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1. Overall Description:

RAN3 has discussed the concurrent broadcasting support over the F1 interface. The key issue is whether the Concurrent Warning Message (CWM) Indicator IE is needed over F1 when informing the gNB-DU perform the concurrent broadcasting of the new received warning message. In RAN3, companies have the common understanding that the concurrent broadcast is only applicable to CMAS. However, RAN3 observed that different companies have different understandings on the existing concurrent broadcasting scheme in terms of the following two questions:

· Question 1: Is concurrent broadcasting mandatory to CMAS?

· Question 2: What’s the usage of CWM indicator?
In TS23.041, there is a sentence “CBC shall set the Concurrent Warning Message (CWM) indicator in all Write-Replace Warning Request messages, if the PLMN supports concurrent warning message broadcasts”. The different views in RAN3 are resulted from the understanding to this sentence.  Specifically, some companies consider there is a case that some PLMNs do not support concurrent broadcast for CMAS; while some companies believe the concurrent broadcasting is always supported for CMAS regardless of PLMN. 
Furthermore, in RAN3, some companies’ answer to Question 2 are “CWM indicator is essentially an indicator that differentiates CMAS messages from ETWS messages”. While some companies think CWM indicator is used to “indicates to eNB that the received warning message is a new message to be scheduled for concurrent broadcast with any other ongoing broadcast of warning messages.”, which means that CWM indicator has nothing to do with indication of warning message type (e.g., ETWS, CMAS), and the gNB/eNB can derive the warning message type via Message Identifier IE. 

Due to the different views, RAN3 cannot decide whether CWM indicator IE is needed over F1 interface to support the concurrent broadcasting. 

2. Actions:

To CT1 group:

ACTION: 
RAN3 kindly ask CT1 to give their understandings to the above three questions by taking the current situation in RAN3 into account.
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