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1. Introduction
The number of beam per RRH panel and the number of beam per CPE panel for uni-directional deployment were determined [1].
In this contribution, we give our initial rules for determining the switching point for scenario-A uni-directional deployment. And we also give our viewpoint about deployment for scenario-A.
2. Discussion
2.1 RRH switch point of per RRH panel for scenario-A uni-directional deployment
For scenario-A uni-directional deployment, Rx power of different schemes are evaluated for the transmission scheme that the bore-sight is pointed parallel to the track. 
Figure 1 shows the DL Rx power when CPE moving from Ds/2 to 3Ds/2. Curves of other schemes such as pointing to the next RRH or pointing with offset are omitted due to the similar curves of Rx power.
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Figure 1, DL Rx power comparison for different RRH
From figure 1 we can find that Rx power of RRH 2 increases rapidly at the position of DS. If there is a certain offset between the switching point and the RRH, the change of the received power will be not dramatic. On the other hand, if CPE switches serving beam at the position with an offset away from RRH, the Doppler will not change too quickly. The Doppler shift trend with Ds_offset is analyzed in our companion contribution [2].
Proposal 1: The Ds_offset should be selected so that the downlink received power and Doppler shift will not change quickly e.g., 50m or more away from RRH.
2.2 bi-directional vs uni-directional deployment for scenario-A
For scenario-A bi-directional deployment, the RRH is amounted 2 panels with one panel is pointed forward and the other is pointed backward. Two schemes are discussed in RAN4 #98b-e meeting. Transmission scheme with one beam on each side and the DL Rx power curve are shown in figure 2 and figure 3.
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Figure 2, Transmission scheme with one beam on each side for scenario-A bi-directional deployment
In figure 2, the bore-sight of RRH 1 is pointed to (525,0,5) and the bore-sight of RRH 2 is pointed to (175,0,5). 
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Figure 3, Rx power from different RRH in scenario-A bi-directional deployment 
From figure 3 we find that better performance can be expected as CPE is always served by the RRH with stronger signal power.
But from figure 1 we can see that the link budget for uni-directional deployment is good enough. As said in WF[1], RAN4 focus on roof-mounted CPE in Rel-17 WI. So the link budget of uni-directional deployment is enough for roof-mounted CPE. For uni-directional deployment, the beam of RRH and CPE is fixed and beam switching is not needed.
Proposal 2: RAN4 to only consider Uni-directional deployment for scenario-A.
3. Conclusion
In this paper, we have the following proposals for deployment scenarios for HST_FR2:
Proposal 1: The Ds_offset should be selected so that the downlink received power and Doppler shift will not change quickly e.g., 50m or more away from RRH.
Proposal 2: RAN4 to only consider Uni-directional deployment for scenario-A.
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