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Abstract—This letter addresses the joint air corridor plan-
ning and base station (BS) deployment problem for low-altitude
integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) networks. In the
considered system, unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) operate
within a structured air corridor composed of connected cubic
segments, and multiple BSs need to be selectively deployed
at a set of candidate locations to ensure both sensing and
communication coverage throughout the corridor. In particular,
we leverage the channel knowledge map (CKM) to characterize
wireless channels for candidate BS sites prior to deployment,
thereby facilitating the offline planning. Under this setup, we
minimize the system cost in terms of the weighted sum of the air
corridor length and the number of deployed BSs, subject to the
constraints on both sensing and communication performance
across the corridor. To solve the formulated large-scale noncon-
vex integer programming problem, we develop a hierarchical
coarse-to-fine grid decomposition algorithm. Simulation results
demonstrate the benefit of the proposed joint design in reducing
the overall deployment cost while ensuring the coverage of the
low-altitude ISAC networks.

Index Terms—Low-altitude wireless network, integrated
sensing and communication (ISAC), channel knowledge map
(CKM), air corridor planning, base station (BS) deployment.

I. Introduction
Low-altitude economy (LAE) leverages unmanned aerial

vehicles (UAVs) and electric vertical takeoff and landing
(eVTOL) aircraft for urban air mobility and cargo deliv-
ery. Air corridors and integrated sensing and communi-
cation (ISAC) have emerged as two promising techniques
to ensure the safe and reliable operations of UAVs and
eVTOLs. On the one hand, air corridors provide struc-
tured routing to deconflict traffic and simplify airspace
management [1]. On the other hand, ISAC networks
enable simultaneous sensing and communication within
air corridors, supporting real-time tracking, navigation,
and reliable control of UAVs and eVTOLs [2]. As such,
the integration of air corridors and ISAC is crucial for
scalable and safe LAE.

In the literature, there have been various prior works
investigating air corridors [3], [4] and ISAC networks
[5]–[7] for LAE separately. First, the authors in [3],
[4] studied the design of geometric configurations (e.g.,
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cubic or cylindrical segments) of air corridors and the
corresponding routing strategies, with the objective of
maximizing the traffic throughput while ensuring collision-
free operations. Next, various prior works (e.g., [5]–[7]) ex-
ploited on-ground ISAC networks to support low-altitude
UAV operations via ground-based cellular infrastructure.
For example, the authors in [7] utilized the cooperative
transmit beamforming at multiple on-ground base stations
(BSs) to support the communication and localization of
cooperative UAVs and monitor the low-altitude airspace to
prevent the invasion of unauthorized flight objects. Despite
these advances, the joint optimization of air corridor
planning and ISAC network deployment remains an open
problem, which motivates this work.
Specifically, we study joint design of air corridors and

low-altitude ISAC networks, for providing seamless sens-
ing and communication coverage throughout air corridors.
In this context, obtaining channel state information (CSI)
with potential BS sites is particularly challenging due
to the lack of prior measurements. Channel knowledge
map (CKM) has emerged as a promising solution, which
establishes a functional mapping from transceiver loca-
tions to the corresponding channel knowledge. In practice,
CKM can be effectively constructed based on physical
environment knowledge and limited channel measure-
ments [8]–[10], providing CSI a priori to facilitate network
deployment and operation [11], [12]. However, how to
exploit CKM to facilitate the joint optimization of air
corridor planning and BS deployment has not been studied
in the literature yet.
This letter studies the CKM-enabled joint air corridor

planning and BS deployment problem for low-altitude
ISAC networks at the planning stage, providing a stable
upper-layer infrastructure and corridor layout that can
be further adapted in operation to dynamic urban envi-
ronments. To be specific, we model the air corridor as
a sequence of connected cubes with a fixed edge length
located at a fixed altitude, and we need to selectively
deploy multiple BSs at a set of candidate locations to
provide communication and sensing coverage across the
corridor. For each candidate BS site, we utilize the CKM
to predict the CSI and evaluate the communication and
sensing coverage performance, thereby enabling offline
optimization. Under this setup, we aim to minimize the
system cost in terms of the weighted sum of the air
corridor length and the number of deployed BSs, subject
to the sensing and communication coverage requirements
throughout the corridor. We propose a hierarchical coarse-
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to-fine grid decomposition algorithm to solve the formu-
lated large-scale nonconvex integer programming problem.
In the coarse layer, we reformulate the problem as a linear
integer program to obtain a feasible air corridor and BS
deployment solution. In the fine layer, we use an alternat-
ing optimization (AO) procedure to refine the coarse layer
solution for further reducing the system cost. Simulation
results demonstrate that the proposed algorithm achieves
shorter air corridor lengths and requires fewer BSs to fulfill
the LAE tasks, thereby significantly reducing system costs
compared with various baseline methods.

