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1	Introduction
The use of value tags for NR system information has been discussed in RAN2, with the following agreements at the last meetings.

RAN2#101 meeting:
Agreements on stored SI
1.1.1: Value tag associated with each SIB of Other SI (OSI) available in cell is included in SIB1 regardless of whether the SIB is broadcasted or provided on demand. 
FFS size of value tag

RAN2#101bis meeting:
Agreements
1:	Validity timer of 3 hours
2:	Value tag is 5 bits.

In this contribution we discuss the applicability of value tags for SIBs that are related to PWS, i.e. SIB6-8, and propose that those are excluded from having a value tag. An accompanying draft CR is provided in [1].
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2	Discussion
It has been agreed to include value tags in SIB1 for all SIBs that are part of the Other SI (i.e. SIB2 and above) and scheduled in the cell. In LTE, a similar list of value tags was introduced in Rel-13 for BL UEs and UEs in CE. Those value tags were however provided per SI message and then common to all SIBs within the same SI message. SIB10, SIB11, SIB12 (for ETWS and CMAS notifications) and SIB14 (for EAB parameters) were however excluded.
[bookmark: _Toc347823812][bookmark: _Toc347823993][bookmark: _Toc347824244][bookmark: _Toc517355043]In LTE, the per SI message value tags do not cover the SIBs for ETWS or CMAS (SIB10-12).

SIB7 (ETWS secondary notification) and SIB8 (CMAS notification) can be transmitted as segmented messages where different versions of the same SIB (containing different segments) thus will need to be provided to convey the whole warning message.
All the SIBs containing ETWS or CMAS notifications (SIB6-8) can also provide different warning messages, where the identity of a specific warning message is indicated through messageIdentifier and serialNumber within the SIB. Different warning messages can thus be provided in parallel using the same SIB. A UE that supports ETWS or CMAS will acquire the corresponding SIBs when they are provided by the network, based on the indication in paging messages. Providing value tags for the ETWS and CMAS SIBs will thus not provide any benefits but will instead lead to additional complexity and risk for misinterpretation. For example, should the value tag be stepped as soon as a different segment of a warning message is transmitted or if a different warning message is broadcasted?
[bookmark: _Hlk516681341]The PWS SIBs (SIB6-8) should thus be excluded from having value tags. This can be achieved either by having a dummy value tag for the PWS SIBs in the SI-SchedulingInfo (within SIB-TypeInfo) in SIB1, when they are scheduled, or to not include any value tag at all for those SIBs. The cleanest solution seems to be to not include any value tag at all for those SIBs. This is achieved by letting the value tag be conditionally present in the SI-SchedulingInfo in SIB1 (when the SIB is different from SIB6, SIB7 or SIB8).
[bookmark: _Toc517355044]SIB7 (ETWS secondary notification) and SIB8 (CMAS notification) can be transmitted as segmented messages.
[bookmark: _Toc517355045]SIB6 (ETWS primary notification), SIB7 (ETWS secondary notification) and SIB8 (CMAS notification) can provide different warning messages, as indicated with the messageIdentifier and serialNumber.
[bookmark: _Toc347823621][bookmark: _Toc347824073][bookmark: _Toc347824246][bookmark: _Toc517355046]Exclude SIB6 (ETWS primary notification), SIB7 (ETWS secondary notification) and SIB8 (CMAS notification) from having value tags.
[bookmark: _Toc517355047]The valueTag field should be conditionally present in the SIB-TypeInfo, where it is mandatory present for SIB types different from SIB6, SIB7 or SIB8.

An accompanying draft CR to 38.331, based on the rapporteur CR for introduction of SA, is provided in [1]. It is proposed to include it into the rapporteur CR to TS 38.331.
[bookmark: _Toc516559852][bookmark: _Toc516585518][bookmark: _Toc516673389][bookmark: _Toc517355048]Include the draft CR in [1] into the rapporteur CR to TS 38.331. 

Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	In LTE, the per SI message value tags do not cover the SIBs for ETWS or CMAS (SIB10-12).
Observation 2	SIB7 (ETWS secondary notification) and SIB8 (CMAS notification) can be transmitted as segmented messages.
Observation 3	SIB6 (ETWS primary notification), SIB7 (ETWS secondary notification) and SIB8 (CMAS notification) can provide different warning messages, as indicated with the messageIdentifier and serialNumber.

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	Exclude SIB6 (ETWS primary notification), SIB7 (ETWS secondary notification) and SIB8 (CMAS notification) from having value tags.
Proposal 2	The valueTag field should be conditionally present in the SIB-TypeInfo, where it is mandatory present for SIB types different from SIB6, SIB7 or SIB8.
Proposal 3	Include the draft CR in [1] into the rapporteur CR to TS 38.331.
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