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A Study on the Concept of Operation of UAVs in Civil Airspace
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Track intruder (position & velocity) sensors and algorithms, with traffic
Evaluate (assess collision or self-separation risk) information elements/decision aids
Prioritize intruder risks displayed to the GCS pilot

GCS pilot evaluates info elements,
queries or responds to ATC as

Declare that some action may be required
Determine what action(s), if any, to take
Command determined action, if any
Execute commanded action
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