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1. Overall

This document proposes modification for the aspects of two types of PWS messages. 

2. Proposal

Modification should be made to PWS TR as below.
==================== Beginning of the 1st Modification ===================
5.x
Message type

Aspects from the perspective of message type are following.

-
Two types of Warning Message should be supported by PWS;

-
Most urgent message
-
Non-most urgent message: every Warning Message except most urgent message.
-
Each aspect in section 5 should be studied in each type of message.
====================== End of the 1st Modification =====================
==================== Beginning of the 2nd Modification ===================
5.3
Information element and volume

Editor’s note:  This section would clarify information element e.g., “what is the event?” “where is the event?” “where is the event heading (like a tornado)” “what actions should be taken by the user”, and volume of the information.

Aspects from the perspective of information element and amount of data are following. 

-
PWS should provide the mechanisms for the delivery of all types or categories of emergency notifications and alerts to mobile subscribers within the area desired by the warning information provider.  

-
PWS should be flexible to allow support for all current and future types or categories of emergency events and not be designed to support specific type(s) of emergencies or events requiring notification. 

-
PWS shall have the flexibility to support new categories or types of emergency notification or alerts that may be defined by the regional regulatory or other requirements. 

-
PWS should be able to transfer emergency notification or alert information most urgent message with a minimal amount of data in order to support regional requirements such as the Japanese-specific  Earthquake Early Warning system.

-
Based upon regional requirements or operator preference, PWS should be able to transfer non-most urgent message with large data (e.g. a few Kbytes) in order to send, for example, a map to safe area or emergency facility.
-
Following correspondences should be recognised by UEs;
-
Correspondence of a most urgent message to a non-most urgent message which are triggered by the same emergency event.

-
Correspondence of a former received most urgent message which is triggered by an emergency event to a latter received most urgent message which is triggered by associated event with the emergency event (e.g. Tsunami Warning Message and its Cancellation Message, etc).

-
Correspondence of a former received non-most urgent message which is triggered by an emergency event to a latter received non-most urgent message which is triggered by associated event with the emergency event (e.g. Chemical Hazard Message and its Cancellation Message, etc).
Editor’s notes:

1. This section needs to consider the requirements for the data types of the alert message (e.g., text only versus multimedia).  For multimedia, what type of multimedia need to be supported? (e.g., video clips, video streaming, audio clips, still pictures, graphics, maps)

2. PWS standards must not define the specific contents of the alert messages.  These messages are highly dynamic in nature and are subject to regional requirements.  The PWS standards should define the mechanisms and associated flexibility to support various types of alert message data types.

3. PWS requirements must also address varying sizes of messages including any associated requirements and issues for message segmentation and concatenation. 
====================== End of the 2nd Modification =====================