II. System Model and Problem Formulation

Fig. 1. System model.
We consider an ISAC network for LAE as illustrated in

Fig. 1, in which potential UAVs pass through an urban
area from a departure point to a destination point within
a dedicated air corridor (to be designed) to fulfill various
tasks such as urban air mobility and cargo delivery. To
ensure reliable communication and real-time sensing for
UAVs, multiple ground BSs are selectively deployed at a
set of candidate locations on the ground to support these
services throughout the corridor.
A. Air Corridor Model

An air corridor is a three-dimensional (3D) volume of
airspace reserved for UAV and eVTOL operations [3]. In
this work, we consider a corridor at a fixed-altitude H.1
The vertical takeoff and landing zones are assumed to
lie directly beneath the departure and destination points.
Under these conditions, our objective is to design an
air corridor that safely accommodates flights within the
prescribed airspace.

As shown in Fig. 1, we adopt a discretized grid map with
Cartesian coordinates, and the air corridor is modeled as a
sequence of uniformly sized cubes connected face to face
to form a continuous path [3]. The grid consists of an
N × N 3D rectangular region at a constant altitude H,
indexed by {Ri,j | i, j ∈ N}, N ≜ {1, 2, . . . , N}, with the
origin at (xO, yO,H). The geographical coverage of each
grid cell Ri,j is defined as

Ri,j =
[
xO + (i− 1)∆x, x

O + i∆x

]
×

[
yO + (j − 1)∆y, y

O + j∆y

]
× [H,H +∆z],

(1)
where ∆x,∆y, and ∆z denote the grid resolutions along
the x-, y-, and z-axes, respectively.

1The considered system can also be viewed as one representative
air corridor among multiple corridors in a multi-layer air corridor
architecture.

Furthermore, let A denote an N ×N binary indicator
matrix, with Ai,j = 1 if Ri,j is included in the air corridor,
and Ai,j = 0 otherwise. Without loss of generality, we
designate R1,1 and RN,N as the departure and destination
points of the corridor, respectively. We thus have

A1,1 = 1, AN,N = 1. (2)
Note that in order for the air corridor to be feasible, a

necessary condition is that the corridor should form a con-
tinuous path, meaning that all active cells with Ai,j = 1
must be connected. This is equivalent to the condition that
each active cell (i, j) with Ai,j = 1 should have at least two
active adjacent grid along the x- or y-axis. Moreover, to
avoid unnecessary branching, each active cell is restricted
to have at most two active neighbors. To this end, for each
grid (i, j), we define the set of four neighboring grid cells
as N4(i, j) ≜ {(i′, j′) ∈ N × N : |i′ − i| + |j′ − j| = 1}.
Accordingly, the connectivity constraints are expressed as

2Ai,j ≤
∑

(i′,j′)∈N4(i,j)
Ai′,j′ ≤ 2. (3)

Additionally, to guarantee reachability, there must exist
at least one active grid in each row and column between
the departure point and the destination point. We have∑N

i=1
Ai,j ≥ 1, ∀j ∈ N ,∑N

j=1
Ai,j ≥ 1, ∀i ∈ N .

(4)

B. Sensing and Communication Models
Suppose that there are K candidate BS sites with

indices K ≜ {1, · · · ,K}. Let qk = (qk,x, qk,y, qk,z) denote
the location of site k, k ∈ K. We introduce a binary vector
δ = (δ1, · · · , δK) to indicate the deployment status of
candidate sites, where δk = 1 if a BS is deployed at
candidate site k and δk = 0 otherwise.
To characterize the sensing and communication cov-

erage throughout the air corridor, we need to acquire
CSI from each candidate BS site to any point within the
air corridor. However, acquiring such measurements at a
dense set of locations is typically impractical, especially
when the BS has not been properly deployed. To address
this, we exploit the CKM to obtain channel power gains. In
practice, we can first obtain the 3D environmental model
of the considered region, and then utilize the ray tracing
technique to construct the channel gain map [13]. 2 It
is assumed that for each candidate BS site, we use the
CKM to obtain the mapping from a 3D user location
{p = (qx, qy, qz)} to the corresponding channel power gain
at that BS site. Let hk(p) denote the channel power gain
between BS site k ∈ K and location p, which in general
is a discrete function without a closed-form expression. In
particular, for the rectangular region Ri,j associated with
Ai,j , i, j ∈ N , the set of sampled channel power gains
from BS site k, k ∈ K within Ri,j is

