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1	Introduction
At RAN2#119-e meeting, the following agreements are made: 
Agreements
1 Use LTE principle as a baseline, introduce similar event H1 (aerial UE height become higher than threshold) and H2 (aerial UE height become lower than threshold.  FFS if further NR enhancements are needed.  FFS study scaling of RRM parameters (e.g. which parameters and what is the purpose/benefit of the scaling and how)
FFS how to limit excessive measurements and measurement reporting 
FFS if user consent is needed for location reporting in CONNECTED
FFS study the vertical movement and associated mobility for UAV UEs
2	Rel-18 NR supports reporting of UAV UE’s height, location and velocity. It is for further study what accuracy and reporting mechanisms are required and if further enhancements are needed.  
3	As in LTE, flight path plan reporting will be introduced.  Location list of waypoints (3D location information) and timestamp is adopted as the basic content of flight path report.  FFS if timestamp is mandatory or optional for NR.  FFS if further enhancements are needed
4	Introduce similar functionality to LTE (numberofTriggeringCells).  FFS whether numberoftriggerbeams for NR is required or other enhancements.  FFS study how to avoid sending the measurement reports mainly due to reportOnLeave.

This contribution provides our views on some remaining aspects. 
2	Discussion
It seems very likely that if aerial UEs support to derive each time stamp per location waypoint for flight path plan, they will report it. In LTE, we understand that making it optional was due to the fact that some aerial UEs are not able to derive it per location waypoint. From this perspective, there seems no real need to mandate aerial UEs to report time stamp information for flight path plan reporting. On the other hand, the signalling overhead to indicate whether network wants to retrieve time stamp information (e.g. includeTimeStamp) is quite less but it may bring network flexibility. Therefore, we think that there is no need to deviate from LTE principle in NR. 
Proposal 1: For flight path plan reporting, UE reports time stamp information if available based on network request as in LTE. 
As RRC_INACTIVE state is introduced in NR, it would be good to discuss whether any further enhancements on flight path plan reporting are needed. For example, as there is no security issue in RRC_INACTIVE state, network may want to retrieve flight path plan information via RRC connection resume procedure. 
Proposal 2: RAN2 to discuss whether network is allowed to retrieve flight path plan information via RRC connection resume procedure. 
In LTE, there is no standard defined procedure of flight path plan modification. We think that at least in Rel-18 there seems no real need to support it i.e. use cases of flying cars are out of scope in this WI. 
Proposal 3: RAN2 not to specify flight path plan modification reporting. 
As there is no requirement on user consent for aerial UE's location reporting in LTE, it seems strange to have it solely in NR. Unless there is request from other WGs (e.g. SA3), it is preferable to follow LTE design due to the limited time for this WI. 
Proposal 4: There is no need of user consent for location reporting in NR, as in LTE. 
3	Conclusion
Based on the above, RAN2 is requested to discuss and agree on the following proposals:
Proposal 1: For flight path plan reporting, UE reports time stamp information if available based on network request. 
Proposal 2: RAN2 to discuss whether network is allowed to retrieve flight path plan information via RRC connection resume procedure. 
Proposal 3: RAN2 not to specify flight path plan modification reporting. 
Proposal 4: There is no need of user consent for location reporting in NR, as in LTE. 
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