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1. Introduction
This pCR proposes text for the conclusion section of the TR 23.712.
2. Reason for Change
The following feedback was received from RAN3 about the TR v.050. in tdoc C1-153469 (R3-151826). 
" Feedback on requirement 1: It shall be possible for the CBC to report, for each cell in the Warning Area, the number of broadcast actually performed
· the eNB already informs the CBC through the first WRWResponse message that resources are available to perform the broadcast. Once resources are prepared, the CBC may consider that the message is being broadcast as intended. The gain provided by solutions targeting failure cases which may occur in the time window between when resources are being prepared in the eNB and the actual scheduling over the radio can be considered as negligible.

· At any point in time the CBC can query the eNB by sending a WRWRequest message to make sure the broadcast is still ongoing. The CBC can then determine itself the number of broadcast that has been performed.

The greater the required reliability of CBC reports the more signalling load is involved by alternatives 1 and 2. RAN3 regards the reliability of alternatives 1 and 2 are the same but alternative 2 can be more signalling efficient.

Feedback on requirement number 2: it shall be possible for the CBC to report whether the cells in a warning area are available or not for PWS

On this requirement RAN3 was not clear about what is needed for a cell to be considered as available for PWS, since unavailability of cells is normally detected and managed by the RAN O&M."

Based on the above feedback alternative 2 can be considered as a signalling optimization compared to alternative 1. However alternative 2 requires significant enhancement in eNB to implement the functionality. 
As alternative 3 reports the failure event it does not genereate unnsecessary singalling messages to report when the broadcast is happening as expected. The CBC can safely assume that the broadcast is ongoing well until it receives failure report from eNB via MME.
3. Conclusions

Based on the feedback from RAN3 and analyzing the potential signalling impact of the different alternatives compared to the gain they provide regarding the requiremets it is proposed to agree on alternative 3 as the way to continue the normative work.
4. Proposal

It is proposed to agree the following changes to 3GPP TR 23.712.
* * * First Change * * * *

6
Conclusions and recommendations

6.1
Solution for enhanced Warning Status Reporting

It is concluded based on evaluation of solutions in clause 5 that a combination of alternative 1 and alternative 3 fulfils the requirements described in clause 4. Alternative 1 does not require normative work as it is already described in the 3GPP specifications. Alternative 3 will be used as the basis for further normative work.

Further work will occur via normative CRs and there will be no further additions, alignments or corrections to the technical report.


6.2
Impact on existing 3GPP specifications


TS 29.168 – Failure Indication handling procedure has to be added.
TS 36.413 – Failure Indication handling procedure has to be added.
TS 23.041 ‑ Failure Indication handling procedure has to be added
