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1. Agenda Item 1.4
to consider, in accordance with Resolution 247 (WRC-19), the use of high-altitude platform stations as IMT base stations (HIBS) in the mobile service in certain frequency bands below 2.7 GHz already identified for IMT, on a global or regional level;

2. Topics proposed by other regional Groups or ITU Members which are not included in ACP and APT View
Issue A (694 – 960 MHz) 
While APT has no common proposal, other Regional Groups and ITU Members proposed Method A1 (RCC, CHN, CUB(for R2), IRN), Method A2 (CITEL) and Method A3 (ASMG, ATU, CEPT, AFS, Multi-countries in APT).
APT View is as follows:
APT Members are of the view that the protection of existing services in this frequency band and the adjacent bands shall be ensured, taking into account that HIBS may be used in this frequency band in some countries in the APT and other Regions through a footnote in the Table of Frequency Allocations. 

3. Progress of discussion during WRC-23 on the Agenda Item
Issue D (2 500 – 2 690 MHz)
SWG 4A3 has finished the review of this frequency band with the following contents:
· General (*to be applied for the all frequency bands, i.e., Issues A, B, C and D)
SWG agreed to put the following text as to Resolution as a definition of HIBS.
“HIBS: High-altitude platform station as IMT base station. The conditions in this Resolution refer to these platforms operating between 18 km and 25 km”
All pfd limitations are applied “per HIBS” based on the above definition.
· Protection of MS including IMT 
Agreed to stipulate different pfd limits for RCC countries and other regions. 
· Protection of FS 
Agreed to stipulate pfd limits based on the CITEL proposal. 
· Protection of BSS
In addition to pfd limitation, the text, “In addition, in Region 3, in the frequency band 2 520-2 630 MHz, the use of HIBS shall not cause unacceptable interference or claim protection from the broadcasting-satellite service operating in Region 3.” was agreed. Note that the commitment to implement this condition is specified in resolves 3, so that it applies to all services, not to specific services.
· Protection of RAS
Some administrations in CEPT proposal was not agreed and pfd limit which proposed by all regional groups was adopted.
· Protection of ARNS, RLS, MSS/RDSS (s/E) and MSS (E/s)
Agreed to the same conditions as ACP.  
· Footnote in the Table of Frequency Allocations 
The consolidate footnote was agreed upon all Regions as follows:
5.XXX	The frequency band 2 500-2 690 MHz in Regions 1 and 2, and the frequency band 2 500-2 655 MHz in Region 3 are identified for use by high-altitude platform stations as International Mobile Telecommunications (IMT) base stations (HIBS). This identification does not preclude the use of these frequency bands by any application of the services to which it is allocated and does not establish priority in the Radio Regulations. Resolution [HIBS 2 500-2 690 MHz] (WRC 23) shall apply. HIBS shall not claim protection from existing primary services. No. 5.43A does not apply. Such use of HIBS in the frequency bands 2 500-2 510 MHz in Regions 1 and 2, and 2 500-2 535 MHz in Region 3 is limited to reception by HIBS. (WRC 23)

Issues B and C (1 710 1 980 MHz, 2 010-2 025 MHz and 2 110-2 170 MHz)
SWG 4A3 almost finished the review of this frequency band based on the same idea with Issue D. However, some regional groups required time for the review them to the final SWG 4A3 meeting held on Dec. 7.
· Protection of MS including IMT and FS (in-band and out-of-band)
Stipulating different pfd limits for RCC countries and other regions.   
· Protection of AMS
Coordination scheme for the protection of AMS (threshold is 1 135 km separation distance) based on the CITEL proposal. 
· Protection of MSS
Agreed to the same conditions as ACP.  
· Footnote in the Table of Frequency Allocations 
As with the Issue D, the consolidate footnote was agreed upon all Regions.

Issues A (694-960 MHz)
SWG 4A3 continues to review the following conditions: 
· Protection of ARNS
RCC is opposed to proposed conditions that they are not aligned with the current regulation for the protection of AMS from IMT mobile station. Concerned parties have been considering the compromise solution under the offline discussion.
· Protection of BS
There was no concern about the technical condition (pfd limit), but regulatory conditions on how to apply GE06 agreement are currently being considered under the offline discussion. 
· Protection of MS including IMT 
PFD limit proposed by APT is currently indicated.
· Protection of RAS from HIBS second harmonics
Agreed to limit the HIBS transition frequency range so that its 2nd harmonics will not affect to RAS frequency range. 


4. Issues which require discussion at APT Coordination Meetings and seek guidance thereafter
For Issue A (694-960 MHz)
· There is no ACP, but 13 APT Members (Australia, India, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Malaysia, Maldives, Micronesia, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Thailand, Tonga and Vanuatu) propose the use of HIBS in Region 3 basis (698-790 MHz, or portions thereof, in the countries listed in No. 5.313A and 790-960 MHz, or portions thereof, in Region 3), while China and Iran propose NOC for this frequency band.
· Many remaining issues have been solved in the SWG, and in the offline discussions, issues related to Region 3 are also expected to be solved, including conditions for the protection of the broadcasting service in 694-862 MHz.
Considering the situation above, the following options could be taken as APT position in this frequency range:
Option 1: use of HIBS in Region 3 basis
Option 2: use of HIBS in Region 3 basis except [countries names (TBD*)]
Option 3: use of HIBS on countries footnote; Australia, India, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Malaysia, Maldives, Micronesia, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Thailand, Tonga, Vanuatu, [country names (TBD*)]
*To be added based on the request from administrations
From APT coordinator’s point of view, it is suggested taking Option 1, but if any country has concerns, we would take option 2.

   
Note: Coordinators are encouraged to conduct informal consultation with interested APT Members on the issues/topics under no. 2 and inform the outcomes of consultation to the Coordination Meeting. Coordinators can also organize coordination meetings on the respective agenda items whenever necessary.     
