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1	Introduction
During the 3GPP RAN2#101bis meeting plenty of discussion on the measurement reporting enhancements took place. RAN2#101bis has taken the following related agreements:
	2	Event of UE’s height is above threshold(s) can trigger report. The content of the report are FFS. It can be discussed in the running RRC CR email discussion.
3	Introduce the number of triggered cells for interference detection for UAV UE. FFS the sum of RSRP. 



Several aspects have been also conducted via running RRC CR e-mail discussion (resulting CR can be found in [1]). This paper is aimed at addressing the remaining open issues.
2	Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk510524870]2.1	Which events should be considered for “N cells triggering”
During the discussion concluded in [1], it has been debated which measurement events shall be extended with the number of cells (N >=1) triggering the associated reporting. It has been blindly assumed that only A4 can be taken into account (i.e. “Neighbour becomes better than threshold”). This is a straightforward approach, the easiest to evaluate. Nevertheless, we believe, other measurement events involving neighouring cells, could be also taken into account:
· A3 (“Neighbour becomes offset better than PCell/ PSCell”)
· A5 (“PCell/ PSCell becomes worse than threshold1 and neighbour becomes better than threshold2”)
Thus, we propose the following:
Proposal 1: [bookmark: _Ref513472203]Sum of triggering cells for interference detection shall be applicable to Events A3, A4 and A5.
2.2	The definition of Event HN and related aspects
The description of the new Event H1 states the following [1]“Aerial UE height becomes larger than absolute threshold”. We are fine with the introduction of such event and tend to say the height becomes “larger”, not “higher”. 
Proposal 2: [bookmark: _Ref513472216]RAN2 is asked to keep the current wording and trigger H1 when “height becomes larger than the absolute threshold”
However, for the completeness of the solution 3GPP is introducing in Release 15, we believe there should be also a complementary Event H2, triggered when the height becomes smaller than the absolute threshold. Ascending and descending are two inherent phases of the UAV’s flight and both needs to be controlled by the LTE network. Thus, we suggest the following: 
Proposal 3: [bookmark: _Ref513472230]RAN2 is asked to introduce a complementary Event H2: “Aerial UE’s height becomes smaller than the absolute threshold”
It should be noted that the term “Aerial UE” could be replaced with “UE” once an “aerial subscription” is agreed.  Then UE capability will determine whether the UE can be configured with such event or not.
Proposal 4: [bookmark: _Ref513472243]If aerial subscription is introduced, it is enough to say “UE’s” instead of “Aerial UE’s” in the definition of events HN.
Perhaps less importantly, it has to be pointed out that a common practice in [2] is not to specify the ranges of the variables within the procedure concerning the event. Thus, we think it is sufficient to state that “Ms is the Aerial UE’s height, not taking into account any offsets. Ms is expressed in meters”. The actual range can be found within the ASN.1 definition/field description.
Proposal 5: [bookmark: _Ref513472370]The procedural text related to Event HN shall not comprise the range of Ms (or any other parameters). Those are typically defined in ASN.1 directly.
Last, but not least, the term “height” is used in the event description. It is still unclear how should it work and what kind of reference knowledge is provided from the eNB. If the Event HN operates with the “absolute threshold” equal to absolute reference altitude then the UAV can estimate its current altitude (Ms) and compare it with the threshold. However, if Ms ranges from 0 to 300 meters above the ground level (AGL), then additional complications arise. The major uncertainty: how the UAV UE can be aware of the ground altitude?
Proposal 6: [bookmark: _Ref513472388]RAN2 is asked to discuss and conclude what is the meaning of Ms and Thresh variables defined in Event HN 
3	Conclusion
This TDoc was aimed at resolving several open points regarding UAV measurement reporting and triggering. In the course of the paper we have proposed the following:
Proposal 1: Sum of triggering cells for interference detection shall be applicable to Events A3, A4 and A5.
Proposal 2: RAN2 is asked to keep the current wording and trigger H1 when “height becomes larger than the absolute threshold”
Proposal 3: RAN2 is asked to introduce a complementary Event H2: “Aerial UE’s height becomes smaller than the absolute threshold”
Proposal 4: If aerial subscription is introduced, it is enough to say “UE’s” instead of “Aerial UE’s” in the definition of events HN.
Proposal 5: The procedural text related to Event HN shall not comprise the range of Ms (or any other parameters). Those are typically defined in ASN.1 directly.
Proposal 6: RAN2 is asked to discuss and conclude what is the meaning of Ms and Thresh variables defined in Event HN
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