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1. [bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Introduction 
RAN2_119e agreements:
	FFS if user consent is needed for location reporting in CONNECTED
FFS study the vertical movement and associated mobility for UAV UEs


RAN2_119bise agreements:
	4.	Continue to study height-depending scaling, triggering and combinations



There was an email discussion after RAN2_120 and following proposals are made from the email discussion [2]:
	Proposal 3: Height-dependent parameter scaling is not supported as a part of Rel-18 NR.
Proposal 4: Discuss the following aspects before enabling more than a single configuration (e.g. RRM configuration), each for a specific height region:
a)	What happens with UE’s filters, variables, etc. when the switch between configurations happens? Is the behavior different than the one already specified e.g. for cell change?
b)	Is there a mismatch between what the NW is aware of and the actual configuration the UE uses?
c)	The benefit of multiple configurations versus H1/H2 reporting to the NW and waiting for the new configuration
d)	Can the NW know and properly configure the LOS/NLOS boundary?



There are a few open issues on how and whether more than one RRM configuration can be provided to a UAV UE. In this contribution we look into the need for separate RRM parameters and user consent for location reporting.
2. Discussion
Multiple RRM configurations
RAN2_119e agreed to support LTE events H1 and H2 for UAV in NR. FFS study scaling of RRM parameters (e.g. which parameters and what is the purpose/ benefit of the scaling and how). Scaling of parameters was further discussed during RAN2_119bise and RAN2_120 and the email discussion above. The proposal from the email discussion is to not support the UE based scaling of parameters for Rel-18.
A UAV UE may be handed over to a cell supporting UAV features once UAV is hovering above a certain height (i.e. event H1). This special cell may configure UAV specific parameters. Eventually, UAV UE may be handed over to a terrestrial cell once it is hovering below a certain height (i.e. event H2). 
Once handed over to a cell supporting UAV or UAV UE is hovering above event H1, different parameters like e.g. Time-To-Trigger, power control can be configured by the target gNB based on the altitude of UAV. Network may configure to use normal values when UAV is near to the earth surface (event H2) and a shorter/longer values when UAV is hovering above a certain altitude (event H1) encountering multiple cells. This can be configured by the target gNB during handover. 
Another option is that the serving cell does not always trigger handover when UE has reported event h1/h2 and this trigger may be used to change the RRM parameters within the same cell. In this case, both UE and network could be aware of configuration change if linked to the triggering of event h1/h2 but this height-based triggering does not directly translate into LOS/NLOS criteria as mentioned in a few papers. UE based scaling has the disadvantage of adjusting parameters without the awareness of the terrain, as mentioned by many companies during the email discussion. 
So, in our understanding, network needs to configure the height thresholds based on the deployment and terrain anyway and it is difficult to automate this procedure. 
We think height as a criterion for triggering CHO might be useful but it is not in the scope so Rel-18 could be simplified by postponing the discussion altogether.
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that Height-dependent parameter scaling is not supported.
Proposal 2: Do not introduce multiple RRM configurations in Rel-18.
User consent
User consent was discussed at length during NTN discussions in Rel-17 and based on the latest LS from SA3, in our understanding, user consent is left for the network entities to handle. A UE shall provide its location if network configured to provide location information. We think that RAN2 can work on this working assumption unless there is a new input from SA3 in Rel-18. 
Proposal 3: RAN2 does not work on User consent i.e., UE provide its location if configured by the network to do so.
3. Conclusion
We propose RAN2 to agree on the following proposal:

Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that Height-dependent parameter scaling is not supported.
Proposal 2: Do not introduce multiple RRM configurations in Rel-18.
Proposal 3: RAN2 does not work on User consent i.e., UE provide its location if configured by the network to do so.
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