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1. Overall Description:
CT1 would like to thank RAN2 about their liaison regarding ETWS clarifications.

CT1 understands that essentially 2 aspects need to be clarified:

Q2 (to CT1/SA1/SA2)

How many bits are actually required to convey the Primary Notification information?
CT1 noticed that RAN2 was advised by SA1(S1-082413) that maximum of 100 warning types are required. 

To further clarify this, only 1bit per warning type is required.  Therefore, for 100 warning types, 100bits could be required. However as these warning types are mutually exclusive for any one paging message, then 7bits binary encoded would be sufficient for 100 warning types. CT1 currently allocate only 5 warning types for ETWS and therefore only 3bits (if binary encoded) are required for current ETWS specification.  Additionally for the buzzer and display text in the foreground (which are not mutually exclusive) 2 additional bits are required. Regarding Security, any additional capacity is unknown at this time, but will be in addition to that described above.
Q3 (to CT1/SA1/SA2)

In order to progress Stage 3 E-UTRA design for the delivery of Secondary Notification, RAN2 needs to assume some maximum message size for the Secondary Notification. Although RAN2 acknowledges the LS from SA1 [R2-083080/S1-080759] stating that there is no upper bound on the Secondary Notification message size, RAN2 would like to progress work on Secondary Notification assuming that the maximum message size will be equivalent to the maximum CBS message size. Is this acceptable?

Furthermore, RAN2 would like to ask if it can be assumed that only one CBS message for ETWS needs to be delivered via E-UTRA at a time. This is also thought to impact the Stage 3 E-UTRA design for the delivery of Secondary Notification.

CT1 noticed that what RAN2 is asking in Q3 is high-level requirement of ETWS for E-UTRAN.  And the answer for this question is the requirement for CT1 as well.
Regarding the Secondary Notification maximum message size, CT1 advises RAN2 that the maximum CBS concatenated message size is acceptable as specified in SA1’s initial response ‘S1-082413’
Quote

‘it is acceptable that the maximum CBS concatenated message size is supported.  There's no requirement to support delivery of multiple secondary notification at a time.’
CT1 further clarifies that a CBS message comprises 88 octets of which 82 of those octets are pages of user information and there may be up to 15 pages in a concatenated CBS message.(see TS 23.041)  This will apply for Secondary Notifications.
Moreover, CT1 would like to notify that CT1 has progress on agreeing on some changes for 23.041 as agreed in C1-083618, C1-083620, C1-083621 as attached.

3. Actions:
To RAN2 group
ACTION: 
Please take into account the above clarification during ETWS specification
To RAN3 group

ACTION:
Please take into account the above working progress and capture the necessary alignment to RAN3 specification.
4. Date of Next CT1 Meetings:

CT1#55-bis
6th – 10th October 2008
Phoenix, US

CT1#56
10th -14th November 2008 Shanghai, China

