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Study on the Safe Separation of En—route Airway under altitude of 500 ft for the

Flight Safety of Small UAVs
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Table 1. Safety Management Criteria for
Unmanned Aircraft System in Korea [1]
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Airspace Design for Small Drone Operations

Integrated Airspace

Fig 2. Airspace design for small drone
operation (Source: Amazon)
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Near-term Goal: Safely enable initial low-altitude UAS as early as possible
Long-term Goal: Accommodate increased demand with highest safety, efficiency, and capacity
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Table 2. Performance parameters of Global
Navigation Satellite System(GNSS)
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