Gk,i,j =
{
hk(p) | p ∈ Ri,j

}
. (5)

For communication, by leveraging the CKM, we eval-
2The accuracy of ray tracing process highly depends on the

accuracy of the 3D environment model. In order to focus our study
on the network deployment design, we assume that the CKM is
perfectly known a priori and leave the CKM construction and the
analysis of inaccurate CKM for future work.
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uate the received signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
(SINR) at sample positions p as the communication
performance metric. By considering that the receiver is
deployed with a single antenna, the SINR of the arrival
signal at location p from BS k is given by

γk,i,j(p, δ) =
P δkGhk(p)∑

b∈K\k δb Phb(p) + σ2
, (6)

where P is the transmit power of each BS, G > 1 is
a coefficient capturing the transmit antenna gain and
the potential transmit beamforming gain, and σ2 is the
noise power at the receiver. To ensure the coverage within
each grid cell (i, j), we take the worst-case SINR over
all sampling points within this cell as the communication
performance metric. Specifically, for all points within Ri,j ,
we define hmin

k,i,j ≜ min (Gk,i,j) and hmax
k,i,j ≜ max (Gk,i,j) as

the minimum and maximum channel power gains from BS
site k, respectively. Accordingly, the worst-case SINR is
given by

γ
k,i,j

(δ) ≜
PGδkh

min
k,i,j∑

b∈K\k δbPhmax
b,i,j + σ2

. (7)

In addition, we consider the line-of-sight (LoS) sensing
to localize aircraft within the air corridor for navigation
and surveillance. To this end, at least three LoS paths are
needed, and the total received echo signal power from LoS
paths should exceed a certain threshold [15]. We define an
indicator Lk,i,j , where Lk,i,j = 1 if there exists a LoS link
between BS site k and location p ∈ Ri,j , and Lk,i,j = 0
otherwise. Assuming a monostatic LoS sensing model, we
consider the minimum echo signal power over Ri,j from
BS site k as the sensing performance metric, which is given
by [14]

pk,i,j ≜ min
p∈Ri,j

Lk,i,jPGλ2σRCS

(4π)3d4k(p)
, (8)

where dk(p) ≜ ∥qk − p∥2 is the distance between BS site
k and location p ∈ Ri,j , λ is the wavelength, and σRCS
denotes the radar cross section of potential UAV.
C. Problem Formulation

In this work, we aim to minimize the system cost in
terms of the weighted sum of the air corridor length
and the number of deployed BSs, subject to the path
connectivity, SINR, LoS visibility, and sensing power
constraints. The problem is formulated as
(P1) : min

A,δ
α11

⊤A1+ α2

∑K

k=1
δk,

s.t.
∑K

k=1
δkpk,i,j ≥ ϵ1Ai,j , ∀i, j ∈ N , (9a)∑K

k=1
δkLk,i,j ≥ 3Ai,j , ∀i, j ∈ N , (9b)

maxk∈K γ
k,i,j

(δ) ≥ ϵ2Ai,j , ∀i, j ∈ N , (9c)
δk ∈ {0, 1}, Ai,j ∈ {0, 1}, ∀k ∈ K, i, j ∈ N , (9d)
(2)− (4),

where α1 ≥ 0 and α2 ≥ 0 are weighting coefficients
determined by the economics and policy constraints of
the target low-altitude network with α1 + α2 = 1, and
1 ∈ RN denotes the all-ones vector, with 1⊤ being its
transpose. For any corridor cell (i, j) (i.e., Ai,j = 1), the
constraints in (9a) and (9c) ensure received sensing power

and communication SINR no less than the corresponding
thresholds ϵ1 and ϵ2, respectively, while the constraint in
(9b) guarantees the visibility from at least three LoS BSs.
Problem (P1) is an integer nonconvex program with

hard integrality constraints that is inherently difficult
to solve using relaxation-based methods. Note that the
decision space consists of N2+K binary variables. Conse-
quently, in practical settings with fine spatial resolution,
(P1) becomes a large-scale problem, significantly increas-
ing computational complexity.

