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1. Background
A WF[2] was agreed for the ATG co-existence simulation assumption, but many assumptions are still open. This contribution provides our views on the remaining issues for ATG co-existence scenario and network layout.
2. Discussion
2.1 General issues
The only remaining issue for the general issues is how to drop the UE. As the agreement was that only one simulation is performed so randomly dropped between the upper boundary and lower boundary was the approach. But there was no agreement on whether it should be even randomly dropped or with some dedicated possibility. In our understanding, the taking off and landing scenarios are in low possibility and should be in low priority. So dropping the UE with some dedicated possibility may be more reasonable. 10% in 3000m~10000m and 90% in 10000m~12000m can be considered.
Proposal 1: Dropping the UE with 10% in 3000m~10000m and 90% in 10000m~12000m.
2.2 ATG co-existence scenario
For the scenarios with CLI, there’s an issue that how to simulation them in a phased manner. In the R16 CLI study, the CLI was studied assuming NR ACLR/ACS requirement is not changed. In the current ATG study, it’s difficult to simulate the CLI issue when all of the ACLR/ACS requirements are not decided. So one possible approach is that simulation of CLI scenarios can be done when ACIR requirement is derived from non-CLI scenarios.
Proposal 2: Analysis or simulation of CLI scenarios after the ACIR requirement of no CLI is decided which is used in R16 TDD CLI study.
2.3 ATG co-existence network layout 
[bookmark: _GoBack]For the layout, the up-tilt mechanical is not decided. According to the UE altitude 3km ~ 12km and the 100km coverage, the mechanical tilt degrees can be derived. The angle for 3km and 12 km is 2~7 degree. Larger up-tilt degree can decrease the blind area but the performance for the low altitude will be decreased. Some tradeoff should be considered.
For the TN cluster dropping, there’s no agreement on how many TN cluster and how to drop the cluster in last meeting. In order to simulate the worst case, one TN cluster with the ATG BS in the middle of the TN cluster can be considered. The non-collocated assumption can be used with the 100% grid shift.
Proposal 3: One TN cluster is dropped with ATG BS being in the middle of the cluster and 100% grid shift of the TN BS.
3. Summary
This contribution provides our further consideration of  the ATG co-existence scenario and the network layout. We have the following proposals,
Proposal 1: Dropping the UE with 10% in 3000m~10000m and 90% in 10000m~12000m.
Proposal 2: Analysis or simulation of CLI scenarios after the ACIR requirement of no CLI is decided which is used in R16 TDD CLI study.
Proposal 3: One TN cluster is dropped with ATG BS being in the middle of the cluster and 100% grid shift of the TN BS.
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