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1.  Introduction
In RAN2 meeting #123, the following agreements have been reached regarding UAV ID broadcast for NR UAVs [1]:
[bookmark: _Hlk144109576]Agreements:
1. Unicast-based DAA can be supported in Rel-18, but only if its introduction does not require additional RAN2 work besides defining a capability (if needed)
2. RAN2 will support (pre-) configured separate SL resource pool for BRID and DAA broadcast 
In this contribution, we analyze some potential issues when separate resource pools are supported. 
2.  Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk100497352]In the last meeting, RAN2 agreed to introduce a separate resource pool for BRID and DAA broadcasts. Currently, only “Rel-18 gNB” will support to configure the separate resource pool for A2X service. At the same time, SA2 agreed that A2X service can use the normal V2X resource pool. Thus, there is an issue with what the UAV UE should do if the gNB does not configure a separate resource pool for the UAV. Regarding why the gNB does not configure a separate resource pool, there are two possibilities: one is that the gNB is a legacy gNB that does not support UAV features; another one is that the gNB thinks the normal resource pool can meet the requirements of A2X service. The UE will be confused if the specifications do not capture the UE behaviour when the gNB does not configure the separate resource pool.
Thus, we think RAN2 should discuss the UE behaviour if the gNB does not configure the separate resource pool, e.g., the gNB is a legacy gNB and doesn't support A2X service or the gNB support A2X service but doesn't configure the separate resource pool.
Proposal 1: RAN2 should discuss the UE behaviour if the gNB does not configure the separate resource pool, e.g., the gNB is a legacy gNB and doesn't support A2X service or the gNB support A2X service but doesn't configure the separate resource pool.
Regarding the SL capability for NR UAV, some companies have proposed to discuss whether the UE can support receive-only or transmit-only cases. We think whether these cases should be supported depends on the A2X service, for example, if the UE only has BRID service, maybe it can receive-only or transmit-only. But if the UE has DAA service, it will be required to support both reception and transmission. The UE supports what services are defined by SA2. Thus, we think RAN2 should ask the SA2 whether the UE can support receive-only or transmit-only service.
Proposal 2: RAN2 should ask the SA2 whether the UE can support receive-only or transmit-only service.
Another issue is whether the UAV can support a subset of the NR SL capabilities. The UAV may not need to support all SL capabilities because the requirement for UAV communication is different from normal sidelink UE. Thus, we think RAN2 should discuss whether the UAV can support a subset of the SL capabilities (and if yes, which ones). 
Proposal 3: RAN2 should discuss whether the UAV can support a subset of the SL capabilities.
3. Conclusion
Proposal 1: The gNB should include capability indication in the SIB message to indicate that the NW supports BRID or DAA features.
Proposal 2: RAN2 should ask the SA2 whether the UE can support receive-only or transmit-only service.
Proposal 3: RAN2 should discuss whether the UAV can support a subset of the SL capabilities.
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