lpilot, kpilot) = (0, 0),
the pth estimated complex channel gain corresponding to lp
delay tap and kp Doppler tap, denoted by ĥp, is expressed as

ĥp =
RD

lp,[kp]K

ψD = hp +
Ωlp,[kp]K

ψD . (64)



9

: Dat�

: Guard Area

: Guard (null)

: Pilot

delay

Doppler

Lguard

Ldata : Received data

: Received pilot
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Lguard

lmax

Ldata + lmax
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Fig. 5. Pilot symbol configuration in the DD domain for SC-DDE, where (L,K) = (16, 16), Lguard = 2, and (lmax, kmax) = (2, 7).

Therefore, the received SNR of the pilot symbol corresponding

to the pth path is defined as

γpilot,p , E
{

|hp|2
} Epilot

N0
. (65)

C. PAPR Property With Embedded Pilot Symbol

We now consider the time domain representation of the

transmitted signal in SC-DDE systems with embedded pilot

symbol. From the IDZT operation in (25), the (l+kL)th time

domain pilot symbol is expressed as

xpilot[l + kL] =







1√
K
ψDej2πkpilotk, l = lpilot,

0, otherwise,

k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1}. (66)

Hence, by substituting (59) and (66) into (53), the (l+ kL)th
transmitted symbol vector of SC-DDE system with embedded

pilot symbol is expressed as

xCE [l + kL] = xCE [[l
′]L + kL] =







1√
K
ψDej2πkpilotk, l′ = lpilot,

0, lpilot − Lguard ≤ l′ ≤ lpilot + Lguard,

x[l + kL], otherwise,

l ∈ {[l′]L|l′ ∈ Z} , k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1} . (67)

It is important to note from (66) that the time domain pilot

symbol has the constant envelope of

∣
∣
∣

1√
K
ψDej2πkpilotk

∣
∣
∣ =

∣
∣ψD

∣
∣ /

√
K =

√
Epilot/K regardless of k ∈ {0, · · · ,K − 1}.

Therefore, when we set the pilot symbol power as Epilot ≤
KEs, the embedded pilot symbol for channel estimation does

not affect the peak power property of the SC transmission

given in (67).

For simplicity of description, in what follows, we focus on

the case with (lpilot, kpilot) = (0, 0), i.e., the pilot symbol is

arranged on the (0, 0)th DD grid. For a given number of guard

symbols Lguard, from (67), the resulting transmitted symbol

!"#" $%&'# ()&&

!!! !!!

Lguard LguardLdata

L

LT00 LKT0

t

*+ ,-.#

/&'01

Fig. 6. Time domain representation of SC signal with sinc pulses containing
embedded pilot symbols for SC-DDE.

vector xCE is expressed as

xCE=(ψD/
√
K, 0, · · · , 0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Lguard

, x0, · · · , xLdata−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ldata

, 0, · · · , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Lguard

︸ ︷︷ ︸

L

,

ψD/
√
K, 0, · · · , 0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Lguard

, xLdata
, · · · , x2Ldata−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ldata

, 0, · · · , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Lguard

︸ ︷︷ ︸

L

, · · · ,

ψD/
√
K, 0, · · · , 0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Lguard

, xLdataK , · · · , xLdataK−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ldata

, 0, · · · , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Lguard

︸ ︷︷ ︸

L

)T.

(68)

When the power of the pilot symbol is identical to that of data

symbols, i.e., Epilot = KEs, the resulting transmitted symbols

with PSK signaling containing embedded pilot symbol are

equivalent to the original SC transmission except that the guard

symbols (i.e., null) of length Lguard are inserted before and

after each pilot symbol ψD/
√
K .

Fig. 6 illustrates the transmitted SC signal s(t) with sinc

pulses containing pilot symbols for SC-DDE, where we con-

sider the case with Lguard = 2. Here, we set Epilot = KEs such

that the power of the time domain pilot symbol in (66) is the

same as the average data symbol power, i.e., Epilot = KEs. It

is apparent from Fig. 6 that the pilot symbol does not affect

the peak power property of SC transmission. On the other

hand, the insertion of the guard symbols causes average power

reduction. Hence, the PAPR may increase as the number of

guard symbols Lguard increases.
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Fig. 7. The PAPR of SC signal compared to OFDM and OTFS signals without
embedded pilot symbol for channel estimation. (N = 1024, L = K = 32)

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

Through computer simulation, we evaluate our proposed

SC-DDE system in terms of PAPR property and BER per-

formance. Unless otherwise noted, we set the block length

as N = 1024.

