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1.  Introduction
UAV ID broadcast has been discussed in RAN2 meeting #121 and following agreements have been achieved:
-	PC5-U is used to support BRID for UAV
-	Support both in-coverage and out-of-coverage scenarios
-	Mode 2 will be supported.  FFS whether further mode 1 will be supported.  
-	FFS whether separate pools are needed 
-	FFS whether current configurations can support UAV requirements 
As we can see, there are some FFS that remain to be analysed. In this contribution, we analysed the FFS carefully and some proposals are proposed. 
2.  Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk100497352]SA2 has agreed that UAV ID broadcasts can use both the MBS-based and PC5-based solutions. For the PC5-based BRID, mode 2 has been supported for BRID. We think mode 1 should also be supported for BRID due to the fact that BRID is required by the regulator. Whether the UE is in mode 1 or mode 2 should be up to network implementation. Thus, mode 1 should also be supported for BRID. We do not think that this cause any extra standardization workload.
Proposal 1: Mode 1 should also be supported for BRID.
A resource pool is introduced to sidelink communication due to the difference between the PC5 and Uu. At the present, the sidelink feature already has sidelink normal resource pool and sidelink discovery resource pool. It also may have sidelink positioning resource pool. It will fragment the SL resource pool if we define a separate resource pool for UAV communication. Furthermore, drones usually appear in the form of drone pairs, i.e., the UAV and UAV controller. In general, the UAV needs to communicate with the UAV controller, which is usually on the ground, and it is treated as a common UE by the gNB. If the NW configures the UAV as having a separate resource pool but the UAV controller is not configured, then the UAV may miss the message sent from the UAV controller. A separate resource pool for UAV communication is not recommended.
Proposal 2: A separate resource pool for UAV communication is not recommended.
[bookmark: _Hlk131425347]UAV was introduced to 3GPP system in Rel-15. On one hand, the requirements of UAV in NR are similar to LTE UAV. On the other hand, SA2 has defined A2X layer for aircraft communication by leveraging V2X mechanism [1]. There are also no further requirements. Thus, the current configurations can support UAV requirements if there are no further UAV requirements.
Proposal 3: The current configurations can support UAV requirements if there are no further UAV requirements.
3. Conclusion
Proposal 1: Mode 1 should also be supported for BRID.
Proposal 2: A separate resource pool for UAV communication is not recommended.
Proposal 3: The current configurations can support UAV requirements if there are no further UAV requirements.
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