III. Proposed Solution to Problem (P1)
In this section, we eliminate the nonconvex constraint

in (9c), yielding a linear integer program. Despite this
reformulation, the problem still remains computationally
demanding due to its scale and integrality. To address this,
we adopt a coarse-to-fine hierarchical framework that first
obtains a jointly optimized coarse-resolution path and BS
deployment, and then refines the solution at the fine layer
to improve spatial coverage with reduced BS deployment
overhead.
A. Joint Optimization over Coarse Grids
At the coarse layer, the original N ×N map A is coars-

ened to an M×M grid B, with index set M ≜ {1, . . . ,M}.
Each coarse cell Ba,b, a, b ∈ M represents a rectangular
region R̃a,b with spatial resolutions ∆̃x, ∆̃y, and ∆z. Let
δB denote the associated BS deployment vector. For each
(a, b), we evaluate the cell SINR γ̃

k,a,b
(δB) according to

(7), by using the minimum and maximum channel power
gains h̃min

k,a,b and h̃max
k,a,b based on the sample set G̃k,a,b within

R̃a,b. To suppress outliers in each coarse cell, we discard
the lowest 10% and the highest 10% of the samples in
G̃k,a,b and compute h̃min

k,a,b and h̃max
k,a,b on the remainder. We

also define L̃k,a,b and p̃k,a,b in this layer, following the
same form as in Section II-B.
We address the joint optimization problem (P1) at

the re-partitioned coarse layer, with the newly defined
indicator matrix B and deployment indicator vector δB .
Firstly, to eliminate the max operator in (9c), we apply
a Big-M reformulation [16]. Specifically, we introduce
binary auxiliary variables {zk,a,b ∈ {0, 1}|a, b ∈ M, k ∈ K}
to indicate whether BS site k satisfies the SINR threshold
at cell (a, b). Then, for each coarse cell (a, b), a, b ∈ M,
the constraint maxk∈K γ̃

k,a,b
(δB) ≥ ϵ2Ba,b is equivalently

enforced by
(1− zk,a,b)ζ ≥ ϵ2 Ba,b(P

∑
k′∈K\k

δBk′ h̃max
k′,a,b + σ2)

− P GδBk h̃min
k,a,b, (10a)

zk,a,b ≤ δBk , (10b)∑K

k=1
zk,a,b ≥ Ba,b, (10c)
zk,a,b ∈ {0, 1}. (10d)

Here, ζ > 0 is a sufficiently large constant (chosen larger
than an upper bound on the right-hand side of (10a))
used to deactivate the SINR constraint in (10a) when
zk,a,b = 0, and to activate the constraint when zk,a,b = 1.
(10b) prevents the selection of an undeployed BS, and
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(10c) ensures that at least one deployed BS satisfies the
threshold whenever Ba,b = 1.

The constraint (10a) remains nonconvex because it
contains the bilinear products Ba,b δ

B
k′ . Since all these

variables are binary, we introduce auxiliary binaries
wk,a,b = Ba,b δ

B
k for all k ∈ K and a, b ∈ M. We

enforce this identity wk,a,b = Ba,b δ
B
k through the standard

McCormick linearization [17]:
wk,a,b ≤ δBk , (11a)
wk,a,b ≤ Ba,b, (11b)
wk,a,b ≥ δBk +Ba,b − 1, (11c)
wk,a,b ∈ {0, 1}. (11d)

This linearization guarantees that wk,a,b = 1 if and only
if both Ba,b = 1 and δBk = 1, and wk,a,b = 0 otherwise.
By substituting wk′,a,b for Ba,bδ

B
k′ , (10a) is rewritten as

(1− zk,a,b)ζ ≥ ϵ2(P
∑

k′∈K\k
h̃max
k′,a,b wk′,a,b + σ2Ba,b)

− P GδBk h̃min
k,a,b, ∀ k ∈ K, a, b ∈ M. (12)

After that, at coarse layer, problem (P1) is reformulated
as
(P2) : min

B,δB

{zk,a,b,∀k∈K,a,b∈M}
{wk,a,b,∀k∈K,a,b∈M}

α11
⊤B1+ α2

∑K

k=1
δBk ,

s.t. 2Ba,b ≤
∑

(a′,b′)∈N4(a,b)
Ba′b′ ≤ 2, ∀a, b ∈ M (13a)∑M

a=1
Ba,b ≥ 1, ∀b ∈ M,

∑M

b=1
Ba,b ≥ 1, ∀a ∈ M

(13b)
B1,1 = 1, BM,M = 1, (13c)∑K

k=1
δBk p̃k,a,b ≥ ϵ1Ba,b, ∀a, b ∈ M, (13d)∑K

k=1
δBk L̃k,a,b ≥ 3Ba,b, ∀a, b ∈ M, (13e)

