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1. Overall Description:

CT1 would like to ask SA1 for a clarification of a CMAS requirement in 3GPP TS 22.268.

3GPP TS 22.268 contains the following requirement in clause 4.6.1:

“The PWS-UE shall support a dedicated alerting indication (audio attention signal and a dedicated vibration cadence) and be distinct from any other device alerts and restricted to use for Warning Notification purposes.”

CT1 has implemented this requirement in 3GPP TS 23.041, clause 9.4.1.2.1, in the following way: 

“In the case of transmitting CBS messages for PWS (which includes ETWS and CMAS), i.e. the Message Identifier has a value for PWS (see subclause 9.4.1.2.2), a part of Message Code can be used to command mobile terminals to activate emergency user alert and message popup in order to alert the users. Message Code format for this purpose is as follows:”
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It would have been also possible to solve it for example as follows:
“In the case of transmitting CBS messages for ETWS, i.e. the Message Identifier has a value for ETWS (see subclause 9.4.1.2.2), a part of Message Code can be used to command mobile terminals to activate emergency user alert and message popup in order to alert the users. Message Code format for this purpose is as follows:”
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“In the case of transmitting CBS messages for PWS (with the exception of ETWS), i.e. the Message Identifier has a value for PWS (see subclause 9.4.1.2.2), mobile terminals shall activate a dedicated alerting indication (audio attention signal and a dedicated vibration cadence)  in order to alert the users.”

A possible reason for making the distinction between ETWS and other PWS services is that other PWS services can use all 10 bits of the Message Code, which allows for 1024 different messages with the same Message Identifier. CMAS anticipated traffic peak load is 3000 messages per hour, which would be difficult to meet if only 256 Message Codes were available.
Furthermore, CMAS does not have any requirements to be able to suppress an alerting indication when a CMAS message is sent.
2. Actions:

To SA1 group.

ACTION: 
CT1 would like to ask SA1 to clarify if the use of part of the Message Code for PWS in general is a correct implementation of SA1’s above mentioned requirement, or that this feature was intended for ETWS only.
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