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1 Introduction
This contribution aims at summarizing offline discussion on PWS correction following the comeback below:

 CB: # 47_PWScorrRANsharing

-  discuss implications of this idea w.r.t. RAN sharing and non-RAN sharing case

(SS)

Summary of offline disc R3-194671
The related paper is R3-193967/3968.
2 Summary
During the offline discussion, the following aspects are checked with companies:

· Concurrent Warning Message Indicator IE

ISSUE: Over F1, WRITE-REPLACE WARNING REQUEST message does not include Concurrent Warning Message Indicator IE. If AMF requires to concurrently broadcast the warning message, gNB-CU cannot indicate to gNB-DU to follow this. 

Online comments: RAN sharing description in TS38.401 may rule out the concurrent broadcast. 

Offline discussion:

· Some companies agree to add Concurrent Warning Message indicator IE in WRITE-REPLACE WARNING REQUEST message
· After further checking with TS38.401, the description on PWS message (Section Annex B) for RAN sharing case is not related to our proposal
· Some companies need some time for further check

· Message Identifier IE and Serial Number IE in PWS CANCEL REQUEST/RESPONSE message 

· ISSUE: over F1, PWS CANCEL REQUEST message does not include Message Identifier IE and Serial Number IE. This two IEs are used to indicate the PWS message needed to be cancelled for broadcasting 
· Online comments: the included PWS message already includes Message Identifier IE and Serial Number IE. 
· Offline comments:
· Some companies agree this change
· Some companies have positive view on this. But, some further internal check are still needed
3 Conclusions
During offline discussion, it seems that no company show strong objection to the correction in R3-193967/3968. Especially for the correction on Message Identifier IE and Serial Number IE in PWS CANCEL REQUEST/RESPONSE message. In light of the current status, I would propose that
· Agree the “Message Identifier IE and Serial Number IE in PWS CANCEL REQUEST/RESPONSE message” part in R3-193968
· Make the discussion on Concurrent Warning Message Indicator IE “to be continue …”
References

[1]
