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Introduction
In this contribution, we provide our views on ATG UE altitude and ATG NW layout.
 
Discussion
ATG UE altitude
In RAN4# 104-e meeting, following WF for UE altitude is approved.
	For UE altitude of commercial aircraft flight,
· The following upper and lower boundary can be considered.
· UE altitude (upper boundary): range: 10km
· UE altitude (lower boundary): range: 3~7km
· Choose one fixed value for one simulation.



In last meeting, RAN4 agreed that UE altitude for upper range was discussed as 10~15km and it was assumed as 10km. It means that the lowest value of upper range was chosen. For UE altitude for lower boundary, it will be assumed as 3~7km. However, to evaluate the all possible cases in ATG, we think the highest and lowest altitude of UE should be considered. So, 15km and 3km should be assumed for system level simulation as like the LEO 600km scenario and 1200km scenario in NTN system level simulation.
· Proposal 1: In simulations, the highest and lowest altitude need to be considered. So, the following upper and lower boundary can be considered if the range for altitude of usual commercial aircraft is 3 (or 7) ~ 15km, 
· UE altitude (upper boundary): range: 15km
· UE altitude (lower boundary): range: 3 (or 7)km


ATG NW layout
	<Way forward 10>: Potential assumption for network layout of ATG.
· Option 1: ATG network can be deployed on the airline routes.
· Option 2: ATG network can be deployed in larger area



For the network layout of ATG, above two options were discussed in last meeting. We think two options have almost have similar impact since only one ATG UE per cell is considered. However, for option 1, more discussion will be required than option 2. For example, the airline route shape (straight line or curved line), dropping model and mapping on airline route with TN network layout needs to be further discussed. And it may leads to hard work load in RAN4. Also, in system level simulation for coexistence evaluation, ATG UEs are not moved during simulation. So, the option 1 does not needs to be considered. So we prefer option 2 unless companies that support option 2 provide the dropping model and method of deploying the airline route on TN network layout. 
· Proposal 2: ATG network can be deployed in larger area.

Conclusion 
In this contribution, we provide our views on RRM core issues for ATG UE, and we propose
· Proposal 1: In simulations, the highest and lowest altitude need to be considered. So, the following upper and lower boundary can be considered if the range for altitude of usual commercial aircraft is 3 (or 7) ~ 15km, 
· UE altitude (upper boundary): range: 15km
· UE altitude (lower boundary): range: 3 (or 7)km
· Proposal 2: ATG network can be deployed in larger area.