δBk ∈ {0, 1}, Ba,b ∈ {0, 1}, ∀k ∈ K, a, b ∈ M (13f)
(10b)− (11d), (12).
The coarse layer formulation (P2) reduces the joint

optimization problem to a linear integer program with
KM2 variables, compared to KN2 in a direct fine layer
formulation of (P1), where N ≫ M .
B. Alternative Refinement of Air Corridor and BS De-

ployment
In the coarse layer, Ba,b = 1 indicates that the air corri-

dor passes through grid (a, b). Let B =
{
(a, b) | Ba,b = 1

}
denote the set of selected coarse-grid cells obtained by
solving (P2). For each (a, b) ∈ B, we define A(a,b) as the
(N/M)×(N/M) (assumingN is divisible byM) submatrix
of A for the region covered by Ba,b, where each entry
A

(a,b)
i,j , i, j ∈ N (a,b), provides the unit-cube resolution for

final planning. We optimize the path within each A(a,b),
(a, b) ∈ B and update the global BS deployment δ based
on A, which is assembled from all A(a,b) via an AO
framework.

First, we initialize the fine layer deployment vector δ
as the coarse layer solution δB . Next, for each A(a,b),
(a, b) ∈ B, we predefine its start and end points based
on its adjacent coarse-grid neighbors. For example, if
Ba,b = 1, Ba−1,b = 1, and Ba,b+1 = 1, then cell (a, b)

is connected to both its southern and eastern neighbors.
We then set the midpoint of A(a,b)’s southern edge as the
start point A(a,b)

sx,sy, and the midpoint of its eastern edge as
the destination pointA(a,b)

dx,dy. Fixing δ and these end points,
we solve the following subproblem (P3.1) independently
for each A(a,b), (a, b) ∈ B.

(P3.1) : min
A(a,b)

1⊤A(a,b)1,

s.t. 2A(a,b)
i,j ≤

∑
(i′,j′)∈N4(i,j)∩N (a,b)

A
(a,b)
i′,j′ ≤ 2, ∀i, j ∈ N (a,b), (14)

dx∑
i=sx

A
(a,b)
i,j ≥ 1, ∀j ∈ N (a,b),

dy∑
j=sy

A
(a,b)
i,j ≥ 1, ∀i ∈ N (a,b),

(15)
A(a,b)

sx,sy = 1, A
(a,b)
dx,dy = 1, (16)∑K

k=1
δkp

(a,b)
k,i,j ≥ ϵ1A

(a,b)
i,j , ∀i, j ∈ N (a,b), (17)∑K

k=1
δkL(a,b)

k,i,j ≥ 3A
(a,b)
i,j , ∀i, j ∈ N (a,b), (18)

maxk∈K γ(a,b)
k,i,j

≥ ϵ2A
(a,b)
i,j , ∀i, j ∈ N (a,b), (19)

A
(a,b)
i,j ∈ {0, 1}, ∀i, j ∈ N (a,b), (20)

where p
(a,b)
k,i,j , L(a,b)

k,i,j , and γ
(a,b)
k,i,j follow the definitions in

Section II-B and are evaluated within R̃a,b at the fine layer
resolution. Note that A(1,1)

1,1 and A
(M,M)
N/M,N/M have only one

active adjacent neighbor.
Once all A(a,b), (a, b) ∈ B have been updated, the

global fine layer map A is reconstructed by assembling
the submatrices. Subsequently, we solve problem (P3.2)
to update δ based on the obtained A.

(P3.2) : min
δ

∑K

k=1
δk,∑K

k=1
δkpk,i,j ≥ ϵ1Ai,j , ∀i, j ∈ N , (21a)∑K

k=1
δkLk,i,j ≥ 3Ai,j , ∀i, j ∈ N , (21b)

maxk∈K γ
k,i,j

≥ ϵ2Ai,j , ∀i, j ∈ N , (21c)
δk ∈ {0, 1}, ∀k ∈ K. (21d)

Both (P3.1) and (P3.2) are linear integer programs.
Since each AO step leads to monotonically non-increasing
system cost (i.e., the air corridor length or the number of
deployed BSs), and both objectives are bounded below,
the algorithm is guaranteed to converge [18].