A. PAPR

We first evaluate the PAPR property of SC-DDE compared

to the conventional systems. The PAPR is defined for each

block of the continuous-time transmitted signal s (t) as

PAPRℓ =

max
ℓTblock≤t≤(ℓ+1)Tblock

{

|s (t)|2
}

E
{

|s (t)|2
} , (69)

where it is calculated without CP insertion in this subsection.

The PAPR is evaluated for s (t) by 8 times oversampling with

respect to the Nyquist interval T0.

1) Without Channel Estimation: Fig. 7 shows the PAPR

characteristics of SC, OTFS, and OFDM signals in terms

of complementary cumulative distribution function (CCDF)

without pilot symbols for channel estimation. In OTFS mod-

ulation, we set L = 32 and K = 32. Note that OFDM

corresponds to the case with L = 1 and K = N = 1024. In

Fig. 7, we evaluate BPSK and QPSK signaling for all schemes

compared here. We note that phase shifts of π/2 and π/4 are

commonly applied to BPSK and QPSK in SC systems due

to their lower PAPR property, which are shown as phase shift

BPSK (PS-BPSK) and phase shift QPSK (PS-QPSK) in Fig. 7,

respectively. In the case of OTFS and OFDM, high PAPR is

observed regardless of the modulation scheme, whereas the

PAPR of SC transmission depends on the modulation scheme.

In all the cases compared here, SC transmission achieves

significantly lower PAPR compared to OTFS and OFDM, and

there is a PAPR gap of about 6 dB evaluated at CCDF of 10−3

between SC with PS-BPSK and OTFS with BPSK.

PAPR [dB]

4 6 8 10 12 14 16

C
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SC PS-BPSK w/ pilot (Lg = 0)
SC PS-BPSK w/ pilot (Lg = 4)
SC PS-BPSK w/ pilot (Lg = 8)
OTFS BPSK w/o pilot
OTFS BPSK w/ pilot (Lg = 0)
OTFS BPSK w/ pilot (Lg = 4)
OTFS BPSK w/ pilot (Lg = 8)

OTFSSC

(a) BPSK
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Fig. 8. The PAPR comparison of SC and OTFS signals with embedded
pilot symbol for channel estimation. (N = 1024, L = K = 32)

2) With Channel Estimation: We next evaluate the PAPR

characteristics of SC and OTFS with embedded pilot symbols

for channel estimation in Fig. 8, where we compare the BPSK

case in Fig. 8(a) and the QPSK case in Fig. 8(b). We set the

power of the embedded pilot symbol as Epilot = KEs such

that the envelope of the time domain pilot symbol in (66) is

identical to that of PSK signaling. In Fig. 8, we evaluate only

the case with phase shift for SC transmission. It should be

noted that the resource allocation of pilot and data symbols

in the DD domain is identical for SC-DDE and OTFS, and

the length of guard symbols is set as Lguard = 0, 4, and 8. It

is apparent from Fig. 8 that the PAPR increases as the length

of guard symbols Lguard increases. Since the embedded pilot-

aided channel estimation for SC-DDE introduced in Section IV

does not affect the peak power property, the resulting PAPR

simply increases with the insertion of a total of 2LguardK
guard symbols, which leads to the average power reduction as

illustrated in Fig. 6. As a result, SC is always superior to OTFS

in terms of PAPR compared under the same number of guard

symbols Lguard. Furthermore, in Fig. 8, SC with embedded
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TABLE III

DELAY AND DOPPLER PARAMETERS OF CHANNEL MODEL.

Path p 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Delay tap lp 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Doppler tap kp 0 1 1 2 3 3 4 4

SNR [dB]
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Uncoded SC-FDE
Uncoded OTFS
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Coded SC-FDE
Coded OTFS
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SC-DDE & OTFS

Fig. 9. The uncoded and LDPC-coded BER performance of SC-DDE, SC-
FDE, and OTFS with BPSK signaling over doubly-selective fading channel,
where the receiver ideally knows the CSI without channel estimation. (N =
1024 and L = K = 32)

pilot symbol shows lower PAPR property than OTFS without

pilot symbols. Therefore, SC-DDE is an effective approach in

view of PAPR property.

