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A growing problem - An incoming solution

The use of drones (or Unmanned Air Vehicles, UAVs) is becoming The current normative proposes to evaluate and mitigate %
common in normal life. Their presence is no longer restricted to the risk of hazard to people based in the concept of lethal area. It
military purposes and day to day are more visible. As both civil and assumes a parabolic fall, absence of wind and no fragmentation.
military applications over inhabitated areas increase, also increase However, the influence of navigation errors are at the moment
the risk of hazard for the population. It is then necessary to limit the not evaluated. The dispersion of the imact point due to these
risk of damage to people and sensible structures. uncertainites may be larger than the lethal area.
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