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1	Introduction
RAN2 has sent an LS on Flight Path in UAV [1].
This paper provide analysis on the topic.
2	Discussion
In the LS, RAN2 states:
	RAN2 has decided to support forwarding the UAV flightpath information from source gNB to target gNB during handover. RAN2 would like to ask RAN3 to add the UAV flightpath information forwarding in RAN3 specification if it is feasible. 



Since LTE UAV, the flight path is available if the network requests the UE to report the information over RRC. The flight path is not further sent to the target eNB during handover. 
In our view, there are three possible options for the handover target to obtain the UE flight path information:
1. After the handover, the target RAN node polls the UE for the flight path information. This is the most water proof way. During handover, the CN could provide the “Aerial UE subscription information” in Path Switch procedure, which means in some cases, the target NG-RAN may need to request UE to report the flight path information.
It is beneficial that we have a unified solution for how the target NG-RAN node gets the flight path information.

Target RAN node will obtain the flight path information directly from UE. There is no RAN3 impact on signaling. We may describer it in St2 TS 38.300, as in [2].

2. RAN2 to include this information in the RRC Handover container. But this is may not be optimal, as it impacts UE, and  in the case that the target RAN may not even support UAV, the Flight Path may be included in the RRC container unnecessarily. 
This option would need RAN2 agreement to include the flight path in the handover RRC container. There is no RAN3 impact.

3. Include the UE flight Path explicitly in the handover procedure. This will have RAN3 impact.

In our view, to let the target RAN to obtain the UE flight path may be preferred, for the following reasons:
1. If the target RAN is not within the UE flight path, the source RAN will not even handover the UE to that target.
2. The target RAN better to obtain directly from the UE, in case the flight path is changed.
3. The Aerial UE subscription may be changed during Path Switch procedure, this would require the target NG-RAN node to obtain UE flight path anyway. 

Before we make the decision, RAN3 should discuss and understand what the benefit is e.g. to include the flight path during handover, and if let target RAN to obtain the flight path is a good option.
Proposal 1: It is proposed RAN3 to discuss the options above.
Proposal 2: If the option 1 is the way forward, it is proposed RAN3 to agree the text proposals in [2].
Proposal 3: If the option 3 is the way forward, it is proposed RAN3 to agree the text proposals in [3] to [5].
Proposal 4: the draft LS is submitted in [6].

3	Proposal
Proposal 1: It is proposed RAN3 to discuss the options above.
Proposal 2: If the option 1 is the way forward, it is proposed RAN3 to agree the text proposals in [2].
Proposal 3: If the option 3 is the way forward, it is proposed RAN3 to agree the text proposals in [3] to [5].
Proposal 4: the draft LS is submitted in [6].
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