IV. Numerical Results
This section presents numerical results to evaluate the

performance of our proposed algorithms. We consider a
500 m×500 m area in Futian District, Shenzhen, China,
with K = 30 candidate BSs, as shown in Fig. 2. We use
the open-source library Sionna RT (v0.18.0) to generate
CKMs [13]. The carrier frequency is set to be 1 GHz, the
noise power at the UAV receiver is σ2 = −110 dBm, and
the transmit power of each BS is P = 30 dBm. We set
the transmit gain of each BS to G = 12 dB and the radar
cross section to σRCS = 1 m2. The altitude of air corridor
is set as H = 150 m, and the BS height is set as 25 m.
In the coarse layer, the map is divided into 10 × 10

grids, with each grid measuring 50 m × 50 m. For problem
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Fig. 2. The considered area (from the OpenStreetMap database) and
the spatial distribution of candidate BS sites.

(P2), we set the weights as α1 = 0.5 and α2 = 0.5, and
choose the Big-M constant ζ = 10−8. In the fine layer, the
map is divided into 100× 100 grids, each with resolution
∆x = ∆y = ∆z = 5 m, which is consistent with the
size of the air corridor cube.3 The received sensing power
threshold is ϵ1 = −75 dBm, and the SINR threshold is
ϵ2 = 3 dB.
We consider the following two benchmark schemes for

comparison:
• A*-based sequential planning: We first compute the

shortest path via A* [20] and then, conditioning on
this path, solve problem (P3.2) to obtain the BS
deployment subject to the communication and sensing
constraints.

• Random BS deployment: We randomly deploy BSs at
the K candidate sites with the number of deployed
BSs increasing from 1 to K, and solve problem (P3.1)
with given δ until a feasible shortest path solution is
obtained.

Fig. 3 illustrates the jointly optimized coarse‐layer air
corridor, BS deployment, and the received sensing power.
It is observed that the cells traversed by the corridor
satisfy both thresholds, and the length is minimized. On a
10×10 grid, our method yields a shortest path traversing
19 cells (50 m per cell) with 8 deployed BSs. Furthermore,
Fig. 4 presents the fine‐layer corridors and BS deployment
after iterative optimizations, with each fine cell according
to the SINR. On a 100 × 100 grid, our method yields a
shortest path traversing 199 cells (5 m per cell) with 7
deployed BSs.

Fig. 3. Coarse‐layer air corridor
overlaid on the sensing power
map.

Fig. 4. Fine‐layer air corridor
overlaid on the SINR map.

Fig. 5 shows the number of deployed BSs versus the
minimum received sensing power threshold ϵ1 (with ϵ2 = 3
dB), and Fig. 6 shows the length versus the minimum
SINR threshold ϵ2 (with ϵ1 = −75 dBm) for our method
and two benchmarks. The results for the two benchmarks

3We target small-UAV corridors (max dimension < 2 m [19]) and
adopt a 5 m grid, sufficient for single-UAV operation.

are averaged over 100 random realizations. It is observed
in Fig. 5 that the number of deployed BSs increases
with ϵ1 for all three schemes, whereas our approach
consistently requires the fewest BSs. It is observed in
Fig. 6 that the length of both our method and the
random deployment baseline increases with ϵ2, whereas
that of the A* scheme remains unchanged. Nevertheless,
our approach consistently identifies a feasible path and
yields the shortest length among all three schemes. By
contrast, the A* scheme fails to find any feasible path
once ϵ2 exceeds 3.2 dB, and the random BS deployment
baseline fails beyond 3.8 dB, since under stringent SINR
thresholds and limited trial budget, these methods rarely
identify a path satisfying all constraints.
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paths versus ϵ2.

V. Conclusion
In this letter, we investigated the joint air corridor

planning and BS deployment for low-altitude ISAC net-
works, with the objective of minimizing the network cost
under both communication and sensing constraints. By
leveraging CKMs, we enabled offline evaluation of each
candidate BS’s performance without the need for real-time
measurements. We proposed a coarse-to-fine framework
with an AO algorithm to efficiently solve the formulated
large-scale, nonconvex integer program. Simulation results
show that the proposed method significantly reduces
length and deployment cost compared to benchmark
schemes, thereby demonstrating its effectiveness for cost-
efficient planning of low-altitude ISAC networks.
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