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1 
Introduction

In UMTS/GSM, there is a “Category” parameter that can optionally be included in the WRITE-REPLACE Request/Indication message to indicate the priority of the message as follows [TS 23.041]:
-
High Priority:

to be broadcast at the earliest opportunity.

-
Background:

to be broadcast when no CBS messages of category "High Priority" or "Normal" are broadcast. The repetition period defines the minimum broadcast requirement.

-
Normal:


to be broadcast according to the associated repetition period.

If the category is omitted, the default category implied is "Normal" message.

RAN3 has now received an LS from CT1 [1], requesting feedback “whether it is feasible to include this optional Category IE in WRWR message and whether there is need to support this optionality”.

In this contribution, we discuss whether there is a need to support the same “Category” parameter for LTE.
2 
Discussion
In UMTS/GSM, the CBC can be used for both emergency purposes (i.e. broadcasting warning messages) as well as commercial purposes.  In our understanding, the “Category” parameter was introduced in UMTS/GSM to support commercial use cases.

In LTE, the broadcasting mechanism using SIBs was defined for emergency purposes only; there are no requirements in LTE for commercial broadcasting.  Therefore, there is no benefit to introduce the “Category” parameter for LTE.
Also, it should be noted that RAN3 previously considered whether to introduce a Category IE in the WRITE-REPLACE WARNING REQUEST message, and the decision at RAN3#62 was to not include it based on the assumption that “prioritization between warnings of different priority is performed in the CBE/CBC prior to transmission towards MME/eNB” [2].

Therefore, the following is proposed:
Proposal:
There is no need to support a Category IE in the WRITE-REPLACE WARNING REQUEST message.
3
Conclusions

In this contribution, we provided our views on whether there is a need to support the “Category” parameter for LTE, and proposed the following:
Proposal:
There is no need to support a Category IE in the WRITE-REPLACE WARNING REQUEST message.
If the above proposal is agreed by RAN3, then the following text could be included in the Reply LS to CT1:

There is no support in LTE for commercial broadcast using SIB (only warning message broadcast), and RAN3 is unaware of any service requirements that would justify introduction of the “category” parameter in LTE.  Therefore, RAN3 sees no need or benefit to introduce a Category IE in the WRITE-REPLACE WARNING REQUEST message.
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