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Topic #1 ATG BS RF requirements

[bookmark: OLE_LINK19]Issue 1-1: Typical vertical altitude range [TBD km] for ATG scenarios with a ground BS to air UE 
· Proposals
· Option 1: 9.5-12km (CATT)
· Option 2: 7-12km (CMCC)
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK5]Option 3: other, please specify
· Agreement:
· Typical vertical altitude as [3/7] -12 km 
· Further check the feasibility of supporting 3km based on co-existence study 

Issue 1-2: Whether or not to include BS type 1-C?
· Proposal: 
· Option 1: Yes (CATT, CMCC, Huawei) 
· Option 2: No (Ericsson, ZTE)
· Agreement: Include BS type 1-C with the assumption that no additional work on co-existence study 
Issue 1-3-1: Whether or not to support 256QAM?
· Proposal: 
· Option 1: Yes (CMCC, Ericsson, ZTE) 
· Option 2: No, please provide reasons.
Issue 1-3-2: EVM value for 256QAM
· Proposal: 
· Option 1: 3.5% (CMCC, ZTE) 
· Option 2: No, please provide reasons.
· Agreement: 256QAM is supported and EVM value for 256QAM equals to 3.5%.

[bookmark: OLE_LINK10]Issue 1-4-1: Descriptions for the ATG BS class
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK8]Proposals in R4-2216400: 
· Proposal 1		Confirm the following description for the ATG BS class: “ATG Base Stations are characterized by requirements derived from ATG scenarios with a ground BS to air UE with typical vertical altitude range [TBD km]”
· [bookmark: OLE_LINK9]Proposal 2		Consider adding a note after the class definition that ATG BS requirements are, unless otherwise stated, the same as WA BS requirements. 
· Agreement:
· ATG Base Stations are characterized by requirements derived from ATG scenarios with a ground BS to air UE with typical vertical altitude range [TBD km]
· Note: Further refinement on the text proposal to TS related to altitude range not precluded

[bookmark: OLE_LINK7]Issue 1-4-2: Whether or not to remove Rx IM requirement?
· Proposal: 
· Option 1: Yes 
· Option 2: No, please provide reasons.
· Agreement: FFS whether Rx IM requirements needed or not; if introduced, baseline assumption is existing WA BS class requirements can be reused.



