Joint session SA1-SA2-CT1 on ETWS and Service identifier

Session chaired by Georg Mayer (Huawei), CT1 Chair

ETWS

C1-114511

LS on default UE setting of ETWS/PWS (S2-114714)

Authoring Company: NTT DoCoMo

Presented by Itsuma Tanaka (NTT DOCOMO)

Itsuma commented that this LS was related to ETWS, PWS, Korean alert and EU-alert.

No comments were given after presentation.

--
C1-114937

Reply LS on default UE setting of ETWS/PWS

Authoring Company: NTT DoCoMo

Presented by Itsuma Tanaka (NTT DOCOMO)

No comments were given after presentation.

--
C1-114636

Discussion on ETWS/PWS warning message reception

NTT DOCOMO

Presented by Itsuma Tanaka (NTT DOCOMO) and Hideyuki Yamashita (NTT DOCOMO)

Hideyuki Yamashita (NTT DOCOMO) commented that CT1 had agreed to create a new TS for a MO.

Martin Dolly (AT&T) commented that he had attended the SA3 meeting, there was no consensus. Consequence of not having the default indicator set to "on" will be that this will not meet US govt requirements.

Enrico Scarrone (Telecom Italia), SA1 Chair: this issue was discussed in SA1. Not clear what is not possible to be set. It is possible to set the indicator for the operator's customers but it isn't for the visiting roamers. A possible way forward could be through roaming agreement. By default it would be "on".

Hannu Hietalahti (Renesas): in Rel-11, PWS security will be added. Should we create a white list or a black list?

Anti (Nokia Siemens Networks): it is important to have the setting for CMAS. It was intentionally decided for EU-alert to re-use the same messages than for CMAS. Everything is interconnected.

The MO was defined for Rel-11. For Rel-8 through Rel-10, we need something.

The CT1 Chairman commented that this particular point had been discussed in CT1. It can be assumed that the (Rel-11) MO can be used from Rel-8 onwards.

Luisa Marchetto (AT&T): from SA1 point of view, PWS was defined in Rel-9. There is a requirement that the default is "on" since Rel-9. For CMAS, the regulatory requirement is "on". 

SA1 could take into account regional requirements.

Itsuma tanaka (NTT DOCOMO) commented that he'd be happy to have default setting "on". 

Hannu Hietalahti (Renesas): ok with the roaming agreement, but would like to have a clear guidance when to display and when not to display. this needs to be reflected in the UE config.

Chris Pudney (Vodafone) raised some concerns about the security issue related with Enrico's proposal. Potential risk of fake base stations.
Martin Dolly (AT&T) commented that there wasn't unanimous view on the security issue in SA3.

Richard Burbidge (Research in Motion): indicated support for Hannu's proposal. UE vendors need to know when to display or not the message.

We need to have a list of requirements when to display; e.g. for all American network, ...

The CT1 Chairman proposed a show of hands for the proposals below:

1. None of the below
2. OFF (empty default PLMN list)
3. ON (wildcarded PLMN list)

4. Global PLMN

5. Default ON, list empty, add to list those that you want to switch off

Majority: proposal 5

Discussion about the essentiality of the required changes in specs.

Itsuma Tanaka (NTT DOCOMO) considered that this is FASMO for Rel-8 and Rel-9.

Luisa: Rel-8 is ETWS only

The CT1 Chairman asked ho thinks that we shouldn't change Rel-8? Just 1 company

Chris Pudney commented that this should be the other way around . there should be a consensus 

The CT1 Chairman commented that the joint meeting could agree on a working assumption.
Richard Burbidge (Research in Motion) raised concerns about a non consistent UE behaviour. If operators would like consistent behaviour, there needs to be CRs.

Keith Drage (Alcatel-Lucent): way forward would be to look at CRs and then decide from which release it should be.

Enrico Scarrone: it's clear that there are different requirements in different regions. 

Nobody can guarantee that a region will not change its mind as regards the default setting.

Hannu Bergius (Nokia): suggested a new show of hands between 2 and 3.

The CT1 Chairman commented that the release should be decided too.
France Telecom: why don't we say that the default is unspecified?

The CT1 Chairman replied that the behaviour would then be unspecified.

Luisa: the requirement for PWS since Rel-9 is default ON. Otherwise, regulatory requirements for CMAS are not met.

Erik Guttman  (SA2 Chair) commented that PWS had a unique and distinct problem --> there is no security. 

Itsuma: for Rel-8 ETWS, default setting = off. Question is can we have default on?

No regulatory requirements for that in Japan. We can accept current spec as it stands.

No clear conclusion.
Service Identifier
S1-113067 Clarification of service based charging (Ericsson, ST-Ericsson, Telia Sonera, Vodafone), CR against 22.115

Kurt (Deutsche Telekom / T-Mobile) proposed to cross everything that is related to "application" in the text.
Keith Drage (Alcatel-Lucent): current status in CT1 = it was agreed to emphathize the possibility to use subtypes by anyone, with a registry maintained by MCC / John Meredith. CT1 believe that the problem mentioned by GSMA would be solved.
The CT1 Chairman: CT1 extended the ICSI structure. 

Enrico Scarrone wondered whether it's good to specify the application. He commented that he thinks that it satisfies the requirements from GSMA. Wording to be revised, "application" may be too much.

Enrico: can we all agree that the mech proposed by CT1 is good?

Frederik (Ericsson) commented that he thinks that CT1's solution needs further study.

The CT1 Chairman commented that there was an outgoing LS being drafted.

Enrico: the CR against 22.215 is against Rel-11 (which is frozen for stage 1). Are people fine with that?

Keith Drage (Alcatel-Lucent): the change being agreed in CT1 require no change in the specification. It is already available. No need to make any stage 1 change.

Enrico: SA1 may decide that there may be additional requirements. Would stage 2 and 3 be ok with that?

The CT1 Chairman: if GSMA really comes back with additional issues then the solution might need to be changed but let's assume that this solution is complete.

Enrico Scarrone proposed to keep the exception open for this issue.

--

S1-113235 Response LS on service awareness in VPLMN (from GSMA CPWP)

Presented by Enrico Scarrone