B. BER Performance

We evaluate the error rate performance of SC-DDE through

computer simulation in terms of uncoded and coded BER. For

channel coding, we employ a regular (3, 6) low-density parity-

check (LDPC) code with code rate Rc = 1/2. The channel

is modeled as doubly-selective Rayleigh fading channel with

the number of paths P = 8, where each complex channel gain

follows i.i.d. Rayleigh distribution with equal power profile,

i.e., hp ∼ CN (0, 1/P ). In addition, delay and Doppler taps

corresponding to the pth path are fixed as listed in Table III

based on Fig. 2(a) of [26]. In order to avoid the IBI, the CP

length is set as NCP = 8 so as to satisfy NCP > lmax(= 7).
1) Without Channel Estimation: The uncoded and coded

BER performance of SC-DDE is compared with that of OTFS

in Fig. 9, where the receiver employs DDE with the size

of (L,K) = (32, 32) assuming the ideal CSI. Since BPSK

modulation is performed for the block length of N = 1024
in Fig. 9, the code length is given by 1024, and the length of

the information bit sequence is 512. Each coded bit is mapped

onto one BPSK symbol without embedded pilot symbol, and

the receiver employs DDE with the size of (L,K) = (32, 32).
For reference, we also plot the results of SC-FDE [7] in

Fig. 9 as a performance metric of the conventional equalization

approach for SC transmission. In the conventional SC-FDE,

decoding fails to perform properly even with channel coding.

On the other hand, the proposed SC-DDE achieves good

BER performance over doubly-selective channels. Compared

SNR [dB]
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SC-DDE w/ ideal CSI
OTFS w/ ideal CSI
SC-DDE w/ channel estimation
OTFS w/ channel estimation

Uncoded
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Fig. 10. The uncoded and LDPC-coded BER performance of SC-DDE
and OTFS with BPSK signaling over doubly-selective fading channel with
embedded pilot-aided channel estimation. (N = 1024, L = K = 32,
and Lguard = 7)

to OTFS, the uncoded BER of SC-DDE is slightly inferior in

high SNR region, but this degradation should be negligible in

terms of coded BER.

2) With Channel Estimation: We next compare the BER

performance of SC-DDE and OTFS with embedded pilot-

aided channel estimation in Fig. 10, which are plotted by

dashed lines. Here, we assume that the receiver knows delay

and Doppler taps in Table III and estimates the corresponding

complex channel gain hp from the pilot symbol. The number

of guard symbols is set as Lguard = 7 from Lguard = lmax,

and thus, the number of data BPSK symbols in each block is

given by Ndata = (L− 2Lguard − 1)K = 544. Hence, the code

length with embedded channel estimation is set as 544, and

the length of the information bit sequence is given by 272. The

other parameters are identical to those in Fig. 9, and we also

plot the results with ideal channel estimation by solid lines in

Fig. 10 for reference. From the results, the degradation of both

SC-DDE and OTFS compared to the ideal channel estimation

case is almost the same, and SC-DDE is slightly inferior to

OTFS in terms of uncoded BER. Nevertheless, in this case as

well, the coded BER performance of our proposed SC-DDE

is comparable with the conventional OTFS.

In conclusion, the proposed SC-DDE is an effective ap-

proach for low PAPR transmission over doubly-selective chan-

nels at the expense of high computational complexity at the

receiver.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have proposed delay-Doppler domain equaliza-

tion (DDE) for single-carrier (SC) transmission, referred to as

SC-DDE, for doubly-selective fading channels. To this end,

we first described the SC transmission over doubly-selective

channels. By introducing the discrete Zak transform (DZT) and

its vectorization form as vectorized DZT (VDZT), we have in-

troduced SC-DDE, which enables simultaneous compensation

of delay and Doppler shift. Furthermore, we have proposed the
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channel estimation scheme for DDE, which does not affect the

peak power property of SC transmission. Through computer

simulation, our proposed SC-DDE significantly outperforms

the conventional SC-FDE in terms of the BER performance

at the expense of additional computational complexity for

equalization and weight matrix calculation. Compared with

OTFS, SC-DDE has much lower PAPR even with embedded

pilot symbol for channel estimation, while achieving almost

the same BER performance with channel coding.
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