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1. Introduction
The contribution provides a proposal for Overall Evaluation for KI#3.
2. Reason for Change
For KI#3, solution#1 and solution#3 are evaluated.
3. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 23.755 v1.0.0.
* * * First Change * * * *

9.4
Key issue and solution evaluation

9.4.1
Introduction
All the key issues and solutions specified in this technical report are listed in table 9.4-1. It includes the mapping of the key issues (clause 5) to the solutions and corresponding solution evaluations. Also it lists the impact on other working groups that will need consideration during the Release 17 normative phase.

Table 9.4-1: Key issue and solution evaluation

	Key issues
	Solution
	Evaluation (clause reference)
	Dependency on other working groups

	Key issue#1: Usage of SEAL
	Solution #3: Support for supplementary UE location
	
	

	Key issue#2: Broadcast communications
	Solution #2: Broadcast communications
	
	

	Key issue#3: UAV location information
	Solution #1: Network assisted positioning for USS/UTM
	
	

	
	Solution #3: Support for supplementary UE location
	
	

	Key issue#4: Capability exposure of UAS related information
	
	
	

	Key issue#5: UAV Application Server QoS Provisioning
	Solution #4: Support for coordinated QoS provisioning for C2 communication
	
	

	
	Solution #5: Support for C2 QoS Provisioning
	
	

	Key issue#6: Switching and selecting C2 communication modes
	Solution #6: Selection and switching between Network‑Assisted/Direct and USS/UTM navigated C2 communication
	
	

	
	Solution #7: Selection and switching between Network-Assisted and Direct C2 communication
	
	

	Key issue#7: USS/UTM provisioning via U1 reference point
	
	
	


9.4.x
Overall evaluation of Key issue#3

For key issue#3, solution#1 specified in clause 81 and solution#3 specified in clause 8.3 are proposed. 
Solution#1 is not compliant with the UAS application layer architecture specified in clause 7.3, though it is mentioned in evaluation for solution#1 that UCF role can be assumed by a SEAL server. Solution#1 has proposed in step 5 that UCF performs verification of UAV reported location (step 3) with network reported location (step 4). It is not possible for the UCF to perform verification as it does not receive the UAV reported location. Additionally, solution#1 has proposed that UCF provides augmented location information to USS/UTM upon receiving the network reported location from a location server.
Solution#3 is compliant with the UAS application layer architecture specified in clause 7.3. Solution#3 proposes SEAL's LM server to be able to provide location information of a UAVincluding the supplementary location information based on network location of UAV.
It is observed that solution#1 and solution#3 both address the key issue for providing the supplementary location information to USS/UTM.
It is observed that solution#1 proposes a verification mechanism at UCF for UAV reported location. While solution#3 proposes the usage of SEAL LMS for UAV location reporting which allows USS/UTM to further trust or additionally verify the UAV reported location.
