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Introduction
At SA1#37 Orlando, there was significant progress towards completing  TR 22.968 particularly adding substance to sections 6.1, 6.2, 6.3  – explaining the characteristics of  SMS,CBS and MBMS. 

The meeting then went on to try to complete the tables and ran into some difficulty in defining whether a particular requirements against a particular technology was compliant, non compliant or partially compliant which ended in a debate concerning deletion of gap analysis tables. 
Without those tables or an appropriate substitute, the TR cannot fulfill its expectation of providing a gap analysis.

ETSI TS 102 182 contains European requirements for PWS and also contains tables which tabulate each requirement against numerous technologies and comments whether there is compliance or not or whether there is partial compliance and if so,why.

In essence these tables in ETSI TS 102 182 are a gap analysis for EUROPEAN requirements only and largely a repeat of what was attempted within the tables in TR 22.968.

On the surface, it may seem pointless repeating in TR 22.968 what is already in ETSI TS 102 182,  but there may be a 3GPP view that there are other European requirements that are not covered in ETSI TS 102 182. However, TR 22.968 should not contain requirements or any analysis that is in conflict with ETSI TS 102 182 in so far as European requirements are concerned. If that is the case then there will need to be some alignment.
What is clear is that TR 22.968 is trying to capture requirements (either by reference or by implicit statement within TR 22.968) and complete a gap analysis for a GLOBAL  PWS..

Because only European requirements have been formally published and requirements from the far east ( Japan etc ) for most urgent notifications ( Earthquake, Tsunamis etc) and that North American requirements have not yet formally been identified then the structure of TR 22.968 has to recognize this and make allowance for North American requirements and an appropriate gap analysis to be added later.

In the absence of North American requirements, TR 22.968 cannot fulfill its task of  identifying  GLOBAL  requirements or completing a gap analysis for a GLOBAL PWS.

However, that must not stop work continuing on PWS but it can only be against European and far Eastern requirements and that has be made very clear in TR 22.968.
On a second point, a few delegates in SA1 PWS questioned at SA1#36 whether it is SA1’s role to carry out a gap analysis. In consequence, there was a debate as to whether the gap analysis tables should remain or be deleted.

Whether the tables remain in TR 22.968 or how they are modified should be a matter for contribution material into SA1.
However, it should be remembered that SA1 has spent a considerable amount of time and effort preparing TR 22.968 and the scope of the document was known at the outset almost 18 months ago. It would seem unwise at this late stage to scrap any of the work that SA1 has undertaken. That would not look good in so far as 3GPP is concerned or for delegates contributing companies.

We are where we are and we need to move forward.
Proposal

1. TR 22.968 should continue to be developed and completed to fulfill its task of identifying Global requirements and completing a gap analysis. Where the requirements are not known, e.g North America , then the section must exist but be left blank or contain some appropriate wording.

2. In view of the fact that the North American requirements are not formally known at this time, then TR 22.968 must ensure that it is clear that any gap analysis is only applicable to requirements that are referenced or contained within TR 22.968.

3. If  the tables are deleted by contribution then in order to fulfill the expectation of a gap analysis,  sections will need to be added which contain verbal untabulated statements concerning the compliance or non compliance of  technology characteristics against  requirements. That could get very ‘wordy’ and difficult to read and understand.

4. SA1 PWS should first look at the tables contained in ETSI 102 182 to understand what they contain and whether it is sufficient to just refer to them in TR 22.968 for the European gap analysis.

